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BurialB  BiU  (No.  73)— 

Mov4dj  *'  That  the  Hoiuse  do  now  resolve  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
BaiiBm,''—(Th4 Lord  Chancellor)  ..  ..  ••         1 

After  short  debate.  Motion  ai^eed  to ;  House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made ;  the  Seport  thereof  to  be  received  on  Friday  next ; 
and  Bill  to  he  printed  as  amended  (No.  86.) 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,   JUNE    15. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Railway e  (City  Linee  and  Exteneiom) 

Bitt  {by  Order)— 
Moved,    ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,'' — {Sir  Edward 

Watkin)         •  •  •  •  •  •  •  •  .  •      43 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave   out  the  word  ''now,"   and   at  the 

end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day  three  months," 

—{Mr.  Ritchie.) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— ^After short  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  174, 

Noes  100 ;  Majority  74.— (Div.  List,  No.  23.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 

miited, 

ifoTM^,  **  That  it  be  an  Inttruotion  to  the  Committee  on  the  Bill  to  consider  and  report 
on  the  oooxBO  token  by  the  Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Railway  Com- 
panies, the  Promoters  of  the  Bill,  in  carrying  into  effect  the  powers  of  *  The  Metro- 
Dolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Railway  Act»  1879/  and  *  The  Metropolitan 
Inner  Circle  Completion  Act  1874,'  and  also  the  exp<»diency  of  granting  anjextension 
of  time  for  the  purchase  of  land  for  the  line  anthorised  by  the  Act  of  1874  aboye. 
menUoned,'* — {Cmptain  Aylm$r.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

OOHTBOVSKTKD  ELBOnORS — BoROUOH   OF  EvESHAlC,   CiTY  OF  OlOUCESTBE — 

Judges'  Oertifioates  and  Beports  read       . .  . .  • .      57 
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— ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

EUBOPBAK  AbMAMENTS — MoTIOK  FOB  JlS  AdDBESS — 

Mopid,  **  That  an  humble  Addvess  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  instruct  Her  Principal  Secretary  of  State  tor  Foreign  AflBurs 
to  enter  into  communication  with  other  Powers,  with  a  view  to  bring  about  a  mutual 
and  simultaneous  reduction  of  European  Armaments," — {Mr.  Richard)  • .        80 

After  debate.  Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
all  occasions,  when  drcumstanoes  admit  of  it,  to  recommend  to  Foreign  Governments 
a  reduction  of  European  Armaments," — {Mr.  ClMn^fMy,)— instead  tl^reof. 

Question  nroposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question :" — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added : — ^Main  Question,  as  amendec^  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Yaodnation  Acts  Amendment  WJl^Ordcrcd  {Mr.  Dod$M,  Mr.  SihheH)  112 

South  Weftom  (of  London}  District  Post  Qflloe  WiXir-0rd$rc4  {lord  Frederick 

Cewendiehf  Mr.  Fawcett)  ••  ..  ..  113 

[House  counted  out.] 
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the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three  months," — {^Ur. 

Oourleg.) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— ^After  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  dMded;  Ayes  134,  Noes  48 ; 

Majority  86.— (Diy.  List,  No.  24.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 

mitied  for  liridag  25th  June. 

Agriooltoral  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice  of  Bemoval)  Bill— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (Ah-  Ahxander 
Oordon)  ••  ••  ••  ..lol 

After  debate,  MotioUi  by  leave,  wiihdrawn : — ^Bill  withdra%vn. 

Onn  Licence  Act  (1870)  Amendment  Bill  [BiU  193]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Sir  Alexander 
Oordon)  ..  ..  ..  ..     152 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leare  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three  months, "^ifr. 
Be^kn.) 
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OTHEB  Tenants — Question,  Mr.  MoUoy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  196 
M.    Challekel*Laooub,  the  Fbenoh  Ambassadob  —  Obsenrations,    Mr. 

O'DonneU,  Mr.  Speaker ;    Questions,  Sir   John   B.  Mowbray,  Mr. 

O'Donnell;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker  .  •  •  •     196 

The  Ibish  Land  Aot,  1870 — ^The   New   Botal   Commission — Question, 

Mr.  J.  Oowen ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qladstone    . .  . .  •  •     198 

National  Sohools^Ibeland) — Kilkenny  Ootjnty — Question,  Mr.  Martin ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  199 

Scotland— The   Tat   Bbidoe   Disaster — ^The   Bepobt  —  Question,  Mr. 

Henderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohamberlain    . .  . .  •  •     200 

Endowed  Schools— Dulwioh  Oolleoe — The  New  Scheme — Question,  Mr. 

Bryoe ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  • .  .  •     300 

Endowed  Schools — St.  Olaye's  Grammar  School — Question,  Mr.  Oohen ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  •  •     201 

Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill — The  New 

Clause  and  Schedule — Question,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  . .  . .     301 

Ireland — ^The  Municipal  Boundary  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Dawson ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  , .  , .     202 

MOTION. 

Evesham  Borouoh  Writ — 

Moped^  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serre  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
Borough  of  Evesham,  in  the  room  of  Daniel  Bowlinson  Ratdiffe,  esquire,  whose 
Ejection  hath  been  determined  to  be  void," — (Lord  KemingUm)        ..  ..      203 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  <'  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Evesham  be  suspended  until  the 
Shorthand  Writers'  Notes  of  the  Jndge  and  the  Evidence  taken  at  the  Trial  of  the 
Election  Petition  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,*' — {Mr,  Eefinald  Torke,)'^ 
instead  thereof  . 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :" — After  short  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn : — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Parliament — ^Publio   Business  —  Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Sir  Stafford 

Northcote ;  Answers,  Mr.  Fawcett,  Mr.  Gladstone         . .  . .     309 

ORDER    OF    THE  DAY. 

Belief  of  Dietrees  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amendment  Bill- 
Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [11th  June  J, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:" — Question  agaiif  pro- 
posed : — Debate  reiumed      . .  . .  . .     210 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adioumed,"— (ifr.  ChapUn :)^h&n 

^ort  debate.  Motion,  by  leare,  wiiharawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed : — ^After  lonp;  debate,  Original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to : — ^ill  read  a  second  tmie,  and  eommitted  for  To- 
morroWf  at  Two  of  the  dock.      

Common  Law  Procedure  and  Judicature  Acts  Amendment  B\ll—Ord$r$d  (Mr. 

Mflhr,  Mr.  Qr$g9ry,  Mr,  Marriott) ;  preoonUd,  and  read  the  first  time  fBill  229]      . .       2^ 

Jfunidpality  of  London  VOl—Ordtrod  (Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  TKorold  Rogtrt,  Mr.  B>tUr, 

JVr. /«i»M#,  JVr.  ^ffffNO ;  i»m#fiM;  and iMd  ths  first  time  [B^  ..      204 
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Eldczntabt  Edxtoatiok — ^MonoK  fob  an  Addbess — 
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Code  of  Begulations  iflsued  by  the  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coimdl  on  Education  and 
now  lying  on  the  Table  of  thia  House, — (The  Lord  Norton)  . .  . .     264 

After  debate,  on  Qaestion?  their  Lordships  divided;  Oontents  98,  Not- 
Oontents  50 ;  Majority  48. 

Division  List,  Oontents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .     283 
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out  the  year  and  the  admission  of  the  public  on  students  dajrs,"— <rA«  Vi$cotmt 
Harding0)  .,  ,.  ,.  ..      284 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Burials  Bill  (Nos.  78,  86)— 

Amendments  reported  (acoordinff  to  Order)  . .  . .  • .     286 

Farther  Amendments  made : — ^Bill  to  be  read  8*  on  Tkmreday  next,  Mid 
to  he  printed,  as  amended.    (No.  89.) 
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Belief  of  Distrese  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chair,"— (ifr.  7F.  E.  Forster)         . .  . .  •  •     299 

Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — (Mr,  Parnell:) — ^Motion, 
by  leave,  mthdratm. 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— (Jfr.  Juttin  M'Carihy,)^ 
instead  thereof . 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question : " — ^After  ftirther  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 

agreed  to. 
Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 

agreed  to : — ^Bill  eontidered  in  Committee ;  Committee  report  Progress ; 

to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

SavinM  Banks  Bill  [BiU  188]— 
Mov^,  '*  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — (Mr.  OhdeUme)    . .     325 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''the  extension  of  the  limits  of  deposits  in  Savings  Banks  proposed  in  this 
Bill  would  result  in  so  serious  a  discouragement  of  private  enterprise  that,  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  no  such  step  should  he  taken  without  careful  inquiry,'* — {Mr. 
WtUiam  Fowler j) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  lefb  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (Mr. 
JSareourt.) 

After  short  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  till  this  dag. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock 
The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  " — 

LrroxiQATiNo  Liquobs  (Liobkoes) — Besolittion — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  inasmuch  as  the  ancient  and  avowed  object  of  lacensing  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating liquors  is  to  supply  a  supposed  public  want,  without  de6iment  to  the  public 
welfare,  this  House  is  of  opimon  that  a  legal  power  of  restraining  the  issue  or 
renewal  of  Licences  should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  persons  most  deeply 
interested  and  affected,  namely,  the  inhabitants  themselves,  who  are  entitled  to 
protection  from  the  injurious  consequences  of  the  present  system,  by  some  efficient 
measure  of  local  option," — (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawon^) — instead  thereof  ..      340 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "  —  After  long  debate.  Question  put :  —  The  House 
divided;  Ayes  203,  Noes  229 ;  Majority  26. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  •  •  • .  .  •     386 

Words  added : — ^Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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MOTIONS. 

Dnroimrov  Wbit— Motiok  pob  Nsw  Wbxt — 

Mo94d, «  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Waxrant  to  the  Olerk  of  the  Grown  flrelaad) 
to  inake  out  a  new.  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serre  in  this  present  Parlia- 
ment  for  the  Borough  of  Dungannon,  in  tiie  room  of  Thomas  Alexander  Didnon, 
esquire,  whose  Election  hath  been  determined  to  be  void,*' — (Lord  Richard  Orotvmor)     889 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  ''That'*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words ''  the  issue  of  the  Wzit  for  the  Borough  of  Dungannon  be  postponed  for  one 
week," — (5t>  0#ofy«  CMNp^#//,)^4nstead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 

the  Question : " — After  short  debate,  (Joestion  put,  and  a0r$$i  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ckmipensation  for  DiBturbance  (Ireland)  BUI— 

Mov0dy  ''That  leare  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  temporary  provision  with 
reqpNBot  to  Oompensation  for  IHsturMnce  in  oertain  oases  of  lyeotment  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent  in  parts  of  Ireland," — {Mr.  WiUum  Edtoard  Fonter)  . .  •  •     898 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— (Ifr. 

JSakey:) — ^After  ftirther  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  {Mr.  WilUam  Edward  Foreter,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 
Ireiamd,  Mr.  SoUeitor  General  for  Ireland);  preeented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [BiU  232.] 

OBDEB    OF    TEE  DAY. 
Ways  akd  Hsaits — 

Cotmder$d  in  Oommittee. 

S0$oh4df  That,  towards  making  good  the  Supply  granted  tQ  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  jrear  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  Bfu^  1881,  the  sum  of  £4,925,820  be  granted 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Mondtty  next;  Oommittee  to  sitagalnupon  Jfofulsif  next. 

MOTIONS. 
PubUe  Health  (Seoflaad)  Prorisioiial  Order  (Blaatyre)  VSH-Ordend  [Kr.  Arthmr 

TM,84entary  Sir  William  Sar€ourt);pr$9mt0d,andretAihB&iti  ..      896 

PubUo  Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Lanark)  Wl—Ordend  {Mr.  Arthnr 

IM,  8§erftcary  Sir  William  Sarcourt) ;  pn$mt$dt  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  284]    ..      896 

Xnclosure  Prorisiimal  Order  (Sterenton  Common)  Wl—Ordtr^  {Mr.  Arthmr 

JPtfl,  S4€rftary  Sir  WilUam  Mareourt) ;  pre$mUd,  and  read  the  first  thne  [^ill  286]  . .      896 

Indosure  ProrisioBal  Order  (Uandeglej  Bhos  Common)  Wi—Ord^r^  {Mr.  Arthmr 

Ptf#l,  S4€ntarp  Sir  William  Mar^owrt);  pr$90HUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  286]   . .      896 

Ineloiure  and  Begulation  ProTisional  Order  (Lisard  Common)  Bill— Onf^fr^f  ( jfr. 

Arthur  iW/,  Stcrttary  Sir  William  Marcourt);  pretmtid,  and  read  the  fint  time  [Bill 
287]..  ..  ..  ..  ..  ••      896 

ladosure  ProriaioBil  Order  (Hendy  Bank  Common)  WUr-Ordered  {Mr.  Arthmr 

.  iW,  Seerrtary  Sir  William  Sarmtrt);  pr$mat§d,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  288]  ..      896 

Law  of  Lzbsl^ 


^ 


Or*r«<  Thai  ths  SeUol  Oommittee  be  re-eppoiaM  to  inquire  into  the  Law  of  Kewt- 
paper  Libel :^Iift  of  the  Commi^M  ..  ••  ••  896 
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Movid,  *'  That  this  House,  having  oommitted  Kr.  Bradlangh  to  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant 
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ance to  its  authority,  and  having  thereby  supported  its  order  and  angled  its  authority, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  discharged  from  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms," — {Sir  Siajhrd 
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a  Member  in  lieu  of  Mr.  Walter  Wren,  whose  e&ction  has  been  declared  to  be  void," 
— ^Lord  Richwd  Growtnor)  . .  , ,  . ,  . .     727 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to. 

Nsw  Writ  for  BuTBSHiRBy — in  the  room  of  Thomas  Bassell,  esquire, 
who,  hayingheld  a  Oontraot  entered  into  for  the  Public  Service  at  the 
time  of  his  Mection  for  the  said  Shire,  was  incapable  of  being  elected 
for  the  same. 

ORDERB    OF    THE    DAY. 
Customs  and  Inland  Bevenne  Bill  [Bill  221]— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  GladeUme)    . .     727 
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To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
worda  **  in  the  opinion  of  thia  Uoose,  teeing  Beer  is  abready  exempted  from  f onr- 
fiftha  of  the  proper  tax  upon  its  alcohol,  and  the  new  propdfala  are  expected  even 
further  to  cheapen  it,  any  loss  caused  to  the  Revenue  by  the  abolition  of  the  Duty 
on  Malt  shoula  be  made  good  by  the  Beer  Tax  and  not  by  the  Income  Tax," — {Mr, 
iliMlfr«ofi,}— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:" — ^After  long  debate,  Moved,  ''That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Mae  Ivor  .*) — [The  Motion,  not  being  seconded, 
was  not  put :]— Amendment,  by  leare,  withdraum. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreid  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom* 
mtted  tot  Thuredag  next 

Merchant  Seamen  (Pasrment  of  Wages,  fto.)  Bill  [ffill  119]— 

Order  for  Ctommittee  read  789 

(MUr$d,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Ckmimittee  that  they  hare  power  to  oonaider 
Claofet  with  reference  to  the  oonditiona  of  service  of  eeamen  ana  the  licensing  of 
'*^  '  lodging  hooaet,— (ifr.  £p$i^  AthUg.) 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 

put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  eoneidered  in  Oommittee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Oommittee  report  Progress  ;  to  sit  again 

upon  Thmedag  next. 

SeUef  of  DiBtreee  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  244]— 
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Morgim  Ziogd  .*)— After  further  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : 

— ^IJebate  offfoimed  till  Mondag  next 

Industrial  Sohools  BUI— Or^f^rW  {(kkn^l  AUsmd*r,  Mr,  JU4ert  N.  Fo»Ur,  Mr.  nOiirt 
Bhimri,  Mr,  WkitUf,  Mr,  WiUimm  Holm$,  Mr,  BUke) ;  prtM^nttd,  and  read  the  flrrt 
time  [BiU  247]         ..  ..  ..     810 

YOL.  OOUIL    [thibd  sBUBs*]     [    d    ] 
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the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months,"— (ifr, 

Chaplin,) 
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Question  again  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question :" — Debate  resumed  . .  . .  . .     892 

After  short  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  dock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  till  thie  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  five  minutes  before^Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

Closhto  op  Publio-Hovses  on  Bvtxday — ^Bbsolutiok — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  <*  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houne,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Law  which  limits 
the  hours  of  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  on  Sunday  in  England  and  Wales  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  apply  to  the  whole  of  that  <iay," — (Mr,  SUvensony) — instead 
thereof  ..  ..  ••     898 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  nart 
of  the  Question:" — After  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  117,  Noes  153 ;  Majority  36. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  . .  . .     916 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  proposed  Amendment, 

To  leare  out  all  the  words  after  tho  word  ''apply,*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in 
order  to  add  the  words  "  as  nearly  as  possible  to  the  whole  of  that  day,  making 
such  provision  only  for  the  sale  during  limited  hours  of  beer,  ale,  porter,  cider, 
or  perry,  for  consumption  off  tho  premises  in  the  country ;  and,  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolitan  district,  as  may  be  found  needful 
to  secure  public  oo-operation  in  the  alteration  of  the  Law,"— (Jfr.  P#4m#,  )— instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  said  proposed  Amendment :  " — Question  put,  and  neyatiped. 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  ayreed  to. 

BwvLY — Besohed,  That  this  House  will  immediately  resolye  itself  into  the 
Oommittee  of  Supply. 

Moped,  <'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  ilxe  Chair, '' -^Lord  F^ederiek 
Cavendish)       . .  . .  . .  919 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  ayreed  to. 
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now  adjourned,"  —  {Mr,  Magniao,) — put,  and  agreed  to:  —  Debate 
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Committee — 

Movedy ''  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  matter  contained  in 
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the  circumstances  under  which  the  abandonment  of  the  Petition  against  the  return 
of  Mr.  Monk  took  place,"— (Xor<;  Randolph  Churchill)  . .  . .      938 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — Select  Committee 
appointed, 

And|  on  June  30,  Committee  nominated : — ^list  of  the  Committee  . .     948 
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kc"^(Mr,  Arthur  (T Connor :)— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  17,  Noes  219; 
Majority  202.— (Div.  List,  No.  31.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £53,370,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Victualling  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad. — 
Alter  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  . .  . .     1058 

(4.)  £47,684,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Medical  Establishments  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
— ^After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  , ,  . .  . .     1059 

(5.)  £16,052,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Marine  Divisions. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote 
agreed  to  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     I06I 

(6.^  £758,250,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Naval  Stores  for  Bailding  and  Repairing  the 
Fleet,  &c. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to        .,  . .  . .     1064 

(7.)  £556,750,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Machinery  and  Ships  buUt  by  Contract. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  .,  . .  . .  . .     1065 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £419,213, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessar^r  to  defray  the  Expense  of 
New  Works,  Buildings,  1  ard  Machinery,  and  Repairs,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1881 "  . .     1065 

After  short  debate,  litotion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  <*  That  a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £307,213,  be  granted,  &c."— (Jtfr.  Arthur  0^  Connor :) — ^After  further  short 
debate.  Question  put: — ^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  23,  Noes  174 ;  Majority  151. 
--{Div.  List,  No.  32.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed    . .  . .  . .  •  •     1074 

After  .short  debate.  Original  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ^*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £56,363,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of 
Medicines,  Medical  btores,  &c.,  whidi  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1881 ''       . .  . .  . .     1075 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £55,363,  be 
granted,  &c." — {Sir  Andrew  Zusk  :) — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(lo.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,938,  be 
ffranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of 
Martial  Law,  &c.,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
ontheSlstdayof  March  1881"    ..  ..  ..  ..     1076 

Moved,  ''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr, 

Finigan :) — ^Aiter  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(II.)  £101,820,  to  complete  Uie  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Services. — After  short  debate. 
Vote  agreed  to        ••  ••  ..  ..  ..     1077 

Beeolutions  to  be  reported. 
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Supply— Navt  Estimatbs — Ckmimittee — continued 

Motion  made,  and  Qaettion  proposed,  "That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £671,367,  be 

mnted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of 

Half -Pay,  Keserrea,  and  Retired  Pa^  to  Officers  of  the  Navy  and  Marines,  which 

will  oomi;  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 

1881"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1078 

Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Jfr. 
Arthur  0*  Connor :) — ^After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock ;  Committee 
also  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  JFedn$9day, 

Supply— BBPOBT—Sesolutions  [June  25]  reported  . .  . .  1080 

After  short  debate,  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Taxes  Management  Bill  [Bill  242]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Lord  FVederieh 
Cavenduh)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1081 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to :— Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom^ 
mitted  for  Monday  next. 

Births  and  Deaths  Befflstration  (Ireland)  {re-eommitted)  'BOX— 

Bill  ^0iitn2^^  in  Committee     ..  ..  •«  ..  1088 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

Common  Law  Procedure  and  Jadioature  Acts  Amendment 

Bill  [Bill  229]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee    . .  . .  .  •  . .  1088 

After  short  time  spent  tiierein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered npon  Wednesday  next. 


Parliamoitarj  Oaths  and  Affirmations  "BOl-^Co^^^  ^  Ckmimittee : — Reeolation 

•greed  to,  and  reported : — Bill  ordered  {Mr,  Zabouehere,  Mr,  Burt,  Mr,  Joeeph  Cowen,  Mr, 
Dillwyn,  Mr,  Maedonafd) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [BiU  251]  . .    1086 


LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JUNE  29. 

Repobtiko  nr  ths  House  of   Lobds — ^Bbfobt   of   Sblbot   OoxxrrrBE— 
BEsoLtrnoKs — 

Moved,  That  for  the  week  beginning  5th  Jnly  the  woolsack  be  pJ*oed  at  the  north  end 
of  the  House ;  that  the  Ijord  Chancellor  do  sit  facing  the  Throne ;  that  the  cross 
benches  be  placed  where  the  woolsacks  now  are ;  and  that  all  standing  orders  and 
regulations  moonsistent  with  this  motion  be  suspended  while  it  is  in  force, — {The 
Emrl  Bemuehennp)  ,,    1086 

After  debate,  Besolution  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Meved  to  resolre. 

That  it  ii  expedient  that  a  seat  for  one  or  two  reporters  be  temporarily  and  inex> 

pensirely  oonstructed  in  front  of  the  present  gallery : 
That  it  ii  expedient  that  a  platform  be  temporarily  and  inexpenaiTely  erected  on  either 

side  of  the  House  below  the  Bar  according  to  a  plan  prepared  by  Mr.  G.  M.  Barry  in 

1868  for  the  better  accommodation  of  the  reporters  now  in  the  gallery.— (rw  £arl 

Bemieh^tnp.) 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

State  of  Ibslakd— Seevice  of  Pbooess — ^The  Coitstabttlart — Question, 
Obsenrations,  Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne;  Beplj,  Earl Qranville : — 

I,  Tisoount  Sherbrooke  ••  ••  ..  1105 
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RathminM  and  Raihgar  Toumhtp  WaUr  Bill  \_Lordi]  {by  Order)-^ 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  . .    1 109 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  three  months,"— (i/r. 

M.  Brooks.') 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question : 

— After  diort  debate,  Amendment;  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 

mitted. 

CONTBOVEETED  ELECTIONS — TeWKESBXTEY  ELECTION — 

Judges'  Certificate  and  Beport  read  . .  . .  •  •   1117 

QUESTIONS. 

Pabliamentaey  Afpiemation  TMb.  Bbadlaugh) — ^Notice  of  Amendment 

to  Motion,  Sir  Stafford  Nortncote  . .  • .  ..1118 

Mines  Eeguultion  Act,  1872 — The  Black  Lake  Colueby  Explosion — 

Question,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt  .  •   1118 

Metbobolooigal  Bepobts — Questions,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan ;  Answers,  Lord 

Frederick  Cavendish  ,.  ..  ..  ..1119 

South  Afbioa — ^The  Chief  Moibosi — Question,  Mr.  A.  M'Arthur ;  Answer, 

Mr.  GbantDuff  ..  ..  ..  ..    1120 

The  Pbisons  Act,  1866 — ^Maoistbates'  Sentences— The  Case  of  CATmcBiNB 
CoNNOLY — Question,  Mr.  Passmore  Edwards ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt        ..  ..  ..  ..  ••    1120 

Cbiminal  Law — Alleged  Illegal  Detention  of  a  Female — Question, 

Mr.  Arthur  Arnold ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt       . .  . .    1 122 

Abmy — SuBGEON  Majobs   OF   THE    HOUSEHOLD    Cavalby — QuostioB,  Mr. 

Thomhill ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .  . .    1 122 

Abitt — ATTxnjABY  FoBOEs — The  Yolttnteebs  and  the  Elections — Ques- 
tion, Baron  Henry  De  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .   1122 

Post    Office    (Telegbaph    Depabtment) — Disclostjbe    of   Telegbams— 

Question,  Mr.  Callan;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  . ,  . .   1123 

OBDEB  OF  THE  DAY. 


Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  282]— 

Oroer  read,  for  resuminj?  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed 
to  Question  [25th  June  J,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tmie :" — 
Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the  word  'now'  stand  part  of  the 
Question:" — Debate  rM«m#(^  ..  .,  ..  1124 

After  long  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,"— fZor^ 
Randolph  Churchill :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned 
till  Monday  next. 

It  being  now  five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  clock  the  House  suspended  its 
Sitting.  «_ 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

MOTION. 


Suoo  BoBOUOH— Besolution,  Mr.  Denis  O'Conor  . .  . .  1 1 66 

[House  counted  out.] 
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Huix  Lordahips  out;  and  having  gone  Chxoiigli  fhe  Bnainess  on  the 
Paper  vifhoat  debate,  [Hoose  adjourned.] 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  80. 
0BDER8    OF    TEE  DAY. 

Sale  of  IntOKieatlngr  Liquon  on  Sunday    (Wales)    Bill— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— {Mr.  Boh&rU)  . .  11 67 
After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leaye  oat  the  word  '^  now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three 
months," — {Mr.  Warton.) 
Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  word  '  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— ^Afber  fiirther  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Main  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to : — ^BUl  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
To-^norrow. 

nzity  of  Tenure  (Ireland)  BiU  [Bill  144]- 

Moped,  <<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (K^.  Littam)        . .  1181 
After  debate,  Prevume  Queition  proposed,  ''  That  that  Question  be  now 
put,"— (ifr.  JF.  JB.  Fortier :)— After  further  debate,  Question  put : — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  45,  Noes  187;  Majority  142. — (Div.  List, 
No.  83.)  


Educatian  (Sooilaiid)  Aoti  1873  and  1878  Srtension  mOr-Ordend  (Mr.  FMie, 

Mr.  WiUum  Solmt,  Oolottd  AUxander,  Mr.  Jffendertom,  Mr.  Mark  SUwart);  pn* 
mw/mI,  and  retd  the  first  time  pSill  252]  ..  ..  ..   1214 

StmOk  Western  (of  London)  District  Post  Oi&ce  Bill— 

Select  Gonunittee  nominated: — Uui  of  the  Oommittee  ••  •  •  ••   1214 

LOEDB,  THUE8DAT,  JULY  1. 
Eabldox  of  Haa— BisoLunox — 

Meeed  to  Tmcitw^.  **That,  in  aooordanoe  with  the  Beeolatlosi  agreed  to  bf  this  Houae  on 
the  14th  June  lact '  That  it  is  inomnbent  upon  this  House  to  rescind  their  Order  of  26th 
Febmarf  1876,  which  ran  as  follows,  via. :  <'That  at  the  future  meetings  of  the  Peers 
of  Sootland  assembled  under  any  Royal  Proclamation  for  the  election  of  a  Peer  or 
Peers  to  represent  the  Peerage  of  l^tlaad  inParliament,  the  Lord  Clerk  Register,  or  the 
Clerks  of  tiemioa  ofBdating  thereat  in  his  name,  do  call  the  title  of  Earl  ol  Mar  ac- 
cording to  its  place  on  the  Roll  of  Peers  of  Sootland  called  at  such  election,  and  do 
receive  and  count  the  yote  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  claiming  to  vote  in  right  of  the  said 
earidom.  and  do  pennit  him  to  take  put  in  the  proceedmgs  of  such  dection," '  the 
said  Order  be  rescinded,  and  that  intimation  to  that  eflbct  be  made  to  the  Lord  Clerk 

Regi^  of  8ootland,"--(^^ -B;^' </ ^'o^'M'^)  ••   1216 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  *'  That "  for  the  puipose  of  inserting  the  fdlowing 
words:  ^further  consideration  has  led  this  House  to  consider  tluit  it  would  be 
inemdient  to  rescind  the  Order  of  the  26th  February  1876,  which  was  made  after 
the  House  had  resolved  and  adjudged  that  Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Kellio  Viscount 
Fenton  Baron  Erskine  and  Baron  Dirleton  in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  had  made  out 
his  claim  to  the  earidom  of  Mar  in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  created  in  1665,  as  con* 
sennential  to  such  resolution  and  judgment,  and  that  to  rescind  an  Order  so  made  in 
relation  to  a  right  to  a  Peerage  a4)udged  after  long  investigation,  and  which  Order 
has  been  acted  upon  at  several  elections  of  Scotch  Peers,  wiuout  an^  further  inquiry 
and  unsunported  by  any  new  evidence,  would  be  contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  House 
and  establish  an  objectionable  and  dangcorous  precedent,*' — (7^  Earl  of  SsdetdaU.) 

Alter  debate,  on  Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat 
stand  part  of  the  Motion?"  their  Lordships  divided;  Contents  52, 
Not-Oontenta  80 ;  Minority  28. 

Reoobed  in  the  IfegoH^e. 

Diriaion  list,  Contents  and  Not-Oontents  ••  ,•  1288 
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Pabliamentaby  Affibmation — ^Besolution — 

MaP0d,  **  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed  until  after  the  Motion 

relating  to  the  Parliamentary  AiBrmation," — {Mr.  QladHone)  . .   1261 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agre$d  to. 

Movtdf  **  That  every  penon  returned  m  a  Member  of  this  House,  who  may  claim  to  be 
a  person  for  the  time  being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a  solemn  Affirmation  or 
Declaration  instead  of  taking  an  Oath,  snail  henceforth  (notwithstanding  so  much  of 
the  Resolution  adopted  by  this  House  on  the  22nd  day  ol  June  last  as  relates  to 
Affirmation)  be  permitted,  without  question,  to  make  and  subscribe  a  solemn  Affirma- 
tion in  the  form  prescribed  by  *  The  Parliamentary  OaUis  Act,  1866,'  as  altered  by 
'The  PromiaMry  Oaths  Act,  186S,'  subject  to  any  liabiUty  by  sUtute,"— (ifr. 
OUdttom)  ..  ••  ..  ..  ..    1267 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  oider  to  add  the 
words  '*  this  House  cannot  adopt  a  Resolution  which  virtually  rescinds  the  Resolution 
passed  by  it  on  the  22nd  day  of  June  Ugt,**'-{8ir8t(tfbrd  iybr^A«0/#,)~instaad  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:"  —  After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  ^ouse 
dmd0d;  Ayes  803,  Noes  249 ;  Majority  54. 

Diyision  list.  Ayes  and  Noes  • .  • .  1842 

Main  Question  proposed. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  add  the  words  ^  FtoTided  always.  That  this  Resolution  shall  apply  to  persons 
hereafter  returned  as  Members  of  this  House,*'— (-^r*  ^-  ^'  SuUiptm.) 

Question  put,  "  That  those  words  be  there  added :" — ^The  House  dkuM; 

Ayes  286,  Noes  274;  Majority  88.— (Dir.  list.  No.  S6.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  4i§rmd  U. 
MoMd,  <«That  the  Besdntion  be  a  Standing  Order  of  the  House,"— 

(Mr.  OUdtUm.) 
Question  put,  and  tkgrmi  to. 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
ORDER  OF  THE  DAY. 


SeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  BiU  [BiU  244]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [24th  June], 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :" — Question  again  proposed : 
— Debate  remmsd  . .  , .  . .  . .  1347 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the 
end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this  day  three  montiis," 
— (J!fr.  Dodds,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— ^After  short  debate,  Movedf  "  That  tiie  Debate  be  now  adjourned," 
— {Mr.  Oladitone:) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  tiU  Saturday,"— (iff.  PamoU:)— 
After  short  debate,  Question  put : — The  House  divided;  Ayes  22,  Noes 
62;  Mwority  40.— (Diy.  List,  No.  36.) 

Debate  aijourned  tiU  Monday  next. 

LOEDS,  FEIDAT,  JULY  2. 

Intbmpebakoe — Bepobt  of  the  Select  Comhitteb — Question,  Observa- 
tions, The  Earl  of  Onslow;  Befdy,  The  Earl  of  Fife:- Debate 
thereon  ..  ..  ..  ,.  ..   1366 

Gtpbus — The  Haeboxtb  of  Faicaooxtsta — Question,  Observations,  The 
Duke  of  Somerset,  Lord  Lilford ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Eimberley ;  Ob- 
servations, Yisoount  Oranbrook  . .  . .  . .  1380 

Navy — The  Type  of  Tbaining  Smps^-Question,  Observations,  The  Earl 

of  Bavensworth ;  Beply,  The  Earl  of  Northbrook        . .  • .  1383 

COMMONS,  FEIDAY,  JULY  2. 

Mr.    Ohables  Beadlaugh,   one  of  the  Members   for   the   Borough  of 

Northampton,  made  and  subscribed  a  solemn  Affirmation  . .  1386 

CloirrBOYSBTED  ELEonoKS — ^BoEouGH  OF  Thibse — 

Judges'  Certificate  and  Beport  read  , .  . .  . .  1386 

MOTIONS. 


Paeliambkt — ^Tewkesbury  Wett — 

Moved^  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issae  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Grown  to  make  out 
a  New  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
Borough  of  Tewkesbury,  in  the  room  of  William  Edwin  FHce,  esquire,  whose 
Election  has  been  determined  to  be  void,"— -(Xorrf  JBiV^rrf  6=rowwor)  ..   1387 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  ''  the  Writ  be  postponed  UU  l^e  Shorthand  Writers*  Notes  of  the  Prooee^ngs 
on  the  Elec^on  Petition  are  printed," — (Sir  Owrg$  Campbell,) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  tiie  Question:" — ^After  short  debate,  Question  t)ut: — The  House 
divided;  Ayes  238,  Noes  53 ;  Majority  185.— (Diy.  list,  No.  37.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Fabiiament— Eyeshak  Writ — 

MiW0d,  '*  That  a  New  Writ  be  issued  for  the  election  of  a  Member  for  tiie  Borough  of 
Eyesham,  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Daniel  Bowlinson  BatcUffe,  whose  election  has  been  dB- 
termined  to  be  yoid,"— (Xorif  jSi^Aorif  ^roffp#fior)  ..   1896 

After  short  debate,  Motion  ofifreed  to. 
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QUESTIONS. 

Intbbnational    DrflARMAMiHT  —  Question,    Mr.   Biokard ;   Answer,  Mr. 

Oladstone       . .  . .  . .  . .  •  •  1397 

F&AHOB — ^Expulsion  of  thb  jBSxrrrs — Question,  The  O'Donoghue ;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..  13^8 

Thb  British  Burmah  Commission — Question,  Mr.  Warton;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington      .  •  . .  •  •  •  *  ^398 

Ways  and  Mbans — ImAND  Bbyentjb — ^Thb  Btooms  Tax — Question,  Mr. 

Northoote;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish  . .  •  •  1399 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
Employers'  liabilily  (r^^NMumtYM)  Bill  [Bill  209]— 

Order  for  Committee  read:— Jfei^,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare 
the  Chair,"— (iKr.  J><wfo<w)  ..  .•  ..1899 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  no  measure  dealing  with  the  Employen'  liabilities  for  Iiignzies  sostained  hy 
their  Sennuits  can  be  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  question  which  admits, 
as  a  ground  of  defence  in  any  action  or  proceeding  brought  for  the  recovery  of 
damages  or  for  compensation  in  respect  to  bodily  ii^ury  or  loss  of  life,  that  the  person 
by  whose  negligence  the  injury  or  loss  of  life  is  alleged  to  have  been  occasioned  was 
employed  in  a  conunon  employment  with  the  person  killed  or  injured,"— (Jfr.  MaO' 
donMy) — instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  "—After  debate,  Maved,  ''  That  the  Debate  be  now 
adjourned,"— (^^-  SUtvOey  HiU.) 

After  further  short  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  befbre  Seven  of  the 
dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  ihi$  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 
The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


SuTPLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  "— 

Cbxtbal  Afuoa — ^Allbosd  Oura^oxs  bt  Missiona&ixs — Monoir  fob  an 
Addrxss — Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  take  measores  to  prohibit  British  subjects,  not  commissioned  by  Her,from  «"Mmtnmg 
ri^ts  of  criminal  jurisdiction  over  the  natives  of  uncivilised  countries,  and  perpe- 
trating upon  them  acts  of  war ;  and  praying  Her  further  to  cause  communications  to 
be  entered  into  with  the  other  Great  Powers  with  a  view  to  the  protection  of 
uncivilised  tribes  from  acts  of  violence  at  the  hands  of  penons  not  commissioned  by 
the  Government  to  which  they  owe  allegiance,"— {Dr.  CtowMrpn,)— instead  thereof    . .   1 424 

Question  nropoaed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :"— After  debate.  Amendment,  by  leare,  mihdrawn. 

MOTION. 


Bussu  AMD  BainsB  Iimu— Beeolution,  Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett  1448 

[House  counted  out] 
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COMMONS,  SATUEDAT,  JULY  8. 
QUESTION, 

Allsobd  PoisoNiNa  AT  Welbeok — Questioiiy  Mr.  Mappin;  Answer,  ICr. 

Arthur  Feel   ..  ..  ..  ••    1444 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 
Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amendment  Bill — 

Bill  considered  in  Committee  [^Progrees  \^th  June"]  . .  .  •    1445 

After  long  time  spent  therein,  Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 

upon  Monday  next. 
Moved,   ''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn/' — {Mr.    WiUtam  Edward 

Forater:) — After  short  debate,   Question  put: — The  House  divided; 

Ayes  43,  Noes  22 ;  Majority  21.— (Div.  list.  No.  41.) 

LOEDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  5. 

Abht  Education — ^Litebabt  and  Physical  Competitions — Beport  of  the 

Joint  Committee — Obseryations,  Earl  Fortesoue : — Short  debate  liiereon  1 695 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) — ^Ejectments — ^Motion  for  Papers — 

Moved,  "  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House,  Return  in  tabular  form  for  each  county, 
of  the  number  of  civil  biU  ejectments,  distinguishing  ejectments  on  the  title  from 
those  for  non-payment  of  rent,  tried  and  determined  in  each  county  in  Ireland  for 
each  of  the  three  years  ending  30th  June  1880,  exdusiye  of  ejectments  for  premises 
situate  in  counties  of  cities,  boroughs,  and  towns,  imder  the  Act  9th  Geo.  lY. 
chap.  82.,  or  the  Towns  Improvement  Act,  1854,  or  any  local  Act ;  also  the  number  of 
persons  re-admitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers: — ^Ejectments  entered:  on  title;  for 
non-payment  of  rent :  decrees  granted :  decrees  executed :  dismisses :  cases  otherwise 
disposed  of ;  stay  put  on  decrees :  readmitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers. 

<<  Also,  Betum,  in  tabular  form  for  each  county,  of  the  number  of  actions  of  ejectments 
in  superior  courts  commenced,  distinguishing  ejectments  on  the  title  from  ejectments 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  those  tried  and  determined  in  each  county  m  Ireland 
for  eadi  of  the  three  years  ending  30th  June  1880 ;  and  the  number  of  haberes 
issued  and  the  number  executed  in  the  same  period;  also,  number  of  persons  re- 
admitted as  tenants  or  care-takers : — ^Actions  commenced  :  on  title  ;  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent :  actions  tried :  on  title ;  for  rent :  number  of  haberes  issued :  number 
of  haberes  executed:  re-admitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers. 

**  And  also,  Betum  for  each  county  for  the  three  years  ending  30th  June  1880,  of  the 
number  of  land  claims  in  which  the  court  certified  under  section  9.  of  tiie  Land  Act, 
that  the  non-payment  of  rent  causing  the  eviction  had  arisen  from  the  rent  being  an 
exorbitant  rent;  and  of  the  amount  awarded  in  each  case  for  disturbuice,"— (rA« 
Earl  of  Annethy)      ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1613 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mthdrmon. 

Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  106)— 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%^  Lord  President)  . .  1615 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accordingly,  and  com- 
mitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  I%uredag  next. 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  5. 
QUESTIONS. 

Spain — DBTEimoir  of  a  BamsH  SuBjEcr  at  Fernando  Po— Question, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  • .  1623 

Ibxlani) — The  Phoenix  Pabk,  Dublin — Question,  Mr.  M.  Brooks;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  • .  . .  1622 
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Thb  Oapb  Ooloht — Sis  Babtlb  Ebebe — Qnecitioni  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon ; 

Answer,  A^.  Oladstone        ..  ••  ..  ..  1628 

Sailways  (Ibelakd)— Ldcbriok  JiTNOTioir— Question,  Mr.  A.  Moore ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Ohamberlain        . .  • .  . .  1624 

The  Cubbbnoy — ^Wokn  Gh>LD  Coins — Question,  Sir  James  M'Gttrel-Hogg ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . .  1624 

TuBKKT — ^Thb   Identio   Notb— Mb.    GbsoHzv's   Mission — Question,  Mr. 

Bourke ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .   1626 

OusTOKS  AND   INLAND   Beyenttb — Thb   Winb   Dttties  —  Quostiou,  Mr. 

Bourke ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  . .  1626 

Fabuamsntabt  Elbotions — ^WioKLow  Election — The  Ballot — Question, 

Mr.  M'Ooan ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  . .  1626 

India — ^Bbhab— Question,  Mr.  Justin  M'Oarthy;  Answer,  The  Marquess 

ofHartington  ..  ..  1626 

Apohanistan — ^Mb.  Lefel  GFbiffin — Question,  Mr.  Onslow ;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  • .  . .  1627 

Oontbovebted  Elechons — ^The  Bewdlet  Election  Petition— Question, 

Mr.  Lea;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  . .  1628 

Abmt — ^NoN-OoioassioNED  Offioebs — Question,  Oolonel  Owen  Williams; 

Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  . .  . .  1629 

OusToics   Depabtkent — OoMFULsoBY   Betibeiient — Quostiou,  Mr.  A.  M. 

Sulliyan ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederiok  Oarendish  . .  . .  1680 

Obeboe — Ouabanteed  Loan  of  1882-8 — Question,  Mr.  Orantham;  An- 
swer, Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  1680 

OoLONiAL  Beoulations,  Bttle  75 — ^Babbadobs — Question,  Mr.  Errington ; 

Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  . .  1681 

Abhy  (India)  —  Oase  of   Mb.  F.  O.  0.  Shaw— Question,  Mr.  A.  M. 

SuUiran ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1681 

Obdonal  Law — Foachino  in  Hawabden  Pabk — Questions,  Observations, 

Mr.  Onslow ;  B^olies,  Mr.  Speaker,  Sir  William  Harcourt  . .  1681 

State  of  Ibeland— Evictions  at  Ballydttff — The  Constabttlaby — Ques- 
tion, JDhe  O'Donoghue;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster     . .  . .  1684 
UE— IiQli 


Inland   Bevsnue — ^Maltstebs'   Licences  —  Question,    Oaptain  Aylmer; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  .  •  1684 

Naty — ^Thb  Naval  Besebves— Question,  Oaptain  Price;    Answer,  Mr. 

ShawLefevre  ..  ..  1684 

H.M.S.  "Thundebeb" — Befobt  of  the  EEeavy  Oun  CoHiaTTEB — Ques- 
tion, Captain  Frice ;  Answer,  Mr.  Ohilders  . .  . .  1685 

IiTDiAN  Fajonb  OoioassioN  —  The   Fibst  Befobt  —  Question,  Mr.  E. 

Stanhope ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .  1685 

TuBKEY  (IiNANOE)  — InTEBNATIONAL  OoiOasSION  AT  OONSTANTINOFLE — 

Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W.  Dilke  . .  1686 

Land  Act  ^Ibeland)  1870 — Oomfensation   fob   Distubbance — Question, 

Mr.  T.  P.  O'Oonnor ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  • .  1686 

Indu  (Finance,  &c.) — Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 

Hartington     ..  ..  1687 

Oontbovebted  Elections — Oobbttft  PBAcncEs  at  Evbshaic  —  Question, 

Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  (General         . .  . .  1687 

Afghanistan — Bbpobted  AcnoN— Question,  Sir  Oeorge  Campbell;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  ..  ..  1688 

Pabliaxsnt— Business  of  the  House— Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote, 

Mr.  J.  O.  Hubbard ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  1689 

Endowed  Schools  Acts,  1869,  1878,  and  1874  (Snt  Andbew  Jitdd's 
School  at  Tonbbidoe)  —  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  Address  [28th 
June]  ny^orM  ..  1689 

Ehdowbd  Schools  Acts,  1869,  1878,  and  1874  (Skinnebs'  Ooicpant's 
Chabitibs  at  Tonbbidoe)  —  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  Address 
[2ath  June]  r^f^rM  .«  ..  1689 
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Oompensation  fixr  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  282]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  June],  "Tliat  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time :" — 
Question affain proposed,  ''That  the  word  'now,'  stand  part  of  the 
Question :''— Debate  rnwmed  . .  . .  . .    1640 

After  long  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  295,  Noes 
217 ;  Majority  78. 

Division  list.  Ayes  and  Noes  ..  .,  .,    1725 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  seoond  time,  and  0pm- 
miited  tor  Thursday. 

Bevenue  Offices  (Scotland)  Holidays  Vi]l—Order$d  {Mr.  Jam$»  Stewurt,  Dr.  Oamerom, 

Mr.  SiehardCtmpbeU);  presmtedfaiid.  xe^ihe  flank  imt{W  ..   1729 


LOEDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  6. 
FuBNEBS  Bailway  CsBTmoATE,  1880 — ^Besoltttiok — 

Moved  to  resolye,  That  the  certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  aathorimng  the  Fnmess 
Railway  Company  to  constract  a  railway  in  the  township  of  Breston  Quarter  and 
pariah  of  St.  Bees  in  the  county  of  Comberluid  (a  draft  of  which  was  laid  before 
the  House  on  the  25th  of  May  last),  ought  not  to  be  made, — (The  Marquett  of  Smtly)   1 7^ 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Rseohed  in  the  Negative. 

Union  ABsesBment  Oommlttee  (Single  PariaheB)  Bill  (No.  104) 

Moved,  <<That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%''— (^^  Vteeount  Enfield)  . .   1731 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  acoordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Oommittee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thureday  next. 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amend- 
ment Bill  (No.  103)— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%' '— (I^  Earl  of  Airlie)  . .  1 732 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  acoordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

Endowed  Sohools  Act — ^The  KnnnTAM  Orammab  School — Observations, 
Lord  Winmarkigh,  The  Duke  of  Biohmond  and  Ctordon ;  Seply,  Earl 
Spencer  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1733 

Elementabt  Education — ^The  New  Oode,  1880 — ^The  Fottbth  Schedule 
—Question,  Observations,  Lord  Nortoii ;  Beply,  Earl  Spencer  :-^Short 
debate  thereon  . .  . .  . .  . .  1735 

Landlord   and   Tenant   (Ibbland)  —  Ejboiments  —  Explanation,    Earl 

Spencer  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1747 

Betam,  in  tabular  form,  of  the  number  of  dvil  bill  ejectments  in  each  county,  distin* 
gninhing  ejectments  on  the  title  from  those  for  non-payment  of  rent,  tried  and 
determined  in  each  county  in  Ireland  for  each  of  the  three  years  ending  the  Slat 
da^  of  December  1879,  exolusiye  of  ejectments  for  premises  situate  in  counties  ol 
dtiea,  boroughs,  and  towns,  under  the  Act  9th  Oeo.  TV.  chap.  82.,  or  the  Towns  Im- 
povement  (Ireland)  Act,  1854,  or  any  local  Act :— Ejectments  entered:  On  Title; 
Non-payment  of  Rent :  Decrees  granted :  Decrees  executed :  Dismiss^:  Cmos  otW* 
wise  disposed  of. 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 
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OONTBOYSBTED  ElBOTIONS — ^TOWN  OF  LlOHFIELD — 

Ju<^:eB*  Certificate  and  Beport  read  . .  . .  . .  1748 

PBIVATE    BUSINESS. 

Fttbnbss  Bailway  CxBTiFiOATS,  1880 — ^Besolxttion — 

Mw$d^  "  That  the  draft  Certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  now  l3ring  upon  the  Table, 
entitled  <  The  Fnmees  Railway  Certificate,  1880/  ought  not  to  be  made/'— (Jfr. 
CmvmiUh  Bentinek)  •  •  •  •  . .  . .  . .   1 749 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 

QUESTIONS. 

Pbibohb  Aot,  1865— Thx  Plaitk  Bxd— Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Arthur  Peel        ..  ..  ..  ..  1751 

Eduoatiok  (Ibklaitd) — ^BBMissioir  of  Bbsult  Fees — Question,  Mr.  A.  M. 

SulliTan ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster      . .  . .  . .  1752 

ORDERS    OF    TEE  DAY. 
BmxOoyen'  liabOity  (re-^xmrnitM)  BiU  [Bill  118]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  profMsed  to 
Question  [2nd  July],  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  "  (for 
Committee  on  the  Employers'  Liability  (re-^ommitUd)  Bill) : — Question 
again  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — Debate  rMum^  ..  ..  ..  1752 

After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leaye,  wiihdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  Uie  wwd  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  the  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,*'— <ifr.  jrf»otr^,)^in8tead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ; 
Ayes  259,  Noes  130;  Mwority  129.— (Div.  list,  No.  43.) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Serenof  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
mMeda^. 

Otistoins  and  Inland  Bevenoe  BUI  [Bill  321]— 

Order  for  Committee  read       ,.  •,  ,,  ..  1787 

After  short  debate.  Bill  comiderid  in  Committee,  and  reported;  to  be 
printed,  as  amended  [Bill  255] ;  re-^ommitted  for  Thursday  15th  July. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seren  of  the  clock. 
The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

MOTIONS 
AucT  (HiOHiR  Banks) — Bbsolution — 

Movtdf  **  That  stepe  ihanld  at  once  be  taken  to  reduce  the  actire  list  of  generals  to  the 
point  at  which  it  is  adequate,  and  no  more  than  adequate,  to  the  actual  require- 
ments oi  the  serrice  of  the  Country,** — {Mr.  Trevel^mn)  . «,  . .    1788 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdra^cn, 

VOL.  CCLm.    [third  81BIE8.]  [  /  ] 
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MAn^TENANCE  OF  MaIN  BoADS — RbSOLTJTION — 

Moved,  **  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  not  jost  that  the  cost  of  maintenance  of 
Main  Hoads  should  be  wholly  and  entirely  borne  by  the  Local  Rates," — {Mr.  Richard 
Paget)  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1814 

[House  counted  out.^ 
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Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  135]— 

Mwedy ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Cottmt)         . .    1 819 
After  long  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  125,  Noes 
172;  Majority  47.— (Div.  list,  No.  44.) 

Agricultural  Holdings  (England)  Act  (1876)  Amendment 
BiU  [Bill  138]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chaplin)  . ,   1 859 

After  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before  Six  of  the  dock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


Parliamentary  Disqualification  Bill— Or^^fi^  {8hr  SardUy  WiUnot,  Mr.  AHermtm 

Fowler,  Mr.  Micks) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  259]        . ,  . .     1864 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance  Bill~^<^^^  {^^'  Sihbert,  Mr.  Dodson) ;  presented, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  260]       . .  . .  . .  .,     186S 

Epping  Forest  Wl— Ordered  {Mr.  Arthur  Feel,  Secretary  Bir  William  Mareourt);  pre* 

sented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  261]  .  •  «.  , .    1S65 


LOBDS,  THUESDAY,  JULY  8. 
Thb  Biybbs  Oonsebvavot  Bill — Obsenrations,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich    . .  1865 
Elementary  Education  Bill  (No.  106)— 

House  in  Oommittee  (according  to  Order)    ..  ,.  ..   1866 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  8*  To-morrow. 

BirSSIA    AND     THZ    FoBTX— Mb.     GLADSTONE'S    SfBEOHES— MoTION    FOB     A 

Ejstubn— 

Moved,  **  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House,  Return  of  the  numbers  of  Idlled  Mid 
wounded  in  the  late  War  between  Busaia  and  the  Porte,"— (rA«  Zord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell)  ••  ••  ••  ..   1866 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 

Tbbaty  of  Beblin — Gbxeob  and  Txtbkby — ^Bbotifioation  of  the  Fbontieb 
—Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  Dunrayen,  The  Duke  of 
Somerset;  Beplj,  Earl  Granville  . .  . .  . .  1876 

COMMONS,  THUESDAY,  JULY  8. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


North  Brituh  Railway  {Tay  Bridge)  Bitt  {hy  Ordar)^ 
Movedj  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  •  •  . .  1879 
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yorth  BritUh  Railway  {Tay  Bridge)  Bill  {by  0*v<«-)— continued. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr. 

Anderton,) 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word  '  now,'  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

to  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members,  Four  to  be  nominated  by  the 

House  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Beports  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  held  by  the  direction  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  abo  the  Keport  of  Mr.  Rothery,  on  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster,  together 
with  the  evidence  taken  by  that  Court,  be  referred  to  the  Committee," —  (Mr. 
Ckamberlain.) 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words  *'  and  that  the  Report  of  General  Hutchin- 
son to  the  Boexd  of  Trade,  dated  the  dth  day  of  March  1878,  relative  to  the  opening  of 
the  Tay  Bridge  for  passenger  traffic,  be  also  referred  to  the  Committee,*' — {Sir 
AlexamUr  Gordon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words  be  there  inserted :"— After  short 
debate.  Amendment^  by  leave,  withdrawn : — ^Main  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 

Ways  aitd  Means — ^The  Wins  Duties — Question,  Mr.  Mac  Iver ;  Answer, 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  ..  ..  ..  ..  1894 

National  Schools  (Ireland) — Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  •  •  . .  . .  . .  .  •  1894 

India — ^The  Financial  Statement — Question,  Mr.  Birley;  Answer,  The 

Marquess  of  Hartington      ..  ..  ,.  ..  1895 

BussiA  AND  China — ^Bepobted  HosTiunEs — Question,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone        . .  . .  . .  . ,  1895 

India — Administbation  of  Justice — Question,  Mr.  Pugh;  Answer,   The 

Marquess  of  Hartington      . .  . .  . .  .  •  1896 

Mb.  Bbadlauoh — Costs  of  Legal  Fboceedinqs — Questions,  Mr.  Norwood, 

Mr.  Callan;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone ;  Observation,  Mr.  Bradlaugh    . .  1896 
Distbess  TIbeland) — Belief  Wobks — Questions,   Mr.  O'Connor  Power, 

Mr.  Finigan ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .  . .  1897 

Abmt — QuABTEBMASTEBs  OF  Abtillebt  —  QuostioiLS,  MajoT  Nolan,   Mr. 

O'Shaughnes^ ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers    .  •  .  •  .  •  1899 

Bbitish  Bubma — Consumption  of  Opium — Question,  Mr.  Pease';  Answer, 

The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  . .       '  . .  1900 

BoBouoH  BouNDABiES — Qucstion,  Mr.  P.  A.  T^lor;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson    1900 
Navy — ^Naval  Bessbves — Questions,  Captain  Frice ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw 

Lefevre,  Mr.  Speakei^  ..  ..  ..  1901 

BuBiAL  Acts — Battebsea  Bubial  Boabd  —  Cembtebiss  —  Question,  Sir 

Henry  Peek ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Haroourt  .  •  . .  1901 

National   Schools   (Ibeland)  •—  Besult   Fees  —  Question,   Mr.  Justin 

McCarthy ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster    . .  . .  . .  1902 

AFOHAinsTAN — BuMouBED  FiOHTiNa — Quostiou,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  . .  1902 
Cleveland  Ibonwobks,  Mtddlesbobouoh — Question,  Mr.  Maedonald ;  An- 
swer, Sir  William  Harcourt                      . .                    . ,  . .  1904 
Abmt — The   Botal   Abtilleby   and   Boyal   Enqineebs — Question,  Sir 

Walter  B.  Barttelot ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .   1906 

Tbeaty  OF  Beblin — ^The  Beblin  CoiTFEBENOE — TuBKSY — Question,  Sir  H. 

Drummond  Wolff;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  . .  • .  1907 

Cbdcinal   Law  —  Case   of   Abthub   Gbobqe — Question,   Mr.  Passmore 

Edwards ;  Answer,  Sir  Williaax  Haroourt  • «  .  •  1908 
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Abmt  (Auhliaby  Forces)— The  4th  East  York  Artillkry  Voltjntkkrs 

— Qaestion,  Mr.  Norwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  .  •  .  -   1909 

Order — Evicnoirs  (Ireland) — Qaestions,  Lord  GJeorge  Hamiltoii,  Mr.  A. 

M.  SoUivan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  . .   1910 

COJTTROVERTED   ElECTIOKS — ^NOTTDfOHAM  ElECTIOX  PETITION Question,  Mt. 

A«  Balfour ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Oeneral  . .  .  •   1912 

Governor  Strahan — Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Qnait  Duff       1912 

The  Palace  of  Westminster — ^Thb  Clock  in   Palace  Yard— Question, 

Mr.  Forester ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adam  ..  ..  ..   1912 

Civil  Service  Stores — Questions,  Mr.  Finigan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Chamberlain  191S 

Army — The  Eoyal  Warrant  of  1878 — Observations,  Mr.  Childers;  Ques- 
tion, Captain  O'Shea ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  . .  . .   1914 

Maintenance  of  Main  Boads — Question,  Sir  Baldfryn  Leighton ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Dodson    ..  ..  ..  ..   1916 

Education  Department — ^Teachers*  Certificates — Question,  Baron  Henry 

de  Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  . .  . .  . .   1916 

Navy — ^Be-oroanization  of  the  Marine   Corps  —  The    Eoyal   Marine 

Artillery — Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre      . .   1917 

Science  A2n>  Art — ^The  Boyal  School  of  Mines — Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  ..  ..  ..   1918 

Army— Honorary  Colonelcies— Observations,  Mr.  Childers  .  •  1918 

MOTION. 


Parliament — ^New  Writ  for  Berwick-upon-Tweed — 
Order  [6th  July]  read,  for  the  issue  of  a  New  Writ  for  Berwick-upon- 

JL  wOOCX  a.  ••  ••  ..aVIo 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  supersedeas  to  the  said  Writ  for  the  Election  of  a  Member  to.  serve  in  the  present 
Parliament,  for  the  Town  of  Berwick-upon-Tweed,"— (Xorrf"  2?iVA<irrf  GroevenorT) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to. 

QUESTIONS. 

Parliament — ^Public   Business — Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote,  Mr. 

Beresford  Hope;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  •  •  . .   1919 

Questions  bt  Prtvate  Members — Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Speaker  . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1920 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Tottenham ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  • .  •     • .  • .  1921 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

— •o.:o:xx — 

OompenBation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  232]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  '^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,"— (ifr.  W.  E.  Fortier)  . .  . .  . .  1921 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  loave  out  from  the  word  **That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Uuestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  considers  that  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill  should  bo 
limited  to  the  case  of  tenants  on  properties  where  evictions  nave  taken  place  since 
the  1st  day  of  November  1879,"--(lfr.  P^//,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question  i^^A&et  long  debate,  Amendment,  by  leare,  withdrawn. 
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CompentatioH  for  JDisturbanee  (Ireland)  Jt/j— continaed. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :" — 
After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided;  Ayes  255,  Noes  199;  Ma- 
jority 56. 

Division  list,  Ayes  and  Noes  •  •  •  •  • .  1987 

Bill  eomidered  in  Oommittee : — Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again 
To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  olook. 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment  {re-eommitted)  Bill- 
Bin  oomid&red  in  Committee  • .  . .  .  •  •  •  1991 
After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next.                                                          * 

Indoitrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards)  (Scotland)  Wl—Ordired  {Mr. 

Jamu  SUwartf  Mr.  Cowtm,  Mr.  Patrick) ;  presenUd,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  263]  1994 


TWENTY-SECOND  PARLIAMENT  OF  THE  UNITED  KINSDOM. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WEITS  ISSUED. 

Tuesday,  June  16. 
For  Bandon  Boroughy  v.  Captain  Percy  Brodrick  Bernard,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Wednesday,  June  23. 
For  Gravesend,  v.  Thomas  Bevan,  esquire,  void  Election. 

Thursday,  Jxtne  24. 

For  WdUingfordf  r .  Walter  Wren,  esquire,  void  Election. 

For  Buteshire^  v.  Thomas  Bussell,  esquire,  who,  having  held  a  Contract  entered 

into  for  the  Public  Service  at  the  time  of  his  Election  for  the  said  Shire,  was 

incapable  of  being  elected  for  the  same. 

Wednesday,  June  30. 
For  Plymouthf  v.  Sir  Edward  Bates,  baronet,  void  Election. 

Friday,  July  2. 
For  Eveshamy  v.  Daniel  Bowlinson  Batdiffe,  esquire,  void  Election. 

Monday,  July  6. 
For  Bewdley,  v.  Charles  Harrison,  esquire,  void  Election. 

Tuesday,  July  6. 

For  Bmjoieh  Borough  v.  The  Hon.  Henry  Strutt,  now  Baron  Belper,  called  up  to 
the  House  of  Peers. 


NEW  MEMBBES  SWOEN. 


.    Wednesday,  June  30. 
Bandon  Bridge  Borough — ^Bichard  Lane  Allman,  esquire. 

Thursday,  July  1. 
Wattingford^-Tssideli  Balli,  esquire. 

Friday,  July  2. 
GraveiendSir  Sydney  Waterlow,  baronet. 

Tuesday,  July  6. 
BuU  Cotmfy— Charles  Dalrymple,  esquire. 

Thursday,  July  8. 
Bungannon^Jomes  Dickson,  esquire. 
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FjnsT  Sessiok  of  the  Twentt-Sscond  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland^ 
appointed  to  meet  29  apbil,  1880,  in  the  foett-thibd 
Yeae  of  the  Reign  of 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SECOND    VOLUME    OF    SECOND    SESSION    1880. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuetday,  1 5th  Jum,  1880. 


MIN  UTE8.1  —•  Public  Bnxs  —  CommitUe  — 

BoriiilB  (73-86). 
Committee— JUport — Drainage  and  Improvement 

of  Lands  (Ireland)  Provisional  Order*  (77) ; 

Glebe  Loan  Acts  (Ireland^  Amendment  *  (84). 
J?*por^  — Settled    Land*    (81);    Conveyancing 

and  Law  of  Property  *  (82). 
Third  RctuHn^—lAodUiiion  of  Actions*  (61); 

Solicitors  Remuneration  *  (63),  and  pusud. 

BURIALS  BILL— (No.  73.) 
{The  Lord  Chmeellor.) 

OOlOCnTEB. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Mav0dy  '*That  the  Houae  do  now  re- 
boIto  itself  into  Committee  upon  the 
said  Bin."— (7^  Lord  Chmuslhr.) 

VOL.  CCLin.     [thibd  sjfRiM.] 


EAEL  NELSON  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack, before  the  House  went  into  Com- 
mittee, what  the  position  of  those  trusts 
would  be  in  whicn  grayeyards  had  been 
specially  granted  to  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land on  condition  that  the  Church  of 
England  Burial  Service  only  be  per- 
formed therein,  and  where  the  grave- 
yards were  in  the  hands  of  trustees  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the  donor's 
intention?  He  (Earl  Nelson)  knew  of 
such  a  case  occurring  last  year,  and 
would  like  to  hear  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  opinion  upon  the  matter. 

The  Bishop  of  CABLISLE  also 
wished  to  remark  that  they  all  knew 
that  burial  had  two  sides — one  religious, 
and  the  other  sanitary.  The  Bill  pro- 
poned to  deal  with  the  religious  side. 
Wow,  whatever  happened  with  the  Bill, 
whether  it  was  passed  in  its  present 
form,  or  with  Amendments,  or  whether 
it  was  not  passed  at  all,  he  thought, 
after  what  had  taken  place,  those  with 


Buriah  BiU.^ 


(LOBDS] 


CommitiM, 


country  parishes  would  find  themselyes 
in  this  position.  Hitherto  there  had 
been  practically  no  difficulty  in  getting 
people  buried,  because  the  owners  of 
land  and  the  clergy  had  been  very  kind 
and  liberal  in  giving  land  for  the  en- 
largement of  churchyards.  But  he 
thought  he  did  not  at  all  misrepresent 
the  case  when  he  said  that,  for  evil  or 
for  good,  they  would  not  meet  with  that 
kind  of  liberality  in  future,  and  he 
wished  to  ask  what  they  were  practically 
to  do  with  regard  to  getting  people 
buried  in  country  parishes  ?  There  were 
many  places  where  churchyards  should 
be  shut  up,  and  if  the  Home  Office  did 
shut  them  up,  there  would  be  no  possi- 
bility of  finding  a  place  for  the  burial 
of  the  dead.  This  opened  up  a  question 
of  great  practical  importance,  audit  was 
obvious  that  the  sanitary  side  of  the 
problem  should  have  their  serious  at- 
tention. By  remedying  what  was  con- 
sidered the  religious  difficulty,  they 
might  be  intensifying  a  sanitary  diffi- 
culty, which  was  of  infinitely  greater 
iniportance. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  confessed 
that  he  did  not  share  the  anticipations 
of  the  rev.  Prelate  with  regard  to  addi- 
tional grants  of  land.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  any  sensible  effect  would  be 
produced  with  respect  to  those  gifts. 
There  were  few  among  the  landlords  of 
England  willing  to  grant  land  for  burial 
purposes  purely  and  narrowly  denomi- 
national, who  would  not  also  grant  it  for 
purposes  of  a  wider  character.  With  re- 
gard to  the  larger  question,  as  to  the 
possibility  of  supplying  new  churchyards 
and  new  cemeteries  when  the  old  ought  to 
be  shut  up,  his  own  opinion  was  that,  by 
passing  this  Bill,  their  Lordships  would 
remove  a  very  considerable  obstruction 
out  of  the  way  of  that  operation,  be- 
cause the  sanitary  question  would  be  no 
longer  mixed  up  with  questions  of  a 
quite  different  character,  and  there 
would  be  no  jealousy  of  any  steps  which 
might  be  taken  for  real  sanitary  reasons 
on  account  of  any  controversial  matter. 
He,  therefore,  thought  that  not  only  the 
existing  Acts  might  be  much  more  readily 
worked  and  put  into  operation,  but  also 
that  the  Cbvemment  would  find  it  more 
easy  to  review  those  existing  Acts  than 
when  the  religious  difficulty  stood  in  the 
way.  He  was  not  authorized  to  give  any 
pledge  on  the  part  of  the  Gk)vemment  as 
to  the  time  at  which  they  would  under- 
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take  to  review  the  existing  Acts  as  to 
burial  grounds;  but  he  might  confidently 
assure  their  Lordships  that  GFovemment 
would  not  lose  sight  of  that  important 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  Question  of 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Nelson),  he  was 
glad  to  say  that  the  noble  Earl's  views 
and  his  were  precisely  the  same.  It 
had  been  urged  by  some  persons  as  an 
objection  to  the  Bill,  that  it  did  not 
throw  open  to  the  Church  the  burial 
grounds  of  other  religious  denominations; 
but  the  Bill  did  not  interfere  with  private 
burial  grounds  at  all ;  it  dealt  only  with 
those  in  which  the  parishioners  or  inhabi- 
tants generally  had  right  of  burial.  He 
was  not  aware  of  there  being  at  the 
present  time  any  obstacle  whatever  to 
the  creation  of  private  trusts  as  to  barial 
grounds  for  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  any  more  than  there  was  to  the 
creation  of  such  private  trusts  for  the 
Baptists,  or  Wesleyans,  or  any  other 
religious  community ;  and  if  a  trust  had 
been  created,  as  described  by  his  noble 
Friend,  he  had  no  difficulty  in  stating  his 
opinion  that  this  Bill  would  in  no  way 
affect  it. 

Lord  FORBES  expressed  regret  if  he 
had  done  wrong  in  not  making  his  pro- 
posal that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  which  would  have  postponed 
the  evil  as  long  as  he  possibly  could.  It 
was  a  serious  thing  to  deprive  the  Church 
of  England  of  her  rights  and  privileges, 
and  give  over  her  heritage  to  her  ene* 
mies.  He  called  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  members  of  the 
Liberation  Society  regarded  the  church- 
yards as  outworks  of  the  Church  of 
England,  and  did  not  conceal  the  cer- 
tainty that  when  they  had  carried  those 
outworks  it  was  their  intention  to  attack 
the  citadel  itself.  He  begged  the  Go- 
vernment, and  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  by  the  love  he 
bore  the  Church,  in  a  spirit  not  of  anger 
but  of  sorrow,  in  the  interest  of  the 
Church  of  England,  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 
He  would  admit  that  the  nobleLords  who 
had  brought  on  the  measure  were  ac- 
tuated by  the  best  spirit ;  but  what  they 
proposed  would  be  most  prejudicial  to 
the  interests  of  that  Church. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  House  in  Committee 
accordingly. 

Preamble  poisoned. 

Clause  1  (After  passing  of  Act,  notice 
may  be  given  that  burial  wiU  take  place 
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in  ohorohjard  or  graveyard  without  the 
rites  of  the  Ghuroh  of  England). 

On  The  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
CELLOR,  Amendments  made,  in  page  1, 
line  7,  by  omitting  ("  person "),  and 
substituting  the  ttoms  (**  relative,  friend, 
or  legal  representative  '*) ;  and  in  line  9, 
for  ( *  *  twenty-four ' ' )  substituting  ( *  *  forty- 
eight  ") ;  and  after  (**  writing  ")  adding 
(**  in  the  form  or  to  the  eflfect  of  Schedule 
A  annexed  to  this  Act "). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Earl  Fortkscue, 
Amendment  made,  in  line  9,  after 
("writing")  by  inserting  ("plainly 
signed  with  the  name  and  address  of 
the  person  giving  it"). 

The  Earl  op  MOUNT  EDGCUMBE, 
in  rising  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  the 
insertion  in  line  13,  after  (**or  place") 
of  the  words — 

**  Where  there  is  no  onconaecrated  burial 
ground  or  cemetery  in  which  the  pariahioners 
or  inhabitanta  have  righta  of  bnriav' 

said,  it  had  been  urged  that  that  Bill 
sought  to   establish  religious   equality 
for  all  denominations  in  the  matter  of 
interment ;  but  much  depended  on  how 
that  expression  was  to  be  interpreted. 
If  it  meant  that  all  were  to  have  facilities 
for  the  use  of  their  religious  services  at 
burials,  that  was  a  principle  which  all 
should  support.    But  if  it  meant  that 
all  religious  sects  in  this  country,  and 
others  who  did  not  belong  to  any  re- 
ligious communion  whatever,  were   to 
have  in  future  concurrent  rights  which 
were  never  exercised  before  in  the  pro- 
perty of  the  Church  of  England,  that 
was  a  principle  which  must  carry  them 
far  beyond   the  churchyards,  and  that 
was  a  claim  which,  in  the  interests  of 
justice  and  constitutional  principle,  the 
Legislature  was  bound  to  resist.     He 
admitted  that  the  Dissenters  had  a  griev- 
ance— although  some  thought  it  was  a 
sentimental  grievance — which  could  not 
be  ignored.     On  the  other  hand,  if  that 
Bill    passed,   it   would    entail    on    the 
Church  of  England  a  grievance  which 
many  of  the  clergy  had  described  as 
intolerable,  while  many  others    would 
feel  it  most  keenly.    The  House  was, 
therefore,  placed  in  this  diflBculty,  that 
it  must  consider  which  of   these  two 
grievances  was  the  more  serious  one; 
and,  as  far  as  individuals  and  as  laymen 
were  concerned,  he  could  not  come  to 
any  other  conclusion  than  that  the  exist- 


ing grievance  of  the  Dissenters  was  the 
more    real   grievance    of  the  two.    If 
Churchmen   felt  that   it  would   be  a 
grievance  to  them  if  a  service  different 
from  that  of  their  own  Church  should 
be  held  in  their  consecrated  ground, 
although  it  did  not  affect  their  own  in- 
terment or  the  interment  of  their  friends, 
surely  their  feeling  would  be  a  much  more 
painful  one  if  they  knew,  as  Dissenters 
did,  that  neither  they  nor  their  friends 
could  be  interred  without  a  service  in 
which  they  did  not  concur,  or  without  a 
minister  whom  they  did  not  recogpiize. 
He  would,  therefore,   admit   that    the 
grievance    of  the    Dissenter    was    the 
greater ;  but  he  deprecated  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  being  enforced  in  places 
where  a  grievance  did  not  exist.  He  held 
that  they  should  onlv  be  applied  in  cases 
of  necessity  where  there  was  no  unconse- 
crated  ground.     He  thought  it  was  a 
dangerous  principle  not  to  give  a  man 
his  rights ;  out  it  was  a  more  dangerous 
principle  to  go  beyond  these. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  13, 
after  (**  place  ")  to  insert — 

(**Wh»«  there  is  no  nnconsecrated  burial 
ground  or  cemetery  in  which  the  parishioners 
or  inhabitants  have  rights  of  bunal.'*) — {TMs 
Earl  of  Mount  EJgeumbe.) 


Thk  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  the  laity  of  the  Church  of  England 
had  a  very  great  respect  for  the  clergy, 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
the  clergy  themselves  viewed  this  matter 
with  more  dispassionate  eyes,  there  would 
be  little  objection  on  the  part  of  the 
laity.  He  quite  agreed  with  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Mount  Edgcumbe) 
that  tne  pressure  of  the  grievance  was 
much  less  severe  where  there  were 
cemeteries  and  burial  grounds  other  than 
the  churchyards ;  but  he  still  thought  it 
wouldbe  very  unwise  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment, which  would  tend  to  interfere 
with  the  beneficial  operation  of  the  mea- 
sure as  a  settlement  of  the  controversy. 
It  would  at  once  draw  a  line  between 

Sarish  and  parish  throughout  the  King- 
om.  In  one  parish  a  Nonconformist 
would  be  able  to  avail  himself  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Act.  In  an  adjoining 
parish  a  Nonconformist  would  not  be 
able  to  do  so.  If  the  Amendment  were 
adopted,  all  the  controversies  which  it  was 
sought  to  put  an  end  to  would  continue ; 
and  he  thought  that  if  it  was  open  to  no 
other  objection,  that  ought  to  be  a  sufii- 
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cient  objeotion  to  it.  The  riglit  rev. 
Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Garli^e)  had 
expressed  a  fear  that  the  operattoni  of 
the  Bill  as  it  stood  might  check  the  appli- 
cation of  the  provisions  of  the  Burial 
Acts,  for  the  creation  of  new  public 
burial  grounds,  where  they  were  wanted. 
He  did  not  share  that  opinion ;  but  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  would 
really  have  that  effect,  because  Dis- 
senters would  be  likely  to  object  to  the 
creation  of  new  unconsecrated  burial 
grounds,  when  it  would  have  the  effect 
of  excluding  them  from  the  liberty  in 
the  use  of  the  churchyard  given  them 
by  this  Bill.  They  would  always  feel  it 
a  grievance,  if  the  Services  of  the  Church 
were  forced  upon  them  when  they  de- 
sired to  be  buried  with  their  friends. 

Thk  Akohbishop  op  YORK  said, 
the  truth  of  the  matter  was,  that  this 
distinction  between  parish  and  parish 
would  not  be  created  to  a  greater  extent 
than  at  present  by  the  Bill — it  already 
existed.  What  the  Legislature  now 
proposed  to  do  was  this.  The  Legisla- 
ture had,  at  the  expense  of  the  rate- 
payers, provided  equal  burial  g^unds 
to  meet  the  wants  of  both  parties,  and, 
while  that  legislation  was  to  remain  in 
force,  it  was  proposed  in  this  BiU  to  pass 
a  Proviso  to  the  effect  that,  besides  bury- 
ing in  their  own  unconsecrated  grounds, 
the  Dissenters  should  use  the  consecrated 
gprounds  of  the  Church  as  much  as  they 
liked.  Unless  the  Amendment  were 
agreed  to,  there  was  great  danger  that 
the  consecrated  grounds  would  be  very 
speedily  filled  up.  Already  a  tendency 
in  that  way  had  been  displayed,  and 
sufficient  time  had  not  elapsed  for  ances- 
tral associations  to  gather  round  the 
ordinary  cemeteries.  Even  people  who 
did  not  believe  there  was  much  in  con- 
secration would  have  their  friends  buried 
in  consecrated  ground,  thinking  that,  if 
there  did  happen  to  be  anything  in  it, 
they  would  do  them  grater  honour  by 
putting  them  there.  This  woidd  result 
in  a  confiscation  of  Church  property. 
The  present  law  with  regard  to  the 
cemeteries  answered  very  well,  and  it 
was  going  too  far  to  attempt  to  apply  to 
them  arguments  which  were  only  good 
as  regarded  churchyards,  which  i^od 
on  a  totally  different  footing. 

Eabl  nelson  pointed  out,  as  re- 
garded ancestral  associations,  that  the 
claim  of  persons  to  be  buried  side  by 
side  with  their  ancestors  had  been  set 
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aside  before  by  the  Sanitary  Acts.  In 
his  opinion,  a  great  hardship  would  be 
inflicted  upon  members  of  ihe  Church 
of  England  if  the  Amendment  were  not 
accepted.  It  would  be  a  great  grieranoe 
to  Churchmen  that,  while  there  was 
abundant  room  in  the  unconsecrated 
portions  of  the  cemeteries,  the  Dissent- 
ers should,  by  claiming  the  right  of 
burial  in  the  consecrated  portion  of  the 
ground,  fiU  it  up,  as  had  been  pointed 
out  by  the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  York).  He  further  thought 
it  would  be  unfair  not  to  aooept  the 
Amendment  in  order  to  meet  the  circum- 
stances of  certain  parishes,  such  as  in 
the  case  of  Bibchester,  near  Preston, 
where  the  old  churchyard  was  closed  10 
years  ago ;  and  another  piece  of  ground 
was  given  to  the  church  for  a  burial 
ground,  there  being  at  the  time  burial 
grounds  for  the  Independents  and  the 
Boman  Catholics.  In  this  case  it  would 
be  a  hardship  if  all  parties  should^  under 
the  operation  of  the  Bill,  resort  to  the 
Church  burial  ground;  therefore,  he 
should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

The  Eabl  of  EIMBEELEY  asked 
the  most  rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop 
of  York),  would  it  be  wise,  by  passing 
the  Amendment,  to  allow  an  opportunity 
for  ancestral  rights  to  grow  up,  with 
their  accompan3ring  grievances?  They 
would  be  perpetuating  a  small  grievance 
amonfi^  those  whom  they  should  seek  to 
concihate,  by  preventing  them  ftom 
being  buried  by  the  side  of  their  rela- 
tives who  might  have  been  interred  in 
consecrated  ground.  He  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  agreeid  to. 

On  Question?  Their  Lordships  <lt- 
vided :  —  Contents  1 30  ;  Not  -  Contents 
106:  Majority  24. 
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(<<preacribed  by  law")  after  (•' ser- 
vice"). 

Lobd  STRATHNAIRN  moved  an 
Amendment  providing  that  the  provi- 
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Hammond,  L. 

Hanmer,  L. 
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Kintore,  L.    {£.  Kin- 
tore.) 

Lawrence,  L. 

Leigh,  L. 
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more.) 
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Mont  Eagle,  L.      (Jf. 
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Mostyn,  L. 
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borough.) 
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Ronully,  L. 

Save  and  Sole,  L. 
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Somerton,  L.  {E.  Nor- 
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Sundridge,  L.  (D.  Ar^ 
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Yemon,  L. 
Waveney,  L. 
Wolverton,  L. 
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Bions  of  the  Bill  should  not  apply  to  the 
burial  of  any  person  who  haa  by  word 
of  mouth  or  writing  publicly  declared 
that  he  did  not  believe  in  God.  He  con- 
sidered that  it  would  be  a  very  injurious 
thing  to  inter  an  Atheist  in  the  burial 
ground  of  a  Christian  people.  He  could 
not  agree  with  the  so-called  generous 
sentiment  on  this  important  subject. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  1,  line  20, 
at  the  end  of  clause  insert — 

("  Provided  always,  that  the  provisions  of  this 
Act  shall  not  apply  to  the  burial  of  any  per- 
son who  shall  have  by  word  of  mouth  or  writing 
publicly  declared  that  he  did  not  believe  in 
God.")— (2%*  Lord  Strathnaim.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  at  present  such  persons  were  en- 
titled to  be  buried  in  the  churchyard, 
and  the  real  effect  of  the  Amendment, 
taken  in  connection  with  other  clauses 
in  the  Bill,  would  be  the  opposite  of 
what  was  desired  by  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord,  for  it  would  be  that  every 
such  person  would  have  to  be  buried 
with  the  Service  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. 

On  Question?  Re$ohedm^Q Negative. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chak- 
CELLOB,  Amendment  made,  in  page  1, 
line  80,  after  (**and")  by  adding  ("a 
copy  of  it ;")  and,  in  same  line  by  omit- 
ting (**  given  '*),  and  instead  thereof 
inserting  the  words  (''be  delivered  or 
sent  by  post  not  less  than  twenty-four 
hours  before  the  time  appointed  for  such 
burial"). 

The  Abchbishop  of  YORK  moved  an 
Amendment,  declaring  that  a  graveyard 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act  should 
not  apply  to  any  consecrated  portion  of 
a  bunal  g^und  of  which  some  portion 
had  been  left  unconsecrated,  nor  to  any 
consecrated  burial  ground  in  a  place 
where  one  or  more  unconsecrated  g^oimds 
were  also  provided  under  the  Act. 

Hoved,  to  leave  out  the  last  para- 
graph of  the  clause,  and  insert — 

{**  But  such  power  of  giving  notice  of  bnrial 
shall  not  apply  to  any  consecrated  portion  of  a 
borial  ground  formed  under  the  Adts  fifteenth 
and  idxteenth  Victoria,  chapter  eightv-five,  and 
sixteenth  and  seventeenth  Victoria,  cnapter  one 
hundred  and  thirty-four,  of  which  some  portion 
has  been  loft  unconsecrated ;  nor  to  any  conse- 
crated burial  ground  in  a  place  where  one  or 
luort*  unconsecrated  grounds  are  also  provided 

lord  Sirathnaim 


under  the  Act  twentieth  and  twentj-fink  Tic* 
toria,  chapter  eighty-one,  section  three.'*)- 
(Th^  Lord  ArehbUhop  of  York,) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  op- 
posing the  Amendment,  said,  he  hoped 
their  Lordships  would  not  accept  it,  as 
by  so  doing  they  would  only  change  the 
area  of  the  grievance  which  Dissenton 
had  complained  of.  He  had,  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  stated  at 
some  length  his  reasons  for  that  opinioB; 
and  he  would  not  now  repeat  them. 
He  could  not  think  it  probable  that,  so 
long  as  the  fees  charged  for  burials  in 
the  consecrated  parts  of  cemeteries  were 
greater  than  those  in  the  unconsecrated 
parts,  which  was  at  present  the  ca«e, 
the  use  of  the  consecrated  parts  by  Non- 
conformists, under  this  Bill  would  be 
likely  so  largely  to  increase  as  to  make 
the  space  left  insufficient  for  Churchmen. 
The  Committee  would  remember  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  on  this  subject 
were  not  one-sided.  It  contained  a 
clause  which  the  most  rev.  Prelate  did 
not  propose  to  omit,  enabling  the  Banal 
Service  of  the  Church  of  England  to 
be  performed  in  an  unconsecrated  por- 
tion of  a  burial  ground  by  any  clergy- 
man of  the  Church  of  England  irho 
might  be  willing  to  officiate  at  a  burial 
there. 

Eakl  FORTESCUE,  in  supporting 
the  Amendment,  said,  that  he  had  voted 
for  the  second  reading  because  he  was 
anxious  to  remove  the  grievance  which 
was  felt  to  exist ;  but  it  could  not  be 
alleged  that  this  Amendment  would 
perpetuate  a  g^evance. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Claase  ? 
their  Lordships  divided : — Contents  108 ; 
Not-Contents  127 :  Majority  19. 

CONTENTS. 


Canterbniy,  L.  Archp. 
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Morley,  £. 
Northorook,  K 
Portsmonth,  £. 
Spencer,  E. 
Sidney,  E. 
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Zetland,  E. 

Everaley,  V. 
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Went  worth,  L. 
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Dartmouth,  E. 
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eleueh    and    QueenS' 

berry.) 
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Lathom,E.    [TelUr.] 
Manvers,  £. 
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Morton,  E. 
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Nelson,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Powis,  E. 
Radnor,  E. 
Ravensworth,  E. 
Redesdale,  £. 
Rosse,  E. 
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Saint  Germans,  E. 
Selkirk,  £. 
Somers,  E. 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Tankerville,  £. 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Whamoliffe,  E. 
Wilton,  E. 

Clancarty,  Y.  {E.  Clan- 

earty.) 
Cranbrook,  Y. 
Gouffh,  V. 
Hardinge,  Y. 
Ha  warden,  Y.  [TeUerA 
Hood,  V. 
Melville,  Y. 
Strathallan,  Y. 
Templetown,  Y. 

Ban^r,  L.  Bp. 
CarUsle,  L.  Bp. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.  Bp. 
Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Lincoln,  L.  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L.  Bp. 

Abinger,  L. 

Ashford,  L.  {V.Bury.) 

Aveland,  L. 

Bagot,  L. 

Bateman,  L. 

Beaumont,  L. 

Blantyre,  L. 

Bolton,  L. 

Borthwick,  L. 

Botreaux,  L.    {E.  Lou- 
doun.) 

Branoepeth,    L.      (F. 
Boune.) 

Braybrooke,  L. 

Clanbrassill,  L.     [E, 
Boden.) 

Clanwilliam,  L.     (E, 
CtanwiUiam.) 

Clements,  L.    {E,  Lei- 
trim.) 

Clinton,  L. 


Colchester,  L. 

Crewe,  L. 

Delomere,  L. 

De  Saumarez,  L. 

De  Tabley,  L. 

Digby,  L. 

Ellenborough,  L. 

Forbes,  L. 

Foxford,  L.  (E,  Lime- 
rick,) 

Gage,  L.     {V.  Oage.) 

Gormanston,  L.  {V, 
Gorrttatiston.) 

Grey  de  Radcliffe,  L. 
(r.  Oreyde  Wilton.) 

Haldon,  L. 

Harlech,  L. 

Heytesbury,  L. 

Inchiquin,  L. 

Kenlis,  L.  {M.  Sead- 
fort.) 

Leconfield,  L. 

Lilford,  L. 

Lovel  and  Holland,  L. 
(E,  Egmont.) 

Moore,  L.  {ii.  Drog- 
heda.) 

Northwick,  L. 

Norton,  L. 

Oranmore  and  Browne, 

Oriel,  L.     (r.  Maeee- 

reene.\ 

Penrhyn,  L. 

Poltimore,  L. 

Raglan,  L. 

Rayleigh,  L. 

Ross,  L.    (E.  GlaeyowA 

Saltersford,  L.  (A. 
Courtotai.) 

Scarsdale,  L. 

Sherborne,  L. 

Shuto,  L.  ( V,  Barring- 
ton.) 

Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Stewart  of  GarUes,  L. 
{E.  Galloway.) 

Strathnaim,  L. 

Strathspey,  L.  (£.  Sea- 
JUld.) 

Templemore,  L. 

Tredegar,  L. 

Trevor,  L. 

Tyrone,  L.  (Jf.  Waters 
ford.) 

Yentry,  L. 

Wimbome,  L. 

Windsor,  L. 

Winmarleigh,  L. 


EeMohed  in  the  Affirmative, 

The  Mabqubss  of  8ALI8BUET 
said,  that  they  had  been  dealing  with  the 
old  churchyards  and  other  matters,  and 
he  now  wished  to  introduce  quite 
another  subject  for  consideration.  He 
would  propose,  as  an  Amendment,  to 
move  the  msertion,  at  the  end  of  the 
clause,  of  these  words — 
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(«  This  Act  flhaU  not  affect  an;f  oonBeorated 
bmial  ground  giyen  as  a  free  gilt  within  50 
rears  bdfore  the  commencement  of  this  Act  nn- 
leas  the  consent  of  the  donor  or  his  representa- 
tive shall  haye  been  previously  obtained  in 
writing.") 

Their  Lordships  had  decided  that  in  the 
andent  churchyard  services  should  be 
celebrated  which  were  not  the  Services 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  intelligible  enough 
as  applied  to  them,  although  the  title  of 
the  Church  to  these  churchyards  was  un- 
doubtedly strong.  It  rested  upon  the 
possession  of  centuries.  But  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  to  the  churchyards  to 
which  her  title  was  also  strong,  but 
which  she  held  by  the  will  of  the  donors 
who  were  living,  or  who  lived  recently, 
and  whose  wishes  were  perfectly  well 
known.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  (Lord  Selbome)  had 
said  that  this  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  clergy  were  on  one  side  and  the 
laity  on  the  other ;  but  he  thought  there 
was  absolutely  no  foundation  for  that 
statement.  Many  Members  of  that 
House  and  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  donors  of  graveyards  in 
recent  times.  Among  such  donors  he 
might  instance  the  Duke  of  Northum- 
berland and  the  Duke  of  Eutland.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  told  them  that 
they  had  no  representatives  from  the 
laity  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill;  but  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  in  his 
hand  a  protest  from  donors  of  land  given 
for  either  new  churchyards  or  for  addi- 
tions to  old  churchyards,  and  the  same  was 
given  under  the  existing  laws,  which  it 
was  imagined  would  continue  in  force, 
otherwise  they  would  not  have  given  it  ; 
and  that  showed  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  laity  against  this  Bill.  To  this  pro- 
test there  were  some  300  names  of  mem" 
bers  of  both  Houses  and  other  donors. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  tiie 
other  evening,  that  the  new  churchyards 
would  remain  as  they  were — that  was, 
dedicated  to  the  purpose  of  burial  for 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects;  but  there 
were  two  trusts,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  ignored  one.  No  doubt, 
everyone  could  be  interred  who  died  in 
the  parish.  As  to  that  there  would  be 
no  difference.  The  churchyard  would 
be  used  for  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects ;  but  as  to  the  other  trust — ^that 
persons  interred  in  them  should  be 
buried  with  the  Service  of  the  Church 

Th$  llarquesi  of  Salisbury 


of  England,  it  was  on  that  trust  that 
this  Bill  would  make  a  vital  alteration. 
It  was  a  serious  grievance,   and  one 
which  the  donors  complained  of,  thai  if 
persons  had  given  land  for  the  purpose 
of  having  celebrated  in  it  the  Services 
of  the  Church  in  whose  dogmas  they  be- 
lieved, and  to  which  they  were  attached, 
the  power  of  Parliament  should  be  called 
into  play  for  the  purpose  of  wresting  it 
from  that  purpose,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  celebranng  in  it  the  service  of  com- 
munities which  differed  widely  from  the 
Church  of  England.     The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would,  no  doubt,  say  that 
these  Services  would  be  Christian,  and  in 
no  way  widely  different  hom  those  of 
the  Established  Church ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  already  furnished 
an  answer  to  that  argument,  for  he  had 
defined  a  Christian  to  be  anyone  calliiig 
himself  by  the  name  of  Christian.     £ 
was  absurd  to  maintain  that  there  was 
no  violation  of  the  donors'  wishes  when 
there  might  be  celebrated  in  the  church- 
yards the  service  of  the  body  which  re- 
jected every  one  of  the  distinctive  doc- 
trines of  his  own  Church.    He  was  glad, 
however,  to  believe  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  statement  was  true  in  a 
majority  of  instances.     But  there  was 
also  a  widely  different  spirit  abroad — a 
spirit  which  might  be  exemplified  by 
what  took  place  not  very  long  affo  in  the 
Paris  University.    A  few  months  ago,  a 
celebrated   writer — a    Protestant — was 
appointed  a  Professor  in  Paris.     The 
students  of  that  city  were  not  very  fond 
of  dogmas  of  any  kind,  and  there  was 
a  probability  that  the  new  Profeaeor 
would  be  received  with  some  discontent, 
because  he  was  suspected  of  the  cardinal 
vice  of  Christianity.    His  defence  was — 
''I  am  a  Christian  if  you  wiU,  but  a 
Christian  without  dogma  and  withoat 
belief."     He  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) believed  that  Christians  without 
dogmas  and  without  belief  were  not  so 
uncommon  in  this  country  as  some  people 
imagined ;  it  was  a  fashion  which  seemed 
to  be  increasing.    He  admitted  that  the 
majority  of  those  who  would  take  ad- 
vantage of  this -did  not  differ  firom  them 
on  matters  which,  in  view  of  the  great 
controversies  of  the  day,  they  were  en- 
titled to  characterize  as  of  primaxy  im- 
portance; but  that  did  not  idter  the 
position,  rights,  and  claims  of  the  donors 
of  churchyards.    They  had  practically 
opened  the  door  for  every  kina  of  beliei^ 
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and  whether  such  cases  as  he  had  indi- 
cated were  few  or  many,  the  rights  of 
the  donors  were  equally  violated.  He 
feared,  too,  that  in  time  to  come  the 
differences  which  now  marked  off  the 
Nonconformist  Body  £rom  the  Ohurch  of 
England  would  not  be  of  the  same  se- 
condary importance  as  at  present.  A 
study  of  the  religious  doctrines  of  the 
present  day  led  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  dissidents  with  whom  the  Church  of 
England  would  have  to  deal  in  the 
future  would  be  persons  whom  no  stretch 
of  comprehensiyeness  or  charity  could 
include  in  the  pale  of  the  same  belief 
with  it.  He  therefore  thought  they  were 
indulging  themselves  in  a  vain  hope,  if 
they  mought  that  after  the  lapse  of  a 
few  years  those  who  now  differed  from 
the  Church  would  be  satisfied  with  what 
was  now  proposed  to  be  done.  Whe- 
ther the  difference  between  the  Church 
of  England  and  Dissenters  was  great 
or  small,  the  rights  of  donors  were 
equally  injured.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion whether  he  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
thought  the  difference  between  them  a 
large  one.  The  question  was,  What  did 
those  persons  thmk  who  granted  their 
property  for  a  specific  purpose  ?  They 
had  a  right  to  decide  for  themselves 
whether  the  matters  were  great  or  small. 
They  were  matters  of  private  judgment, 
of  individual  decision,  and  no  one  had  a 
right  to  lay  down  a  rule  on  the  question. 
It  used  to  be  objected  to  equity,  in  olden 
times,  that  its  measure  was  the  length 
of  the  Chancellor's  foot.  But  if  we  were 
to  have  the  degrees  of  doema  which  sepa- 
rated respective  sects  decided  by  the 
length  of  the  Chancellor's  foot,  or  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  particular  opinions, 
we  should  be  in  a  worse  state  still.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  known 
as  an  attached  fiiend  of  the  Chiirch  of 
England;  but  the  Chancellor  of  to- 
morrow would  stretch  his  charity  further 
than  the  Chancellor  of  to-day,  and  in- 
clude Unitarians ;  and  a  Chancellor  after 
that  might  stretch  a  little  further,  and 
include  those  who  did  not  believe  in 
any  Divinity  at  all.  The  question  whe- 
ther the  bequests  or  gifts  of  those  donors 
had  been  dealt  with  honestly  was  in  no 
degree  affected  by  the  feeUng  of  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor  as  to  how  far 
Dissenters  might  differ  from  the  Church 
of  England.  When  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  said  it  was  a  question  of 


honesty  to  donors,  he  rested  on  the  lan- 
guage used  by  Parliament  itself.  He 
womd  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  fact  that  Parliament,  60 
years  ago,  awoke  to  the  fact  that  the 
provision  for  the  spiritual  destitution  in 
this  land  was  quite  inadequate,  and  that 
churches  and  churchyards  required  to  be 
extended.  Of  the  churches  it  was  not 
now  necessary  to  speak.  Parliament, 
while  making  provision  for  supplying 
this  need,  in  some  cases  by  public  money, 
in  other  cases  invited  the  munificence  of 
private  individuals  to  supply  that  which 
was  wanted ;  and,  in  doing  so,  Parlia- 
ment stated  the  terms  on  which  the 
assistance  could  be  accepted.  In  1823, 
in  one  of  the  earliest  Church  Building 
Acts,  there  was  laid  down  the  deed  of 
conveyance  by  which  the  ground  added 
by  free  gift  to  churchyards  was  to  be 
conveyed  to  the  Church  Building  Com- 
missioners, who  were  the  predecessors  in 
title  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Clommissioners 
of  to-day.  In  this  Act  were  cited  various 
other  Acts  on  the  same  subject,  and  they 
contained  these  words — 

«  And  every  piece  of  land, '  when  conveyed  to 
the  said  ComnuBsioners,  shall  become  for  ever 
thereafter  devoted  to  ecclesiastical  puiposee,  in 
order  that  the  same  may  be  consecrated  by  the 
Bishop  according  to  the  rites  of  the  United 
Church  of  England  as  Ireland'  as  by  *law 
established.*" 

It  was  impossible  for  Parliament  to  put 
a  pledge  m  more  distinct  and  absolute 
terms  than  what  the  words  of  the  Act 
conveyed.  Our  Parliamentary  practice 
did  not  know  a  more  distinct  pledge  than 
that,  and  yet  it  was  now  proposed  that 
Parliament  should  disregard  it.  If  any 
member  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  was  to 
invite  a  man  to  give  his  land  on  a 
promise  that  it  should  be  used  for  the 
service  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  were  then  to  use  some 
legal  power  for  the  purpose  of  opening 
it  to  all  classes  of  men  who  called  them- 
selves Christians,  their  Lordships  knew 
by  what  name  to  call  this.  It  would  be 
nothing  less  than  defrauding  the  owner 
of  the  land.  Why  was  it  less  fraud  when 
committed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  ? 
Was  Parliament  the  only  body  which 
could  not  make  any  binding  promise  ? 
Were  they  to  assimie  that,  however 
solemn  and  detailed  the  promise  made, 
and  in  however  blind  a  confidence  it  had 
been  acted  on  by  a  donor,  yet  when,  in 
the  changing  course  of  politics,  it  became 
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{**  This  Act  shall  not  affect  anjr  consecrated 
buiial  ground  giyen  as  a  free  gift  within  50 
years  before  the  commencement  of  this  Act  nn- 
less  the  consent  of  the  donor  or  his  representa- 
tive shall  have  been  previously  obtained  in 
writing.'*) 

Their  Lordships  had  decided  that  in  the 
ancient  churchyard  services  should  be 
celebrated  which  were  not  the  Services 
of  the  Ohurch  of  England.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  intelligible  enough 
as  applied  to  them,  although  the  title  of 
the  Ohurch  to  these  churchyards  was  un- 
doubtedly strong.  It  rested  upon  the 
possession  of  centuries.  But  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  to  the  churchyards  to 
which  her  title  was  also  strong,  but 
which  she  held  by  the  will  of  the  donors 
who  were  living,  or  who  lived  recently, 
and  whose  wishes  were  perfectly  well 
known.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  (Lord  Selbome)  had 
said  that  this  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  clergy  were  on  one  side  and  the 
laity  on  the  other ;  but  he  thought  there 
was  absolutely  no  foundation  for  that 
statement.  Many  Members  of  that 
House  and  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  donors  of  graveyards  in 
recent  times.  Among  such  donors  he 
might  instance  the  Duke  of  Northum- 
berland and  the  Duke  of  Eutland.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  told  them  that 
they  had  ho  representatives  from  the 
lai^  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill;  but  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  in  his 
hand  a  protest  from  donors  of  land  given 
for  either  new  churchyards  or  for  addi- 
tions to  old  churchyards,  and  the  same  was 
given  under  the  existing  laws,  which  it 
was  imagined  would  continue  in  force, 
otherwise  they  would  not  have  given  it ; 
and  that  showed  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  laity  against  this  Bill.  To  this  pro- 
test there  were  some  300  names  of  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  and  other  donors. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  the 
other  evening,  that  the  new  churchyards 
would  remam  as  they  were — that  was, 
dedicated  to  the  purpose  of  burial  for 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects;  but  there 
were  two  trusts,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  ignored  one.  No  doubt, 
everyone  could  be  interred  who  died  in 
the  parish.  As  to  that  there  would  be 
no  oifference.  The  churchyard  would 
be  used  for  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects ;  but  as  to  the  other  trust — ^that 
persons  interred  in  them  should  be 
buried  with  the  Service  of  the  Church 
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of  England,  it  was  on  that  trust  that 
this  Bill  would  make  a  vital  alteration. 
It  was  a  serious  grievance,   and  one 
which  the  donors  complained  of,  that  if 
persons  had  given  land  for  the  purpose 
of  having  celebrated  in  it  the  Services 
of  the  Church  in  whose  dogmas  they  be- 
lieved, and  to  which  they  were  attached, 
the  power  of  Parliament  should  be  called 
into  play  for  the  purpose  of  wresting  it 
&om  that  purpose,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  celebranng  in  it  the  service  of  com- 
munities which  differed  widely  from  the 
Church  of  England.     The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would,  no  doubt,  say  that 
these  Services  would  be  Christian,  and  in 
no  way  widely  different  from  those  of 
the  Established  Church ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  already  furnished 
an  answer  to  that  argument,  for  he  had 
defined  a  Christian  to  be  anyone  callixie 
himself  by  the  name  of  Christian.     It 
was  absurd  to  maintain  that  there  was 
no  violation  of  the  donors'  wishes  when 
there  might  be  celebrated  in  the  church- 
yards the  service  of  the  body  which  re- 
jected every  one  of  the  distinctive  doc- 
trines of  his  own  Church.    He  was  glad, 
however,  to  believe  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  statement  was  true  in  a 
majority  of  instances.     But  there  was 
also  a  widely  different  spirit  abroad — a 
spirit  which  might  be  exemplified  by 
what  took  place  not  very  long  ago  in  the 
Paris  University.    A  few  months  ago,  a 
celebrated   writer — a    Protestant — was 
appointed  a  Professor  in  Paris.    The 
students  of  that  city  were  not  very  fond 
of  dogmas  of  any  kind,  and  there  was 
a  probability  that  the  new  Professor 
would  be  received  with  some  discontent, 
because  he  was  suspected  of  the  cardinal 
vice  of  Christianity.    His  defence  was — 
''I  am  a  Christian  if  you  wiU,  but  a 
Christian  without  dog^a  and  without 
belief."     He  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) believed  that  Christians  without 
dogmas  and  without  belief  were  not  so 
uncommon  in  this  country  as  some  people 
imagined ;  it  was  a  fashion  which  seemed 
to  be  increasing.    He  admitted  that  the 
majority  of  those  who  would  take  ad- 
vantage of  this  did  not  differ  from  them 
on  matters  which,  in  view  of  the  great 
controversies  of  the  day,  they  were  en- 
titled to  characterize  as  of  primary  im- 
portance; but  that  did  not  alter  the 
position,  rights,  and  claims  of  the  donors 
of  churchyards.    They  had  praetioaUy 
opened  the  door  for  every  kina  of  belief^ 
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and  whether  such  eases  as  he  had  indi- 
cated were  few  or  many,  the  rights  of 
the  donors  were  equally  violated.  He 
feared,  too,  that  in  time  to  come  the 
differences  which  now  marked  off  the 
Nonconformist  Body  firom  the  Church  of 
England  would  not  be  of  the  same  se- 
condary importance  as  at  present.  A 
study  of  the  religious  doctrines  of  the 
present  day  led  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  dissidents  with  whom  the  Church  of 
England  would  hare  to  deal  in  the 
ftiture  would  be  persons  whom  no  stretch 
of  comprehensiyeness  or  charity  could 
include  in  the  pale  of  the  same  belief 
with  it.  He  therefore  thought  they  were 
indulging  themselves  in  a  vain  hope,  if 
they  mought  that  after  the  lapse  of  a 
few  years  those  who  now  differed  from 
the  Church  would  be  satbfied  with  what 
was  now  proposed  to  be  done.  Whe- 
ther the  difference  between  the  Church 
of  England  and  Dissenters  was  great 
or  small,  the  rights  of  donors  were 
equally  injured.  It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion whether  he  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
thought  the  difference  between  them  a 
large  one.  The  question  was,  What  did 
those  persons  thmk  who  granted  their 
property  for  a  specific  purpose  ?  They 
nad  a  rieht  to  decide  for  themselves 
whether  the  matters  were  great  or  small. 
They  were  matters  of  private  judgment, 
of  individual  decision,  and  no  one  had  a 
right  to  lay  down  a  rule  on  the  question. 
It  used  to  be  objected  to  equity,  in  olden 
times,  that  its  measure  was  the  length 
of  the  Chancellor's  foot.  But  if  we  were 
to  have  the  de^ees  of  doCTia  which  sepa- 
rated respective  sects  decided  by  the 
length  of  the  Chancellor's  foot,  or  in  ac- 
cordance with  his  particular  opinions, 
we  should  be  in  a  worse  state  still.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  was  known 
as  an  attached  friend  of  the  Church  of 
England;  but  the  Chancellor  of  to- 
morrow would  stretch  his  charity  further 
than  the  Chancellor  of  to-day,  and  in- 
clude Unitarians ;  and  a  Chancellor  after 
that  might  stretch  a  little  further,  and 
include  those  who  did  not  believe  in 
any  Divinity  at  all.  The  question  whe- 
ther the  bequests  or  gifts  of  those  donors 
had  been  dealt  with  honestly  was  in  no 
degree  affected  by  the  feeung  of  the 
present  Lord  Chancellor  as  to  how  far 
Dissenters  might  differ  from  the  Church 
of  England.  When  he  (the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury)  said  it  was  a  question  of 


honesty  to  donors,  he  rested  on  the  lan- 
guage used  by  Parliament  itself.  He 
womd  draw  the  attention  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  fact  that  Parliament,  60 
years  ago,  awoke  to  the  fact  that  the 
provision  for  the  spiritual  destitution  in 
this  land  was  quite  inadequate,  and  that 
churches  and  churchyards  required  to  be 
extended.  Of  the  churches  it  was  not 
now  necessary  to  speak.  Parliament, 
while  making  provision  for  supplying 
this  need,  in  some  cases  by  public  money, 
in  other  cases  invited  the  munificence  of 
private  individuals  to  supply  that  which 
was  wanted ;  and,  in  doing  so.  Parlia- 
ment stated  the  terms  on  which  the 
assistance  could  be  accepted.  In  1823, 
in  one  of  the  earliest  Church  Building 
Acts,  there  was  laid  down  the  deed  of 
conveyance  by  which  the  ground  added 
by  free  gift  to  churchyards  was  to  be 
conveyed  to  the  Church  Building  Com- 
missioners, who  were  the  predecessors  in 
title  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
of  to-day.  In  this  Act  were  cited  various 
other  Acts  on  the  same  subject,  and  they 
contained  these  words — 

"  And  every  piece  of  land, '  when  conveyed  to 
the  said  GommiBfiioners,  shall  become  for  ever 
thereafter  devoted  to  ecdesiastLcal  purpoees,  in 
order  that  the  same  may  be  consecrated  by  the 
Bishop  accordiiig  to  tike  rites  of  the  United 
Churcn  of  England  as  Ireland'  as  by  Uaw 
established.'" 

It  was  impossible  for  Parliament  to  put 
a  pledge  m  more  distinct  and  absolute 
terms  than  what  the  words  of  the  Act 
conveyed.  Our  Parliamentary  practice 
did  not  know  a  more  distinct  ple^e  than 
that,  and  yet  it  was  now  proposed  that 
ParHament  should  disregfl^  it.  If  any 
member  of  the  Episcopal  Bench  was  to 
invite  a  man  to  give  his  land  on  a 
promise  that  it  should  be  used  for  the 
service  of  the  Church  of  England  and 
Ireland,  and  were  then  to  use  some 
legal  power  for  the  purpose  of  opening 
it  to  all  classes  of  men  who  called  them- 
selves Christians,  their  Lordships  knew 
by  what  name  to  call  this.  It  would  be 
nothing  less  than  defrauding  the  owner 
of  the  land.  Why  was  it  less  fraud  when 
committed  by  the  Imperial  Parliament  ? 
Was  Parliament  the  only  body  which 
could  not  make  any  binding  promise  ? 
Were  they  to  assume  that,  however 
solemn  and  detailed  the  promise  made, 
and  in  however  blind  a  confidence  it  had 
been  acted  on  by  a  donor,  yet  when,  in 
the  changing  course  of  politics,  it  became 
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(<<  ThiB  Act  shall  not  affect  anj  oonfleciated 
burial  ground  given  as  a  free  gift  within  60 
years  before  the  commencement  of  this  Act  un- 
less the  consent  of  the  donor  or  his  representa- 
tive shall  have  been  previously  obtained  in 
writing.") 

Their  Lordships  had  decided  that  in  the 
ancient  churchyard  services  should  be 
celebrated  which  were  not  the  Services 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  intelligible  enough 
as  applied  to  them,  although  the  title  of 
the  Onurch  to  these  churchyards  was  un- 
doubtedly strong.  It  rested  upon  the 
possession  of  centuries.  But  he  wished 
to  direct  attention  to  the  churchyards  to 
which  her  title  was  also  strong,  but 
which  she  held  by  the  will  of  the  donors 
who  were  living,  or  who  lived  recently, 
and  whose  wishes  were  perfectly  well 
known.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  (Lord  Selbome)  had 
said  that  this  was  a  question  upon  which 
the  clergy  were  on  one  side  and  the 
laity  on  the  other ;  but  he  thought  there 
was  absolutely  no  foundation  for  that 
statement.  Many  Members  of  that 
House  and  of  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment had  been  donors  of  graveyards  in 
recent  times.  Among  such  donors  he 
might  instance  the  Duke  of  Nortiium- 
berland  and  the  Duke  of  Eutland.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  told  them  that 
they  had  no  representatives  from  the 
lai^  on  the  subject  of  the  Bill ;  but  he 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  ha!d  in  Ida 
hand  a  protest  from  donors  of  land  given 
for  either  new  churchyards  or  for  addi- 
tions to  old  churchyards,  and  the  same  was 
given  under  the  existing  laws,  which  it 
was  imagined  would  continue  in  force, 
otherwise  they  would  not  have  given  it ; 
and  that  showed  the  strong  feeling  of 
the  laity  against  this  Bill.  To  this  pro- 
test there  were  some  300  names  of  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  and  other  donors. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  said,  the 
other  evenine,  that  the  new  churchyards 
would  remam  as  they  were — ^that  was, 
dedicated  to  the  purpose  of  burial  for 
all  Her  Majesty's  subjects;  but  there 
were  two  trusts,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  ignored  one.  No  doubt, 
everyone  could  be  interred  who  died  in 
the  parish.  As  to  that  there  would  be 
no  difPerence.  The  churchyard  would 
be  used  for  all  classes  of  Her  Majesty's 
subjects ;  but  as  to  the  other  trust — ^that 
persons  interred  in  them  should  be 
buried  with  the  Service  of  the  Ohurch 
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of  England,  it  was  on  that  trust  tiist 
this  BiU  would  make  a  vital  alteration. 
It  was  a  serious  g^evance,  and  one 
which  the  donors  cx>mplained  of,  thst  if 
persons  had  given  land  for  the  purpose 
of  having  celebrated  in  it  the  Services 
of  the  Ohurch  in  whose  dogpoias  the  j  be- 
lieved, and  to  which  they  were  attaohed, 
the  power  of  Parliament  should  be  oalled 
into  play  for  the  purpose  of  wresting  it 
from  that  purpose,  and  for  the  purpose 
of  celebratmg  in  it  the  service  of  com- 
munities which  differed  widely  from  the 
Church  of  England.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  would,  no  doubt,  say  that 
these  Services  would  be  Christian,  and  in 
no  way  widely  different  from  those  of 
the  Established  Church ;  but  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  had  already  furnished 
an  answer  to  that  argiiment,  for  he  had 
defined  a  Christian  to  be  anyone  calling 
himself  by  the  name  of  Christian.  It 
was  absurd  to  maintain  that  there  was 
no  violation  of  the  donors'  wishes  when 
there  might  be  celebrated  in  the  church- 
yards  the  service  of  the  body  which  re- 
jected every  one  of  the  distinotiTe  doc- 
trines of  his  own  Church.  He  was  glad, 
however,  to  believe  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  statement  was  true  in  a 
majority  of  instances.  But  there  was 
also  a  widely  different  spirit  abroad — a 
spirit  which  might  be  exemplified  bj 
what  took  place  not  very  long  a^o  in  the 
Paris  University.  A  few  months  ago,  a 
celebrated  writer — a  Protestant — was 
appointed  a  Professor  in  Paris.  The 
students  of  that  city  were  not  very  fond 
of  dogmas  of  any  kind,  and  there  was 
a  probability  that  the  new  Professor 
would  be  received  with  some  discontent, 
because  he  was  suspected  of  the  cardinal 
vice  of  Christianity.  His  defence  was — 
'<I  am  a  Christian  if  you  will,  but  a 
Christian  without  dogma  and  without 
belief."  He  (the  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury) believed  that  Christians  without 
dogmas  and  without  belief  were  not  so 
uncommon  in  this  country  as  some  people 
imagined ;  it  was  a  fashion  which  seemed 
to  be  increasing.  He  admitted  that  the 
majority  of  those  who  would  take  ad- 
vantage of  this  did  not  differ  from  them 
on  matters  which,  in  view  of  the  great 
controversies  of  the  day,  they  were  en- 
titled to  characterize  as  of  primary  im- 
portance; but  that  did  not  alter  the 
position,  rights,  and  claims  of  the  doncns 
of  churchyards.  They  had  praetioaUT 
opened  the  door  for  every  kind  of  belief, 
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ships,  in  any  similar  case,  to  depart 
from  the  principle  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  that  day  determined  that,  what- 
ever course  might  be  justifiable,  when 
the  representation  to  such  donors  was 
very  remote,  it  was  not  right  to 
take  away  entirely  from  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  given,  and  devote 
to  other  pubHo  objects  recent  gifts  to 
which,  if  the  State  made  the  observance 
of  all  the  express  conditions  on  which 
they  were  given  impossible,  the  donor 
or  his  representative  might  have  a  moral 
claim.  And  in  the  cases  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  and  the  University  Trusts, 
those  also  were  trusts,  constituted  by 
private  donation  for  specific  purposes; 
and  what  was  done  was  to  say  that  from 
those  specific  purposes  the  endowments 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  if  given 
within  the  last  60  years,  or  whatever 

feriod  it  was  thought  right  to  take, 
f  such  private  trusts  as  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Nelson)  had  mentioned 
were  constituted  for  the  specific  pur- 
pose of  burial  under  particular  con- 
ditions, whether  those  conditions  had 
reference  to  the  usages  of  the  Church 
of  England  or  of  any  other  denomina- 
tion, me  argument  from  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  and  the  University  Endow- 
ments would  apply.  But  this  was  a 
totally  different  case;  and,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  construction  of  certain 
words  in  particular  Statutes  to  which  his 
noble  Fnend  had  referred,  he  main- 
tained on  broader  gprounds  that  it  would 
be  fatal  to  all  sound  principle  of  public 
legislation  for  their  tiordships  to  sanc- 
tion the  doctrine,  that  those  who  had 
given  out  and  out  for  public  purposes 
land  which  was  once  private  property 
ought  to  be  treated  as  if  they  had  re- 
served, or  could  have  reserved,  to  them- 
selves the  right  of  dictating  to  Parlia- 
ment as  to  how  its  use  for  such  public 
purposes  should,  or  should  not,  be  re- 
gulated or  modified.  The  additions  to 
churchyards  were  additions  made  to  that 
which  was  the  subject  of  a  known  public 
use,  regulated,  and  to  be  regulated,  by 
public  law.  If  the  donors  had  reserved 
to  themselves  some  rights  of  property  or 
some  control,  which  ti^ey  had  not  done, 
they  might  then  possibly  have  been  en- 
titled to  say  that  the  grants  were  to 
apply  to  churchyards,  only  so  long  as 
they  might  continue  to  be  regulated  in 
exaoUy  the  same  manner  as  they  were 
at  the  date  of  the  grants ;  but  to  say 


that  the  Legislature  was  to  hold  its 
hand  and  not  to  be  at  liberty  to  use  its 
power  of  modifying  the  regidations  ap- 
plicable to  such  burying  grounds  after 
the  land  had  been  given  out  and  out 
without  reservation,  would  be  to  intro- 
duce a  principle  to  the  mischief  of  which 
there  would  be  no  limit.  A  man  who 
gave  property  for  a  road,  or  for  a  public 
park,  or  for  any  other  public  purpose, 
might  come  forward  and  object  to  all 
subsequent  legislation  concerning  the 
manner  of  regulating  it,  and  might  say — 
**  This  was  not  the  state  of  the  law  when 
I  gave  the  land,  and  therefore  I  object 
to  it."  Why,  it  would  be  a  clear  duty 
of  Parliament  to  refuse  to  take  gifts  from 
persons  on  any  such  conditions  as  that. 
Parliament  had  never  accepted  them 
under  such  limitation  of  its  powers.  If 
the  principle  were  good  for  churchyards, 
it  would  be  equally  good  for  churches. 
It  would  give  every  private  donor  or 
builder  of  a  church  a  right  of  veto,  so 
far  as  that  church  was  concerned,  upon 
any  subsequent  alteration  by  law  of  the 
rites  and  ceremonies,  formularies  or  dis- 
cipline of  the  Ohurch  of  England.  They 
might  have  private  donors,  notwithstand- 
ing the  united  authority  of  Convocation 
and  of  Parliament,  objecting  and  saying 
that  they  had  not  contemplated  the  per- 
mission of  this  thing  or  of  that  ^ing. 
Against  that  principle,  therefore,  he, 
for  one,  must  steaduy  set  his  face,  and 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  do  the 
same.  It  was  perfectly  consistent,  both 
with  the  true  legal  effect  and  the  real 
spirit  and  meaning  of  the  Acts  of  Par- 
liament which  had  been  referred  to,  that 
such  a  modification  as  this  Bill  proposed 
should  be  made  in  the  regulations  en- 
forced by  law  as  to  the  manner  of  per- 
forming the  service  at  funerals  in  grounds 
given  for  the  purposes  of  those  Acts,  if 
such  a  modification  were  thought  proper, 
not  as  to  those  grounds  by  way  of  ex- 
ception, but  as  to  churchyards  gene- 
rally. To  except  grants  made  within 
the  last  50  or  60  years  would  also, 
in  practice,  lead  to  endless  confu- 
sion. In  doing  so,  their  Lordships 
were  asked  to  mark  out  a  line  which 
nobody  had  ever  thought  of  drawing, 
defining  exactly  whero  an  old  church- 
yard began  and  where  it  ended;  and 
although  the  old  part  might  be  filled  up 
so  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  decency 
to  make  additional  interments  in  it,  and 
although  the  new  part  might  be  the  only 
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part  fit  for  interments,  they  were  asked 
in  Buoh  a  case  to  exclude  Dissenters 
£rom  the  rights  given  under  this  Bill — 
from  the  rights  given  them  in  all  other 
churchyards,  even  although  there  might 
be  no  other  consecrated  or  unconsecrated 
gpround  accessible  to  them  in  which  they 
could  be  buried.  He  protested  again^ 
this,  and  repeated  that  there  was  no 
spoliation  proposed  by  the  Bill,  and  no 
taking  away  of  any  of  these  g^ts  from 
the  purposes  for  which  they  were  given. 

Tkb  Abohbishop  of  YOEK  thought 
that  the  Bill  tmquestionably  gave  to 
Dissenters  a  right  they  did  not  possess 
at  present.  In  the  case  of  a  donor 
giving  a  churchyard  to  the  Ohurch  of 
England,  under  its  provisions  they 
were  about  to  take  the  groimd  which 
belonged  to  one  person,  and  which  was 
given  to  him  for  a  certain  limited  num- 
ber of  persons,  and  they  were  to  in- 
crease the  number  of  persons  who  might 
use  it.  It  was  impossible  to  admit  the 
argument  of  the  noble  and  learned 
lioacd,  and  he  would  therefore  suggest 
an  Amendment  of  the  Amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury),  one  providing  that 
it  should  only  apply  to  those  cases  where 
the  donors  should  have  dissented  from 
the  application  of  the  Act  within  six 
months  after  its  commencement. 

Lord  BRABOUENE  said,  that  in 
spite  of  the  favour  with  which  the  re- 
marks of  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury)  had  been  received, 
and  in  spite  of  the  two  recent  divisions, 
he  hoped  that  a  little  further  reflection, 
and  somewhat  fuller  consideration  of 
the  principles  involved  in  the  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Marquess,  would 
induce  their  Lordships  to  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  coiud  not  possibly  be 
accepted.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
held  in  his  hand  a  Memorial  signed  by 
300  donors  of  lands  for  churchyard  pur- 
poses, on  whose  behalf  he  spoke,  their 
gifts  having  been  made  witmn  the  last 
35  years.  But  the  papers  which  had 
been  sent  round  wiUi  that  Memorial 
stated  that  additions  had  been  made  to 
upwards  of  [6,000  churchyards  within 
the  last  50  years.'  So  that,  making  the 
noble  Marquess  a  present  of  200  donors 
on  account  of  the  difference  between  35 
and  60  years,  he  might  be  said  to  speak 
in  the  name  of  600  persons,  or  10  per 
cent  of  the  whole  number  who  had  given 
land  for  these  purposes.    And  in  order 

n$  Lord  Chancellor 


to  gratify  the  feelings  of  this  limxied 
number  of  persons,  their  Lordsbipa 
were  asked  to  do  that  which  would  mar 
the  symmetry  and  spoil  the  complete- 
ness of  the  measure  which  was  proposed 
to  them  as  a  settlement  of  this  impor- 
tant question.  He  (Lord  Braboume) 
ventured  to  say  that  if  they  accepted 
this  Amendment  for  the  sake  of  this 
limited  number  of  individuals,  all  of 
whom  were  of  the  higher  or  richer 
classes,  in  a  matter  which  concerned  the 
whole  population  of  England  and  Wales, 
such  a  course  would  not  tend  to  increase 
the  respect  with  which  their  Lordships' 
decisions  were  received  by  the  country, 
whilst  it  would  infallibly  prevent  the 
acceptance  of  this  measure  by  the  coun- 
try as  anything  like  a  satisfactory  settle- 
ment. But  yet,  if  a  legal  and  equitable 
claim  could  be  established  by  these  per- 
sons, he  would  not  venture  to  ask  their 
Lordships  to  refuse  to  recognize  that 
claim,  even  though  its  recognition  might 
be  attended  with  some  inconvenience. 
He  was,  however,  prepared  to  contend 
that  no  such  claim  could  be  established, 
whilst  its  recognition  would  be  attended, 
not  only  with  great  inconvenience,  but 
with  consequences  mostunibrtunate  and 
most  mischievous  to  the  Church.  What 
was  that  claim?  It  was  a  claim  by 
persons  who  had  given  property  to  a 
National  Institution  that  they,  and  not 
the  Parliament  of  the  nation,  should 
still  control  and  regulate  the  property 
which  they  had  thus  given.  He  (Lord 
Braboume)  would  not  attempt  to  add 
an3rthing  to  the  argument  of  his  noble 
andleamed  Friend  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
upon  this  point ;  but  he  must  ask  their 
Lordships  to  consider  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  stop  here  if  they  once 
conceded  the  principle  of  the  Amend- 
ment. Other  property  besides  sites  for 
churchyards  had  been  given  to  the 
Church.  Many  persons  had  given  sites 
for  churches,  and  had  restored,  built, 
and  endowed  churches  at  their  own  cost. 
Now,  there  were  constant  applications 
to  Parliament  for  alterations  in  the 
Rubric  or  Services  of  the  Church.  Only 
the  other  day,  a  noble  Lord  had  pre- 
sented a  number  of  Petitions  praying  for 
some  alteration  which  would  put  an  end  to 
what  was  called  Auricular  Confession. 
Again,  it  had  been  proposed  that  the  Atha- 
nasian  Creed  should  be  expunged  from 
the  Church  Service;  and  other  changes  or 
relaxations  of  discipline  had  been  mooted 
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ships,  in  any  similar  case,  to  depart 
from  the  principle  on  which  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  that  day  determined  that,  what- 
ever course  mi^ht  be  justifiable,  when 
the  representation  to  such  donors  was 
very  remote,  it  was  not  right  to 
take  away  entirely  from  the  purposes 
for  which  they  were  given,  and  devote 
to  other  public  objects  recent  g^ifts  to 
which,  if  the  State  made  the  observance 
of  all  the  express  conditions  on  which 
they  were  given  impossible,  the  donor 
or  his  representative  might  have  a  moral 
claim.  And  in  the  cases  of  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  and  the  University  Trusts, 
those  also  were  trusts,  constituted  by 
private  donation  for  specific  purposes; 
and  what  was  done  was  to  say  that  from 
those  specific  purposes  the  endowments 
should  not  be  withdrawn,  if  given 
within  the  last  60  years,  or  whatever 
period  it  was  thought  right  to  take. 
if  such  private  trusts  as  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (Earl  Nelson)  had  mentioned 
were  constituted  for  the  specific  pur- 
pose of  burial  under  particular  con- 
ditions, whether  those  conditions  had 
reference  to  the  usages  of  the  Church 
of  England  or  of  any  other  denomina- 
tion, uie  argument  from  the  Endowed 
Schools  Act  and  the  University  Endow- 
ments would  apply.  But  tlus  was  a 
totally  different  case;  and,  apart  alto- 
gether from  the  construction  of  certain 
words  in  particular  Statutes  to  which  his 
noble  Fnend  had  referred,  he  main- 
tained on  broader  grounds  that  it  would 
be  fatal  to  all  sound  principle  of  public 
legislation  for  their  tiordships  to  sanc- 
tion the  doctrine,  that  those  who  had 
E'ven  out  and  out  for  public  purposes 
nd  which  was  once  private  property 
ought  to  be  treated  as  if  they  had  re- 
served, or  could  have  reserved,  to  them- 
selves the  right  of  dictating  to  Parlia- 
ment as  to  how  its  use  for  such  public 
purposes  should,  or  should  not,  be  re- 
gulated or  modified.  The  additions  to 
churchyards  were  additions  made  to  that 
which  was  the  subject  of  a  known  public 
use,  regulated,  and  to  be  regulated,  by 
public  kiw.  If  the  donors  had  reserved 
to  themselves  some  rights  of  property  or 
some  control,  which  they  had  not  done, 
they  might  then  possibly  have  been  en- 
titled to  say  that  the  grants  were  to 
apply  to  churchyards,  only  so  lonff  as 
they  might  continue  to  be  regulated  in 
euotly  die  same  manner  as  they  were 
at  the  date  of  the  grants ;  but  to  say 


that  the  Legislature  was  to  hold  its 
hand  and  not  to  be  at  liberty  to  use  its 
power  of  modifying  the  regidations  ap- 
plicable to  such  burying  grounds  after 
the  land  had  been  given  out  and  out 
without  reservation,  would  be  to  intro- 
duce a  principle  to  the  mischief  of  which 
there  would  be  no  limit.  A  man  who 
gave  property  for  a  road,  or  for  a  public 
park,  or  for  any  other  public  purpose, 
might  come  forward  and  object  to  all 
subsequent  legislation  concerning  the 
manner  of  regulating  it,  and  might  say — 
"  This  was  not  the  state  of  the  law  when 
I  gave  the  land,  and  therefore  I  object 
to  it"  Why,  it  would  be  a  clear  duty 
of  Parliament  to  refuse  to  take  gifts  from 
persons  on  any  such  conditions  as  that. 
Parliament  had  never  accepted  them 
under  such  limitation  of  its  powers.  If 
the  principle  were  good  for  churchyards, 
it  would  be  equally  good  for  churches. 
It  would  give  every  private  donor  or 
builder  of  a  church  a  right  of  veto,  so 
far  as  that  church  was  concerned,  upon 
any  subsequent  alteration  by  law  of  the 
rites  and  ceremonies,  formularies  or  dis- 
cipline of  the  Ohurch  of  Englimd.  They 
might  have  private  donors,  notwithstand- 
ing the  united  authority  of  Convocation 
and  of  Parliament,  objecting  and  saying 
that  they  had  not  contemplated  the  per- 
mission of  this  thing  or  of  that  thing. 
Against  that  principle,  therefore,  he, 
for  one,  must  steaduv  s€(t  his  face,  and 
he  hoped  their  Lord^ps  would  do  the 
same.  It  was  perfectly  consistent,  both 
with  the  true  legal  effect  and  the  real 
spirit  and  meaning  of  the  Acts  of  Par- 
liament which  had  been  referred  to,  that 
such  a  modification  as  this  BiU  proposed 
should  be  made  in  the  reg^ations  en- 
forced by  law  as  to  the  manner  of  per- 
forming the  service  at  funerals  in  grounds 
given  for  the  purposes  of  those  Acts,  if 
such  a  modification  were  thought  proper, 
not  as  to  those  grounds  by  way  of  ex- 
ception, but  as  to  churchyards  gene- 
rally. To  except  grants  made  within 
the  last  60  or  60  years  would  also, 
in  practice,  lead  to  endless  confu- 
sion. In  doing  so,  their  Lordships 
were  asked  to  mark  out  a  line  which 
nobody  had  ever  thought  of  drawing, 
defining  exactly  where  an  old  church- 
yard began  and  where  it  ended;  and 
although  the  old  part  might  be  filled  up 
so  that  it  would  be  contrary  to  decency 
to  make  additional  interments  in  it,  and 
although  the  new  part  might  be  the  only 
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reoogfnized  champions,  rather  than  from 
her  open  enemies.    What  coald  be  more 
disastrous  to  the  Church  than  that,  for 
the  first  time  in  our  history,  there  should 
be  drawn  a  line  of  demarcation  across 
our  old  churchyards,  and  that  if  a  stranger 
should  ask  its  meaning  he  should  be  told 
that  on  one  side  reposed  the  bodies  of 
English  Churchmen  and  on  the  other  the 
bodies  of  English  Christians?  Acompari- 
•  son  would  be  suggested  between  the  claims 
of  the  Church  on  one  side  and  of  Chris- 
tianity on  the  other — between  the  claims 
on  one  side  of  a  narrow  sectarian  spirit 
which  sought  to  perpetuate  theological 
differences  after  death,  and  on  the  other 
of  a  broader,  more  comprehensive,  and 
more  Christian  spirit,  which  desired  to 
bury  such  differences  in  the  grave,  and 
at  the  last  solemn  moment  of  interment 
to  remember  only  that  tie  of  common 
Christianity  which  had  bound  the  living 
together.    In  the  belief  that  the  propo- 
sition of  the  noble  Marquess  would  do 
infinite  injury  to  the  Church,  whilst  it 
would  offend  the  Nonconformists,  pre- 
vent the  settlement  of  the  question,  and 
giYQ  rise  to    heartburnings,  litigation, 
and  continued  a^tation,    he    earnestly 
begged  their  Lordships  to  reject  it  by  a 
decisive  majority. 

On  Question  ?  Their  Lordships  divided : 
—Contents  91 ;  Not-Contents  104  :  Ma- 
jority 13. 
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Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Lincobi,  L.  Bp. 
Llandaff,  L.  Bp. 


cellor.) 

Bedford,  D. 
Cleveland,  D. 
Devonshire,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 
Westminster,  D. 

Bath,  M. 
Lansdowne,  M. 
Northampton,  M. 

Bathurst,  E. 
Camperdown,  E. 
Chichester,  E. 
Clarendon,  E. 
Dartrey,  E. 
Derby,  E. 
Devon.  E. 
Ducie,  E. 
Durham,  E. 
Granville,  E. 
Jersey,  E. 
Kimberley,  E. 
Minto,  E. 
Morton,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Northbrook,  E. 
Onslow,  E. 
Portemouth,  E. 
Redesdale,  £. 
Rosse,  E. 
Shaftesbury,  E. 
Spencer,  E. 
Sydney,  E. 
Zetland,  E. 

Eversley,  V. 
Falmouth,  V. 


tter.) 
Powerscourt,  V. 

Bath  and  Wells,  L.Bp. 
Durham,  L.  Bp. 
Exeter,  L.  ]^. 
London,  L.  Bp. 
Manchester.  L.  Bp. 
St.  Asaph,  L.  Bp. 

Aberdare,  L. 

Annaly,  L. 

Belper,  L. 

Blachf  ord,  L. 

Blantyre,  L. 

Boyle,  L.      (E,    Cork 

and  Orrery.)  [TelUr.] 
Braboume,  L. 
Braye,  L. 
Breadalbane,   L.      (JR 

Breadalbane.) 
Calthorpe,  L. 
Carringfton,  L. 
Churchill,  L. 
Congleton,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
Crewe,  L. 
De  Tabley,  L. 
Ebury,  L, 
Elgin,  L.  {E.  Elgin  and 

Kincardine.) 
Grerille,  L. 
Gwydir,  L. 
Hammond,  L. 
Hare,  L.  {E.  Lietowel.) 
Hatherley,  L. 
Heytesbury,  L. 
Houghton,  L. 
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Kenmare,  L.  {E.  Km*  RomiUy,  L. 

mare,)  Saltenford,L.  {E.Oour* 
Eenry,  L.  {E.  Dunrat&n       town,) 

and  Mouni'Earl.)  Saye  and  Sele,  L. 

Kintore^L.     {E,  Kin-  Sefton^L.    {E,  SefUm.) 

tort.)  Skene,  L.     {E.  Fife.) 

Lawrence,  L.  Somerton,  L.  (E.  Nor* 
Leigh,  L.  manton.) 

Limiore,  L.     ( F*.  Lit'  Strafford,  L.    ( V,  En* 

mort.)  field.) 

Lrttelton,  L.  Strathapeyi  L.  {E.  Sea* 
Hethuen,  L.  field.) 

Monck,  L.  {V,  Monek.)  Sudeley,  L. 

Momon,  L.     fTV/^.]  Sondridge,  L.  (D.  Ar* 
MoQteagle    d  ^Bran-       gyll.) 

don,  L.  Teynham,  L. 

Moet3m,  L.  Tollemache,  L. 

Mount  Temple,  L.  Vernon,  L. 

Planket,  L.  Waveney,  L. 

Ponaonby,  L.  {E.  Bett*  Wentworth,  L. 

honmgh.)  Wolverton,  L. 

fiibblesdale,  L.  Wrottesley,  L. 
Robartea,L. 

Re$olved  in  the  Negative, 

dause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Paupers)  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Time  of  burial  to  be  stated, 
rabject  to  variation). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, the  following  Amendments  were 
made  in  the  clause  : — In  page  2,  line  12, 
omit  C  time  at  which'')  and  substitute 
("  day  and  hour  when  ") ;  line  13,  omit 
['•  named  ")  and  substitute  (**  stated  ") ; 
line  18,  omit  ^ eighteen")  and  substi- 
tute ("twenty-four");  line  22,  at  the 
beginning  of  the  line,  before  ("  such  "), 
insert  these  words  "  or  (if  such  day  shall 
be  a  Sunday,  Good  Friday,  or  Christmas 
Day)  of  the  day  next  followiug  " ;  line 
31,  add  at  the  end  of  the  clause  these 
words — 

*  ('*  Provided  also,  that  no  such  burial  shall 
take  place  in  any  churchyard  on  Sunday,  or  on 
Good  Friday  or  Christmas  Day,  except  by  the 
c<mac&t  of  the  person  receiving  such  notice/*) 

The  Eabl  of  LIMEBICK,  in  moving 
an  addition  to  the  clause  providiug  that, 
unless  it  should  be  otherwise  mutually 
arranged,  no  such  burial  should  take 
place  in  a  churchyard  on  Sunday,  Christ- 
mas Day,  Oood  Friday,  or  Ascension 
Day,  said,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  an  Amendment 
to  the  same  efTect,  except  that  Ascension 
Day  was  not  included. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  at  end 
of  duua,  to  add — 

(^  And  be  it  further  provided  that,  unleit  it 
U  otherwise  mutually  arranged,  no  tuch  burial 


shall  take  place  in  a  ohurohyard  on  a  Sundayt 
Christmas  Day,  Good  Friday,  or  Asceiniion 
Day/')— (^^^  £^rl  of  Limeriek.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
under  the  Amendment  he  had  proposed 
it  was  provided  that  such  burials  should 
not  take  place  on  Sunday,  Good  Friday, 
or  Christmas  Day.  The  question  as  to 
excludiug  Ascension  Day  could  be  con- 
sidered before  the  Beport. 

Earl  CAIRNS  thought  that  Ascension 
Day  should  be  included  in  the  list. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  re- 
marked, that  Ascension  Day  was  not 
generally  observed  throughout  the  coun- 
try as  a  festival  of  the  Church ;  and, 
therefore,  there  was  no  ground  for  in- 
cluding it  in  the  list. 

The  Bishop  op  LINCOLN  observed, 
that  in  more  than  600  out  of  the  800 
parishes  in  his  diocese  Ascension  Day 
was  kept  as  a  religious  festival. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) mthdratcn. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  31, 
at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add — 

("Provided  also,  that  no  such  burial  shall 
take  place  on  a  Sunday,  Good  Friday,  or  Christ- 
mas Day,  or  on  any  other  day  during,  or  half 
an  hour  before  or  half  an  hour  after,  the  per- 
formance of  any  Divine  service  in  the  church.*') 
— (The  Viteount  Templetoum.) 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  pointed 
out  that  in  cases  where  the  time  proposed 
for  burial  was  inconvenient,  the  clergy- 
man might  himself  fix  an  hour. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Burial  to  take  place  accord- 
ingly) agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Regulations  and  fees). 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  2,  line  42, 
after  ("fee")  insert  ("or  offering"); 
and  in  line  43,  after  ("  fee  ") insert  ("  or 
offering.")— (7^  Lord  Bishop  of  Bangor.) 

After  an  explanation  by  the  Lord 
Chancellob, 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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Olaose  6  (Burial  may  be  with  or 
without  religious  seryioe). 

LoED  HOUGHTON  moved  an 
Amendment,  to  insert  the  words  "  or 
Jewish,"  so  as  to  make  it  read  that 

("  The  bnxial  in  the  churchyard  or  graveyard 
might  take  ]place  either  without  any  religious 
service,  or  with  such  Christian,  or  Jewish,  and 
orderly  religious  service  as  the  persons  in  charge 
of  the  burial  might  think  fit.'*) 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  5, 
after  ("Christian") insert  ("or  Jewish.") 
— {The  Lord  Houghton,) 

The  lord  OHANOELLOR  regretted 
that  he  could  not  accept  the  Amendment 
of  his  noble  Friend,  as  it  would  break  in 
upon  the  principle  on  which  this  clause 
was  drawn.  The  burial  g^unds  referred 
to  in  the  Bill  were  places  of  Ohristian. 
burial  for  all  parishioners ;  and  unless 
they  were  to  lose  that  character,  it  fol- 
lowed when  they  came  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  religious  services  to  be  performed 
in  them,  that  they  must  either  have  no 
service  in  the  churchyard,  or  the  service 
must  be  Ohristian.  They  must  draw 
the  line  somewhere  as  to  the  character 
of  the  service.  There  was  no  principle 
on  which  it  could  be  necessary,  or — as  he 
thought — reasonable,  to  allow  Pagan 
ceremonies  or  the  delivery  of  secular 
harangues  in  a  churchyard.  And  while 
a  Jew,  if  he  were  a  parishioner,  would 
have  a  civil  right  to  burial,  that  right 
was  satisfied  if  it  were  silent  and  without 
a  religious  ceremony.  It  was  impossible 
to  admit  the  religious  services  of  Jews, 
and  to  exclude  other  non-Christian  ser- 
vices. The  word  "Christian"  must 
either  stand  or  go.  He  preferred  that 
it  should  stand.  It  was  in  accordance 
with  the  feeling^  of  almost  all  religious 
people  that  there  should  be  some  line 
drawn,  and  he  knew  no  other  which 
it  was  possible  to  draw.  The  com- 
mon law  drew  the  line  for  him  by 
stating  that  Christianity  was  part  and 
parcel  of  the  common  law  of  the  land. 
In  point  of  fact,  too,  the  Jews  not  only 
possessed,  but  decidedly  preferred,  their 
own  burial  crounds ;  and  no  single  inti- 
mation had  reached  him  from  any 
quarter  that  they  desired  any  alteration 
to  be  made,  so  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
in  the  BiU.  While  he  had  every  sym- 
pathy with  and  respect  for  those  who 
professed  the  Jewish  religion  with  sin- 
cerity, yet  he  did  not  think  it  was  neces- 
sary on  their  account  to  ti^^w  down  all 


barriers  against  that  which  it  was  tight 
to  exclude. 

The  Bishop  of  LINCOLN  obsemd 
that  the  modem  Jews  made  it  a  fonda- 
mental  part  of  their  religion  to  affirm 
that  the  promised  Messiah  was  not  come; 
and  that,  consequently,  our  blessed  Lord, 
who  claimed  to  be  the  Messiah,  was  a 
deceiver.  He,  therefore,  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

LoBD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  had  on 
several  occasions  attended  Jewish  ser- 
vices, and  they  were  conducted  with 
extreme  solemnity.  There  was  nothing 
in  them  to  outrage  anyone's  feeHngs. 
Still  he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

The  Earl  of  LIMERICK  moved 
an  Amendment  to  provide  that  the  per- 
sons permitted  to  read  any  service 
should  not  be  in  Holy  Orders  in  the 
Church  of  England. 

Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  7, 
after  ("persons")  insert  ("not  being 
in  holy  orders  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land".)—(J%^  Earl  ofZimeneL) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOH  said,  the 
Amendment  woidd  exclude  any  person 
who  had  been  ordained,  but  haa  since 
left  the  Church  of  England. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  asked 
whether  the  object  of  the  Amendment 
was  not  to  prevent  one  clergjrman  offici- 
ating in  the  churchyard  of  another  with- 
out his  consent,  where  the  incumbent 
was  objected  to  ?  He  could^  not  help 
thinking  some  such  security  ought  to  be 
g^ven  by  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  UMEEICK  said,  that 
was  the  object  of  the  Amendment,  and, 
in  the  hope  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  con- 
sider the  matter  before  the  Beport,  he 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Com- 
mittee) withdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chakgbl- 
LOB,  Amendment  made,  in  page  3,  line  4, 
at  the  beginning  of  the  line  belore 
(''having")  insert  (**so"),  and  after 
("  same  ")  insert  ("  as  aforesaid  *'). 

Amendment  moved,  in  line  10,  at  tbo 
end  of  the  clause,  add — 
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("The  word 'Christian*  in  ihit  section  thall 
inciade  every  relifcioas  service  used  hj  any 
church,  denomination,  or  person  professing  to 
he  Christian.")— (^^«  ^-ord  Chaneellor.) 

Thb  Marquess  of  SAUSBUBY 
wished  to  know  whether,  if  any  per- 
son were  taken  to  task  for  conducting 
improper  services  in  the  churchyards,  it 
would  be  a  sufficient  plea  to  say  that 
he  was  a  Churchman,  no  matter  what 
were  his  doctrines,  or  the  services  which 
heperformed  ? 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  said,  it 
would  certainly  be  understood  that  any- 
one professing  to  be  Christian  was  act- 
ing m  good  faith. 

£arl  cairns  said,  it  was  not  some 
recognized  service  that  was  required ; 
but  the  matter  was  made  to  depend 
upon  a  person  professing  to  be  a  Chris- 
tian. He  woula  suggest  that  the  clause 
should  be  left  as  it  originally  stood. 

Thb  Earl  op  HARDWICKE  wished 
to  know  whether  a  clergyman  would 
have  power  to  prevent  a  service  when 
he  knew  that  it  was  to  be  conducted  by 
a  person  unfit  for  the  purpose? 

The  lord  CHANCELjLOR  said,  that 
an  incumbent  would  have  no  power  to 
prevent  a  service ;  but  anyone  offending 
against  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  might 
be  punished  for  a  misdemeanour.  Ue 
had  put  the  words  upon  the  Paper  for 
the  purpose  of  avoiding  any  controversy, 
as  to  the  doctrines  of  any  service,  or  of 
those  using  it,  which  some  thought 
(though  he  did  not)  might  be  open  under 
the  clause  as  it  now  st^d,  and  which  it 
was  certainly  not  desirable  to  invite  or 
allow. 

Lord  LILFORD  asked  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  and 
the  right  rev.  Bench  if  they  could  give  a 
definition  of  the  difference  between  the 
views  of  a  Mahomedan  respecting  the 
mission  on  earth  of  our  Lord  «lesiis  Christ 
and  those  of  a  Unitarian  ?  He  (Lord 
lalford)  thought  it  would  be  difficult  to 
give  it. 

The  Mabquess  of  SALISBURY  had 
no  doubt  it  would  be  difficult,  for,  in 
many  cases,  the  Mahomedan  had  ouite 
as  much  respect  and  reverence  for  Christ 
as  the  Unitarian  had.  The  result  of 
the  qualifications  and  modifications  which 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (the  Lord 
ChanoeUor)  had  introduced  from  time  to 
time,  had  left  in  his  mind  the  impression 
that  the  word  Christian  represented  no 
substance  and  no  reality,  but  was  simply 

VOL.  OCLni.    [rmuD  siaren.] 


a  species  of  declaration  intended  to  re« 
concile  without  just  foundation  those  to 
whom  the  reality  was  a  great  matter. 

On  Question?  Reeohed  in  the  AffinMh 
t%v$. 

Amendment  moved  in  page  3,  at  end 
of  clause  insert — 

"  Provided  always,  that  the  foregoing  clauses 
of  this  Act  shall  only  apply  to  the  chiurchyard 
or  graveyard  in  any  pansh  or  ecclesiastical  dis- 
trict where  there  is  no  unconsecrated  burial 
ground  or  cemetery  in  which  the  parishioners  or 
inhabitants  have  rights  of  bunal,  and  shall 
cease  and  determine  in  respect  of  any  such 
parish  or  ecclesiastical  district  so  soon  as  such 
unconsecrated  burial  ground  or  cemetery  has 
been  provided.")— (7*^^  Earl  of  Mount  Edg- 
eumbe^ 

Thb  Akohbishop  of  YORK  opposed 
the  Amendment. 

On  Question  ?  JResoked  in  the  Affirma- 
tive. 

The  Bishop  of  WINCHESTER  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment  to  the  clause, 
the  addition  of  the  words — "  Provided 
that  no  such  religious  service  shall  last 
more  than  80  minutes,"  said,  that  he 
did  not  know  how  decorum  could  be 
preserved  unless  some  limitation  of  time 
of  services  was  agreed  upon.  The  Church 
of  England  service  did  not  last  more 
than  a  quarter  of  an  hour.  But  at 
Nonconformist  funerals  addresses  were 
likely  to  be  delivered  and  hymns  sung. 
Sometimes  two  or  three  addresses  might 
be  delivered— on  such  an  occasion,  for 
example,  as  the  presence  of  a  popular 
and  eloquent  minister.  He  had,  when 
he  was  a  clergyman  in  Cornwall,  wit- 
nessed scenes  which  showed  the  danger 
of  this.  Funeral  processions  sometimes 
used  to  travel  five  miles,  and  the  mourners 
sang  hymns  (often  very  beautiful  hymns) 
until  they  came  to  the  churchyard.  The 
law  would  not  permit  this,  and  he  had 
often  been  kept  waiting  an  hour.  He 
looked  upon  his  Amendment  as  one 
conducive  to  peace,  and  calculated  to 
prevent  disorder.  In  some  circum- 
stances, no  doubt,  if  there  were  no 
pressure  of  time  or  duties,  a  sensible 
clergyman  would  relax  the  rule  as  to 
time.  For  himself,  he  would  not  insist 
upon  half  an  hour ;  but  he  would  like  to 
have  a  limit  of  time  fixed.  He  had  often 
known  funerals  where  disagreeable  oc- 
currences took  place,  and  unless  some 
time  was  mentioned  for  the  service  much 
inconvenience  might  be  experienced. 


35 


Burials  Bm.-— 


ILOBDS) 


C(mmitU$. 


36 


Amendment  moved,  in  page  3,  line  10, 
at  end  of  clause  add —  ' 

("  Provided  that,  unless  it  shall  be  otherwise 
mutually  arranged,  no  such  religious  service 
shall  last  more  than  thirty  minutes.") — {The 
Lord  BUhop  of  fTinchetter.) 

LoHD  WAVENEY  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  and  thought  that  every- 
thing ought  to  be  left  to  the  good  feel- 
ing of  the  people  and  the  solemnity  of 
the  occasion. 

The  Bishop  op  OXFORD  said,  that 
it  would  be  very  easy  to  make  arrange- 
ments with  pious  Nonconformist  minis- 
ters ;  but  otber  persons  of  quite  a  dif- 
ferent character  might  have  the  conduct 
of  funerals,  and  therefore  it  would  be 
well  that  a  time  should  be  limited  for 
the  service.  It  was  represented  to  him 
the  long  services  might  lead  to  some 
collision. 

The  Earl  of  H  ARD WICKE  said,  he 
was  clearly  in  favour  of  investing  the 
clergy  with  the  power  of  determining 
how  long  the  services  should  last.  In 
that  view,  he  would  urge  that  power  in 
the  matter  should  be  given  to  the  in- 
cumbent. 

The  Bishop  of  CARLISLE  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Amendment  would  place 
the  clergy  in  a  most  invidious  position, 
and  make  the  Bill  still  more  unpalatable 
to  them.  Nothing  could  be  more  unfor- 
tunate than  that  the  clergyman  should 
have  to  negotiate  with  the  friends  of  the 
deceased  person  as  to  the  length  of  the 
service.  Again,  the  services  might  be 
led  sometimes  by  women,  and  he  should 
like  to  know  how  a  woman  was  to  be 
stopped  ? 

The  Archbishop  of  YORK  said,  the 
Amendment  would  be  a  good  thing  as  a 
general  direction ;  but  he  did  not  see  how 
it  was  to  be  carried  out. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  thought 
it  would  be  wiser  to  trust  to  the  power  of 
the  clergymen,  under  the  Srd  clause  of 
the  Bill,  to  fix  a  time  which  would  leave 
a  reasonable  margin,  so  as  to  avoid  any 
risk  of  practical  inconvenience.  It  would 
be  impossible,  if  parties  came  not  quite 

Sunctually,  or  if  they  exceeded  the 
mited  time,  as  with  extempore  services 
might  be  very  liable  to  happen,  to  stop 
the  funeral  before  it  came  naturally  to 
an  end.  To  protract  the  service  unrea- 
sonably could  not  be  for  the  convenience 
of  those  concerned.  If  a  maximum 
time  were  £xed,  it  might  soon  be  re- 


garded in  practice  as  a  mininuim ;  and, 
in  that  case,  it  would  be  habituaUy  ex- 
ceeded. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Con* 
mittee)  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agr$€d  to* 

Clause  7  ^Burials  to  be  conducted  in 
a  decent  ana  orderly  manner,  and  with- 
out obstruction). 

Lord  WAVENEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  lines  15  to  18,  to  omit 
certain  words  which  accounted  as  a  mis- 
demeanour the  delivery  of  an  address, 
not  being  part  of  or  incidental  to  a  reli- 
gious service  permitted  by  the  Act,  in 
a  graveyard  or  churchyard. 

The  LORD  CHANCELLOR  appealed 
to  the  noble  Lord  not  to  press  the 
Amendment.  The  words  were  intended 
to  exclude  secular  addresses. 

Amendment  (by  leave  of  the  Oom- 
mittee)  withdraum. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  8  (Act  not  to  give  right  of 
burial  where  no  previous  right  existed) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Burials  Under  Act  U  h 
registered). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Chas- 
cellob,  the  following  Amend menta 
made : — In  page  3,  line  29,  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  line,  before  ('*  having '') 
insert  the  word  (*'so")  and  after 
(** burial")  insert  ("as  aforesaid"); 
line  31,  instead  of  (**  Schedule  (A.)  ") 
insert  (*•  Schedule  (B.) ") ;  line  40,  after 
(**  thereof")  add  these  words — 

(**Sach  entry,  instead  of  stating  by  wbom 
the  coremony  of  burial  was  performed,  shall 
state  by  whom  the  same  has  been  oerfeifisd 
under  this  Act") 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Liberty  to  use  burial  ser- 
vice of  Church  of  England  in  uncon- 
secrated  ground). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lobd  Cha5- 
CELLOR,  the  following  Amendment  made 
to  the  clause: — 

In  page  4,  line  10,  at  the  end  of  the  clanie 
add  these  words  ("  llie  relative,  friend,  or  legal 
representatlTe,  having  charge  of  or  being  re- 
sponsible for  the  buniu  of  any  deceased  pezton 
who  had  a  right  of  interment  in  any  such  un- 
consecrated  ground  vested  in  any  buxial  board, 
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or  proTidad  under  any  Act- relating  to  the 
bnnal  of  the  dead,  shall  be  entitled,  if  he  think 
fit,  to  have  such  burial  performed  therein  ac- 
cording to  the  rites  of  the  Churoh  of  England 
by  any  minister  of  the  said  church  who  may  be 
inlling  to  perform  the  same." 

Clause,  as  amended,  a^ireed  to. 

Clause  1 1  (Belief  of  clergy  of  Church 
of  England  from  penalties  in  certain 
cases). 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Chan- 
CELLOE  the  following  Amendments 
made: — 

In  Page  4,  line  21,  instead  of  ('^Sche- 
dule B.")  insert  (*'  Schedule  C") ;  line 
23,  after (*' whereas *0  add  C'euchof"); 
lines  23  and  24,  omit  (**  except  that 
numbered  2  in  the  schedule  hereto,") 
and  substitute  (''as  are  numbered  1,  3, 
4,  and  5  in  the  said  Schedule  C'); 
line  35,  instead  of  ("Schedule  B.") 
insert  (*'  Schedule  C") ;  line  37,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  add  these  words — 

("  Provided  also  that  the  word  *  crime '  in  the 
said  Schedule  C.  shall  mean  only  an  offence 
against  the  criminal  law  of  this  realm  "). 

EABLCAIENSsaid,  that  he  entertained 
a  great  objection  to  the  clause,  and 
doubted  whether  it  should  pass.  It  pro- 
fessed to  follow  the  Letters  of  Business 
and  the  action  of  Convocation;  but  it 
did  not  in  reality  follow  them  at  all. 
The  recommendations  of  Convocation 
suggested  an  alteration  of  the  rubric  of 
the  Book  of  Common  Prayer;  but  the 
clause  did  not  effect  an  alteration  of  the 
rubric.  The  Bill  introduced  into  the 
Schedule  a  supposititious  and  hypothe- 
tical rubric  which  had  no  existence, 
could  have  none,  and  was  never  in- 
tended to  have  any.  It  said  that,  sup- 
posing there  was  such  an  imaginary 
rubric,  the  clergyman  who  acted  under 
it  should  be  absolved  from  any  penalties 
for  not  obeying  the  rubric  which  did 
exist.  He  would  still  remain  under  the 
moral  obligations  imposed  by  the  actual 
rubric;  but  he  would  be  absolved  from  the 
legal  penalties  attached  to  disobeying  it, 
on  the  hypothesis  that  some  other  rubric 
might  exist,  but  which  did  not  exist  in 
fact.  That  did  not  seem  to  him  to  be 
quite  a  satisfactory  mode  of  legislating. 
Parliament  was  absolutely  deprived,* 
under  the  clause,  of  its  legitimate 
power  of  considering  the  recommenda- 
tions of  Convocation,  and,  if  necessary, 
of  modifying  ai^d  altering  them.     It  re- 


cited, and  truly  recited,  that  Convoca- 
tion had  made  certain  recommendations, 
which  were  mentioned  in  the  Schedule ; 
but  their  Lordships  could  not  exercise 
the  right  of  altering  a  single  word  in 
the  Schedule  from  beginning  to  end. 
He  asked  whether  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack  was  able  to 
produce,  in  the  whole  history  of  Parlia- 
ments, any  instance  in  which  such  a 
course  had  ever  been  taken  before  ?  If 
the  rubric  was  to  be  altered,  it  should  be 
done  by  a  law  as  clear  and  unequivocal 
as  that  which  it  was  proposed  to  alter. 
The  recommendation  of  Convocation  was 
that  on  the  request  or  with  the  consent 
of  the  kindred  or  the  friends  of  the  de- 
ceased it  should  be  lawful  to  administer 
the  following  service  of  burial.  Kin- 
dred or  friends — which  was  it  to  be? 
If  the  kindred  thought  one  way  and  the 
friends  another,  who  was  to  prevail? 
Supposing  the  friends  had  one  view  of 
the  life  and  character  of  the  deceased, 
and  of  what  should  be  the  service  at  his 
burial,  and  the  kindred  had  another, 
were  the  votes  to  be  taken  and  the 
heads  counted?  Again,  who  were  the 
friends  ?  The  question  was  one  in- 
volving penalties  which  a  Court  of  Law 
might  be  called  upon  to  enforce;  and 
was  it  possible  that  Parliament  could 
deal  with  a  law  imposing  a  penalty  in 
such  a  fashion  as  that?  Tnere  were 
very  grave  objections  to  the  clause ;  and 
he  hoped  that  before  the  Bill  reached  a 
further  stage  these  objections  would  be 
considered. 

The  Archbishop  of  YOEK  said,  he 
could  not  concur  with  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  in  his  cri- 
ticism of  the  clause,  and  maintained 
that  the  rubric  in  the  Schedule  was  pro- 
perly constituted.  If  the  rubrics  could 
never  be  altered,  then  the  noble  and 
learned  Earl's  objection  would  have 
foroe.  The  law  practically  was  broken 
now,  and  the  incumbent  said — ''I  am 
legally  bound  to  read  the  whole  of  the 
service  as  it  stands ;  but  there  are  words 
in  it  which  do  not  apply  to  your  people, 
and  I  cannot  use  them.  I  mean  to  leave 
out  one  or  two  portions."  That  was  the 
kind  of  case  with  which  their  Lordships 
had  to  deal.  The  noble  and  learned  Earl, 
he  was  sure,  was  most  sensitive  as  to  the 
rights  of  the  clergy ;  but  there  was  on 
this  matter  a  pressure  which  was  quite 
intolerable.  It  was  a  matter  connected 
with  the  churchyard;  and   when  they 
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were  dealing  very  hardly  with  the  clergy, 
why  did  they  not  afford  them  the  relief 
they  could  easily  afford  them  ?  There 
was  great  need  of  some  relief ;  and  they 
were  only  asked  to  give  a  yery  moderate 
relief  to  the  clergy,  from  whom  they  had 
taken  much.  He  maintained  that  when 
such  a  rubric  as  that  proposed  was 
passed  by  Parliament  it  became  law, 
and  was  binding  on  the  Church. 

Earl  CAIRNS  said,  this  was  not  at 
all  the  case. 

The  Abohbishop  of  YOEK  contended 
that  it  was  in  this  manner  the  whole 
Book  of  Common  Prayer  and  the  rubrics 
had  come  into  existence.  As  to  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl's  objection  that 
the  words  "kindred  or  friends"  con- 
veyed a  vague  or  ambiguous  meaning, 
he  asked  the  Committee  not  to  be  led 
away  by  subleties  and  fine  distinctions. 
The  plain  meaning  of  ''kindred  or 
friends "  was  those  persons  having 
charge  of  the  funeral,  and  who  alone 
would  have  the  power  to  deal  with  the 
incumbent. 

The  Aechbishop  of  CANTEEBURY 
said,  his  most  rev.  Brother  had  re- 
ferred to  ancient  instances  of  the  man- 
ner in  which  rubrics  were  formed,  and 
obtained  the  sanction  of  law.  He  would 
direct  the  noble  and  learned  EarPs  atten- 
tion to  parallel  modem  cases.  In  the  Lec- 
tionary  Bill  and  the  Occasional  Services 
Bill,  it  would  be  found  that  that  which 
was  sanctioned  by  Convocation  was 
afterwards  approved  by  Parliament  and 
obtained  a  legal  sanction.  He  did  not 
understand  why  the  rules  regulating 
the  burial  of  the  dead  could  not  be 
altered  in  the  same  way.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
was  anxious  that  the  clergy  should  be 
relieved  from  the  great  difficulty  in 
which  they  were  placed  in  this  matter. 
He  repudiated  the  idea  that  the  Bill  was 
only  intended  to  enable  persons  who  were 
not  members  of  the  Church  of  England 
to  use  services  different  from  our  own  in 
our  burial  grounds.  He  had  insisted  on  a 
former  occasion  that  there  was  a  number 
of  persons  who,  being  desirous  of  beins 
buried  by  a  clergyman  of  the  Churcn 
of  England  in  churchyards  were  not  al- 
lowed so  to  be  buried  because  of  certain 
rubrics  which  at  present  existed,  and  he 
pointed  out  that  Convocation  had  re- 
ported that  some  relief  ought  to  be 
given  in  this  matter.  In  consequence 
of  that  report,  the  noble  and  learned 
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Lord  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  desired  tlitt 
the  clergy  should  be  incidentally  re- 
lieved ;  and  he  (the  Archbishop  of  Can- 
terbury) altogether  protested  against 
the  idea  which  would  sever  the  two 
parts. 

Eahl  CAIENS  observed,  that  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  be  by  a  side 
wind  to  make  an  alteration  in  the  rubrici 
of  the  Church  of  England.  The  m^ 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  York) 
seemed  to  think  that  the  Bill  proposed 
to  alter  the  rubrics ;  but  that  was  exactly 
what  it  did  not  do,  and  that  was  exactly 
what  he  complained  of.  The  cases  he 
had  cited  were  all  instances  in  which  the 
rubrics  had  been  altered;  but  here  it 
was  proposed  that  the  rubrics  should 
remain,  but  that  the  penalties  for  its 
non-observance  should  be  removed. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  charac 
terized  the  argument  which  they  had  jnet 
heard  from  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Earl  Cairns)  as  a  technical  one.  It  was, 
in  fact,  super- hyper  extra  technical.  In 
the  case  of  the  Shortened  Service  Act 
the  same  course,  in  substance,  was  fol- 
lowed as  was  followed  in  this  case.  None 
of  the  existing  rubrics  were  altered  by 
that  Act;  but  it  authorized  many  de- 
viations from  them  by  the  clergy,  in  the 
performance  of  divine  service,  and  the 
clergy,  of  all  schools,  had  found  no  diffi- 
culty in  acting  upon  that  authori^. 
With  respect  to  the  criticisms  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  upon  the  sub- 
stance of  the  clause,  he  could  only  say 
that  they  all  appeared  to  him  to  rest 
upon  false  assumptions  as  to  its  effect 
The  Convocations  and  the  clergy  were 
not  asking  to  be  allowed  to  sit  in  judg- 
ment on  Dissenters  or  others.  All  that 
was  now  proposed  was  that  where  the 
law  did  not  permit  of  any  service  being 
used,  the  clergyman  might,  with  the 
consent  of  the  friends,  use  another  eerrice 
taken  from  the  Prayer  Book  or  the  Bible ; 
and  that,  where  the  clergyman  now  was 
required  by  law  to  use  uie  full  service, 
he  might  for  the  future,  if  the  relatires 
or  friends  approved  of  it  (not  otherwise), 
use  a  shortened  service,  from  which  cer- 
tain prayers,  generally  objected  to  by 
Dissenters,  and  which  in  some  cases 
were  the  cause  of  conscientious  scruples 
by  the  clergy,  might  be  omitted.  There 
would  be  no  difficulty  about  the  persons 
to  give  the  consent ;  the  term  "  relatives 
or  friends"  would  mean,  as  in  the  rest 
of  the  Bill|  those  who  bf^d  the  charge  of, 
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and  were  responsible  for,  the  burial. 
He  hoped  that  neither  in  this  House, 
nor  the  other,  would  they  be  induced  to 
disregard  the  wishes  or  the  conscientious 
scruples  of  the  clergr.  The  'House  could 
relieve  the  Nonconformists  of  the  dis- 
abilities imposed  upon  them  by  law ; 
and  they  could  also  in  this  way,  to  some 
yery  moderate  extent,  relieve  the  clergy 
of  the  disabilities  imposed  upon  them 
by  law.  If  they  were  to  enter  upon 
the  question  of  altering  the  Prayer 
Book  they  launched  into  an  interminable 
controversy.  It  would  be  most  harsh — 
he  had  almost  said  it  would  be  most 
unjust — to  the  clergy  if  this  provision 
were  not  allowed  to  remain  in  the  Bill, 
for  the  most  bitter  taunts  had  been  from 
time  to  time  levelled  at  them  by  Dissen- 
ters on  account  of  the  unsuitability  of 
the  Burial  Service  under  certain  circum- 
stances. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFOBD  supported 
the  clause 

Thb  lord  CHANOELLOE  said,  he 
would  consider  whether  some  improve- 
ment could  not  be  made  in  it  upon  the 
Beport  to  meet  the  difficulties  suggested 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Earl 
Cairns). 

Lord  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
complained  that  the  clause  gave  per- 
mission to  the  clergy  to  use  any  hymns 
and  anthems  at  their  discretion ;  that  in 
the  last  edition  of  Hymn$  Ancient  and 
Modem  there  was  one  hymn  invoking  the 
intercession  of  Saints,  and  others  by  like 
invocation  of  the  Virgin.  Considering 
the  contempt  of  the  law  shown  by  Mr. 
Mackonochie  and  other,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  clergy  of  the  Church  of 
England  should  be  restrained,  instead 
of  encouraging  a  lawless  spirit  by  such 
enactments  as  were  contained  in  this 
dause. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Application  of  Act),  and 
Clause  15  (Short  title  of  Act),  severally 
agreed  U. 

Schedules  A  and  B  read,  and  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  the  Lord  Chancxl- 
LOR,  the  following  Amendments  made: — 

In  pap^  6,  after  f<*  Schedules  to 
which  this  Act  refers '^^  insert  a  new 
Schedule  to  be  headed  (*'Sohxduls 
A.'),  asfbllowi:— 


Committee. 


Notice  of  Burial, 


42 


I  ,  of  ,  being  the  relative  [or 

friend,  or  legal  representative  at  th4  east  mapot, 
deteribing  the  relation^  if  a  relative^]  havin|^  the 
charge  of  or  being  responaible  for  the  banal  of 
A,JB,f  of  ,  vfho  died  at  in  the  parish 

of  ,  on  the  day  of  ,  do  hereby 

give  you  notice  that  it  is  intended  b^  me  that 
the  body  of  the  said  A.B,  shall  be  buned  within 
the  [here  ducribe  the  churchyard  or  graveyard  in 
which  the  body  it  to  he  buried^]  on  the  day 

of  at  the  hoar  of  ,  withoat  the 

performance  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law  of 
the  service  for  the  barial  of  the  dead  according 
to  the  rites  of  the  Charoh  of  England,  and  t 
give  this  notice  pursuant  to  the  **  Buiiiil  Laws 
Amendment  Act,  1880.'* 

To  the  Rector  [or,  at  the  cote  may  ^,]  of 

Page  5,  line  2.  for  ("  Schedule  A.") 
substitute  (•*  Schedule  B.") ;  line  9,  for 
**  Schedule  B.")  substitute  (*•  Schedule 
•")»  P^go  6,  line  19,  omit  all  the 
words  from  (**  8.  Insert,  &.*')  down  to 
the  end  of  the  Schedule  inclusive. 


s 


Postponed  Preamble  agreed  to. 
House  reewmed. 

The  Beport  of  the  Amendments  to  be 
received  on  Friday  next ;  and  Bill  to  be 
printed  as  amended.  (No.  86.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Ten 

o  clock,  to  Thursday  nexly 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Niw  Writ  I«§ck>— /"or  Biindon 
Borough,  r.  CapUin  Percy  Brodrick  Bernard, 
Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Phitati  Bill  {by  Order)Second  JUadiny — 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  Dittriot  Bail* 
ways  (City  Lines  and  Extensions). 

PcRUO  Bills  —  Ordered  —  Vaccination  Acts 
Amendment*;  South  Western  (of  London) 
District  Post  Office  •. 

Second  Beading  —  Land  Drainage  Provisional 
Order  (Frodaham,  &c.)  •  [iOT]. 

Committee^ KxtAMMJiM  and  Labourers*  DwellinKS 
(Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Loith)  *  [200j, 
ditcharged, 

Seport^LoohX  Qoremmont  (Gas)  Provisional 
Oidtt*  [121]. 
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they  were  protected  £roin  oertaln  pro- 
ceedings on  the  part  of  the  promoten 
of  these  Bills  which  were  calonlated 
prejudicially  to  affect  the  rights  of  pri- 
yate  property.  But  the  BiU  which  the 
House  was  now  asked  to  read  a  second 
time  proposed  for  the  first  time^  he 
thought,  altogether  to  set  aside  a  Toy 
important  clause  in  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  and  to  go  ander  and 
take  portions  of  premises  without  the 
promoters  of  the  Bill  being  compelled 
to  take  the  whole.  As  he  had  already 
intimated,  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolida- 
tion Act  was  passed  in  1 845  for  the  purpose 
of  securing  uniformity  in  the  various 
Acts  relative  to  the  acquisition  of  lands 
for  undertakings  or  works  of  a  public 
nature ;  and  Section  92  said — 

'*  Be  it  enacted  that  no  party  shall  at  szty 
time  be  required  to  sell  or  convey  to  tba  pro- 
moters of  the  undertaking  a  part  only  of  any 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

METROPOLITAN  AND  METROPOLITAN 
DISTRICT  RAILWAYS  (CITY  LINES 
AND  EXTENSIONS)  BILL  {by  Order). 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (5tr  Edward  Watkin.) 

Mr.  EITCHIE,  in  rising  to  move  as 
an  Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  that  day  three  months, 
said,  he  was  aware  that  in  proposing 
to  ask  the  House  to  reject  a  Private 
Bill  upon  the  second  reading,  he  was 
doing  that  which  was  not  always  a  con- 
venient course  to  pursue.  He  was  quite 
aware  of  the  inconvenience  of  asking 
the  House  to  come  to  a  decision  on  a 
question  of  this  kind ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  hoped  the  House,  if  sufficient 
cause  was  shown  for  rejecting  a  Bill, 
would  not  part  with  its  right  to  do  so. 
He  believed  that  in  this  case  he  should 
be  perfectly  able  to  show  sufficient  rea- 
son why  the  House  should  not  consent 
to  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU.  He 
should  content  himself  with  very  few 
words,  for  he  did  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  lengtn.  In  a  very 
few  words  he  thought  he  should  be  able 
to  show  the  House  that  a  proposition 
was  contained  in  the  present  BiU  which 
was  of  an  altogether  unprecedented 
nature,  and  one  which  fully  justified 
him  in  asking  the  House  not  to  give  the 
Bill  a  second  reading.  The  gpround 
upon  which  he  rested  his  argument  was 
one  which  required  no  evidence.  It  was 
one  which  required  no  investigation, 
and  it  was  one  upon  which  the  House 
could  have  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
coming  to  a  conclusion  without  any 
great  amount  of  argument.  There  was 
an  Act  of  ParUament  which  was  passed 
in  the  year  1 845,  caUed  the  Lands  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  which  was  passed  for 
the  purpose  of  securing  uniformity  in 
the  provisions  of  Private  BiUs  so  far 
as  compensation  was  concerned.  It  ap- 
plied to  the  provisions  of  aU  such  Pri- 
vate BiUs  as  that  which  was  now  before 
the  House  of  Commons,  and  naturally 
aU  those  whose  property  was  at  all 
likely  to  be  interfered  with  felt  secure 
that  under  the  provisions  of  that  Act 


house,  or  other  boilding,  or  manaractory,  tf 
such  party  be  willing  and  able  to  sdl  and  o(m- 
vey  the  whole  thereof.'* 

He  did  not  know  whether  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  in  their  hands  the  BiU  which 
it  was  now  proposed  to  read  a  second 
time.  If  they  had,  by  tuminiic  to 
Clause  10,  they  would  find  the  follow- 
ing words : — 

"With  respect  to  any  houses  or  boildingi 
which  tho  two  Companies  are  by  the  proviaioni 
of  the  Act  of  1879  or  this  Act  authorized  to 
enter  on»  take,  and  use,  for  purposes  of  Hm 
railways,  and  under  which,  or  any  part  ol 
which,  or  the  premises  connected  thcrewitb,  H 
is  proposed  that  the  railways  shall  be  made  ;  the 
two  Uompanies  shall  not  be  required  to  taks 
those  houses,  buildings,  or  premises,  or  the  sits 
thereof,  but  the  two  Ck}mpanise  may  appit>- 
priate  and  use  the  soil  or  ground  lyin^  under 
any  such  houses,  builduigs,  or  premises,  or 
under  any  part  or  parts  thereof  respectively, 
and  may  purchase,  and  the  owners  of  aoch 
houses,  bimdings,  and  premises  respectiTvIy, 
shall,  if  required,  sell  to  the  two  Compftmes  an 
easement  to  use  for  making  and  *"^'"^«nTng 
the  railway,  so  much  of  the  said  soil  or  ground 
as  they  may  require  for  those  purposes,  and  tbs 
purchase  of  any  such  easement  shall  not  in  any 
case  be  deemed  the  purchase  of  a  part  of  a 
house,  or  other  building,  or  manufactory,  within 
Section  92  of  the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation 
Act,  1846." 

This  was  the  clause  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  insert  in  the  Bill  for  the  bene- 
fit of  the  promoters  of  the  measure ;  and 
in  order  to  enable  them  to  pay  a  some- 
what larger  dividend  to  tneir  share- 
holders  this  clause  proposed  to  repesJ 
the  restricting  section  of  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act.  It  miglit  be 
said  that  those  who  were  interestied  ua 
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the  matter  would  have  their  remedy  by 
appearing  and  giving  evidence  before 
the  Oommittee  upstairs  upon  the  ques- 
tion ;  hut  he  took  it  that  there  were 
many  people  interested  in  such  a  matter 
as  this  who  would  not,  even  if  they 
desired  it,  have  any  loeus  itandi  before 
the  Committee.  He  took  it  that  the 
inhabitants  of  the  district  as  inhabit- 
ants, the  occupiers  of  houses  as  occu- 
piers, would  have  no  loeus  standi  before 
the  Committee;  but  even  if. they  did 
have  a  loeun  standi  he  contended  that  it 
was  not  fair,  it  was  not  just,  and  it  was 
not  expedient  that  these  people  should 
be  required  to  go  to  the  serious  expense 
of  appearing  before  a  Committee  in 
order  to  defend  the  position  which  had 
been  given  to  them  oy  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament in  1845  for  the  express  purpose 
of  providing  against  any  such  action  as 
that  which  was  now  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill.  He  contended,  however, 
that  there  were  many  interested  in  this 
matter  who  had  no  locus  standi^  and  who 
would  receive  no  compensation,  although 
materially  affected  by  the  proposals  con- 
tained in  the  Bill.  The  occupier  of  a 
house  or  building  under  which  it  was 
proposed  to  run  this  railway  by  this 
iBill  would  have  no  claim  whatever  to 
any  kind  of  compensation;  and  it  was 
specially  on  their  behalf  that  he  asked 
the  House  of  Commons  to  reject  alto- 
gether such  an  unprecedented  propo- 
sition as  that  which  was  now  placed 
before  them.  But  on  the  part  of  the 
owners  of  propertv  who  would  have  a 
loeus  standi,  and  whom  it  was  proposed 
in  some  shadowy  way  to  compensate, 
he  maintained  that  they  had  no  right 
to  be  asked  to  come  before  a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Commons  and  incur  the 
large  expense  that  would  be  entailed  in 
defending  the  rights  which  had  been 
oonferrea  upon  them  by  the  Lands 
Clause*  Consolidation  Act.  They  had 
no  right  to  be  called  upon  by  this  Hail- 
way  Company  for  their  own  purposes 
to  part  with  the  foundations  of  their 
houses,  so  that  for  all  future  time  they 
would  be  unable  to  deal  with  them  on  the 
simple  understanding  that  they  would 
have  tome  claim  to  moderate  oompensa- 
tion«  He  was  very  unwilling  indeed  to 
^^^^•pass  on  the  time  of  the  House  at 
^y  length  at  such  an  hour  of  the  day. 
He  hoped  he  had  sUted  sufficient 
^'^oadly  to  enable  the  House  to  oome 
^  a  condnsion  that  this  was  a  Bill 


which  ought  not  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  It  was  a  Bill  of  such  an  excep- 
tional nature  that  he  thought  the  House 
would  be  justified  in  throwing  it  out  on 
the  second  reading.  He  had  just  had 
placed  in  his  hands  the  case  of  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill ;  but  a  perusal  of  it 
led  him  to  the  conclusion  that  it  did  not 
alter  in  one  iota  the  force  of  the  objec- 
tions he  had  stated  to  the  House.  The  case 
of  the  promoters  simply  amounted  to 
this — **  We  ask  the  House  of  Commons, 
by  giving  us  these  extraordinary  powers, 
to  enable  us  to  give  to  our  shareholders 
a  larger  amount  of  dividend  than  we 
would  be  able  otherwise  to  do."  Upon 
this  ground  alone  the  House  was  asked 
to  legislate  for  this  Company  on  otiier 
lines  than  those  which  all  other  under- 
ground railways  in  this  Metropolis  had 
hitherto  been  required  to  go  upon.  It 
was  one  question  to  say  whether  nego- 
tiations might  not  be  entered  into  with 
the  owners  of  property  as  to  whether 
they  were  willing  to  allow  a  Bailway 
Company  to  go  under  their  property 
without  requiring  them  to  take  the 
whole  of  it;  but  it  was  altogether  a 
different  thing  to  say  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment that  they  should  not  have  the 
power  of  refusing,  but  should  be  com- 
pelled to  part  with  their  rights  of  pro* 
perty.  And  for  what  purpose  was  this 
exceptional  privilege  to  be  conferred  ? 
Simply  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  a 
private  Company  to  pay  a  larger  divi- 
dend to  their  shareholders;  and  in  order 
to  do  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
asked  to  set  aside  an  Act  of  Parliament 
on  which  all  Bills  of  this  nature  had 
hitherto  been  based.  He  begged,  in 
conclusion,  to  move  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  second  time  on  that  day  three 
months. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,''  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  three  months."— (i/r.  Ritehis,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  now  *  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

8ni  EDWAED  WATKIN  regretted 
that,  once  aguin  in  the  new  Parliament, 
he  should  be  called  up(m  to  tr<iubie  the 
House,  eveu  fur  a  moment,  in  defending 
the  rights  of  Petitioners  for  Private 
Bills.  In  the  old  Parliament  he  had 
had  to  defend  those  rights  over  and  over 
anin ;  and,  with  only  one  exception,  the 
House  had  permitted  the  promoters  of 
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Private  Bills  to  introduce  their  8obe^Ie. 
Having  exercised  the  Constitutional  ri^ht 
of  presenting  a  Petition,   and  having 
had  the  prayer  of  that  Petition  granted 
bv  the  first  reading  of  their  Bill,  it  was 
altogether  unjust  and  unfair  to  refuse  to 
those  Petitioners,  whose  Petition   had 
been  granted  by  the  House,  the  right  of 
having  their  case  heard  by  a  Committee 
upstairs,  that  Committee  being  practi- 
cally the  House  itself.    This  was  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  an  attempt  upon  the 
part  of  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  to  stop 
a  great  public  work.    The  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Bitchie)  said — and  it  was  a  very 
cheap  assertion  to  make — that  the  object 
of  the  Bill  was  to  contravene  the  provi- 
sions of  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  order 
to  increase  the  dividendsof  a  private  Com- 
pany.    He  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  begged 
to  say  that  it  was* nothing  of  the  kind. 
Certainly,  before  the  hon.  Member  came 
to  the  House  and  troubled  them,  at  that 
inconvenient  hour  of  the  day,  by  laying 
down  the  law  upon  the  question,   he 
ought  to  have  made  himself  acquainted 
with  what  the  law  actually  was.     He 
seemed  to  be  under  the  impression  that 
the  Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act  of 
1845  had  never  been  modified  or  altered 
aince  it  was  first  enacted.    But  Par- 
liament, in  dealing  with  underground 
railways,  had  already  given  the  pro- 
moters of  Private  Bills  power  to  take  any 
part  of  any  premises  outside  the  prin- 
cipal walls  of  a  house,  and  power  to 
underpin  the  house  without  taking  the 
house  at  all.    In  this  case  it  was  simply 
proposed  to  give  an  extension  of  that 
principle,  and  to  say  that,  if  the  pro- 
moters did  not  wish  to  incur  the  wasteful 
expense  of  pulling  property  down  when 
engineering  skill  would  enable  them  to 
do  so  without  inflicting  such  demolition  of 
property,  they  might  burrow  under  the 
property,  compensating  for  all  damage 
to  everyone  affected.    The  hon.  Member 
ought,  in  fairness,  to  have  said  that  com- 
pensation was  provided  by  the  Bill. 

M&.  BITCHIE  said,  he  had  made  that 
statement.  He  had  said  that  the  owners 
of  property  were  promised  some  kind  of 
compensation  by  the  clause. 

Sib  ED  WABD  WATKIN  wished  the 
House  dearly  to  understand  that  com- 
pensation was  provided  in  the  Bill  both 
lor  the  owner  and  the  tenant  The 
work  which  it  was  proposed  to  sanction 
by  the  measure  was  of  a  very  exceptional 
nature.  It  was  the  completion  of  the 
Underground  Bailway  by  adding  a  mile 

Sir  Edward  Waihm 


of  railway  between  the  Mansion  Home 
Station  and  High  Street,  Aldgate.  Ths 
line  passed  through  a  very  important 
part  of  the  City  of  London,  and  if  it 
could  not  be  made  cheaply  it  would  not 
be  made  at  all.  The  question  then  was, 
was  the  line  to  be  made  or  not  ?  Wears 
they  going  to  refuse  the  promoters  the 
right  to  be  heard  before  a  Committee 
upstairs  ?  He  was  prepared  to  submit, 
as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  to  the  d«- 
cision  of  the  House  ;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  House  would  be  prepared 
to  stop  a  great  and  important  pabHe 
work,  and  refuse  to  read  the  Bill  a  se- 
cond time,  because  some  Gentlemen  in 
the  City  of  London  wanted  to  have  the 
whole  of  their  premises  taken,  and  to 
saddle  the  promoters  with  a  wasteful  ex- 
penditure, instead  of  being  compensated 
for  the  actual  injury  they  sustained. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  hoped  the 
House  would  reject  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets, 
and  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Captain  AYLMEB  said,  it  eeemed 
somewhat  strange  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  ehoold 
have  spoken  so  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
Bill,  of  its  urgent  necessity,  and  the  in- 
justice that  would  be  done  to  the  pro- 
moters by  rejecting  it,  when  it  was  well 
known  that  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
for  many  years  an  opponent  of  this  veiy 
line.  

Sib  EDWABD  WATKIN  rose  to 
Order.  The  statement  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  who  was  a  director  of 
the  railway  in  1 874,  was  entirely  out  of 
Order,  and  was  altof^ether  unfounded. 

Captain  AYLMER  said,  that  unless 
the  Speaker  ruled  that  he  was  out  of 
Order,  he  would  repeat  what  he  had 
stated — that  the  hon.  Member  for  Hythe 
had  himself  been  one  of  the  chief  ob- 
stacles to  the  completion  of  this  line 
from  the  time  it  was  first  projected  in 
1 8  74,  under  the  name  of  the  Inner  Oirde 

E^  letion  Bailway,  which  was  a  pro- 
to  continue  the  line  from  the 
ion  House  Station  to  the  thickly 
populated  parts  of  the  City  about  Mincing 
Lane;  and  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hythe  was  Chairman  of  the  South 
Eastern  Bailway  Company,  he  did  not 
wish  to  see  this  line  completed,  as  it 
would  draw  away  some  of  the  traffic  on 
that  line  between  Cannon  Street  and 
Charing  Cross.  The  hon.  Member 
said  it  was  quite  irregular,  or  very 
nearly  so,  to  prevent  a  Petition  for 
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a  Private  Bill  from  goine  to  a  Com- 
mittee. He  (Oaptain  Aylmer)  was 
Bony  to  detain  the  House  even  for  a 
moment ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out  that 
there  was  a  precedent  for  the  course 
now  proposed  to  be  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Bitohie)  in  regard  to  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Hythe  brought  in  a  Bill  in 
1876,  which  contained  a  cmuse  of  exactly 
the  same  nature  as  one  in  the  present 
Bill ;  but  it  was  opposed  and  rejected  on 
the  second  reading.  The  present  Bill 
proposed  that  interest  on  capital  should 
be  paid  out  of  capital,  and  the  Bill  of 
1876  had  a  clause  to  the  same  effect; 
and,  although  it  was  promoted  by  the 
hon.  Oentleman,  the  House  rejected  it 
upon  the  second  reading  upon  that 
ground.  He  (Oaptain  Aylmer)  thought 
the  House  would  be  justified  in  reject- 
ing the  present  Bill  for  the  same  reason. 
The  principle  it  involved  was  one  of  an 
exceptionally  dangerous  character ;  and 
if  the  House  rejected  th6  Bill  it  would 
simply  be  following  the  precedent  which 
had  already  been  established.  It  ought 
also  to  be  rejected  because  it  was  an 
attempt  to  override  an  Act  passed  last 
Session,  in  which  certain  conditions  were 
laid  down  in  regard  to  another  scheme, 
which  conditions  were  not  carried  out 
in  the  present  measure.  Upon  these 
grounds  he  seconded  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  HENKT  8ELWIN-IBBET80N 
said,  that  setting  aside  the  Question  be- 
tween the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Maidstone  (Captain  Aylmer)  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hythe  (Sir  Edward 
Watldn),  as  to  whether  there  were  rival 
aohemee  for  the  completion  of  this  line 
of  railway,  the  question  they  had  really 
to  consider  was,  whether  the  objections 
that  had  been  taken  to  the  Bill  were  in 
themselves  objections  to  the  ordinary 
m«otic6  ot  the  House  with  regard  to 
I^vate  Bills,  and  should  induce  the 
House  to  stop  the  measure  now  instead 
of  leaving  it  to  a  Committee  to  deal  with 
the  Bill  when  it  came  in  the  ordinary 
course  before  them.  He  should  not 
have  risen  to  take  part  in  the  debate  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  circumstance 
that  the  completion  of  this  Inner  Circle 
was  an  object  of  the  greatest  possible 
importance  to  the  division  he  bad  the 
honour  to  represent  of  a  neighbouring 
ooutttj   to   tne   Metropolis.     Business 


men  who  had  long  been  anxious  for  the 
completion  of  the  Inner  Circle  saw  the 
contests  which  were  going  on  between 
different  Railway  Companies  to  prevent 
what  would  be  a  great  public  work 
with  the  greatest  possible  regret';  and  he 
ventured  to  say  that  the  question  was 
one  of  such  deep  importance  to  the 
general  commercial  world,  and  of  such 
especial  importance  to  people  engag^ 
in  commerce  who  lived  in  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent, 
that  he  thought  hon.  Members  should 
pause  before  they  adopted  a  course 
which  was  seldom  attempted  in  that 
House— namely,  that  of  rejecting  a  Pri- 
vate Bill  upon  the  second  reading,  and 
of  not  allowing  it  to  go  before  a  Select 
Committee  for  its  merits  to  be  sifted,  and 
for  the  opponents  to  be  heard  in  the  or- 
dinary way.  He  sincerely  trusted  that 
the  House  would  not  adopt  the  course 
sugg^ested  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Tower  Hamlets,  but  would  consent  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  ROWLEY  HILL  had  no  desire 
to  interfere  with  the  passing  of  a  measure 
to  promote  a  great  public  improvement ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  that  it 
was  hiffhly  important  for  the  House  to 
maintain  the  rights  of  the  owners  of  pro- 

gerty  to  whom  Parliament  in  its  wisdom 
ad  given  protection.  This  Bill,  as  far 
as  he  understood  its  provisions,  pro- 
posed not  merely  to  complete  the  Inner 
Circle  Railway,  but  also  to  abolish  and 
get  rid  of  some  very  important  pro- 
visions of  the  Lands  Clauses  ConsoUda- 
tion  Act,  which  were  enacted  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  owners  of  property.  The 
hon.  Baronet  who  proposed  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  (Sir  Edward  Watkin) 
did  not  pretend  to  sav  that  the  measure 
conferred  the  rights  it  sought  in  a  way 
which  had  ever  been  attempted  before. 
Although  Parliament  in  some  cases  had 
allowed  the  underpinning  of  walls,  this 
Bill  went  much  further,  and  allowed  an 
easement  to  be  acquired  under  the  houses 
beneath  which  the  line  was  to  pass.  In 
this  wa^  verr  valuable  property  in  the 
City  might  be  destroyed,  and  the  con- 
tinuity of  premises  interfered  with  in  a 
very  important  manner.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  that  the  House  would  be  of 
opinion  that  it  was  due  to  themselves  to 
stand  by  the  rule  they  had  themselves 
laid  down  for  the  protection  of  the 
owners  of  propertjr,  and  that  they  would 
not  consent  to  set  it  aside  by  reading  the 
Bill  a  seoond  time.    It  was  true  that 
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the  opponents  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  g^ing  before  a  Committee  up- 
stairs ;  but  what  right  had  any  Eailway 
Company  to  ask  that  individuals  should 
be  put  to  the  cost  of  appearing  before  a 
Committee  to  protect  the  rights  which 
Parliament  had  conferred  upon  them? 
These  rights  were  granted  by  the  Lands 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act  of  1845 ;  and 
he  trusted  that  Parliament  would  now 
send  the  Bill  back  again  to  its  promoters 
with  an  intimation  that  if  they  desired 
to  pass  it  they  must  bring  it  in  again 
without  these  objectionable  clauses. 
The  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  himself  admitted 
that  it  involved  an  injustice  to  the 
owners  of  property,  because  he  said 
that  it  would  enable  the  line  to  be  made 
in  a  cheaper  manner  than  other  lines  had 
been  able  to  be  made.  And  how  was 
the  cheapening  to  be  effected?  Why, 
by  robbing  the  owners  of  private  pro- 
perty. He  hoped  the  House  would 
stand  by  the  owners  of  private  property, 
and  not  allow  a  Sailway  Company  to 
exercise  these  tyrannical  powers  over 
them.  This  Company  had  for  many 
years  past  been  serving  notices  of 
various  kinds  upon  the  owners  of  pro- 
perty, which  left  such  owners  in  a  state 
of  uncertainty  with  regard  to  the  valu- 
able property  they  possessed,  and  pre- 
vented them  from  dealing  with  it  to  the 
advantage  they  might  otherwise  have 
done  if  there  had  been  no  element  of 
uncertainty.  In  the  end,  the  Acts  which 
had  been  obtained  had  not  been  carried 
out.  He  trusted  the  House  would  re- 
ject the  Motion  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  BilL 

Me.  LYON  PLATPAIE  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
had  justly  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  peculiarity  in  the  present 
Bill  which  did  not  yet  exist  in  any  of 
the  Acts  passed  by  that  House.  The 
peculiarity  was  that  the  ndlway  might 
burrow  under  a  house  without  the  di- 
rectors beinff  compelled  of  necessity  to 
buy  the  whole  house  under  which  &ey 
burrowed.  But  the  question  before  the 
House  at  present  was  whether  this  new 
power  should  be  carefully  considered  by 
a  Select  Committee,  or  whether  the 
House  should  reject  the  second  reading 
of  the  BiU.  It  was,  undoubtedly,  a  new 
power,  which  the  House  had  never  be- 
fore given.  It  had  given  power  to  bur- 
row under  cellars,  and  to  underpin  the 
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walls  of  a  house;  but,  at  the  present 
moment,  there  was  no  power  to  bunov 
under  a  house  itself.  Still,  though  thii 
was  a  new  power,  as  the  attention  of 
the  House  had  been  drawn  to  it,  the 
Select  Committee  would  carefully  con- 
sider it  on  its  merits,  and  woidd  be  able 
to  advise  the  House,  with  a  full  knoir- 
ledge  of  the  circumstances,  whether  it 
was  wise  that  this  power  should  be 
given  by  an  Act  of  Parliament.  There 
was  another  power  to  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Maidstone 
(Captain  Aylmer)  had  referred,  and 
that  was  also  peculiar  to  this  Bill— 
namely,  that  interest  should  be  given 
to  capital  during  the  course  of  con- 
struction. It  was  true  that  the  clause 
did  not  profess  to  pay  interest  out  of 
capital,  but  out  of  some  reserve  fund. 
As  paying  interest  on  capital  during 
construction  was  against  the  spirit  of 
Standing  Order  167,  the  Select  Com- 
mittee would  be  required  to  consider 
that  clause  also.  There  was  nothing?, 
so  far  as  he  saw,  in  considering  this  Bill» 
as  Chairman  of  Committees,  which  in- 
duced him  to  advise  the  House  to  refuse 
the  second  reading  of  the  measure.  But 
if  it  was  referred  to  a  Select  Committee, 
he  thought  they  should  carefully  consider 
these  two  points  as  well  as  another  clause 
referring  to  the  limits  of  deviation. 

Mb.  Aldekman  W.  LAWRENCE 
said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Mr.  Lyon  Play  fair)  told 
the  House  there  were  peculiarities  con- 
nected with  the  present  Bill,  although 
he  did  not  see  anything  to  prevent  them 
from  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
even  although  it  contained  clauses  that 
were  shown  to  be  of  a  very  exceptional 
character.  He  believed  that  this  was 
the  first  time  that  clauses  of  this  kind 
had  ever  been  introduced  into  any  Bail* 
way  Bill  whatever.  Last  year  the  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Metropolitan  Bailway 
and  the  Metropolitan  District  Railway 
was  sent  upstairs  and  very  ably  argued 
there.  It  met  with  very  great  opposi- 
tion, and  it  was  thought  that  the  Kail- 
way  Companies  had  made  an  excellent 
bargain  before  the  Committee  upstairs. 
They  were  enabled  to  pass  certain  new 
clauses  that  were  strongly  objected  to; 
but  he  was  certain  that  if  the  Bill  of 
last  year  had  contained  this  clause — 
Clause  10 — the  measure  would  never 
have  been  passed  at  lUL  The  objeotibn 
which  he  entertained  to  the  Bill  now 
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was  to  the  principle  that  a  Bailwaj 
Oompan  J  should  come  before  Parliament 
with  a  Bill  in  one  Session,  and  after  it 
had  been  ably  discussed  upstairs,  altera- 
tions made,  and  the  Bill  passed  into 
law,  and  after  haying  carried  on  nego- 
tiations with  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  with  the  authorities  of  the 
City  of  London,  in  reference  to  the  con- 
tributions to  be  paid  towards  the  forma- 
tion of  the  new  street,  and  finding  that 
they  were  not  able  to  come  to  an  agree- 
ment with  them,  should  introduce  another 
Bill  at  the  next  Session  of  Parliament  with 
entirely  different  provisions.  He  might 
mention  in  connection  with  this  railway 
that  the  completion  of  the  Inner  Circle 
was  admitted  to  be  of  great  importance 
by  ereryone.  At  the  same  time,  there 
was  connected  with  the  completion  of 
the  Bailway  the  formation  of  a  new 
street  which  was  of  equal  importance, 
and  which  was  to  open  up  a  communica- 
tion between  the  West  and  the  East  Ends 
of  the  Metropolis.  The  combination  of 
the  two  schemes  was  part  of  the  arrange- 
ment sanctioned  uj  the  Committee 
upstairs.  Clauses  were  inserted  in  the 
Bill  for  carrying  out  this  arrangement 
between  the  Bailway  Compcmies,  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  and  the 
authorities  of  the  City  of  London. 
Negotiations  had  been  going  on,  and 
various  sums  had  been  mentioned  in 
connection  with  the  works  between  the 
three  parties  to  the  arr^igement — the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  on  the 
one  part,  the  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
London  on  the  second  part,  and  the 
Metropolitan  Bailway  Company  and  the 
Metropolitan  District  Bailway  Company 
on  the  third  part.  They  had  not  yet 
been  able  to  agree  upon  all  the  points, 
although  they  had  been  coming  some- 
what nearer  together.  It  seemed  that 
two  of  the  parties  undertook  the  respon- 
sibility of  paying  the  other  party  a  cer- 
tain speciDed  sum  of  money.  Under 
these  oireumstanoes,  he  held  that  it  was 
too  bad  for  the  Bailway  Companies, 
after  having  obtained  the  passing  of 
their  former  Bill,  and  not  having  been 
able  to  complete  the  negotiations,  to 
object  to  the  arrangement  in  remrd  to 
the  new  street.  It  was  unflsir  for  the 
Bailway  Companies  to  say  now — ''  We 
will  make  the  railway  without  the  new 
street;  we  will  burrow  under  your 
houses,  and  go  to  Parliament  and  ask 
them  for  pow«r  to  complete  our 


leaving  you  to  do  what  you  like  with 
regard  to  the  new  street"  The  new 
street  was  of  quite  as  much  importance 
to  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis  as 
the  coinpletion  of  the  Inner  Circle  Bail- 
way.  The  Bailway  Company  were  to 
have  the  advantage  of  making  their 
railway  under  that  new  street,  and  the 
arrangement  would  be  of  mutual  benefit 
to  the  three  parties.  If  properly  carried 
out,  it  woula  be  of  benefit  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  and  the  Cor- 
poration of  London  as  well  as  to  the 
Bailway  Companies.  It  would  be  of 
benefit  to  the  Board  of  Works  and  the 
Corporation  of  London  to  have  the  new 
street,  and  it  would  be  of  benefit  to  the 
Bailway  Companies  to  have  their  rail- 
way completed.  In  all  probability,  if 
the  Bailway  Companies  were  allowed  to 
have  recourse  to  a  new  arrangement,  the 
opportunity  of  forming  a  new  street 
would  be  lost.  If  the  House  threw  out 
the  present  Bill  he  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  in  the  world  that  an  arrangement 
would  be  come  to  that  would  be  satis- 
factory to  all  the  parties  concerned. 
Therefore  he  urged  that  if  the  House 
was  diroosed  at  anv  time  to  sanction  the 
principle  of  eniU)lmg  a  Bailway  Com- 
pany to  burrow  under  private  property, 
this  was  not  the  time  for  estabUshing 
such  a  principle,  and  it  was  not  the  time 
for  permitting  a  Bailway  Company  to 
bring  in  a  new  Bill  with  a  fresh  clause 
setting  aside  the  arrangement  which  had 
been  made  and  completed.  He  had 
thought  that  the  House  had  seen  the  last 
of  everything  connected  with  the  com- 
pletion of  the  Inner  Circle  Bailway.  If 
the  House  consented  to  pass  the  present 
Bill,  he  had  no  doubt  tnat  the  Bailway 
Company  would  bring  in  another  little 
Bill  next  year.  The  Corporation  of  the 
City  of  London  and  the  other  authori- 
ties opposed  the  Bill,  and  he  called  upon 
the  House  to  reject  it.  In  that  event 
he  had  no  doubt  they  would  soon  find 
that  a  great  improvement  would  take 
place  in  the  arrangements,  without 
troubling  a  Committee  upstairs  to  dis- 
cuss this  or  that  peculiar  feature  of  the 
scheme.  The  Bill  was  simply  brought 
in  to  enable  the  Bailway  Company  to 
add  a  dause  to  their  former  6ill  con- 
ferring powers  on  the  Company  which 
they  haa  not  dared  to  ask  for  in  their 
original  scheme.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  reject  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  and  refuse  to  give  the  power  now 
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asked  for  to  burrow  under  the  property 
of  private  individuals. 

Me.  EVANS  said,  the  whole  matter 
was  fully  argued  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee last  year.  The  Bill  then  brought 
forward  was  a  very  important  one,  and 
several  of  the  questions  mooted  to-day 
had  been  raised  before  that  Committee, 
and  in  principle  adopted.  The  Com- 
mittee consented  to  allow  the  under- 
pinning of  walls  and  cellars  without 
requiring  the  Bailway  Company  to  take 
the  whole  of  the  premises ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  they  refused  to  entertain 
the  question  without  also  including  the 
proposal  for  the  formation  of  a  new 
street.  He  thought  that,  in  all  proba- 
bility, if  the  new  street  had  been  left 
out  of  the  Bill  altogether,  it  was  very 
doubtful  whether  the  Committee  would 
have  passed  the  Preamble  of  the  Bill. 
It  was,  therefore,  a  very  important  point 
to  consider  now.  What  hacl  been  said 
about  the  underpinning  of  houses  was  a 
matter  that  was  not  brought  before  the 
Committee,  although  the  question  of 
underpinning  cellars  and  walls  was ;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  impossible  for  him  to 
say  what  view  the  Committee  might 
have  taken  upon  that  point.  Still,  he 
thought,  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means,  that 
it  was  a  proper  question  to  be  submitted 
to  a  Committee  upstairs ;  and  he  there- 
fore ventured  to  suggest  that  the  House 
should  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  with  the  view  of  having  that 
question  carefully  considered  by  a  Com- 
mittee, and  it  was  certain  to  be  fully 
and  ably  argued  before  them.  The  new 
street  was  quite  another  matter,  and  he 
very  much  doubted  indeed  whether  any 
Committee  would  consent  to  the  aban- 
donment of  that  portion  of  the  scheme. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  1 74 ; 
Noes  100  :  Majority  74. — (Div.  list, 
No.  28.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Caftadt  ATLMEB,  in  moving — 

**  That  it  be  an  InttmctioQ  to  the  Ck>mmittee 
on  the  Bill  to  ooniider  and  Report  on  the  coone 
taken  by  the  Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan 
District  Bailway  Companiea,  the  Promoters  of 
the  Bill,  in  canying  into  effect  the  powers  of 
VHie  Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District 
Aot,  1679,*  and  'The  Metropolitan 
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Inner  Circle  Completion  Act,  1874,'  and  alio 
the  expediency  of  granting  an  extension  of  time 
for  the  purchase  of  land  for  the  line  authorised 
by  the  Act  of  1874  above-mentioned,*' 

said;  he  thought,  after  the  remarks  which 
had  been  made  by  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  which  sat  upon  the  Bill  last 
year,  that  the  House  would  consent  to 
the  reference  which  he  now  proposed. 
The  same  thing  was  done  last  year,  and 
it  was  desirable  that  the  new  Commit* 
tee  which  was  to  sit  upon  the  preaent 
Bill  should  have  before  them  all  the 
facts  connected  with  the  great  improve- 
ment which  the  Corporation  of  the  City 
of  London  regarded  as  of  so  much  im- 
portance. He  would  not  detain  the 
House  longer,  but  would  simply  move 
the  Instruction  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice.  The  first  part  of  it  was  agreed 
to  by  the  House  last  year  when  the  Bill 
was  sent  to  a  Committee  upstairs,  ao 
that  the  whole  of  the  subject  might  be 
fully  considered.  The  last  part  required 
one  or  two  remarks  from  him.  When 
the  Bill  was  considered  last  year,  and 
the  Preamble  was  declared  to  have  been 
proved,  it  was  ordered  to  run  alongside 
of  another  Bill,  and  his  object  was  to 
secure  that  the  same  course  should  be 
followed  now. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Bill  to  consider  and  report  on  the  course 
taken  by  the  Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan 
District  Railway  Companies,  the  Promoters  of 
the  Bill,  in  carrying  into  effect  the  poirers  of 
*  The  Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District 
Bailway  Act,  1879,*  and  *The  Metropolitan 
Inner  Circle  Completion  Act  1874/  and  also  the 
expediency  of  granting  an  extension  of  time  for 
the  purchase  of  land  for  the  line  authoriaed  by 
the  Act  of  1874  above-mentioned." — {Cuptmim 
Aylm$r.) 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  said,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  a  little 
more  inaccurate  in  the  statement  he  had 
just  made  than  he  was  a  little  time  aeo. 
He  should,  however,  like  to  ask  uie 
authorities  of  the  House  if  there  was 
any  precedent  for  an  Instruction  of  the 
kind  proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Maidstone. 

Thb  8P£ AKEE  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Hythe  (Sir  Edward  Watkin)  has 
put  a  question  on  a  point  of  Order.  I 
see  no  objection,  as  far  as  the  Forms  of 
the  House  are  concerned,  technically 
speakinffi  in  the  proposition  which  the 
hon.  and  eallant  Memoer  for  Maidstone 
(Captain  Ajlmer)  has  submitted. 
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{£r$kmi)  AtL 


89 


And  no  obserration  was  addressed  to  us  by 
Mr.  Monk's  Counsel,  which  indicated  to  our 
minds  that  he  was  surprized  at  the  oourse 
ad<n>ted,  and  at  the  sudden  abandonment  of  the 
Petition  so  far  as  it  affected  Mr.  Monk. 

Moreover,  after  our  judgment  was  g^ven  de- 
claring Mr.  Monk  to  have  been  duly  elected, 
Mr.  Monk's  Counsel  made  no  application  for 
his  oosts,  which  we  were  pr^Mured  to  award  him 
had  he  asked  for  them,  as  we  intimated  to  him ; 
but  he  declined  to  make  any  application  upon 
the  subject. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  are  not  satis- 
fied that  the  abandonment  of  the  case  against 
Mr.  Monk  was  not  the  result  of  an  arrangement 
made  with  the  view  of  withholding  &om  us  the 
evidence  of  the  extensive  corrupt  practices 
which  there  is  reason  to  believe  had  taken  place 
at  the  Election. 

Qiven  under  our  hands,  this  15th  day  of 
June  1880. 

C.  E.  Pollock. 
H.  Hawkins. 

To  the  Bight  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

And  the  said  Heport,  together  with  the  said 
Certificates  and  Beports,  were  ordered  to  be  en- 
tered in  the  Joomals  of  this  House. 


QUESTIONS, 

POOR  LAW—OXJT-DOOR  RELIEF 
(IRELAND). 

OoLONEL  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  terms  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
xnent  Board  Circular  of  the  1st  June 
1880,  requiring,  as  a  condition  for  the 
receipt  of  out-door  relief  by  the  able- 
bodied,  that  each  person  shall  do  eight 
hours  labour;  and,  whether  he  will 
modify  the  above  conditions  and  assimi- 
late them  to  those  in  force  in  England, 
by  leaving  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
guardians  to  require  the  labour  test  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  Circular  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
must  say  that  the  Order  now  in  force 
is  similar  to  one  issued  during  the  famine 
of  1846.  The  hon.  Member  is  not  al- 
together correct  in  thinking  that  there 
is  no  discretion  in  the  hands  of  Boards 
of   Guardians,   the  words   ''  so   far  as 

fractioable,"  qualifying  the  condition, 
fear  the  labour  test  is  necessary. 


LOWER  THAMES  VALLEY— MAIN 
SEWAGE  BOARD. 

Mb.  CX7BITT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  has  arrived  at  any  decision  respect- 
ing the  sewage  scheme  of  the  Lower 
Thames  Valley  Main  Sewage  Board; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  official  Beports  of  m^  inspectors 
upon  it  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  The  Department  has 
recently  received  the  Beport  of  the  In- 
spector, which  has  been  referred  back 
to  him  for  some  further  information. 
The  matter  will  receive  my  attention  as 
early  as  practicable;  but  the  question 
is  one  of  unusual  importance  and  in- 
volving interests  of  great  magnitude, 
and  it  cannot  be  disposed  of  without 
the  most  careful  consideration.  When 
a  decision  has  been  arrived  at  I  will  see 
whether  the  Beport  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table ;  but  it  is  not  usual  to  do  so,  as 
these  Beports  are  intended  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Board  only.  If  the  Be- 
port is  laid  on  the  Table,  a  similar 
course  must  be  adopted  with  the  Evi- 
dence, which  extended  over  more  than 
40  days. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (IRE. 
LAND)  ACT— EXAMINATIONS  AND 
REWARDS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  observed  the  fact  dis- 
closed in  the  published  accounts  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Board  for  Ire- 
land for  the  period  from  October  1878 
to  December  1879,  that  it  has  cost 
£11,227  in  expense  of  administration 
to  distribute  £11,987  in  exhibitions, 
prizes,  and  fees,  and  that  a  balance  of 
£9,987  of  the  income  for  the  period  has 
been  left  unused  by  the  Board;  and, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  a 
better  administration  than  that  which 
applies  but  one- third  of  the  income  for 
the  purposes  contemplated  by  this  Sta- 
tute, whilst  another  third  is  absorbed  in 
the  cost  of  administration,  and  the  re- 
maining third  is  not  employed  at  all  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  I  have  seen 
the  accounts  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  I  would  remind  him  that  the 
Intermediate  Education  Act  has  two  ob- 
jects— namely,  the  carrying  out  of  the 
system  of  public  examinations  and  the 
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linson  Ratdiff,  the  Member  whose  Hetum  and 
Eleotion  were  complained  of  in  the  flaid  Petition 
was  not  duly  elected,  and  that  his  Election  and 
Retnm  were  void,  because  he,  by  his  Agent,  one 
"William  Edmund  Ballinger,  was  guilty  of  bribery 
at  and  before  the  said  Election. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corrin>t  praotioes  haying  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election  to  which  the  Petition 
refers,  we,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
report  as  follows : — 

That,  upon  the  trial  of  the  said  Petition,  no 
corrupt  practice  was  preyed  to  have  been  oom- 
mitted  by  or  with  the  knowledge  or  consent  of 
either  of  the  Candidates  at  the  said  Election. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  further  report  that  the  persons  who  were 
proved  at  the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt practices,  namely,  bribery  at  uie  said  Elec- 
tion, are,  William  Edmund  Ballinger,  William 
Spiers  Wilson  Bretherton,  Thomas  Taylor,  and 
David  Plumb. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  report  that,  upon  the  evidence  before  us  to 
which  we  have  conjBned  our  attention,  there  was 
no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  juractices  ex- 
tensively prevailed  at  the  said  Election  to  which 
the  said  Petition  relates. 

Given  under  our  hands  this  16th  day  of  June 
18S0. 

C.  E.  Pollock. 
H.  Hawkins. 

To  the  Right  Honourable 

The  Speaker  of 

The  House  of  Commons. 

Cmr  OF  OLOTXOBSTEB  ELECTION. 

In  the  matter  of  the  City  of  Gloucester  Election 

Petition. 

We,  Sir  Charles  Edward  Pollock,  knight,  one 
of  the  Barons  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
Sir  Henrpr  Hawkins,  knight,  one  of  the  Justices 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  two  of  the  Judges 
for  the  time  being  for  the  trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tions in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursuance  of 
The  Pariiamentary  Elections  Act,  1868,  and  The 
Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Practices 
Act,  1880,  certify  that  upon  the  9th  da^  of 
June  instant  fi880),  we  duly  held  a  Court  within 
the  City  of  Glouceeter  for  the  trial  of,  and  did 
try,  the  Election  Petition  for  that  City  between 
Edmund  Digby  Worsle^,  James  Franklin,  and 
George  Twyford,  Petitioners ;  and  Thomas 
Robinson  and  G^les  James  Monk,  Respon- 
dents. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  certify  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said 
trial  wo  determined  that  the  said  Thomas 
Robinson,  one  of  the  Members  whose  Return 
and  Election  were  complained  of  in  the  said 
Petition,  was  not  duly  elected,  and  that  his 
£Uection  and  Return  were  void,  because  he,  by 
his  Agent,  one  John  Clement  Morris,  was  guilty 
of  bribery  at  and  before  the  said  Election,  and 
that  the  said  Charles  James  Monk,  the  other  of 
the  said  Members  whose  Return  and  Eleotion 
were  complained  of  in  the  said  Petition,  was 
duly  elected  and  returned. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corruptmactioes  having  been  com- 
aaittad  at  tiie  nia  Section  to  whiditiie  Petition 


refers,  we  in  further  pnrsuanoe  of  the 
repeat  as  follows : — 

That  upon  the  trials  of  the  said  P^ition  no 
corrupt  practice  was  proved  to  have  been  com- 
mitted by  or  with  the  knowledge  or  ocmflent  of 
any  or  either  of  the  Candidates  at  the  nod  .Sec- 
tion. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Ad^ 
we  further  report  that  the  persona  who  wen 
preved  at  the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  cor- 
rupt practices,  namely,  of  bribery  at  and  befove 
the  said  Election,  are : — 

John  Clement  Morris,  Joseph  Stoddart,  and 
Thomas  Meadows. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts. 
we  report  that  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
ooiTupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  at  Um 
Election  to  which  the  Petition  i^atas. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acta, 
we  specially  report  the  following  matt^v  which 
arose  in  the  course  of  the  trial,  an  account  of 
which  in  our  judgment  ought  to  be  submitted 
to  the  House  of  (>>mmons. 

The  Petition  was  preeented  against  the  aaid 
Thomas  Robinson  and  Charles  James  Monk 
jointly,  and  charged  them  jointi^  and  sevoaUy 
with  bribery,  treating,  and  intimidation  and  un- 
due influence,  before,  during,  and  after  the  said 
Eleotion. 

In  the  particulars  of  the  bribery  alleged  and 
charged  affainst  the  Respondents,  no  less  than 
80  cases  oi  bribery  were  specifically  mentioned. 

On  the  da^  before  the  trial,  the  Respondent 
Thomas  Robinson,  by  a  notice  under  his  hand, 
signified  his  intention  not  to  oppose  the  Petition. 

At  the  trial,  the  Respondent  Thomas  Robin- 
son did  not  appear  either  in  person  or  by  Counsel 
or  otherwise  to  oppose  thel'etition.  The  Re- 
spondent Charles  James  Monk  did  M>pear  by 
Counsel.  The  evidence  of  Joseph  Stoddait  and 
John  Clement  Morris  (Shorthand  Notes  of 
which  accompany  our  Report)  was  abundantly 
sufficient  to  satisfy  us  that  bribery  had  been 
committed  by  John  Clement  Morris,  an  A^;ent 
of  the  said  lliomas  Robinson,  that  he  had  bribed 
Joseph  Stoddart,  Thomas  Meadows,  and  a  thiid 
man,  whose  name  was  unknown,  to  vote. 

Stoddart  was  the  first  Witness  examined,  and 
it  will  be  seen  that  in  his  evidence  he  stated  that 
he  was  asked  by  Morris  to  veto  for  Monk  and 
Robinson. 

This  Witness  was  allowed  to  leave  the  box 
unquestioned  bv  Mr.  Monk's  CounseL  It  is 
due  to  Mr.  Monk  to  say  that  Morris,  who  was 
afterwards  called,  denied  that  he  had  mentioned 
Mr.  Monk's  name,  but  this  was  after  Stoddait 
had  left  the  box. 

No  other  evidence  was  o£fered  with  respect  to 
any  one  of  the  other  cases  mentioned  in  the  par^ 
ticulars,  and  there  was  no  attempt  made  to  es- 
tablish any  one  of  the  charges  made  against  Mr. 
Monk  or  his  Agents. 

We  have  no  reason  to  suppose  that  in  ddtver* 
ing  the  particulars  the  Petitioners  acted  othar^ 
wise  than  under  a  belief  that  they  would  be  in  a 
condition  to  afibct  both  the  seaU. 

Before  the  trial  we  believe  that  the  chargea 
of  personal  bribery  apfainst  Mr.  Monk  were 
abandoned,  but  no  apphcation  was  made  to  wi^« 
draw  the  charges  oi  corrupt  practices  threugh 
his  alleged  agents,  and  his  Counsel  appeared 
in  Court  as  though  thoseoharges  wereto  be  per* 
sistedin. 
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No  ezpknation  wm  offered  to  os  as  to  the 
reteoDt  why  no  attempt  eren  to  prove  those 
charges  was  made,  notwithstanding  they  had 
never  been  withdrawn. 

And  no  observation  was  addressed  to  us  by 
Mr.  Monk's  Counsel,  which  indicated  to  onr 
minds  that  he  was  surprised  at  the  course 
ad<N>ted,  and  at  the  sudden  abandonment  of  the 
Pention  so  far  as  it  affected  Mr.  Monk. 

Moreover,  after  our  judgment  was  g^ven  de- 
claring Mr.  Monk  to  have  been  duly  elected, 
Mr.  Monk's  Counsel  made  no  application  for 
his  oosts,  which  we  were  prepared  to  award  him 
had  he  asked  for  them,  as  we  intimated  to  him ; 
but  he  declined  to  make  any  application  upon 
the  subject. 

Under  these  circumstances  we  are  not  satis- 
fied that  the  abandonment  of  the  case  against 
Mr.  Monk  was  not  the  result  of  an  arrangement 
made  with  the  view  of  withholding  from  us  the 
evidence  of  the  extensive  corrupt  practices 
which  there  is  reason  to  believe  had  taken  place 
at  the  Election. 

Given  under  our  hands,  this  16th  day  of 
June  1880. 

C.  E.  Pollock. 
H.  Hawkins. 

To  the  Right  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

And  the  said  Heport,  together  with  the  said 
Certificates  and  Reports,  were  ordered  to  be  en- 
tered in  the  Jonznals  of  this  House. 


QUESTIONS. 


POOR  LAW— OUT-DOOR  RELIEF 
(IRELAND). 

OoLOiYXL  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  terms  of  the  Local  GoTem- 
xnent  Board  Circular  of  the  1st  June 
1880,  requiring,  as  a  condition  for  the 
receipt  of  out-door  relief  by  the  able- 
bodied,  that  each  person  shall  do  eight 
hours  labour;  and,  whether  he  will 
modify  the  above  conditions  and  assimi- 
late them  to  those  in  force  in  England, 
bj  leaving  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
guardians  to  require  the  labour  test  ? 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  Circular  referred  to  in  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
mast  say  that  the  Order  now  in  force 
is  similar  to  one  issued  during  the  famine 
of  1846.  The  hon.  Member  is  not  al- 
together correct  in  thinking  that  there 
is  no  discretion  in  the  hands  of  Boards 
of   Guardisns,   the  words   ''so   far  as 

fractioable,"  qualifying  the  condition. 
fear  the  labour  test  is  necessary. 


LOWER  THAMES  VALLEY— MAIN 
SEWAGE  BOARD. 

Mb.  CXTBITT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  has  arrived  at  any  decision  respect- 
ing the  sewage  scheme  of  the  Lower 
Thames  Valley  Main  Sewage  Board; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon  the  Table 
the  official  Beports  of  tne  inspectors 
upon  it  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  Department  has 
recently  received  the  Beport  of  the  Li- 
spector,  which  has  been  referred  back 
to  him  for  some  further  information. 
The  matter  will  receive  my  attention  as 
early  as  practicable;  but  the  question 
is  one  of  unusual  importance  and  in- 
volving interests  of  great  magnitude, 
and  it  cannot  be  disposed  of  without 
the  most  careful  consideration.  When 
a  decision  has  been  arrived  at  I  will  see 
whether  the  Beport  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table ;  but  it  is  not  usual  to  do  so,  as 
these  Beports  are  intended  for  the 
guidance  of  the  Board  onlv.  If  the  Be- 
port is  laid  on  the  Table,  a  similar 
course  must  be  adopted  with  the  Evi- 
dence, which  extended  over  more  than 
40  days. 

INTERMEDIATE  EDUCATION  (IRE. 
LAND)  ACT—EXAMINATIONS  AND 
REWARDS. 

Mr.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  has  observed  the  fact  dis- 
closed in  the  published  accounts  of  the 
Intermediate  Education  Board  for  Ire- 
land for  the  period  from  October  1878 
to  December  1879,  that  it  has  cost 
£11,227  in  expense  of  administration 
to  distribute  £11,987  in  exhibitions, 
prises,  and  fees,  and  that  a  balance  of 
£9,987  of  the  income  for  the  period  has 
been  left  unused  by  the  Board;  and, 
whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  secure  a 
better  administration  then  that  which 
applies  but  one*  third  of  the  income  for 
the  purposes  contemplated  by  this  Sta- 
tute, whilst  another  third  is  absorbed  in 
the  cost  of  administration,  and  the  re- 
maining  third  is  not  employed  at  all  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEk  :  I  have  seen 
the  accounts  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers.  I  would  remind  him  that  the 
Intermediate  Education  Act  has  two  ob- 
jects— namely,  the  carrying  out  of  the 
system  of  public  examinations  and  the 
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diBtribution  of  the  rewards.  One  half 
the  expense  of  administration  is  con- 
nected with  the  cost  of  examinations, 
an  essential  duty  of  the  Board.  Much 
of  the  other  half  of  the  expense  of  ad- 
ministration arises  from  expenses  neces- 
sary in  first  starting  the  Act.  As  re- 
gards the  fact  that  one-third  of  the  in- 
come has  not  been  employed  within 
the  time  with  which  the  Eeport  deals, 
that  also  arises  from  the  Act  having  only 
so  recently  come  into  operation ;  but  so 
great  is  the  increase  m  the  number  of 
candidates  that  I  fear  this  year  the 
difficulty  will  be  to  bring  the  expenses 
within  the  income  of  the  fund  allocated. 


BAEONIAL  SESSIONS  (IRELAND)— 
PRESENTMENTS. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  extraor- 
dinary presentment  session  for  the 
barony  of  Tirerac^h,  county  of  Sligo, 
passed  in  March  last  69  presentments, 
amounting  to  £2,683;  that  £l,004  of 
the  outlay  so  proposed  was  approved  of 
by  the  Board  of  Works;  and  that, 
nevertheless,  last  month  the  baronial 
session  dissolved  itself,  having  arranged 
for  but  one  contract  of  £130,  and  having 
allowed  all  the  other  presentments  to  be- 
come void,  including  one  in  respect  of  a 
boundary  wall  to  a  road  beside  the  river 
at  Ballina,  which  road  the  Grand  Jury 
have  left  in  a  condition  that  is  danger- 
ous to  the  safety  of  life ;  whether  the 
presentment  session  was  bound  to  make 
arrangements  for  carrying  out  the  pre- 
sentments approved  of  by  the  Board  of 
Works;  and,  whether  steps  will  be 
taken  to  have  these  presentments  exe- 
outed? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  at  the 
baronial  session  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  19  (not  69)  presentments  were 
made,  amounting  to  £2,683,  of  which 
sum  £1,004  was  approved  of.  When 
notifying  the  approv^  to  the  secretary 
of  the  Grand  Jury,  the  Board  of  Works 
directed  that  steps  should  be  at  once  taken 
to  have  the  works  executed.  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  action  bv  the  baronial  ses- 
sion which  is  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  have  taken  place;  but  I  have 
directed  immediate  inquiry  to  be  made, 
and  if  I  find  intervention  desirable  I 
will  take  such  steps  as  I  may  find  necee- 
iaiy. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS'  RESI- 
DENCE ACT. 

Mb.  BELLING  ham  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  steps  will  be  taken  to 
enable  mana|;ers  of  National  Schools  to 
avail  themselves  of  the  National  School 
Teachers'  Residence  Act,  passed  in  1 875 
and  amended  in  1879,  by  affording  them 
facilities  for  borrowing  money  to  erect 
residences  in  places  where  there  are 
none? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  have 
inquired  into  this  subject,  and  End  that 
considerable  facilities  already  exist  for 
managers  of  National  Schools  to  borrow 
money  to  erect  residences  for  teachers. 
The  Commissioners  of  National  Educa- 
tion are  anxious  that  these  facilities 
should  be  availed  of ;  but^they  inform 
me  they  have  no  control  in  the  matter 
over  the  managers,  and  though  some 
managers  find  a  difficulty  in  procuring 
free  sites  for  their  residences,  the  main 
cause  of  the  difficulty  arises  .from  the 
non-action  of  the  managers  themselves. 
The  Commissioners,  in  their  last  Beport, 
say — 

''  We  have  to  express  our  regret  and  diaap- 
pointment  at  the  apathy  exhibited  by  the  ma- 
nagers of  National  Schools  in  not  availing  them* 
selves  of  the  facilities  afforded  by  this  measure 
for  providing  soitable  dwellings  for  ieaohras." 

WATS  AND  MEANS  — THE  BESOLU- 
TIONS— STOCKS  OF  DUTY-PAID 
WINES. 


Mr.  M.  BEOOKS  asked  the 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the 
intention  of  the  Gbvemment  to  follow 
the  principle,  adopted  in  the  instance  of 
wines  in  1860,  as  well  as  with  other 
articles  of  commerce  at  different  periods, 
and  allow  to  wholesale  dealers  a  draw* 
hack  equivalent  to  the  reduction  now 
proposed,  on  any  stocks  of  Duty  paid 
wines  they  may  have  on  hand  at  the  time 
when  the  new  scale  of  Duties  comes  into 
operation  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  In  answer  to  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  what  I  hare 
to  say  is  this.  It  is  true  that  in  the  case 
of  wines  of  1860,  and  in  regard  to  other 
articles  of  commerce  at  different  periods, 
allowance  has  been  made  to  wholesale 
dealers  on  the  occasion  of  reductions  of 
du^;  hut  it  is  true  with  yety  great 
linutations  indeed.  In  fact,  it  may  al* 
most  be  said  t}^it  the  system  of  drawbad^ 
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or  allowanoe  on  duty-paid  stocks  of  ar- 
ticles imported  firom  abroad  has  for  a 
great  length  of  time  been  practically  ex- 
tinct. A  certain  amount  of  allowance 
was  made  in  1860  in  regard  to  wines ; 
but  the  reduction  made  on  the  duty  of 
wines  at  that  period  was  a  large  and 
heavy  one,  amounting  to  more  than  60 
per  cent  where  the  duty  was  lowest,  and 
to  between  80  and  90  per  cent  where  it 
was  highest.  I,  therefore,  am  not  pre- 
pared to  give  any  pledge  at  the  present 
time  whether  any  i^uction  will  be  made. 
Any  reduction  that  may  be  made  will  be 
in  a  very  limited  amount  in  proportion 
to  a  small  percentage  of  the  value  of  the 
article.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  it  would 
be  well  if  those  interested  in  the  matter 
would  be  good  enough  to  lay  before  me 
all  they  can  in  the  way  of  precedent  and 
argument  for  and  against  these  allow- 
ances or  drawbacks  on  articles  of  this 
kind,  and  I  can  assure  them  the  infor- 
mation will  receive  my  most  careful  con- 
sideration. The  matter  will  be  open  to 
discussion  in  this  House  when  we  come 
to  deal  with  the  Besolutions. 


POST  OFFICE  (MAIL  CONTRACTS)— THE 
^ORIENT  AND  THE  PENINSUIiAR  AND 
ORIENTAL  COMPANIES. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  What  has  been  the  annual 
loss  between  the  31st  March  1876  and 
the  dlst  of  March  1879,  under  the 
Postal  Contract  of  1st  August  1874,  on 
carrying  the  India,  Ohina,  and  Australian 
Mails ;  what  woiild  be  the  estimated 
annual  loss  on  that  Contract  were  the 
postage  reduced  to  the  Postal  Union  rate 
of  2ia,y  in  compliance  with  the  wishes  of 
various  public  bodies  and  meetings  in 
India ;  and,  if  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  fact  that  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Contract  speed  to  Australia  is 
10 J  to  11  knots,  whereas  the  average 
speed  of  the  steamers  of  the  unsubsidised 
Orient  Company  is  14  to  15  knots,  and 
that,  although  upwards  of  1,000  miles 
are  added  to  the  distance  traversed  by 
the  latter  in  consequence  of  their  going 
out  round  the  Cape,  the  averaee.  length 
of  their  passages  in  1880  has  been  only 
forty  days,  whereas  that  of  the  Penin- 
sular aud  Oriental  vessels  during  the 
same  period  has  been  forty-eight  days  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT  :  The  annual  loss  to 
the  revenues  of  the  United  Kingdom  on 
the  contract  for  the  mails  to  India,  China, 
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and  Australia  was,  in  1876,  £216,000  ; 
in  1877-8,  £239,000;  and  the  estimated 
loss  on  the  year  1878-9  is  £246,000.  The 
estimate  of  the  loss  which  would  have 
been  incurred  if  the  postage  had  been 
reduced  to  half  the  amount  would  be 
about  £28,000  in  addition  to  the  loss 
actually  incurred.    With  regard  to  the 
other  Question,  it  is  correct  to   state 
that  the  contract  speed  of  the  Penin- 
sular and  Oriental  Company  in  carry- 
ing   the    mails  to   India,   China,   and 
Australia  is  about   11  knots  an  hour. 
I  am  by  no  means  answerable  for  this 
contract,  which  was  entered  into  before 
the  present  Government  came  into  Office, 
and  I  voted  against   it.     The  average 
time    taken     by    the    Peninsular    and 
Oriental  Company's   steamers  between 
London  and  Melbourne  vid  Brindisi  in 
the  transmission  of  mails  is  not,  as  my 
right  hon.  Friend  says,  48  days,  but  the 
contract  period  is    39^  days,  and  that 
time,  I  believe,  has  been  in  only  one 
instance  exceeded.    It  is  true  that  the 
average  rate  of  passage  in  the  vessels  of 
the  unsubsidized  Orient  Company  is  con- 
siderably faster  than  that  of  the  subsi- 
dized line  of  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company.     The  average  rate  of  speed 
of  the  former  is  between  14  and  15  Knots 
an  hour,  and  from  information  sent  to 
the  Post  Office  I  believe  the  length  of 
the  passage  from  Plymouth  to  Adelaide, 
the  first  port  at  which  they  stop,  is  a  few 
hours  under  40  days.     In  one  instance 
the  passage  was  completed  in  35  days. 
By  the* Peninsular  and  Oriental  Line  the 
mails  from  London  to  Adelaide  are  de- 
livered in  37  days  on  the  average. 

BRITISH  8UGER  REFINERS— THE 
FRENCH  DUTIES. 

Mb.  MACLIYEE  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  the  French 
Government,  in  the  coiirse  of  the  present 
ne^tiations  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Wine  Duties,  has  agreed  to  meet  the 
complaints  of  Britisn  sugar  refiners ; 
and  if  the  proposal  now  before  the 
French  House  of  Assembly  for  reducing 
(in  October  next)  the  fiscal  Duty  on 
sugar  in  France  from  70  to  40  francs 
per  100  kilos,  is  the  one  which  is  to  be 
substituted  for  the  present  system  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  formal  ne- 
gotiations between  the  two  Governments 
can  hardly  be  said  to  have  commenced. 
The  proposal  j^ow  before  the  Frencl) 
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House  Assembly  for  reducin^z:  in  October 
the  fiscal  duty  on  sugar  in  France  was 
made  by  the  French  Government  on  its 
own  responsibility,  and  without  any  pre- 
vious communication  with  us.  We  have 
to  judge  it  upon  its  merits  and  see  what 
becomes  of  it.  There  is  no  engagement 
bearing  upon  it  in  any  way.  The  ma- 
terial object  of  the  Question  of  my  hou. 
Friend  I  suppose  is  to  obtain  an  assur- 
ance that  the  subject  will  be  borne  in 
mind  when  negotiations  come  on  between 
the  British  and  French  Governments, 
and  that  assurance  I  can  fireely  give 
him. 


STIPENDART  MAGISTRATES 
(IRELAND). 

Mb.  WAETON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  defeat  sustained  by  them 
on  Friday  night,  to  issue  the  Betums 
relating  to  Stipendary  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  which  they  considered  should 
not  be  issued,  due  regard  beine  had 
to  the  interests  of  the  public;  if  not, 
whether  it  is  their  intention  to  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  ask  the  House  to  rescind 
the  vote  ? 

Mb.  sexton,  as  the  Mover  of  the 
Betums  in  qaestion,  asked  whether  it 
was  not  unprecedented  to  bring  such  a 
Question  before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  only  saw 
this  Question  five  minutes  ago.  Not 
having  been  addressed  to  me,  it  escaped 
my  notice,  and  I  have  not  had  time  to 
communicate  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  ask  the 
House  to  rescind  the  vote.  It  was  one  of 
those  Betums  that  are  put  down  think- 
ing they  are  imopposed,  and  it  is  usual 
to  g^ve  Notice  to  the  Department  con- 
cerned that  they  will  be  pressed  if  they 
cannot  be  so  given.  I  had  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman  two  or  three  days  before 
to  be  good  enough  to  confer  with  me. 
Part  of  the   Betum  I  was  willing  to 

f'lve ;  another  part  was  unnecessaiy. 
here  is  no  real  objection  to  the  Betum, 
except  that  it  gives  very  great  trouble 
to  the  Office.  If  I  had  thought  the 
Betum    would    have    been    seriously 

tressed  on  Saturday  morning,  I  should 
ave  remained  here  instead  of  going  to 
bed.  As  it  ia  now,  I  think  it  better  to 
lot  the  matter  stand  ma  it  is. 

Mr.  ekdiUm0 


NAVY— CHATHAM  DOCKYABD  EXTEN- 

SION. 

Mb.  AKEBS-DOTJGLAS  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment contained  in  the  **  Echo  "  of  June 
nth,  that— 

"On  the  completion  of  the  works  for  the 
extension  of  the  Chatham  Dockyard,  npoQ 
which  about  1,500  eonvicts  are  employed,  Chat- 
ham will  cease  to  be  a  penal  station,  as  the 
convicts  will  be  removed  to  other  places  and  the 
prison  will  be  converted  into  a  Naval  barrack. 
The  officers  and  men  of  the  Naval  Reserve  will 
be  transferred  from  Sheemess  to  Chatham  ;** 

and,  whether  such  statement  is  correct  ? 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE :  It  is  true 
that  the  work  on  the  extension  of  Chat- 
ham Dockyard  will  be  nearly  complete 
in  about  a  year's  time,  and  there  will 
then  be  no  further  employment  for  the 
convicts.  It  will  then  be  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Home  Office  whether 
to  maintain  the  convict  prison  there ;  but 
I  have  heard  of  no  proposal  to  convert 
the  prison  into  a  barrack  for  officers  and 
seamen,  in  lieu  of  the  naval  barracks  at 
Sheemess,  and  there  is  no  such  in- 
tention. 

MUNICIPAL   COBPORATIONS  —  LEOIS. 

LATION. 

Mb.  DODDS  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  CK>vemment  intend 
to  introduce  during  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament  any  measure  for  the  con- 
solidation and  amendment  of  the  Laws 
relating  to  Municipal  Corporations  ? 

Sib  WnJiAM  HABCOUBT :  I  am 
afraid  my  answer  must  be  that,  in  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  I  see 
no  prospect  of  being  able  to  introduce 
such  a  measure. 

ARMY  — PROPOSED    VOLUNTEER    RE- 
VIEW IN  HYDE  PARK. 

LoBD  ELGHO  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  inasmuch  as 
Government  have  refused  to  sanction  a 
Beview  of  Volunteers  in  Hyde  Park, 
because  public  order  would  be  en- 
dangered, and  the  trees,  flowers,  and 
shruDberies  injured  by  the  crowd  that 
would  be  assembled  on  such  an  occasion, 
and  also  on  account  of  the  interruption 
to  street  traffic,  it  is  to  be  understood 
that  for  the  future  no  Beviewa  of  the 
regular   troops,    or    militia,    nor    any 
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political  demonstrations  are  to  be  held 
in  Hyde  Park ;  and,  what  was  the 
amount  of  injury,  in  money  value,  done 
to  the  flowers  and  shrubberies  on  the 
occasion  of  the  last  Volunteer  Hyde 
Park  xwGview  r 

Mb.  CHILDER8 :  In  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  I  must  remind  him  and 
the  House  that,  as  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  I  have  nothing  to  do  with  the 
general  regulations  for  the  use  of  Hyde 
Park,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  it  is 
intended  under  the  Statute  to  nmke  any 
change  in  those  regulations.  80  far  as 
the  use  of  the  Park  for  Reviews  is  con- 
cerned, no  general  decision  has  been 
adopted  by  the  War  Department,  but 
each  case  will  stand  on  its  own  merits. 
The  proposals  for  the  great  Volunteer 
Review  were  brought  before  us  by  a 
committee  of  officers,  who  stated  that 
45,000  men  would  be  assembled;  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  of 
opinion  that,  considering  the  enormous 
crowds  which  would  probably  be  col- 
lected to  witness  a  Review  on  such  a 
scale,  it  ought  not  to  be  held  in  Hyde 
Park.  As  to  the  second  Uuestion  of  my 
noble  Friend,  I  can  only  say  that  I  have 
not  charge  of  the  Park,  and  therefore 
it  is  not  in  my  power  to  say  what  was 
the  extent  of  the  money  value  of  the 
injury  done  on  the  occasion  of  the  last 
Volunteer  Review. 

THE  CENSUS  BILL. 

Me.  SCHREIBER  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
When  he  hopes  to  be  able  to  introduce 
a  Bill  for  taking  the  Census  in  1881  ? 

Mb.  DODSON,  in  reply,  said,  it  was 
his  intention  to  introduce  the  Bill  as 
soon  as  the  progress  of  the  Business 
afforded  a  prospect  of  the  House  being 
able  to  practically  deal  with  it. 

THE  CHIEF  SECRETARY  FOR  IRELAND 
(PATRONAGE,  &c.) 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  can  state 
to  the  House  what  offices  in  Ireland  are 
in  his  patronage,  and  the  statutes  or 
other  authority  by  virtue  of  which  such 
patronage  is  vested  in  him ;  whether, 
in  addition  to  such  patronage  (if  any), 
there  has,  under  the  arrangements  of 
the  Irish  department  of  the  present  Oo- 
vemmept,  been  also  vested  in  b|m»  in 


whole  or  part,  the  patronage  which  by 
statute  or  the  Queen's  Patent  rightfully 
belongs  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant;  and, 
whether,  with  a  view  of  giving  the 
House  information  on  the  su^ect,  he 
will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Copy  of  Her  Majesty's  Letters  Patent 
under  the  Great  Seal,  appointing  Earl 
Cowper,  K.G.,  Lord  Lieutenant  General 
and  Governor  General  of  Ireland ;  and 
also  a  Copy  of  the  Warrant,  Letter,  or 
other  Document  whereby  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary was  appointed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  in  order 
fully  to  answer  the  Queption  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  should  have  to  detain  the  House 
with  a  somewhat  long  speech ;  and  I 
cannot  but  think  the  matters  referred  to 
would  be  more  fitting  for  a  Motion  than 
a  Question.  If  the  noble  Lord  brings 
on  a  discussion  about  them  I  shall  be 
ready  to  take  part  in  it.  I  doubt  there 
being  much  practical  advantage  in  such 
discussion  ;  but  that  I  must  leave  to  the 
discretion  of  the  noble  Lord.  Mean- 
time, if  he  will  put  in  the  form  cf  a 
Return  the  information  he  desires,  I 
will  tell  him  whether  1  am  able  to  give 
it  to  him.  I  do  not  know  whether  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  add  that  I  know  of 
nothingnovel  in  the  relations  orarrange- 
ments  between  my  noble  Friend  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  and  myself,  either  as 
regards  patronage  or  anything  else. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  will  call  at- 
tention to  this  matter  at  an  early  oppor- 
tunity, and  as  soon  as  possible  after  the 
publication  of  the  documents  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  refers. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  shall  wait 
for  the  noble  Lord  to  move  for  those 
documents,  and  for  him  to  say  what 
documents  he  wishes  laid  on  the  Table. 
I  did  not  issue  any  invitation  to  him  to 
move  for  those  Papers. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Then,  does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refuse  to  grant  the  documents  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  If  the  noble 
Lord  will  put  that  and  other  matters  in 
the  form  of  a  Return,  I  will  be  happy  to 
consider  the  question. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  —  CIR- 
CULAR  OF  «' THE  LIBERAL  CENTRAL 
OFFICE." 

Mr.  GORST  asked  the  Secreta^  of 
State  for  the  Qome  Department,  Wbev 
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House  Assembly  for  reducinj):  in  October 
the  fiscal  duty  on  sugar  in  France  was 
made  by  the  French  Government  on  its 
own  responsibility,  and  without  any  pre- 
vious communication  with  us.  We  have 
to  judge  it  upon  its  merits  and  see  what 
becomes  of  it.  There  is  no  engagement 
bearing  upon  it  in  any  way.  The  ma- 
terial object  of  the  Question  of  my  hou. 
Friend  I  suppose  is  to  obtain  an  assur- 
ance that  the  subject  will  be  borne  in 
mind  when  negotiations  come  on  between 
the  British  and  French  Governments, 
and  that  assurance  I  can  freely  g^ve 
him. 


STIPENDART  MAGISTRATES 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  WARTON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  defeat  sustained  by  them 
on  Friday  night,  to  issue  the  Betums 
relating  to  Stipendary  Magistrates  in 
Ireland  which  they  considered  should 
not  be  issued,  due  regard  beine  had 
to  the  interests  of  the  public;  if  not, 
whether  it  is  their  intention  to  take  im- 
mediate steps  to  ask  the  House  to  rescind 
the  vote  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON,  as  the  Mover  of  the 
Betums  in  question,  asked  whether  it 
was  not  unprecedented  to  bring  such  a 
Question  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  I  only  saw 
this  Question  five  minutes  ago.  Not 
having  been  addressed  to  me,  it  escaped 
my  notice,  and  I  have  not  had  time  to 
communicate  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Prime  Minister.  It  is  not  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  ask  the 
House  to  rescind  the  vot«.  It  was  one  of 
those  Returns  that  are  put  down  think- 
ing they  are  unopposed,  and  it  is  usual 
to  give  Notice  to  the  Department  con- 
cerned that  they  will  be  pressed  if  they 
cannot  be  so  given.  I  had  told  the  hon. 
Gentleman  two  or  three  days  before 
to  be  good  enough  to  confer  with  me. 
Part  of  the   Return  I  was  willing  to 

f'lYe ;  another  part  was  unnecessary, 
here  is  no  real  objection  to  the  Return, 
except  that  it  gives  vety  great  trouble 
to  the  Office.  If  I  had  thought  the 
Return    would    have    been    seriously 

Eressed  on  Saturday  morning,  I  should 
ave  remained  here  instead  of  going  to 
bed.  As  it  is  now,  I  think  it  better  to 
let  the  matter  stand  as  it  is. 

Mr.  6lad$t<m$ 


NAVY-CHATHAM  DOCKYARD  IXTEK- 

SION. 

Mr.  AKER8-D0UGLAS  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  state- 
ment contained  in  the  "Echo"  of  Jane 
11th,  that— 

"On  the  completion  of  the  works  for  tbi 
extension  of  the  Chatham  Dockyard,  upoD 
which  about  1,600  convicts  are  employed,  C£it- 
ham  will  cease  to  be  a  penal  station,  as  tk 
convicts  will  be  removed  to  other  places  and  the 
prison  will  be  converted  into  a  Naval  bamci 
The  officers  and  men  of  the  Naval  Reserve  vill 
be  transferred  from  Sheemess  to  Chatham  ;'* 

and,  whether  such  statement  is  correct? 
Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  It  is  trae 
that  the  work  on  the  extension  of  Chat- 
ham Dockyard  will  be  nearly  complete 
in  about  a  year's  time,  and  there  will 
then  be  no  further  employment  for  the 
convicts.  It  will  then  be  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Home  Office  whether 
to  maintain  the  convict  prison  there ;  bat 
I  have  heard  of  no  proposal  to  convert 
the  prison  into  a  barrack  for  officers  and 
seamen,  in  lieu  of  the  naval  barracks  at 
Sheemess,  and  there  is  no  such  in- 
tention. 

MUNICIPAL   CORPORATIONS  —  LBOIS. 

LATION. 

Mb.  DODDS  asked  the  Seoretaxy  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
to  introduce  during  the  present  Session 
of  Parliament  any  measure  for  the  con- 
solidation and  amendment  of  the  Laws 
relating  to  Municipal  Corporations  ? 

Sib  WILLAM  HARCOURT  :  I  am 


afraid  my  answer  must  be  that,  in 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  I  see 
no  prospect  of  being  able  to  introduce 
such  a  measure. 

ARMY  —  PROPOSED  VOLUNTEER  B£- 
VIEW  IN  HYDE  PARK. 

LoBD  ELGHO  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether,  inasmuch  as 
Government  have  refused  to  sanction  a 
Review  of  Yolunteers  in  Hyde  Park, 
because  public  order  would  be  en- 
dangered, and  the  trees,  flowers,  and 
shrubberies  injured  by  the  crowd  that 
would  be  assembled  on  such  an  occasion, 
and  also  on  account  of  the  interruption 
to  street  traffic,  it  is  to  be  understood 
that  for  the  foture  no  Reviews  of  the 
regular   troops,   or    militia,   nor   any 
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replaced  by  a  light  steel  mast.  Other- 
wise, the  vessel  was  ready  to  proceed  to 
the  Mediterranean. 

HAKES  AND  BABBITS  BILL— THE 
VALUATION  ACT. 

Mb.  DONALDSON-HUDSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, T^ether,  in  the  event  of  the 
Hares  and  Babbits  Bill  becoming  Law  and 
80  depriving  the  landlord  of  the  exclusive 
right  of  sporting,  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  modify 
or  repeal  the  sixth  section  of  the  Act  of 
Victoria,  37  and  38,  entitled — 

^  '*  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respecting  the 
liability  and  valoation  of  certain  Property  for 
the  purposes  of  Rates," 

whereby  the  landlord  pays  the  whole  of 
the  rate  to  the  poor  in  respect  of  such 
sporting  rights  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HARCOURT:As 
far  as  I  understand  the  matter,  it  will 
certainly  not  be  right  to  repeal  or  mo- 
dify tlus  Statute.  The  hon.  Member 
and  myself  read  the  Act  in  totally  dif- 
ferent ways.  In  the  6th  clause  of 
the  Statute  the  law  assumes  that 
the  whole  of  the  game  belongs  to  the 
tenant,  and  the  consequence  is  that  the 
tenant  is  rated  in  respect  to  the  game  ; 
but  he  may  recover  tnat  rate  from  the 
landlord  if  the  latter  reserves  the  game. 
If  the  Hares  and  Babbits  Bill  passes 
into  law  and  the  tenant  claims  a  portion 
of  the  game,  of  course  he  will  not  be 
able  to  recover  from  the  landlord  in  re- 
spect of  such  portion.  Therefore,  the  law 
will  remain  exactly  as  it  is  now.  In  a 
sub-section  of  Clause  6  it  is  provided 
that  where  the  right  of  sporting  is 
severed  from  the  occupation  of  the  land, 
either  the  owner  or  tne  lessee  may  be 
rated  as  the  occupier  thereof.  There- 
fore, the  landlord  will  be  rated  only  in 
respect  of  that  portion  of  sporting  rights 
which  he  enjoys.  These  being  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  I  think  no  modi- 
fication of  the  Statute  cited  will  be  re- 
quired ;  but,  of  course,  if  it  be  found 
that  any  alteration  is  wanted,  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  will  be  turned 
to  it. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLE  24— 
EUROPEAN  CONFERENCE. 

Me.  a.  BALFOUR  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  be  true,  as  is  commonly  re- 


ported, that  a  Conference  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  European  Powers  is 
about  to  meet  at  Berlin;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  can  tell  the  House  with  what 
matters  it  is  proposed  that  the  Confer- 
ence should  deal ;  and,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  Papers  relating  to  this  sub- 
ject? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  in  common  with 
the  other  Powers  whose  mediation  is 
contemplated  in  the  24th  Article  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  have  received  an  in- 
vitation from  the  German  Government 
to  take  part  in  a  Conference  which  is  to 
meet  at  Berlin  to-morrow  in  order  to 
consider  the  question  of  the  Greek  Fron- 
tier, and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  accepted  this  invitation.  They 
will  be  represented  by  Lord  Odo  Russell, 
who  will  be  assisted  by  Sir  Lintorn 
Simmons.  Papers  on  the  subject  will 
be  laid  before  Parliament  very  shortly. 

SPAIN— COMMERCIAL  RELATIONS. 

Me.  mac  IYER  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  the  event  of  a  reduction  in 
the  Duty  upon  Spanish  Wines,  it  is  the 
intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  insist  that  Spain  shall  withdraw  her 
differential  Duties  in  such  manner  that 
British  and  Irish  vessels  may  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  as  Spanish  ships, 
and  may  be  enabled  to  land  manufac- 
tured goods  in  Spanish  ports  without 
being  met  by  a  system  of  taxation  which 
is  practically  prohibitory  ?  The  hon. 
Member  also  asked.  Whether,  in  the 
event  of  a  reduction  in  the  Duty  upon 
French  Wines,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  insist  that 
France  shall  make  a  corresponding  re- 
duction in  the  Duties  which  are  at  pre- 
sent levied  upon  British  and  Irish  manu- 
factures ;  or  if  it  is  intended  that  France 
shall  continue  to  tax  largely  the  whole 
of  our  manufactures,  wliile  we  aro  to 
admit  all  hers  (except  wiues)  absolutely 
Duty  free  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
matters  to  which  the  hon.  Member  al- 
ludes will  be  carefully  considered  in  the 
course  of  the  commercial  negotiations 
which  Her  Majesty's  Governmerft  hope 
they  may  shortly  be  able  to  commence 
with  Spain.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
trust  that  the  result  of  these  negotiations^ 
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will  be  to  effect  a  substantial  improye- 
ment  in  the  commercial  relations  of  the 
two  countries ;  but  it  must  be  obvious 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  it  would  be 
quite  impossible  to  make  any  announce- 
ment at  present  with  regard  to  the  par- 
ticular points  on  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will  insist,  or  the  particular 
objects  which  they  have  in  view.  The 
answer  which  I  have  already  given  with 
regard  to  the  Spanish  negotiations  will 
apply  equally  to  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  about  France. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 

BILL. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
asked  me  late  la»t  evening  what  course 
Her  Majesty's  Government  intended  to 
take  with  regard  to  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Bill  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr,  O'Connor 
Power).  I  promised  to  answer  the 
Question  next  Thursday,  but  it  may  be 
to  the  convenience  of  the  House  that  I 
should  at  once  state  that  we  cannot  as- 
sent to  its  second  reading ;  but  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  distress  prevailinp^  in 
some  parts  of  Ireland,  we  shall  think  it 
right  to  ask  Parliament  to  enlarge  for  a 
time — that  is,  until  the  end  of  the  year 
1881 — the  discretionary  power  of  the 
Ciunty  Court  Judge,  so  that  he  may. 
under  certain  circunistancej*,  give  com- 
pensatitm  to  tenants  in  certain  districts 
who  are  ejected  for  non-payment  of  rent. 
For  that  purpose  I  shall  propose  a  new 
clause  in  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Bill  now  before  the  House.  I  shall  put 
this  clause  on  the  Table  to-night,  to- 
gether with  a  Schedule  of  the  districts 
to  which  it  will  apply.  I  may  add  that 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
wishes  me  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
statins:  that  he  will  forthwith  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  appoint  a  small  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  working 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1 870. 

Lord  ELCHO  :  in  consequence  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  I  wish  to  ask  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Ritchie), 
as  a  Member  of  the  Royal  Commission 
on  Agriculture,  Whether  it  is  or  is  not 
the  case  that,  at  the  close  of  the  present 
week,  the  Members  of  the  Commission 
intend  to  proceed  to  Dublin,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  inquiries  in  regard  to 
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the  state  of  the  Land  Question  in  Ire- 
land, and  whether  the  matter  to  which 
the  Chief  Secretary  has  alluded  does  not 
foi'm  part  of  the  subject  which  the  Com- 
mission has  to  investigate?  [**  Order, 
order !  "1 

Mr.  RITCHIE  said,  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  given  him  Notice  of  the 
Question,  he  was  not  prepared  to  gire  to 
it  a  definite  answer. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  pointed  out,  that  it 
was  irreg^ar  to  put  Questions  to  Mem* 
bers,  not  being  Ministers  of  the  Crown, 
in  relation  to  Business  which  was  not 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Whether,  on  the  day  set  apart  for  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  of  my  Bill, 
he  will  be  able  to  state  the  objections 
which  the  Gbvernment  entertain  to  that 
measure  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Certainly. 

Lord  ELCHO :  I  thought  I  was  in 
Order  just  now,  and  I  apologise  for  my 
interposition.  I  desire  to  give  Notice 
that,  on  Thursday,  I  will  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  the  Question  which  I  put  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets. 

PARLIAMENT— ORDER  OF  BUSINESS. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Stafford  Nokthcoti, 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said :  The  ReUef 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Bill  will  be  the 
fi  i*8t  Order  of  the  Day  on  Thursday,  and 
the  clause  of  my  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  will 
be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to- 
morrow. I  wish  to  say  a  word  with  re- 
ference to  a  Question  put  to  me  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  on  the  subject  of  the 
Malt  Duties.  He  made  an  inquiry  about 
the  computation  of  the  drawback  on 
stocks  of  malt  on  hand  on  the  30th  of 
September  next,  and  I  mentioned  the 
computations  which  had  been  made,  and 
the  grounds  of  those  computations.  Bat 
these  were,  of  course,  made  under  a  dis- 
advantage, inasmuch  as  they  could  not 
be  conveniently  founded  upon  positive 
and  direct  inquiry  of  competent  persons 
in  the  trade  before  the  production  of  the 
proposals  of  the  Government.  As  we 
now  stand  we  are  in  a  position  to  oom- 
mnnicate  with  the  trade  with  g^reater 
freedom,  and  I  have  thought  it  better 
we  should  endeavour  to  check  and  verify 
those  computations  by  new  inquiries.  I 
shall  not  be  able  to  produce  the  figurea 
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probably  till  sbortlj  before  we  proceed 
to  discussion  on  the  Bill,  and  we  shall 
reserve  in  the  Bill  power  to  make  de- 
tailed arrangements  for  the  levy  of  the 
duty,  and  to  fix  the  time  after  which  the 
brewers  will  be  called  on  to  pay  the  new 
tax  on  beer. 

Sib  aEOBQE  CAMPBELL  asked 
when  the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  would 
be  proceeded  with  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  afraid 
there  was  no  probability  of  his  being 
able  to  fix  an  early  day  for  the  discussion 
of  the  measure.  Due  Notice  would, 
however,  be  given  before  it  was  pro- 
ceeded  with 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIQHTON  wished 
to  know  when  the  Hares  and  Rabbits 
Bill  would  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  No  day  is  fixed 
at  present ;  probably  at  the  beginning 
of  next  week. 

CO-OPERATIVE  STORES— APPOINT- 
MENT OF  A  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  E.  POWEE  asked  the  hon.  and 

gallant  Member  for  Westminster,  When 
e  intended  to  move  the  re-appointment 
of  the  Select  Oommittee  on  Oo-operative 
Stores  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  RUSSELL,  in  reply, 
said,  that  as  soon  as  the  slight  complica- 
tions which  had  arisen  had  been  settled, 
one  way  or  another,  he  should  do  his 
best  to  get  the  Committee  re-appointed. 

MOTIONS. 


PARLIAMENTARY   ELECTIONS    ACT, 
18«8— NEW  WRITS.— RESOLUTION. 

LoBD  RICHARD  GROSVENOR 
moved — 

<*  That  where  any  Election  has  been  declared 
void,  under  the  Parliamentary  Elections  Act  of 
1868,  and  the  Jud^  have  reported  that  any 
person  haa  been  ^iltv  of  bribery  and  corrupt 
practices,  no  Motion  for  the  issuing  of  a  New 
Writ  shail  be  made  without  two  days'  previous 
Notice  being  given  in  the  Votes,  such  Notice  to 
be  appointed  for  consideration  before  the  Orders 
of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion." 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  said,  the  subject 
to  which  the  Motion  related  was  one  of 
considerable  interest.  He  recollected 
that  it  was  his  duty  in  1866  to  sit  as  a 
Member  of  a  Oommittee  of  that  House 
on  an  Inquiry  which  involved  the  con- 
duct of  the  constituency  of  Qalway,  when 


it  was  unanimously  reported  that  cor- 
rupt practices  had  prevailed  at  the  pre- 
vious election  for  that  borough.  He 
waited  a  few  days  in  expectation  that  a 
Motion' would  be  made  to  the  effect  that 
a  Commission  should  be  issued  to  in- 
quire into  the  existence  of  such  prac- 
tices, and  he  had  then  been  informed  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Committee,  and  by 
Sir  George  Gbey,  who  was  at  the  time 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, that  they  did  not  intend  to 
take  any  step  of  that  kind.  In  spite  of 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  no  Member 
thought  it  his  duty  to  take  action ;  the 
Report  was  a  nullity,  and  the  consti- 
tuency went  on  its  way  rejoicing  to  dis- 
tinguish itself  afterwards  more  than 
once  in  a  similar  manner.  Since  that 
time  the  law  against  candidates  had 
been  made  more  stringent.  The  risks 
to  which  a  candidate  was  exposed  were 
enough  to  make  him  shrink  from  seek- 
ing election.  He  foimd  an  agent  chosen 
for  him,  and  all  the  machinery  of  cor- 
ruption fortified  by  ancient  custom, 
against  which  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  contend.  If  the  law  was  to  be  strin- 
gently enforced  against  anyone,  it  ought 
not  to  be  against  the  unfortimate  can- 
didate, but  rather  against  those  who 
maintained  these  customs  If  a  candi- 
date was  g^ty  of  personal  bribery,  he 
was  liable  to  be  indicted  for  misdemean- 
our and  to  be  punished  by  imprison- 
ment ;  he  was  disqualified  for  voting  at 
any  Parliamentary  or  municipal  elec- 
tion; he  was  debarred  from  holding 
any  municipal  or  judicial  office;  and  he 
was  to  be  removed  from  the  Commission 
of  the  Peace.  In  the  case  of  Launces- 
ton,  a  Member  had  just  been  unseated 
for  having,  in  a  moment  of  impatience 
at  the  complaints  made  to  him  about 
the  ravages  of  rabbits,  practically  said — 
*'  Oh,  bother  the  rabbits.  Do  what  you 
like  with  them."  The  Judges  held  that 
the  law  held  a  candidate  responsible 
for  illegal  acts  which  he  had  directly 
forbi4den. 

Mb.  SPEAKER  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  travelling  far  beyond  the  ques- 
tion. 

Mb.  J.  R.  TORKE  said,  he  was  en- 
deavouring to  show  the  hardship  with 
which  the  law  pressed  upon  the  candi- 
date as  compared  with  the  constituency. 
Liberal  Members  were  now  falling,  and 
the  House  would  soon  have  before  it  the 
question  of  the  issue  of  Writs ;  and  it  was 
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better  that  they  should  determine  be- 
forehand the  principles  by  which  they 
were  to  be  goided. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  rose  to  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  travelling  beyond  the  scope 
of  the  Eesolution,  which  was  stricuy 
limited  to  the  time  which  should  elapse 
before  the  House  ordered  the  issue  of  a 
New  Writ. 

Mr.  J.  E.  TOEKE  said,  he  should 
not  pursue  the  subject,  but  would  con- 
clude with  a  Motion  that  instead  of  the 
words  **two  days  "they  should  insert 
the  words  "  one  fortnight." 

Amendment  proposed,  in  line  4,  to 
leave  out  the  word  '^  two  "  and  insert  the 
word  "fourteen," — {^Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke,) — 
instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^That  the  word 
'  two '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Motion 
was  not  that  the  Writ  should  issue  after 
two  days'  Notice,  but  that  it  should  not 
issue  imtil  after  two  days'  Notice.  The 
object  was  simply  to  allow  of  sufficient 
time  for  Members  to  consider  whether 
any  case  was  one  in  which  further  delay 
ought  to  be  asked  for.  The  Eesolutiou 
did  not  apply  to  cases  in  which  it  had 
been  reported  that  corrupt  practices  had 
extensively  prevailed,  as  these  cases 
were  distinctly  provided  for  by  the  Act. 
If  in  other  cases  there  was  no  reason  for 
further  delay,  it  would  be  unjust  to  the 
constituencies  that  such  delay  should 
occur,  and  two  days  were  enough  to 
enable  Members  to  consider  whether  it 
was  necessary  to  inflict  a  penalty  on  the 
whole  constituency.  It  appeared  from 
Sir  Erskine  May's  work  on  The  Law 
and  Practice  of  Parliament^  that  at  one 
period,  in  1853  and  1854,  it  was  ordered 
that  no  such  Motion  should  bo  made 
without  seven  days'  previous  Notice  in 
the  Votes.  The  House  appeared  to  have 
thought,  however,  that  tms  was  rather 
hard  on  a  constituency  unless  a  more 
positive  presumption  of  mischief  pre- 
vailed ;  for  in  succeeding  Sessions  until 
1860,  and  again  in  1866,  1874,  and 
1875,  it  was  ordered  that  no  such  Mo- 
tion should  be  made  without  two  days' 
previous  Notice  being  given.  He  did 
not  think  it  mattered  much  whether  it 
was  a  question  of  two  or  throe  days; 
but  he  believed  he  was  supported  by  the 

Mr.  J.  R,  Torhe 


experience  of  the  House  when  he  said 
that  14  days  was  too  long  a  time,  con- 
sidering that,  in  the  great  majority  o{ 
cases,  there  would  be  no  gpround  what- 
ever for  preventing  the  issue  of  the 
Writ.  Therefore,  he  must  oppose  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put. 

Ordered,  That  where  any  Election  has  been 
declared  void,  under  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions Act  of  1868,  and  the  Judges  have  reported 
that  any  person  has  been  guilty  of  bribery  and 
corrupt  practices,  no  Motion  for  the  issuing  of 
a  New  Writ  shall  be  made  without  two  days* 
prerious  Notice  being  given  in  the  Yotea,  soeh 
Notice  to  be  appointed  for  consideration  befors 
the  Orders  of  the  Day  and  Notices  of  Motion. 


EUROPEAN  ARMAMENTS, 

MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDRESS. 

Mb.  BICHABD,  in  rising  to  move— 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  gradooily 
pleased  to  instruct  Her  Principal  Secretary  ol 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  enter  into  communi- 
cation  with  other  Powers,  with  a  view  to  bring 
about  a  mutual  and  simultaneous  reduction  of 
European  Armaments ; " 

said :  I  must  cast  myself  on  the  kind 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  attempt 
to  bring  under  its  attention  a  subject 
which  ad  will  admit  to  be  one  of  g^reat 
importance,  and  which — as  no  one  feels 
more  deeply  than  I  do — is  also  one  of 
great  difficulty.  But  while  I  am  op- 
pressed with  a  sense  of  the  onerous 
nature  of  the  task  I  have  undertaken, 
there  is  some  satisfaction  in  the  thought 
that  I  am  free  at  least  from  one  kind  of 
embarrassment  which  sometimes  attends 
discussions  in  this  House,  because  the 
question  with  which  I  have  to  deal  is 
one  that  stands  quite  apart  from  all  con- 
siderations of  Party.  It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  Party ;  it  is  a  question  of  hu- 
manity ;  and  certainly  nothing  shall  fall 
from  my  lips  that  will  be  calculated  to 
provoke  the  spirit  of  Party.  I  recall  with 

Eleasure  at  this  moment,  that  when  I 
rought  forward  a  Motion  on  Intema- 
tionid  Arbitration  in  this  House,  in  1873, 
a  considerable  number  of  Gentlemen  on 
the  Oonservative  side  did  me  the  hononr 
to  vote  in  favour  of  my  proposal,  and 
there  is  no  Party  reason  whatever  why 
they  should  not  support  the  Besolution 
which  I  am  now  about  to  submit  to  the 
House.    There  is  one  other  preliminary 
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remark  which  I  wish  to  make.     I  am 
yerj  anxious  that  this  Motion  should  be 
judged  on  its  own  merits,  apart  from 
any  reference  to  the  supposed  opinions 
of  the  Proposer,  or  of  any  class  of  per- 
sons who  are  thought  to  take  a  special 
interest  in  it.    I  belieye  I  lie  under  the 
suspicion  of  belonging  to  what  is  called 
'*  the  Peace-at-any-pnce  Party."   What 
that  means,  I  confess  I  do  not  know, 
except  that  it  is  one   of  those  vague 
terms  of  reproach  with  which  it  is  found 
convenient  to  smite  a  political  adversary 
when  nothing  more  precise  and  pertinent 
is  available  for  the  purpose.     Whatever 
may  be  my  views  on  certain  abstract 
questions,  I  hope  I  have  the  courage  of 
my  convictions,  and  that  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  avow  and  defend  them  with 
such  ability  as  I  possess  on  all  fitting 
occasions.    But,  on  the  present  occasion, 
extreme  views    of   that   kind  are  not 
brought  in  question  at  all.    I  promise 
the  Mouse  that  I  shall  not  proclaim  any 
dangerouslyjpacific  views,  and  that  I  shall 
not  ask  the  House  to  assent  to  anything 
which  the  most  devout  believer  in  the 
right  of  war  may  not  consistently  sup- 
port.    There  is  one  point  I  presume  on 
which  we  are  all  agreed — namely,  that 
the  present  armed  condition  of  Europe, 
the  rampant  militaryism  which  pervades 
and  overshadows  the  nations  has  grown 
to  such  enormous  dimensions  that  it  is 
scarcely  possible  to  use  exaggerated  lan- 
guage with  respect  to  it.     We  all  feel 
that  this  state  of  things  is  an  affront 
to  reason,  a  scandal    to  civilization,  a 
scourge  ux>on  humanity,  and,  above  all, 
that  it  is  a  reproach  to  that  holy  religion 
which  the  nations  of  Christendom  profess 
to  accept  and  reverence.    It  seems  to 
me  most  humiliating  when  we  consider 
the  fact  that  all  the  nations  of  Europe, 
with  one  exception,  have  been  for  more 
than   1,000  years  professedly  subject  to 
the  influences  of  christian  civilization, 
to  the  power   of  that  religion  which 
is  pre-eminently  the  religion  of  peace, 
and  yet  at  this  moment  by  far  the  larger 
proportion  of  the  resources  of  all  these 
nations  is  devoted  to  the  construction  of 
weapons    of   destruction,    and    to    the 
training  and  disciplining  of  millions  of 
men  to  the  adroit  use  of  those  weapons 
for  the  purpose  of  mutual  slaughter  and 
devastation.    There  is  a  celebroted  cate- 
chism, which,  I  believe,  is  still  much  in 
use  in  Scotland;  the  first  question  in  it 
13 -'•What  is  the  chief  end  of  man?" 


I  have  sometimes  thought  that  if  any 
celestial  visitor  were  to  come  to  our 
world,  and  were  to  cast  his  eye  on  the 
state  of  things  which  now  actually  eidsts 
in  Europe,  his  answer  to  that  question 
would  be,  that  the  chief  end  of  man  must 
be  to  fight  and  to  prepare  for  fighting. 
It  is  not  easy  to  say  when  this  insane 
system  of  rivalry  in  armaments  during 
peace  came  into  vogue  in  Europe.  Mon- 
tesquieu spoke  of  it  130  years  ago  as 
"  a  new  disease  "  which  was  spreading 
through  Europe — 

"  For  as  soon,*'  he  says,  **  as  one  State  aug- 
ments its  troops,  the  others  forthwith  augment 
theirs,  so  that  they  gain  nothing  by  it  out  a 
common  ruin." 

Things  were  not  always  so.  Yattel  tells 
us  that,  in  the  17th  century,  when  a  war 
was  concluded — 

**  They  seldom  failed  to  stipulate  in  Treaties 
of  Peace  that  both  parties  should  disband  their 
troops ;  and  why,*'  he  asked,  **  is  not  this  salu- 
tary custom  continued  P  " 

So  far  is  that  from  being  the  case  now, 
that  every  fresh  peace,  as  it  is  called — 
though  it  may  be  more  fitly  termed  an 
armed  truce — instead  of  affording  relief 
to  the  nations  by  the  diminution  of  their 
burdens,  becomes  a  starting-point  for 
new  and  enormous  augmentations  of 
their  military  forces.  Beranger,  the  cele- 
brated French  lyrist,  in  describing  the 
cost  of  war,  says — 

'*  L*ogre  a  din^,  payee  la  carte ;  *' 

and  Bastiat,  the  distinguished  writer  on 
Political  Economy,  thereupon  remarks 
that  the  ogre  now  costs  as  much  for  his 
digestion  as  for  his  meals.  One  thing 
is  certain — that  the  Eussian  War,  among 
the  many  other  evils  which  we  owe  to 
it,  gave  an  immense  impulse  to  this  pro- 
cess. The  riflrht  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  TSir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  in  a  very  aole  work 
which  he  published  about  17  years  ago, 
entitled  Twenty  Years  of  Financial  Fohcjf, 
remarks  pointedly  on  this  effect  of  the 
Russian  War.  He  said  he  was  not 
going  to  inquire  whether  that  war  was 
worth  what  it  cost  to  mankind  at  large, 
or  to  England  in  particular — 

**  But,**  he  adds,  **  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
among  its  roAults  hare  been  these  two^that  it 
stirred  up  in  Europo  a  spirit  of  restlessness,  and 
set  all  the  world  to  seek  for  the  means  of  im- 
proving the  instruments  of  attack  and  defence  : 
and  to  add  enormously  and  without  stint  or 
measure  to  the  most  unprofitable  and  unsatis- 
factory of  all  possible  forms  of  sxpenditurt.** 
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After  every  succeeding  war  the  same  race 
of  mutual  folly  and  ruin  has  been  re- 
newed with  increasing  celerity,  so  that  the 
armed  forces  of  Europe  have  been  crow- 
ing with  so  much  rapidity  as  to  be  sSmost 
incredible.  An  article  in  the  last  volume 
yet  published  of  the  new  edition  of  The 
Eneyehpadia  Britannieat  under  the  word 
"  Europe,"  contains  certain  statements, 
founded  on  elaborate  statistical  calcula- 
tions, which  go  to  show  that  between 
the  years  1859  and  1874 — tiiat  is,  in  the 
course  of  15  years — there  have  been 
added  to  the  armed  forces  of  Europe 
nearly  2,000,000  men.  It  is  not  easy 
to  g^ve  with  accuracy  the  statistics  of 
European  armaments,  because  they 
are  continually  changing,  and  always 
changing,  I  may  add,  in  the  direction 
of  increase.  Lord  Derby  stated  not 
long  ago  his  belief  that  there  were 
10,000,000  men  trained  to  arms  in  all 
ways  in  Europe,  and  The  Times  news- 
paper, at  the  same  time,  or  shortly 
afterwards,  spoke  of  12,000,000  men. 
Of  course,  under  this  estimate  all  the 
Heserves  are  taken  into  accoimt — the 
Militia,  the  Volunteers,  the  Landwehr, 
the  Landsturm,  the  territorial  army  of 
France,  and  so  on.  But  I  believe  it  will 
be  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  at  any 
one  moment  you  may  find  4,000,000 
men  under  arms  in  Europe.  This,  of 
course,  must  entail  an  enormous  cost 
on  the  various  countries.  I  have  seen 
many  calculations  of  the  amount,  and 
one,  by  a  French  gentleman  of  great 
reputation,  which  makes  the  total  esti- 
mated cost  as  much  as  £500,000,000 
a-year.  Now,  there  are  three  items  into 
which  that  sum  may  be  divided;  first, 
the  money  actually  extracted  from  the 
pockets  of  the  people  by  the  Naval  and 
Military  Budgets,  which  may  be  put  down 
at  £160,000,000  a-year;  but  that  is  the 
smallest  part  of  the  matter,  and  a  far 
more  important  item  is  the  loss  to  society 
by  the  withdrawal  of  so  many  millions 
of  able-bodied  men  from  industrial 
pursuits.  We  must  remember,  of  course, 
that,  though  it  is  not  his  own  fault,  a 
soldier  merely  consumes,  and  is  in  no 
way  a  producer.  I  have  mentioned  two 
items  of  the  monstrous  amount,  and  now 
have  to  add  to  them  the  interest  of  the 
prodigious  sums  laid  out  on  instruments 
and  munitions  of  war  of  all  sorts,  ships 
of  war,  fortifications,  arms,  ammunition, 
accoutrements,  and  so  on ;  and  which,  it 
must  bo  borne  in  mind,  are  absolutely 
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unproductive.  I  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider what  might  be  done  if  only  half  of 
this  great  sum  could  be  economized,  if 
only  part  of  the  broad  stream  of  wealth 
that  is  yearly  carried  down  the  bottom- 
less abyss  of  military  expenditure  could 
be  directed  to  irrigate  and  fructify  the 
waste  places  of  humanity;  how  much 
might  be  done  to  relieve  the  misery,  to 
elevate  the  character  of  the  people,  to 
provide  better  dwellings  for  the  poor,  to 
furnish  them  with  productive  occupa- 
tion, to  spread  the  blessings  of  education 
among  tne  ignorant  and  degraded,  and 
generally  to  improve  the  material  and 
moral  condition  of  the  g^eat  masses, 
whom  Ood,  I  contend,  has  given  in  charge 
to  the  civilized  and  Christian  Govern- 
ments of  Europe.  Unhappily,  also,  the 
expenditure  on  these  armaments  is  grow- 
ing with  appalling  rapidity.  In  The 
Times  newspaper,  about  the  beginning 
of  the  year,  there  was  a  remarkable 
article,  founded  on  a  calculation  by  a 
German  statistician,  which  showed  that 
the  annual  public  expenditure  of  Europe 
has  risen  in  14  years,  between  1865  and 
1879,from£398,000,000to£585,000,000. 
For  Bussia  and  Germany,  expenditure 
has  more  than  doubled  itself  in  that 
period.  But,  large  as  these  amounts 
are,  they  do  not  satisfy  the  demands  of 
the  Governments,  and,  in  addition,  the 
future  is  mortgaged  to  supply  the  needs 
of  the  present.  National  Debts  have 
grown,  in  the  same  period,  from 
£2,626,000,000  to  £4,324,000,000,  the 
cause  being  war  and  warlike  armaments. 
In  the  year  1865,  Germany  spent 
£10,000,000  on  her  Army  and  Navy; 
now  she  spends  £21,000,000.  At  the 
former  date  Eussia  spent  £22,000,000, 
and  now  spends  £36,000,000;  and  a 
similar  increase  is  noticeable  in  the  case 
of  the  other  European  Powers.  Be- 
marking  on  these  astounding  figures, 
2%e  Economist  says — 

'*  The  total  increase  of  expenditure  caused  by 
wars  and  the  apprehension  of  wars  has,  if  we 
take  the  average  interest  at  4  per  cent,  been 
£131,000,000  a-year,  or  considerably  more  than 
the  taxation  of  either  of  the  two  richest  coun. 
tries  in  Europe,  Englsmd  and  France.  The 
amount  at  4  per  cent  represents  a  capital  of 
£3,200,000,000,  which,  as  lon^  as  that  expendi- 
ture continues,  and  much  of  it  is  perpetual,  is 
lost  to  the  industrial  work  of  Europe,  and,  con- 
sequently, to  the  progress  of  civilization  and  to 
the  material  well-being  of  the  people.** 

This  expenditure  is  still  going  on,  and, 
on  the  principle  which  seems  to  be  ac» 
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cepted  by  European  statesmen — that 
civilized  nations  can  exist,  side  by  side, 
in  no  other  attitude  than  that  of  armed 
and  mutual  menace,  it  seems  likely  that 
it  must  continue.  If  it  be  true  that  all 
European  nations  are  only  organized 
gangs  of  robbers,  constantly  watching 
for  opportunities  to  attack  and  plunder 
each  other,  it  is  evident  that  when  one 
of  them  adds  to  its  means  of  ofiPence, 
the  others  must  follow  its  example,  and 
there  can  be  no  limit  to  the  process,  so 
far  as  I  can  see,  until  all  the  men  and 
all  the  means  of  all  the  nations  are 
absorbed  in  their  militanr  preparations. 
And  we  really  seem  as  though  we  were 
approximating  this  consummation.  Al- 
ready in  most  countries  by  far  the 
largest  portion  of  their  revenues  are 
swallowed  up  in  warlike  expenditure, 
in  paying  for  the  interest  of  debts  con- 
tracted by  past  wars,  and  in  making 
preparations  for  future  wars.  And  in 
some  of  the  largest  States  of  Europe — 
in  France,  in  Germany,  and,  I  believe, 
now  in  Eussia— all  able-bodied  men, 
with  inconsiderable  exceptions,  are  liable 
to  military  service.  There  are  only  two 
classes  of  the  population  exempt  from  it 
— namely,  the  women  and  the  clergy. 
And  who  can  tell  whether,  in  the  mad 
rivalry  still  goiug  on,  the  time  may 
not  come  when  the  Governments  will  lay 
their  hands  on  the  daughters  and  pastors 
of  the  people  ?  So  that,  instead  of  the 
"sweet  girl-graduates,"  of  which  the 
Poet  Laureate  speaks,  we  may  have 
fierce  girl-captains  and  colonels.  In 
Italy,  and,  I  believe,  in  Germany, 
already  some  classes  of  the  clergy 
are  subject  to  military  service.  This 
is,  no  doubt,  deplorable  enough,  so  long 
at  least  as  ministers  of  religion  act 
consistently  as  servants  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.  But  when  the  clergy,  of  what- 
ever church  or  sect,  are  prompt  to  "  beat 
the  drum  ecclesiastic,"  and  to  use  the 
ulpit  as  an  instrument  to  inflame  war- 
ike  passion,  it  is  difficult  to  see  why 
they  should  be  exempt  from  sharing  the 
hardships  and  sufferings  into  which  they 
help  by  their  exhortations  to  plunge 
others.  Now,  what  is  the  practical  re- 
sult? Do  nations  after  aU  enjoy  rest 
and  quiet  and  a  sense  of  security  ?  That 
is  the  pretext  constantly  alleged  in  de- 
fence of  these  armaments.  There  is  a 
musty  old  Latin  proverb  which  is  quoted 
usque  ad  nauseam.  It  is  this — St  vis 
pacem,  para  beilum.    This  is  flung  at  us 
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in  a  tone  so  peremptory  and  off-hand,  as 
though  it  afforded  "confirmation  strong 
as  proof  of  Holy  Writ"  in  justification 
of  large  armies.  Indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
whether  there  are  not  some  people  who 
think  that  it  is  a  verse  from  the  Bible. 
But  a  more  absurd  axiom,  one  more  at 
variance  with  common  sense,  and  the 
common  experience  of  mankind,  has 
never  been  propounded.  They  fill  all 
Europe  with  warlike  materi^;  they 
train  millions  of  men  to  the  use  of  arms; 
they  inspire  them  with  warlike  passions 
by  appeals  to  patriotism  and  love  of 
military  glory;  they  nourish  in  their 
hearts — as  they  are  bound  to  do  as  a 
justification  of  their  own  existence — 
feelings  of  jealousy  and  suspicion  to- 
wards their  neighbours,  until  they 
"stand  like  greyhounds  in  the  slips 
straining  upon  the  start,"  and  then  they 
tell  us  tinat  all  this  is  done  as  a  security 
for  peace.  Let  them  bring  their  axiom 
to  the  test  of  experience  and  historical 
fact.  Never  since  the  world  began  have 
there  been  such  enormous  preparations 
for  war  as  there  have  been  in  Europe 
during  the  last  25  years.  But  have  these 
preparations  for  war  preserved  peace? 
Bo  far  otherwise,  that  during  that  period 
there  have  been  six  desolating  and 
sanguinary  wars  in  Europe,  in  the  course 
of  which  it  is  estimated  that  2,000,000 
of  human  lives  have  been  sacrificed, 
and  £3,000,000,000.  I  contend,  on  the 
contrary,  that  these  g^eat  armaments,  so 
far  from  being  preservatives  of  peace, 
are  provocatives  of  war.  The  existence 
of  such  hugh  masses  of  armed  men 
ready  to  be  launched  forth  at  any 
moment  at  the  pleasure  of  some  ambi- 
tious Monarch  or  unscrupulous  Minister 
— for  the  people  have  no  voice  in  the 
making  of  wars— are  a  perpetual  peril 
to  the  peace  of  nations.  I  think,  there- 
fore, one  of  our  own  poets  has  g^ven 
wise  and  sound  counsel,  when  he  said — 

**  Nations  would  do  well 
To  extort  their  truncheons  from  the  puny  hands 
Of  heroes,  whose  infirm  and  baby  minds 
Are  gratified  with  mischief,  and  who  spoil. 
Because  men  suffer  it,  their  toy,  the  world." 

What  is  the  true  efiPect  of  this  state  of 
things  ?  One  result  is  that  the  finances 
of  many,  I  might  say  of  most,  the 
great  States  of  Europe  are  in  a  chronic 
condition  of  embarrassment  or  deficit. 
Look  at  Austria.  Mr.  Martin,  in  his 
Statesman's  Manual^  states  that  in  eight 
years  —  between     1870     and     1877 — 
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her  accumulated  deficit  amounted  to 
£33,000,000.  In  France  the  same  thing 
was  going  on  even  before  the  tremendous 
catastrophe  of  the  war  with  Germany. 
From  1848  to  1869  her  accumulated  de- 
ficits amounted  to  £100,000,000.  It  is 
difficult  to  know  what  is  the  financial 
condition  of  Kussia,  as  no  authentic 
statements  are  published.  But  we  may 
be  very  certain  that  her  finances  are  in, 
at  least,  quite  as  imsatisfactory  a  condi- 
tion as  that  of  any  European  nation, 
and  we  know  that  her  Debt  has  in- 
creased from  £208,000,000  in  1865  to 
£600,000,000  in  1879.  And  even 
Germany,  in  spite  of  the  enormous  in- 
demnity she  received  from  France,  and 
with  no  Debt  to  speak  of,  has  found 
her  expenditure  constantly  on  the  in- 
crease, while  her  revenue  has  been 
as  steadily  diminishing.  In  1873  her 
expenditure,  as  stated  in  the  Imperial 
Budget,  was  340,000,000  of  marks,  and 
in  1878  it  was  540,000,000  of  marks ; 
or,  an  increase  in  the  course  of  five  years, 
of  200,000,000  of  marks,  or  £16,000,000. 
In  consequence.  Prince  Bismarck  has 
been  compelled  to  impose  heavy  protec- 
tive duties,  which  have  very  seriously 
interfered  with  and  damaged  the  com- 
merce of  his  own  and  other  countries. 
Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  called 
attention  to  the  heavy  protective  duties 
imposed  on  British  goods  by  some  of 
the  Continental  Gt)vemments,  and  said — 

**  The  real  cause  of  this  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  those  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  the  larger  countries  of  this  hemis- 
phere, which  constitute  a  permanent  drain  on 
the  forces  of  industry,  a  permanent  danger  to 
the  interests  of  commerce,  and  which  impose 
upon  the  Governments  which  feel  themselves 
boimd — and  if  one  Government  does  it  all  Go- 
vernments have  to  do  it — in  order  to  maintain 
these  forces,  the  necessity  of  finding  money  in 
some  way  that  shall  not  too  heavily  gall  the  in- 
terests and  susceptibilities  of  their  people.  In- 
direct taxation,  it  is  well  known,  is  more  readily 
paid  than  direct  taxation,  because  its  amoimt  is 
not  so  easily  recognized ;  and  it  is  the  necessity 
of  finding  the  sustenance  of  those  vast  arma- 
ments that  forces  Governments  to  have  recourse 
to  indirect  taxation,  and  they  naturally  avail 
themselves  of  the  political  support  which  is  to 
be  obtained  from  those  trades  that  wish  for  pro- 
tection in  order  to  carry  their  policy  into 
effect** 

Look,  again,  at  Italy,  that  young 
nationality  to  which  the  sympathy  of 
all  is  drawn  so  strongly.  That  country 
is  staggering  under  the   weight  of  a 
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crushing  taxation  in  order  to  maintain 
vast  and  useless  armaments.  The  annual 
deficits  of  Italy  since  1860  have  been 
so  large,  varying  from  £1,743,000  to 
£24,680,000,  that  the  public  debt,  which 
in  1860  stood  at  £97,480,000,  had  in- 
creased to  £400,000,000  in  1876.  Well, 
what  is  the  effect  upon  the  condition  of 
the  people  ?  The  effect  is,  that  in  all  the 
countries  of  Europe  there  are  multitudes 
of  people — thousands,  tens  of  thousands, 
and  hundreds  of  thousands — sunk  in 
poverty,  misery,  and  ignorance.  In  the 
language  of  one  of  our  own  poets — 

"  The  racked  inhabitants  repine,  complain, 
Taxed  till  the  brow  of  labour  sweats  in  vain ; 
War  lays  a  burden  on  the  reeling  State, 
And  peace  does  nothing  to  relieve  the  weight 
Successive  loads  successive  toils  impose. 
And  sighing  millions  prophesy  the  close.'* 

During  last  winter,  I  collected  a  series 
of  extracts  from  our  own  and  other 
journals  describing  the  bitter  and  wide- 
spread distress  that  existed  in  various 
parts  of  Europe.  We  were  told  ^at  in 
Upper  Silesia  out  of  a  population  of 
298,000  no  fewer  than  150,000  "were 
next  door  to  starvation."  In  Hungary, 
destructive  floods  had  swept  away  whole 
villages,  and  some  of  the  unfortunate 
inhabitants  were  found  frozen  to  death 
in  the  woods  where  they  had  sought 
shelter.  From  Cettigne  telegrams  re- 
ported that  a  sixth  part  of  the  population 
were  nearly  dying  of  famine.  Miss  Irby 
wrote  that  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina, 
and  in  the  recently-occupied  portions  of 
Novi-Bazar,  people  were  dying  of  want, 
cold,  and  hunger.  Sir  Henry  Layard 
wrote  to  Lord  Salisbury  that  in  Mossul 
the  people  were  reduced  by  want  to  sell 
their  children.  In  Italy  we  read  of 
large  meetings  of  working  men  demand- 
ing— not  with  clamour  and  menace,  but 
with  a  really  pathetic  moderation — that, 
if  the  Government  wanted  them  to  pay 
the  heavy  taxes  imposed  upon  them,  they 
must  first  find  them  work  by  which  they 
could  earn  bread  for  themselves  and 
their  families.  Nearer  at  home,  in  Ire- 
land, there  has  been  distress  so  severe 
as  to  approach  to  famine.  And  so  in 
most  other  European  countries,  especiaUy 
in  those  countries  where  the  mania  of 
militarism  is  pushed  to  the  greatest 
length.  But,  in  the  meanwhile,  what 
are  the  Governments  of  this  distressed, 
paralyzed,  half-famishing  Europe  doing? 
Oh!  they  are  in  full  and  feverish  ac- 
tivity, organizing  Armies,  Navies,  and 
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Besenres ;  ioT^ing  rifled  oannoxiy  manu- 
factiiriDg  Mime  nfles  and  chassepots  by 
the  million ;  building  iron-clads  and  tor- 
pedoes ;  constructing  new  fortifications ; 
drilling  and  dragooning  the  people  in 
martiaJ  exercises,  and  stimulating  with 
lavish  rewards  the  inventors  of  infernal 
machines  for  the  destruction  of  life  and 
property.  And  thus,  the  resources  of 
all  nations,  whether  derived  from  the 
gifts  of  Nature  or  the  rewards  of  industry, 
instead  of  being  turned  to  purposes 
of  utility  and  advantage,  are  squandered, 
to  use  again  the  words  of  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  most  un- 
satisfactory and  unprofitable  of  all  forms 
of  expenditure.  Is  it  any  wonder  to  find, 
as  we  do,  that  multitudes  of  people  in 
some  European  countries  are  streaming 
away  from  their  own  homes,  to  seek  in 
foreign  lands  some  rest  and  relief  from 
this  intolerable  system  of  taxation  and 
military  servitude  ?  And  those  who  are 
too  poor  to  emigrate,  which  is  by  far  the 
largest  number,  are  driven  in  sheer 
desperation  into  sullen  discontent  and 
dangerous  conspiracies  ag^ainst  the  Oo- 
vemments,  until  Society  becomes  honey- 
combed by  Socialism,  Commimism,  and 
Nihilism;  while  the  Governments,  in- 
stead of  removing  the  causes  of  these 
evils,  which  they  dread,  seem  to  have  no 
other  resource  than  to  add  to  the  in- 
cumbent weight  of  militarism,  which 
tends  only  still  more  to  exasperate  the 
angry  and  mutinous  spirit  of  the  people. 
Now,  the  question  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  to-night  is  this — Can  nothing  be 
done  to  put  some  check  upon  that  system  ? 
This,  of  course,  is  the  very  knot  of  the 

Sroblem  with  which  we  have  to  deal, 
if  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  there  are  no 
two  opinions.  All  men  acknowledge  it 
freely.  Even  the  statesmen  who  most 
actively  promote  it  declare,  with  more  or 
less  sincerity,  they  do  so  with  infinite 
regret.  The  more  thoughtful  among 
military  men,  while  professing  to  con- 
sider it  inevitable,  join  in  the  lamenta- 
tion over  such  sinister  necessity.  All 
our  leading  statesmen  have  g^ven  their 
testimony  in  the  same  direction,  and  in 
powerful  and  eloquent  terms  deprecate, 
deplore,  denounce,  as  preposterous,  in- 
sane, and  ruinous,  this  system  of  imi- 
versal  armaments.  I  have  quoted  already 
the  words  of  Lord  Salisbury.  I  could 
quote  equally  emphatic  words  from  Lord 
I)erby,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  when  he 


spoke  of  ''the  demon  of  militarism;  " 
I  could  quote  numberless  passages  from 
the  speeches  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Memoer  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  and  a  forcible  passage  firom  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster).  All  the  journals  of  the 
country  are  constantly  denouncing  this 
state  of  things;  but  I  shall  content 
myself  with  quoting  one  sentence  from 
an  article  which  appeared  a  little  time 
ago  in  The  Times — 

"  If  such  a  state  of  things,^'  says  The  Times, 
"  is  permitted  to  continue,  it  will  be  a  disgraoe 
to  European  statesmen;  it  is  upon  their  shoulders 
that  the  real  blame  will  rest. 

What,  then,  are  we  to  do  to  get  rid  of 
this  hideous  nightmare,  which  is  sitting 
on  the  heart  of  nations  and  almost  suffo- 
cating their  life  ?  Is  what  I  propose  im- 
practicable ? — that  the  different  Govern- 
ments should  come  to  an  understanding 
with  a  view  to  the  mutual  and  simul- 
taneous diminution  of  their  armaments. 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  did  not  think  so,  when 
he  said — 

**  Is  not  the  time  come  when  the  powerful 
countries  of  Europe  should  reduce  those  mili- 
tary  armaments  which  they  have  so  sedulously 
raised  ?  Is  not  the  time  come  when  they  should 
be  prepared  to  declare  that  there  is  no  use  in 
such  overgrown  establishments  P  What  is  the 
advantage  of  one  Power  greatly  increasing  its 
Army  and  Navy  ?  Does  it  not  see  that  if  it 
proposes  such  increase  for  self  protection  and 
defence  the  other  Powers  will  follow  its  ex- 
ample F  The  consequence  of  this  state  must  be 
that  no  increase  of  relative  strength  will  accrue  to 
any  Power ;  but  there  must  be  a  universal  con- 
sumption of  the  resources  of  every  country  in 

military  preparations The  interest  of 

Europe  is  not  that  any  one  Power  should  exercise 
a  peculiar  influence ;  but  the  true  interest  of 
Europe  is  to  come  to  some  common  accord  so  as 
to  enable  every  country  to  reduce  those  military 
armaments  which  belong  to  a  state  of  war 
rather  than  of  peace.  I  do  wish  that  the  councils 
of  every  country  (or  that  the  public  voice  and 
mind,  if  the  councils  did  not)  would  willingly 
proclaim  that  doctrine." 

I  will  now  quote  the  authority  of  one  who 
will  be  admitted  by  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  be  a  great  statesman.  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  speaking  on  the  21st  of  July,  1859, 
with  a  special  reference  to  France,  said — 

**  Let  us  terminate  this  disastrous  system  of 
wild  expenditure  by  mutually  agreeing,  with 
no  hypocrisy,  but  in  a  manner  and  under  cir- 
cumstances which  admit  of  no  doubt,  by  the 
reduction  of  armaments,  that  peace  is  really  our 
policy,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer)  may  look  forward 
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with  no  apprehenflion  to  hia  next  Budget,  and 
England  may  then  witness  the  termination  of  the 
Income  Tax.*' 

Has  anything  of  this  kind  been  done  or 
attempted  before  ?  I  will  not  again  refer 
to  Yattel's  testimony  as  to  what  was 
formerly  done  in  Europe.  I  will  only 
now  allude  to  the  Convention  between 
Oreat  Britain  and  the  United  States  in 
1817,  as  to  the  number  of  armed  boats 
that  they  would  keep  on  the  American 
Lakes.  Nor  was  that  a  matter  of  small 
moment.  The  greatest  importance  was 
attached  to  naval  supremacy  on  those 
Lakes,  so  much  so  that  the  Duke  of 
Wellington  thus  wrote  to  Sir  George 
Murray — 

"  I  have  told  the  Ministers  repeatedly  that  a 
naval  superiority  on  the  Lakes  is  a  sin^  gud  non 
of  success  in  war  on  the  frontiers  of  Canada, 
even  if  our  object  be  solely  defensive,  and  I 
hope  that  when  you  are  there  they  will  take 
car©  to  secure  it  for  you.** 

And  jet,  in  the  face  of  this  opinion  of 
that  great  military  authority,  the  two 
nations  had  the  good  sense  to  enter  into 
this  Convention,  limiting  the  number  of 
ships-of-war  upon  the  American  Lakes. 
And  what  was  the  result  of  that  ?  The 
number  of  armed  boats  agreed  upon  was 
four  or  five ;  but  the  effect  of  this  limi- 
tation was,  that  the  spirit  of  jealousy 
and  rivalry  haying  been  laid  asleep,  they 
ceased  to  have  any  armed  boats  at  all  on 
those  Lakes.  In  1851,  the  year  of  the 
CFreat  Exhibition,  the  late  Mr.  Cobden 
brought  forward  a  Motion  in  this  House 
expressed  in  much  the  same  language 
as  I  have  adopted, — proposing  a  mutual 
reduction  of  armaments  between  Eng- 
land and  France.  He  was  answered  by 
Lord  Palmerston  in  a  most  friendly  and 
complimentary  speech,  in  which  he  said 
he  adopted  both  the  Motion  and  the 
language  of  the  hon.  Oentleman.  Lord 
Palmerston  said — 

"  I  am  glad  the  hon.  Member  has  taken  ad- 
vantage of  this  meeting  of  the  world  to  declare, 
in  his  place  in  Parliament,  those  principles  of 
universal  peace  which  do  honour  to  him  and 
the  country  in  which  they  are  proclaimed.*' — 
[3  Hamardf  cxvii.  941.] 

But  while  thoroughly  approving  of  the 
object,  he  did  not  like  to  be  fettered  and 
bound  in  a  negotiation.  The  next 
movement  was  made  in  the  memorable 
proposal  of  the  Emperor  of  the  French, 
m  1863,  to  hold  an  Litemational  Con- 
gress on  the  subject.  Li  the  speech 
which  he  made  at  the  opening  of  the 
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French  Chambers,  he  shadowed  forth 
his  intentions  in  these  words — 

'*  Have  not  thepreiudices  and  rancours  which 
divided  us  lasted  long  enough?  Shall  ths 
jealous  rivalries  of  the  Great  Powers  unceas- 
ingly impede  the  progress  of  civilization  P  An 
we  still  to  maintain  mutual  distrust  by  exag- 
gerated armaments  P  Must  our  most  preciooa 
resources  be  indefinitely  exhausted  in  a  barren 
display  of  our  forces  P  " 

Unhappily  our  Government  alone,  of  all 
the  Governments  of  Europe,  peremp- 
torily refused  to  entertain  this  proposal 
of  the  Emperor  of  the  French,  although 
the  late  Lord  Derby  said  that — 

"  If  there  was  a  country  in  all  Europe  that 
had  less  interest  in  sending  a  blank  refusal  to 
have  anything  to  do  with  the  Congress  it  was 
Engknd." 

I  hope  I  shall  not  appear  too  egotistical 
if  I  refer  now  for  a  moment  to  myself. 
In  1 869 1  visited  several  of  the  capitals  of 
Europe,  including  Paris,  Brussels,  the 
Hague,  Berlin,  Munich,  Vienna,  and 
Florence,  then  the  capital  of  the  Italian 
Kingdom,  to  put  myself  in  communication 
with  members  of  different  Representa- 
tives Assemblies  in  order  to  see  whether 
we  could  not  promote  some  concerted 
action  for  reduction  of  armaments  in  the 
respective  Legislatures.  I  met  many 
of  the  leading  politicians  in  these 
capitals/  and  found  them  well  disposed 
to  entertain  my  proposals.  Soon  after, 
as  the  first  fruit  of  my  visit.  Dr.  Virchow 
proposed  in  the  Prussian  Chamber  of 
deputies  the  following  Besolution  : — 

*'That  the  Royal  Government  be  requested 
to  use  all  its  influence  with  a  view  to  reduce 
within  the  narrowest  practical  limits,  the  ex- 
penses of  the  military  administration  of  the 
Northern  Confederacy,  and  to  seek  to  bring 
about  by  diplomatic  negociationB,  a  genend 
disarmament.'* 

There  was  a  very  interesting  and  ani- 
mated debate  upon  the  Besolution^  and 
although  Dr.  Virchow  did  not  succeed,  he 
was  sustained  by  no  fewer  than  99  votes. 
Soon  after  a  similar  Motion  was  made 
in  the  Chamber  of  Saxony  and  carried 
by  a  large  majority.  And,  but  for  the 
outbreak  next  year,  of  the  unhappy 
Franco-German  War,  this  would  have 
been  followed  up  in  other  Legislatures. 
Another  movement  in  this  direction,  of 
which  I  do  not  know  much,  was  made  in 
this  country.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Boohester  (Mr.  Otway)  has  told 
me  that  while  he  was  in  the  Foreign 
Office  as  Under  Secretary,   about  tb9 
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year  1869,  Lord  Clarendon  originated 
the  movement.  Communications  were 
opened  with  various  Crowned  Heads  and 
leading  statesmen  of  Europe,  with  a 
view  to  bring  about  a  simultaneous  re- 
duction of  armaments.  I  do  not  know 
why  the  matter  was  broken  off ;  but  I 
suppose  the  Franco-German  War  put 
an  end  to  that  also.  However,  it  did 
great  credit  to  Lord  Clarendon  to  have 
made  the  effort.  In  Austria,  Dr.  Fischoff, 
a  very  distinguished  writer,  published 
some  important  articles  in  a  leading 
journal  of  Vienna,  which  led  to  the 
matter  being  taken  up  by  a  considerable 
party.  The  result  was  that  49  Members 
of  the  Austrian  Parliament,  headed  by 
MM.  Fux  and  Heilsberg,  have  lately 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  this 
Besolution — 

"  The  House  of  Deputies  express  a  hope  that 
the  united  Imperial  and  Royal  Government  may 
take  into  consideration  the  plan  of  such  a  general, 
proportionate,  and  simultaneous  reduction  of 
armaments,  as  shall  not  alter  the  respective 
position  of  the  States  of  Europe ;  and  that  the 
Qovemment  will  not  withhold  such  efforts  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  this 
ohject.  The  Imperial  and  Royal  Government  is 
also  besought  to  bring  this  Resolution  formally 
before  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs.*' 

The  Minister  of  War  himself,  in  his  Ee- 
port  on  the  Army  Bill,  joyfully  hailed  the 
idea  of  a  simultaneous  reduction  of  the 
Armies  of  the  various  States  of  Europe, 
and  acknowledged  the  idea  as  a  practical 
one,  which  he  was  willing  to  support. 
It  may  be  said  there  are  difficulties  in 
the  way  ;  but  no  great  service  was  ever 
accomplished  for  humanity  that  had  not 
to  encounter  difficulties.  The  triumph 
of  true  statesmanship  is  to  overcome 
difficulties.  I  cannot  see  why,  if  the 
various  States  of  Europe  pursue  the 
process  of  increasing  their  armaments 
on  a  principal  of  emulation,  if  they  can 
add  to  forces,  batteries,  ships,  guns,  for- 
tifications, &o.,  against  each  other ;  why, 
in  the  name  of  common  sense,  cannot 
they  reverse  that  process,  and  begin  to 
undo  the  mischief  they  have  been  doing 
so  long  ?  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
present  time  is  favourable  for  such  over- 
tures as  this.  We  enjoy  a  lucid  inter- 
val of  peace ;  and  there  seems  no  present 
danger  of  a  breach  of  that  peace,  except 
from  the  existence  of  these  enormous 
armaments.  All  the  people  of  the  earth 
are  groaning  under  the  burdens  which 
these  armaments  fasten  upon  them,  and 
they  would  hail  with  gladness  and  grati- 


tude any  proposal  of  this  kind,  especially 
coming  with  the  approval  of  a  powerful 
Government  like  this.  I  cannot  but 
think  that  foreign  Governments  them- 
selves would  rejoice  to  have  such  pro* 
posals  made  to  them.  There  ^re  ominous 
signs  abroad  among  them.  When 
Sovereigns  are  spending  their  time  in 
congratualing  each  other  on  escaping 
from  assassination,  it  is  '.  surely  time 
that  they  took  some  means  of  removing 
the  dangers  which  threaten  them  through 
driving  people  into  such  extremities 
as  these  by  adding  constantly  to  their 
armaments.  Sir,  I  venture,  in  conclu- 
sion, to  make  a  very  earnest  and  respect- 
ful appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  he  will  not  turn  aside  from 
this  great  question.  The  task  to  which 
I  invite  him  is  not  unworthy  even  of 
his  transcendent  abilities.  It  is  not 
imworthy  of  his  high  character,  as  I 
estimate  it,  as  the  passionate  friend  of 
justice  and  humanity.  He  has  already 
won  many  laurels  by  g^eat  deeds  of 
practical  statesmanship  ;  and  a  ereater 
than  any  of  them  awaits  his  hand.  No 
greener  wreath  ever  surrounded  any 
man's  brow  than  that  which  will 
encircle  his  if  he  will  only  consent  to 
grapple  with  this  high  argument,  and 
endeavour  to  bring  the  various  nations  of 
Europe  into  general  concert  to  reduce 
those  armaments.  Above  all,  he  will  earn 
the  grateful  benedictions  of  millions  of 
the  people  who  are  now  groaning  under 
this  baneful  system  of  militarism.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  instinct  Her  Principal  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  enter  into 
communication  with  other  Powers,  with  a  view 
to  bring  about  a  mutual  and  simultaneous  reduc- 
tion of  European  Armaments." — (Mr,  Itiehard.) 

Me.  BAXTER  said,  he  was  glad, 
whatever  the  issue  of  this  Motion  might 
be,  that  it  had  afforded  to  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Richard)  an  opportunity  of 
delivering  one  of  his  terse  and  telling 
speeches  in  favour  of  the  good  cause 
he  had  so  much  at  heart  to  a  far  more 
sympathetic  Parliamentary  audience  than 
he  had  ever  addressed  before  upon  the 
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After  eyery  succeeding  war  the  same  race 
of  mutual  folly  and  ruin  has  been  re- 
newed with  increasing  celerity,  so  that  the 
armed  forces  of  Europe  have  been  grow- 
ing with  so  much  rapidity  as  to  be  almost 
incredible.  An  article  in  the  last  volume 
yet  published  of  the  new  edition  of  27i0 
Encyelopadia  Britannicay  under  the  word 
"  Europe,"  contains  certain  statements, 
founded  on  elaborate  statistical  calcula- 
tions, which  go  to  show  that  between 
the  years  1859  and  1874 — that  is,  in  the 
course  of  15  years — there  have  been 
added  to  the  armed  forces  of  Europe 
nearly  2,000,000  men.  It  is  not  easy 
to  g^ve  with  accuracy  the  statistics  of 
European  armaments,  because  they 
are  continually  changing,  and  always 
changing,  I  may  add,  in  the  direction 
of  increase.  Lord  Derby  stated  not 
long  ago  his  belief  that  there  were 
10,000,000  men  trained  to  arms  in  all 
ways  in  Europe,  and  The  Times  news- 
paper, at  the  same  time,  or  shortly 
afterwards,  spoke  of  12,000,000  men. 
Of  course,  under  this  estimate  all  the 
Beserves  are  taken  into  accoimt — the 
Militia,  the  Volunteers,  the  Landwehr, 
the  Landsturm,  the  territorial  army  of 
France,  and  so  on.  But  I  believe  it  will 
be  no  exaggeration  to  say  that  at  any 
one  moment  you  may  find  4,000,000 
men  under  arms  in  Europe.  This,  of 
course,  must  entail  an  enormous  cost 
on  the  various  countries.  I  have  seen 
many  calculations  of  the  amount,  and 
one,  by  a  French  gentleman  of  great 
reputation,  which  makes  the  total  esti- 
mated cost  as  much  as  £500,000,000 
a-year.  Now,  there  are  three  items  into 
which  that  sum  may  be  divided;  first, 
the  money  actually  extracted  from  the 
sockets  of  the  people  by  the  Naval  and 
Military  Budgets,  which  may  be  put  down 
at  £160,000,000  a-year ;  but  that  is  the 
smallest  part  of  the  matter,  and  a  far 
more  important  item  is  the  loss  to  society 
by  the  withdrawal  of  so  many  millions 
of  able-bodied  men  from  industrial 
pursuits.  "We  must  remember,  of  course, 
that,  though  it  is  not  his  own  fault,  a 
soldier  merely  consumes,  and  is  in  no 
way  a  producer.  I  have  mentioned  two 
items  of  the  monstrous  amount,  and  now 
have  to  add  to  them  the  interest  of  the 
prodigious  sums  laid  out  on  instruments 
and  munitions  of  war  of  all  sorts,  ships 
of  war,  fortifications,  arms,  ammunition, 
aoooutremente,  and  so  on  ;  and  which,  it 
must  bo  borne  in  mind,  are  absolutely 
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unproductive.  I  ask  the  House  to  coii- 
sider  what  might  be  done  if  only  half  of 
this  great  sum  could  be  economized,  if 
only  part  of  the  broad  stream  of  wealth 
that  is  yearly  carried  down  the  bottom- 
less abyss  of  military  expenditure  could 
be  directed  to  irrigate  and  fructify  the 
waste  places  of  humanity;  how  much 
might  be  done  to  relieve  the  misery,  to 
elevate  the  character  of  the  people,  to 
provide  better  dwellings  for  the  poor,  to 
furnish  them  with  productive  occupa- 
tion, to  spread  the  blessings  of  education 
among  the  ignorant  and  degraded,  and 
generally  to  improve  the  material  and 
moral  condition  of  the  g^eat  masses, 
whom  God,  I  contend,  has  given  in  charge 
to  the  civilized  and  Christian  GK)vem- 
ments  of  Europe.  Unhappily,  also,  the 
expenditure  on  these  armaments  is  grow- 
ing with  appalling  rapidity.  In  Ih 
Times  newspaper,  about  the  beginning 
of  the  year,  there  was  a  remarkable 
article,  foimded  on  a  calculation  by  a 
German  statistician,  which  showed  that 
the  annual  public  expenditure  of  Europe 
has  risen  in  14  years,  between  1865  and 
1879,from£398,000,000to£585,000,000. 
For  Bussia  and  Germany,  expenditure 
has  more  than  doubled  itself  in  that 
period.  But,  large  as  these  amounts 
are,  they  do  not  satisfy  the  demands  of 
the  Governments,  and,  in  addition,  the 
future  is  mortgaged  to  supply  the  needs 
of  the  present.  National  Debts  have 
grown,  in  the  same  period,  from 
£2,626,000,000  to  £4,324,000,000,  the 
cause  being  war  and  warlike  armaments. 
In  the  year  1865,  Germany  spent 
£10,000,000  on  her  Army  and  Navy; 
now  she  spends  £21,000,000.  At  the 
former  date  Eussia  spent  £22,000,000, 
and  now  spends  £36,000,000;  and  a 
similar  increase  is  noticeable  in  the  case 
of  the  other  European  Powers.  Ee- 
marking  on  these  astounding  figures, 
The  Economist  says — 

'*  The  total  increase  of  expenditure  caused  by 
wars  and  the  apprehension  of  wars  has,  if  we 
take  the  average  interest  at  4  per  cent,  been 
£131,000,000  a-year,  or  considerably  more  than 
the  taxation  of  either  of  the  two  richest  eous- 
tries  in  Europe,  England  and  France.  The 
amount  at  4  per  cent  represents  a  capital  of 
£3,200,000,000,  which,  as  lon^  as  that  expendi- 
ture continues,  and  much  of  it  is  perpetual,  is 
lost  to  the  industrial  work  of  Europe,  and,  coo- 
sequently,  to  the  progress  of  civilization  and  to 
the  mat^ial  well-being  of  the  people.'* 

This  expenditure  is  still  going  on,  and, 
on  the  principle  which  seems  to  be  ao- 
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cepted  by  European  statesmen — that 
civilized  nations  can  exist,  side  by  side, 
in  no  other  attitude  than  that  of  armed 
^  and  mutual  menace,  it  seems  likely  that 
it  must  continue.  If  it  be  true  that  all 
European  nations  are  only  organized 
ffangs  of  robbers,  constantly  watching 
for  opportunities  to  attack  and  plunder 
each  other,  it  is  evident  that  when  one 
of  them  adds  to  its  means  of  ofiPence, 
the  others  must  follow  its  example,  and 
there  can  be  no  limit  to  the  process,  so 
far  as  I  can  see,  until  all  the  men  and 
all  the  means  of  all  the  nations  are 
absorbed  in  their  militair  preparations. 
And  we  really  seem  as  tnough  we  were 
approximating  this  consummation.  Al- 
ready in  most  countries  by  far  the 
largest  portion  of  their  revenues  are 
swallowed  up  in  warlike  expenditure, 
in  pa3ring  for  the  interest  of  debts  con- 
tracted by  past  wars,  and  in  making 
preparations  for  future  wars.  And  in 
some  of  the  largest  States  of  Europe — 
in  France,  in  Germany,  and,  I  believe, 
now  in  Bussia^all  able-bodied  men, 
with  inconsiderable  exceptions,  are  liable 
to  military  service.  There  are  only  two 
classes  of  the  population  exempt  from  it 
— ^namely,  the  women  and  the  clergy. 
And  who  can  tell  whether,  in  the  mad 
rivalry  still  going  on,  the  time  may 
not  come  when  the  Governments  will  lay 
their  hands  on  the  daughters  and  pastors 
of  the  people  ?  So  that,  instead  of  the 
<*  sweet  girl-graduates,"  of  which  the 
Poet  Laureate  speaks,  we  may  have 
fierce  girl-captains  and  colonels.  In 
Italy,  and,  I  believe,  in  Germany, 
already  some  classes  of  the  clergy 
are  subject  to  military  service.  Tlus 
is,  no  doubt,  deplorable  enough,  so  long 
at  least  as  ministers  of  religion  act 
consistently  as  servants  of  the  Prince  of 
Peace.  But  when  the  clergy,  of  what- 
ever church  or  sect,  are  prompt  to  "  beat 
the  drum  ecclesiastic,"  and  to  use  the 

fmlpit  as  an  instrument  to  inflame  war- 
ike  passion,  it  is  difficult  to  see  why 
they  should  be  exempt  from  sharing  the 
hardships  and  sufferings  into  which  they 
help  by  their  exhortations  to  plunge 
others.  Now,  what  is  the  practical  re- 
sult? Do  nations  after  aU  enjoy  rest 
and  quiet  and  a  sense  of  security  ?  That 
is  the  pretext  constantly  aUeged  in  de- 
fence of  these  armaments.  There  is  a 
musty  old  Latin  proverb  which  is  quoted 
usqus  ad  nmuseam.  It  is  this — St  cm 
pacmm,  parm  bellmm.    This  is  flung  at  us 


in  a  tone  so  peremptory  and  off-hand,  as 
though  it  afforded  '*  confirmation  strong 
as  proof  of  Holy  Writ "  in  justification 
of  large  armies.  Indeed,  I  am  not  sure 
whether  there  are  not  some  people  who 
think  that  it  is  a  verse  from  the  Bible. 
But  a  more  absurd  axiom,  one  more  at 
variance  with  common  sense,  and  the 
common  experience  of  mankind,  has 
never  been  propounded.  They  fill  all 
Europe  with  warlike  materials;  they 
train  millions  of  men  to  the  use  of  arms; 
they  inspire  them  with  warlike  passions 
by  appeals  to  patriotism  and  love  of 
niilitary  glory;  they  nourish  in  their 
hearts — as  they  are  bound  to  do  as  a 
justification  of  their  own  existence — 
feelings  of  jealousy  and  suspicion  to- 
wards their  neighbours,  until  they 
"stand  like  greyhounds  in  the  slips 
strainine  upon  the  start,"  and  then  they 
tell  us  that  all  this  is  done  as  a  security 
for  peace.  Let  them  bring  their  axiom 
to  the  test  of  experience  and  historical 
fact.  Never  since  the  world  began  have 
there  been  such  enormous  preparations 
for  war  as  there  have  been  in  Europe 
during  the  last  25  years.  But  have  these 

narations  for  war  preserved  peace? 
ir  otherwise,  that  auring  that  period 
there  have  been  six  desolating  and 
sanguinary  wars  in  Europe,  in  the  course 
of  which  it  is  estimated  that  2,000,000 
of  human  lives  have  been  sacrificed, 
and  £3,000,000,000.  I  contend,  on  the 
contrary,  that  these  great  armaments,  so 
far  from  being  preservatives  of  peace, 
are  provocatives  of  war.  The  existence 
of  such  hugh  masses  of  armed  men 
ready  to  be  launched  forth  at  any 
moment  at  the  pleasure  of  some  ambi- 
tious Monarch  or  unscrupulous  Minister 
— for  the  people  have  no  voice  in  the 
making  of  wars— are  a  perpetual  peril 
to  the  peace  of  nations.  I  think,  there- 
fore, one  of  our  own  poets  has  g^ven 
wise  and  sound  counsel,  when  he  said — 

**  Nations  would  do  well 
To  extort  their  truncheons  from  the  puny  hands 
Of  heroes,  whose  infirm  and  baby  minds 
Are  gntUfied  with  mischief,  and  who  spoil. 
Because  men  suffer  it,  their  toy,  the  world.*' 

What  is  the  true  effect  of  this  state  of 
things  ?  One  result  is  that  the  finances 
of  many,  I  might  say  of  most,  the 
great  States  of  Europe  are  in  a  chronic 
condition  of  embarrassment  or  deficit. 
Look  at  Austria.  Mr.  Martin,  in  his 
HMsiman^i  Jitmual,  states  that  in  eight 
ytars  —  between     1870     and     1877— 
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her  accumulated  deficit  amounted  to 
£33,000,000.  In  France  the  same  thing 
was  going  on  even  before  the  tremendous 
catastrophe  of  the  war  with  Germany. 
From  1848  to  1869  her  accumulated  de- 
ficits amounted  to  £100,000,000.  It  is 
difficult  to  know  what  is  the  financial 
condition  of  Kussia,  as  no  authentic 
statements  are  published.  But  we  may 
be  very  certain  that  her  finances  are  in, 
at  least,  quite  as  imsatisfactory  a  condi- 
tion as  that  of  any  European  nation, 
and  we  know  that  her  Debt  has  in- 
creased from  £208,000,000  in  1865  to 
£600,000,000  in  1879.  And  even 
Germany,  in  spite  of  the  enormous  in- 
demnity she  received  from  France,  and 
with  no  Debt  to  speak  of,  has  found 
her  expenditure  constantly  on  the  in- 
crease, while  her  revenue  has  been 
as  steadily  diminishing.  In  1873  her 
expenditure,  as  stated  in  the  Imperial 
Budget,  was  340,000,000  of  marks,  and 
in  1878  it  was  540,000,000  of  marks ; 
or,  an  increase  in  the  course  of  five  years, 
of  200,000,000  of  marks,  or  £16,000,000. 
In  consequence,  Prince  Bismarck  has 
been  compelled  to  impose  heavy  protec- 
tive duties,  which  have  very  seriously 
interfered  with  and  damaged  the  com- 
merce of  his  own  and  other  countries. 
Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  called 
attention  to  the  heavy  protective  duties 
imposed  on  British  goods  by  some  of 
the  Continental  Governments,  and  said — 

*'  The  real  cause  of  this  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  those  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  the  larger  countries  of  this  hemis- 
phere, which  constitute  a  permanent  drain  on 
the  forces  of  industry,  a  permanent  danger  to 
the  interests  of  oommerce,  and  which  impose 
upon  the  Govommeuts  which  feel  themselves 
bound — and  if  one  Government  does  it  aU  Go- 
vernments have  to  do  it — in  order  to  maintain 
these  forces,  the  necessity  of  finding  money  in 
some  way  that  shall  not  too  heavily  gaU  the  in- 
terests and  susceptibilities  of  their  people.  In- 
direct taxation,  it  is  well  known,  is  more  readily 
paid  than  direct  taxation,  because  its  amount  is 
not  so  easily  recognized ;  and  it  is  the  necessity 
of  finding  the  sustenance  of  those  vast  arma- 
ments that  forces  Governments  to  have  recourse 
to  indirect  taxation,  fuid  they  naturally  avail 
themselves  of  the  political  support  which  is  to 
be  obtained  from  those  trades  that  wish  for  pro- 
tection in  order  to  carry  their  policy  into 
effect** 

Look,  again,  at  Italy,  that  young 
nationality  to  which  the  sympathy  of 
all  is  drawn  so  strongly.  That  country 
is  staggering  under  tho  weight  of  a 

Mr.  Richard 


crushing  taxation  in  order  to  maintain 
vast  and  useless  armaments.  The  annual 
deficits  of  Italy  since  1860  have  been 
so  large,  varying  from  £1,743,000  to 
£24,680,000,  that  the  public  debt,  which 
in  1860  stood  at  £97,480,000,  had  in- 
creased to  £400,000,000  in  1876.  Well, 
what  is  the  effect  upon  the  condition  of 
the  people  ?  The  effect  is,  that  in  all  the 
countries  of  Europe  there  are  multitudes 
of  people — thousands,  tens  of  thousands, 
and  himdreds  of  thousands — sunk  in 
poverty,  misery,  and  ignorance.  In  the 
language  of  one  of  our  own  poets — 

"  The  racked  inhabitants  repine,  complain, 
Tsuced  till  the  brow  of  labour  sweats  in  Tain ; 
War  lays  a  burden  on  the  reeling  State, 
And  peace  does  nothing  to  relieve  the  weight 
Successiye  loads  successive  toils  impose. 
And  sighing  millions  prophesy  the  close.** 

During  last  winter,  I  collected  a  series 
of  extracts  from  our  own  and  other 
journals  describing  the  bitter  and  wide- 
spread  distress  that  existed  in  various 
parts  of  Europe.  We  were  told  that  in 
Upper  Silesia  out  of  a  population  of 
298,000  no  fewer  than  150,000  "were 
next  door  to  starvation."  In  Hungary, 
destructive  floods  had  swept  away  whole 
villages,  and  some  of  the  imfortunate 
inhabitants  were  foiind  frozen  to  death 
in  the  woods  where  they  had  sought 
shelter.  From  Cettigne  telegrams  re- 
ported that  a  sixth  part  of  the  population 
were  nearly  dying  of  famine.  Miss  Irby 
wrote  that  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina, 
and  in  the  recently-occupied  portions  of 
Novi-Bazar,  people  were  dying  of  want, 
cold,  and  hunger.  Sir  Henry  Layard 
wrote  to  Lord  Salisbury  that  in  Mossul 
the  people  were  reduced  by  want  to  sell 
their  children.  In  Italy  we  read  of 
large  meetings  of  working  men  demand- 
ing— not  with  clamour  and  menace,  but 
with  a  really  pathetic  moderation — that, 
if  the  Government  wanted  them  to  pay 
the  heavy  taxes  imposed  upon  them,  they 
must  first  find  them  work  by  which  they 
could  earn  bread  for  themselves  and 
their  families.  Nearer  at  home,  in  Ire- 
land, there  has  been  distress  so  severe 
as  to  approach  to  famine.  And  so  in 
most  other  European  countries,  especially 
in  those  countries  where  the  mania  of 
militarism  is  pushed  to  the  greatest 
length.  But,  m  the  meanwhile,  what 
are  the  Governments  of  this  distressed, 
paralyzed,  half-famishing  Europe  doing? 
Oh!  they  are  in  full  and  feverish  ac- 
tivity, organizing  Armies,  Navies,  and 
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Besenres ;  iorpng  rifled  caDnon,  manu- 
facttuiDg  Mime  nfles  and  chassepots  by 
the  million ;  building  iron-clads  and  tor- 
pedoes ;  constructing  new  fortifications ; 
drillinfi^  and  dragooning  the  people  in 
martial  exercises,  and  stimulating  with 
lavish  rewards  the  inventors  of  infernal 
machines  for  the  destruction  of  life  and 
property.  And  thus,  the  resources  of 
all  nations,  whether  derived  from  the 
pfiftsof  Nature  or  the  rewards  of  industry, 
instead  of  being  turned  to  purposes 
of  utility  and  advantage,  are  squandered, 
to  use  again  the  words  of  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  on  the  most  un- 
satisfactory and  unprofitable  of  all  forms 
of  expenditure.  Is  it  any  wonder  to  find, 
as  we  do,  that  multitudes  of  people  in 
some  European  countries  are  streaming 
awa^  from  their  own  homes,  to  seek  in 
foreiTO  lands  some  rest  and  relief  from 
this  mtolerable  system  of  taxation  and 
military  servitude  ?  And  those  who  are 
too  poor  to  emigrate,  which  is  by  far  the 
largest  number,  are  driven  in  sheer 
desperation  into  sullen  discontent  and 
dangerous  conspiracies  ag^nst  the  Oo- 
vemments,  until  Society  becomes  honey- 
combed by  Socialism,  Communism,  and 
Nihilism;  while  the  Governments,  in- 
stead of  removing  the  causes  of  these 
evils,  which  they  dread,  seem  to  have  no 
other  resource  than  to  add  to  the  in- 
cumbent weight  of  militarism,  which 
tends  only  still  more  to  exasperate  the 
angry  and  mutinous  spirit  of  the  people. 
Now,  the  question  I  wish  to  ask  the 
House  to-night  is  this — Can  nothing  be 
done  to  put  some  check  upon  that  system  ? 
This,  oi  course,  is  the  very  knot  of  the 

Sroblem  with  which  we  have  to  deal, 
if  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  there  are  no 
two  opinions.  All  men  acknowledge  it 
freely.  Even  the  statesmen  who  most 
actively  promote  it  declare,  with  more  or 
less  sincerity,  they  do  so  with  infinite 
regret.  The  more  thoughtful  among 
military  men,  while  professing  to  con- 
sider it  inevitable,  join  in  the  lamenta- 
tion over  such  sinister  necessity.  All 
our  leading  statesmen  have  given  their 
testimony  in  the  same  direction,  and  in 
powerful  and  eloquent  terms  deprecate, 
deplore,  denounce,  as  preposterous,  in- 
sane, and  ruinous,  this  system  of  uni- 
versal armaments.  I  have  quoted  already 
the  words  of  Lord  Salisbury.  I  could 
quote  equally  emphatic  words  from  Lord 
I)erby,  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Ht  the  head  of  the  Govenunent,  when  he 


nK>ke  of  ''the  demon  of  militarism;  " 
i  could  quote  numberless  passages  from 
the  speeches  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Memoer  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright),  and  a  forcible  passage  from  a 
speech  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster).  All  the  journals  of  the 
country  are  constantly  denouncing  this 
state  of  things;  but  I  shall  content 
myself  with  quoting  one  sentence  from 
an  article  which  appeared  a  little  time 
ago  in  The  Timet — 

"  If  such  a  state  of  things,^'  says  The  Times, 
**  is  permitted  to  continue,  it  wiU  be  a  disgrace 
to  European  statesmen ;  it  is  upon  their  shoulders 
that  the  real  blame  will  rest. 

What,  then,  are  we  to  do  to  get  rid  of 
this  hideous  nightmare,  which  is  sitting 
on  the  heart  of  nations  and  almost  suffo- 
cating their  life  ?  Is  what  I  propose  im- 
practicable ? — that  the  different  Govern- 
ments should  come  to  an  understanding 
with  a  view  to  the  mutual  and  simul- 
taneous diminution  of  their  armaments. 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  did  not  think  so,  when 
he  said — 

**  Is  not  the  time  come  when  the  powerful 
countries  of  Europe  should  reduce  those  mili- 
tary armaments  which  they  have  so  sedulously 
raised  ?  Is  not  the  time  come  when  they  should 
be  prepared  to  declare  that  there  is  no  use  in 
sucn  overgrown  establi^iments  P  What  is  the 
advantage  of  one  Power  greatly  increasing  its 
Army  and  Navy  ?    Docs  it  not  see  that  if  it 

Sroposes  such  increase  for  self  protection  and 
efence  the  other  Powers  wiU  follow  its  ex- 
ample ?  The  consequence  of  this  state  must  be 
that  no  increase  of  relative  strength  will  accrue  to 
any  Power ;  but  there  must  be  a  universal  con- 
sumption of  the  resources  of  every  country  in 

military  preparations The  interest  of 

Europe  is  not  that  any  one  Power  should  exercise 
a  peculiar  influence ;  but  the  true  interest  of 
Europe  is  to  come  to  some  common  accord  so  as 
to  enable  every  country  to  reduce  those  military 
armaments  which  belong  to  a  state  of  war 
rather  than  of  peaoe.  I  do  wish  that  the  councils 
of  every  country  ^or  that  the  public  voice  and 
mind,  if  the  councils  did  not)  would  willingly 
proclaim  that  doctrine." 

I  will  now  quote  the  authority  of  one  who 
will  be  admitted  by  Gentlemen  opposite 
to  be  a  great  statesman.  Lord  Beacons- 
field,  speaking  on  the  2lBt  of  July,  1859, 
with  a  special  reference  to  France,  said — 

**  Let  us  terminate  this  disastrous  system  of 
wild  expenditure  by  mutually  agreeing,  with 
no  hypocrisy,  but  in  a  manner  and  under  cir- 
onmstances  which  admit  of  no  doubt,  by  the 
reduction  of  armaments,  that  peace  is  really  our 
policy,  and  then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (the 
^ftnft^iUnr  of  the  Exchequer)  may  look  forward 
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her  accumulated  deficit  amounted  to 
£83,000,000.  In  France  the  same  thing 
was  going  on  even  before  the  tremendous 
catastrophe  of  the  war  with  Germany. 
From  1848  to  1869  her  accumulated  de- 
ficits amounted  to  £100,000,000.  It  is 
difficult  to  know  what  is  the  financial 
condition  of  Kussia,  as  no  authentic 
statements  are  published.  But  we  may 
be  very  certain  that  her  finances  are  in, 
at  least,  quite  as  imsatisfactory  a  condi- 
tion as  that  of  any  European  nation, 
and  we  know  that  her  Debt  has  in- 
creased from  £208,000,000  in  1865  to 
£600,000,000  in  1879.  And  even 
Germany,  in  spite  of  the  enormous  in- 
demnity she  received  from  France,  and 
with  no  Debt  to  speak  of,  has  found 
her  expenditure  constantly  on  the  in- 
crease, while  her  revenue  has  been 
as  steadily  diminishing.  In  1873  her 
expenditure,  as  stated  in  the  Imperial 
Budget,  was  340,000,000  of  marks,  and 
in  1878  it  was  540,000,000  of  marks ; 
or,  an  increase  in  the  course  of  five  years, 
of  200,000,000  ofmarks,  or  £16,000,000. 
In  consequence,  Prince  Bismarck  has 
been  compelled  to  impose  heavy  protec- 
tive duties,  which  have  very  seriously 
interfered  with  and  damaged  the  com- 
merce of  his  own  and  other  countries. 
Lord  Salisbury,  speaking  at  the  Man- 
chester Chamber  of  Commerce,  called 
attention  to  the  heavy  protective  duties 
imposed  on  British  goods  by  some  of 
the  Continental  Governments,  and  said — 

'^  The  real  cause  of  this  increase  of  protective 
duties  is  the  establishment  of  those  gigantic 
military  forces  which  are  increasing  every  year 
in  every  one  of  the  larger  countries  of  this  hemis- 
phere, which  constitute  a  permanent  drain  on 
the  forces  of  industry,  a  permanent  danger  to 
the  interests  of  commerce,  and  which  impose 
upon  the  Governments  which  feel  themselves 
hound — and  if  one  Government  does  it  aU  Go- 
vernments have  to  do  it — in  order  to  maintain 
these  forces,  the  necessity  of  finding  money  in 
some  way  that  shall  not  too  heavily  gall  the  in- 
terests and  susceptibilities  of  their  people.  In- 
direct taxation,  it  is  well  known,  is  more  readily 
paid  than  direct  taxation,  because  its  amount  is 
not  BO  easily  recognized ;  and  it  is  the  necessity 
of  finding  the  sustenance  of  those  vast  arma- 
ments that  forces  Governments  to  have  recourse 
to  indirect  taxation,  and  they  naturally  avail 
themselves  of  the  political  support  which  is  to 
be  obtained  from  those  tirades  that  wish  for  pro- 
tection in  order  to  carry  their  policy  into 
effect." 

Look,    again,    at    Italy,  that    young 

nationality  to  which  the  sympathy  of 

all  is  drawn  so  strongly.  That  country 

is  staggering  under  the  weight  of  a 
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crushing  taxation  in  order  to  maintain 
vast  and  useless  armaments.  The  annual 
deficits  of  Italy  since  1860  have  been 
so  large,  varying  from  £1,743,000  to 
£24,680,000,  that  the  public  debt,  which 
in  1860  stood  at  £97,480,000,  had  in- 
creased to  £400,000,000  in  1876.  Well, 
what  is  the  effect  upon  the  condition  of 
the  people  ?  The  enect  is,  that  in  all  the 
countries  of  Europe  there  are  multitudes 
of  people — thousands,  tens  of  thousands, 
and  himdreds  of  thousands — sunk  in 
poverty,  misery,  and  ignorance.  In  the 
language  of  one  of  our  own  poets — 

"  The  racked  inhabitants  repine,  complain, 
Taxed  till  the  brow  of  labour  sweats  in  vain ; 
War  lays  a  burden  on  the  reeling  State, 
And  peace  does  nothing  to  relieve  the  weight. 
Successive  loads  successive  toils  impose, 
And  sighing  millions  prophesy  the  close.** 

During  last  winter,  I  collected  a  series 
of  extracts  from  our  own  and  other 
journals  describing  the  bitter  and  wide- 
spread distress  that  existed  in  various 
parts  of  Europe.  We  were  told  that  in 
Upper  Silesia  out  of  a  population  of 
298,000  no  fewer  than  150,000  "were 
next  door  to  starvation."  In  Hungary, 
destructive  floods  had  swept  away  whole 
villages,  and  some  of  the  unfortunate 
inhabitants  were  found  frozen  to  death 
in  the  woods  where  they  had  sought 
shelter.  From  Cettigne  telegrams  re- 
ported that  a  sixth  part  of  the  population 
were  nearly  dying  of  famine.  Miss  Irby 
wrote  that  in  Bosnia  and  Herzegovina, 
and  in  the  recently-occupied  portions  of 
Novi-Bazar,  people  were  dying  of  want, 
cold,  and  hunger.  Sir  Henry  Layard 
wrote  to  Lord  Salisbury  that  in  Mossul 
the  people  were  reduced  by  want  to  sell 
their  children.  In  Italy  we  read  of 
large  meetings  of  working  men  demand- 
ing— not  with  clamour  and  menace,  but 
with  a  really  pathetic  moderation — that, 
if  the  Government  wanted  them  to  pay 
the  heavy  taxes  imposed  upon  them,  they 
must  first  find  them  work  by  which  they 
could  earn  bread  for  themselves  and 
their  families.  Nearer  at  home,  in  Ire- 
land, there  has  been  distress  so  severe 
as  to  approach  to  famine.  And  so  in 
most  other  European  countries,  especially 
in  those  countries  where  the  mania  of 
militarism  is  pushed  to  the  greatest 
length.  But,  in  the  meanwhile,  what 
are  the  Governments  of  this  distressed, 
paralyzed,  half-famishing  Europe  doing? 
Oh!  they  are  in  full  and  feverish  ac- 
tivity, organizing  Armies,  Navies,  and 
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year  1869,  Lord  Clarendon  originated 
the  movement.  Communications  were 
opened  with  various  Crowned  Heads  and 
leading  statesmen  of  Europe,  with  a 
view  to  bring  about  a  simultaneous  re- 
duction of  armaments.  I  do  not  know 
why  the  matter  was  broken  off ;  but  I 
suppose  the  Franco-Oerman  War  put 
an  end  to  that  also.  However,  it  did 
great  credit  to  Lord  Clarendon  to  have 
made  the  effort.  In  Austria,  Dr.  Fischoff, 
a  very  distinguished  writer,  published 
some  important  articles  in  a  leading 
journal  of  Vienna,  which  led  to  the 
matter  being  taken  up  by  a  considerable 
party.  The  result  was  Uiat  49  Members 
of  the  Austrian  Parliament,  headed  by 
MM.  Fuz  and  Heilsberg,  have  lately 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  this 
Besolution — 

"  The  Honae  of  Deputies  exprem  a  hope  that 
the  united  Imperial  and  Royal  Government  may 
take  into  contideration  the  plan  of  such  a  general, 
proportionate,  and  simultaneous  reduction  of 
armaments,  as  shall  not  alter  the  respective 
position  of  the  States  of  Europe ;  and  tlut  the 
Ooveniment  will  not  withhold  such  efforts  as 
may  be  necessary  for  the  attainment  of  this 
object.  The  Imperial  and  Royal  Government  is 
also  besought  to  bring  this  Resolution  formally 
before  the  Minister  for  Foreign  Affairs." 

The  Minister  of  War  himself,  in  his  Re- 
port on  the  Army  Bill,  joyfully  hailed  the 
idea  of  a  simultaneous  reduction  of  the 
Armies  of  the  various  States  of  Europe, 
and  acknowledged  the  idea  as  a  practical 
one,  which  he  was  willing  to  support. 
It  may  be  said  there  are  difficulties  in 
the  way  ;  but  no  g^eat  service  was  ever 
accomplished  for  humanity  that  had  not 
to  encounter  difficulties.  The  triumph 
of  true  statesmanship  is  to  overcome 
difficulties.  I  cannot  see  why,  if  the 
various  States  of  Europe  pursue  the 
process  of  increasing  their  armaments 
on  a  principal  of  emulation,  if  they  can 
add  to  forces,  batteries,  ships,  guns,  for- 
tifications, &o.,  against  each  other;  why, 
in  the  name  of  common  sense,  cannot 
thev  reverse  that  process,  and  begin  to 
undo  the  mischief  they  have  been  doing 
so  long  ?  I  cannot  but  think  that  the 
present  time  is  favourable  for  such  over- 
tures as  this.  We  enjoy  a  lucid  inter- 
val of  peace ;  and  there  seems  no  present 
danger  of  a  breach  of  that  peace,  except 
from  the  existence  of  these  enormous 
armaments.  All  the  people  of  the  earth 
are  groaning  under  the  burdens  which 
these  armaments  fasten  upon  them,  and 
they  would  hail  with  gladness  and  grati- 


tude any  proposal  of  this  kind,  especially 
coming  with  the  approval  of  a  powerful 
Qovemment  like  this.  I  cannot  but 
think  that  foreign  Oovemments  them- 
selves would  rejoice  to  have  such  pro« 
posals  made  to  them.  There  ^re  ominous 
signs  abroad  among  them.  When 
Sovereigns  are  spending  their  time  in 
congratualing  each  other  on  escaping 
from  assassination,  it  is  surely  time 
that  they  took  some  means  of  removing 
the  dangers  which  threaten  them  through 
driving  people  into  such  extremities 
as  these  by  adding  constantly  to  their 
armaments.  Sir,  I  venture,  in  conclu- 
sion, to  make  a  very  earnest  and  respect- 
ful appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  he  will  not  turn  aside  from 
this  great  question.  The  task  to  which 
I  invite  him  is  not  unworthy  even  of 
his  transcendent  abilities.  It  is  not 
unworthy  of  his  high  character,  as  I 
estimate  it,  as  the  passionate  friend  of 
justice  and  humanity.  He  has  already 
won  many  laurels  by  great  deeds  of 
practical  statesmanship ;  and  a  ereater 
than  any  of  them  awaits  his  hand.  No 
greener  wreath  ever  surrounded  any 
man's  brow  than  that  which  will 
encircle  his  if  he  will  only  consent  to 
grapple  with  this  high  argument,  and 
endeavour  to  bring  the  various  nations  of 
Europe  into  general  concert  to  reduce 
those  armaments.  Above  all,  he  will  earn 
the  grateful  benedictions  of  millions  of 
the  people  who  are  now  s^aning  under 
this  oaneful  system  of  militarism.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  movinp;  the 
Motion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  seconded  the 
Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  prating  that  She  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  instruct  Her  Principal  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to  enter  into 
communication  with  other  Powers,  with  a  view 
to  bring  about  a  mutual  and  simultaneous  reduc- 
tion of  European  Armaments." — {Mr,  Richard.) 

Mb.  BAXTER  said,  he  was  glad, 
whatever  the  issue  of  this  Motion  might 
be,  that  it  had  afforded  to  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Bichard)  an  opportunity  of 
delivering  one  of  his  terse  and  telliDg 
speeches  in  favour  of  the  good  cause 
he  had  so  much  at  heart  to  a  far  more 
sympathetic  Parliamentary  audience  than 
he  had  ever  addressed  before  upon  the 
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policy  would  be  in  accord  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Motion  now  before  the  House. 

Colonel  BUENABY  would  take  this 
opportunity  of  reminding  the  House  of 
the  words  uttered  by  Lord  John  Bussell 
at  the  time  of  the  I>uke  of  Wellington's 
death,  that  England  had  buried  a  man 
whose  greatest  horror  was  of  war.  He 
belieyed  that  that  feeling  was  shared  by 
every  military  man,  and  by  none  more 
than  himself.  He  thought  they  might 
congratulate  themselves  on  tifie  ract 
that  this  country  had  never  set  an 
example  that  would  encourage  other 
nations  to  keep  up  great  armaments. 
He  quite  agreed  that  European  arma- 
ments were  at  present  too  large.  There 
were  9,500,000  men  under  arms  at 
this  moment,  the  odd  500,000  being  our 
own  countr3rmen.  That  number  was  as 
small  as  it  possibly  could  be  consistently 
with  the  safety  of  our  shores  from 
invasion.  The  number  of  our  troops 
actually  under  Colours  was  135,000. 
Foreigners  often  said  that  our  Army 
made  up  in  efficiency  for  its  want  of 
numbers.  One  matter  for  congratulation 
was  the  great  improvement  in  our  Volun- 
teer Force,  which  now  numbered  200,000 
efficient  men — 24,000  of  them  trained  to 
the  use  of  the  cannon,  and  this  auxiliary 
would  render  it  unnecessary  for  England 
ever  to  resort  to  foreign  mercenaries,  as 
she  did  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
War.  He  feared  it  would  be  found  very 
difficidt  for  any  Minister  to  bring  about 
the  disarmament  of  this  country,  much 
as  he  mi^ht  wish  to  do  so.  The  great 
object  which  they  should  keep  in  view 
was  the  uprooting  of  national  rivalries 
and  enmities.  Until  that  object  was  suc- 
cessfully accomplished  he  feared  foreign 
countries  woula  turn  a  deaf  ear  to  any 
advice  we  might  eive  them.  In  con- 
clusion, he  urged  the  House  to  believe 
that  he  and  most  of  his  comrades  would 
be  very  glad  to  see  a  reduction  in  the 
armaments  of  Europe,  for  he  had  the 
g^atest  horror  of  war  in  common  with 
the  majority  of  military  men. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  no  desire 
to  obstruct  the  declaration  of  opinion  by 
an  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the  appeal  made 
by  me  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  made 
the  Motion,  and  by  my  r^ht  hon.  Friend 
behind  me,  has  been  sufficiently  pointed 
to  make  me  think  I  shall  be  consulting 
the  convenience  of  the  House  if  I  pro- 
ceed at  once  to  declare  the  sentiments 
with  which  I  regard  the  proposition  it- 1 
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self,  and  the  general  opinions  upon  which 
it  is  based ;  but  I  must  draw  a  distinc- 
tion between  the  basis  of  this  Motion  and 
the  opinions  and  convictions  that  have 
been  expressed,  which  I  place  on  one 
side,  and  the  adoption  of  a  Kesolution 
of  this  kind  by  the  House  at  the  present 
moment,  the  effect  of  which  is  not  only 
to  indicate  a  particular  course  as  the 
course  desirable  to  be  pursued ;  but  to 
indicate  that  course  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  commit  the  House  to  the  proposition 
that  the  moment  has  arrived  for  taking 
the  step  described  in  the  Motion.  Now, 
Sir,  upon  .that  subject  I  will  presently 
state  my  reasons  for  being  compelled  to 
act  and  speak  with  some  reserve.  With 
regard  to  the  speech  of  my  hon.  Friend, 
and  that  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  behind 
me,  and  in  the  same  manner  and  in  the 
same  sense  of  that  speech  we  have  heard 
from  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  I 
need  hardly  say  that  they  command  my 
fullest  concurrence.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Mover  of  the  Besolution  before  the 
House  has  quoted  from  speeches  made 
by  me  a  strong  expression  of  opinion, 
not,  I  am  sure,  with  a  desire  to  catch  me 
tripping  by  a  reference  to  those  speeches, 
but  oecause  he  thought  that  he  was  ex- 
pressing the  opinions  which  were  really 
in  my  mind ;  and  it  is,  I  will  at  once  say, 
impossible  to  exaggerate  the  mischief 
and  the  danger  attending  many  of  the 
operations  to  which  he  has  ccdled  our 
attention.  I  must,  however,  point  out 
to  my  hon.  Friend  that  fi;reat  operations 
have  been  accomplished  in  Europe  in 
the  course  of  the  last  30  years,  and  that, 
although  those  operations  have  been  ac- 
complished by  the  sad  and  painful  and  de- 
plorable, but  sometimes  necessary,  means 
of  war,  they  have  been  favourable  in  the 
result,  in  various  important  instances,  to 
the  permanent  happiness  of  mankind.  I 
will  now  speak  of  the  Crimean  War — 
for  in  that  1  had,  perhaps,  a  particular 
concern --except  to  say  that  I  do  not 
agree  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  the  cen- 
sure which  he  passed  upon  it.  But 
when  I  consider  such  gpreat  constructive 
operations  as  the  creation  of  a  really 
national  and  united  Italy  in  lieu  of  the 
number  of  sectional  fragments  of  people 
among  whom  violence  and  corruption, 
were  resorted  to  in  large  portions  of  their 
country,  if  not  entirely,  to  keep  down 
the  spirit  of  freedom  and  the  sentiment 
of  nationality,  and  to  extinguish  the 
glorious  traditions  of  the  race,  I  find,  I 
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am  sorry  to  say,  that  it  is  not  by  peace- 
able means  that  that  great  change  has 
been  effected.  In  the  same  way  uie  re- 
construction of  Germany,  however  at- 
tained, has  been  a  flreat  advance  in  the 
political  system  of  Europe.  Nor  can  I 
refrain  from  saying  that  when  I  recollect 
that  within  the  last  two  years  from 
10,000,000  to  15,000,000  people  have 
obtained  a  new  position,  and  made  a 
ffreat  advance  on  the  road  from  the  most 
degrading  servitude  and  violence  to 
freedom,  and  through  the  means  of  war, 
while  agreeing  with  my  hon.  Friend  in 
everything  he  says  as  to  the  deplorable 
consequences  of  war  itself,  yet  I  will  not 
travel  with  him  inholding  ilie  opinion  that 
those  wars — wars  of  Ifterty — however 
we  may  lament  that  an  end  desirable  to  be 
attained  was  notattainedb^  other  means, 
are  to  be  reg^arded  as  unmixed  evils.  As 
to  dynastic  wars  for  the  purposes  of 
aggrandisement,  needless  wars,  wanton 
wars — and  I  am  sorry  to  say  we  have 
not  to  go  far  for  our  experience  of  them 
— no  words  which  my  non.  Friend  can 
devise,  or  which  the  wit  of  man  can  in- 
vent, are  strong  enough  to  describe  the 
folly  and  the  guilt  of  wars  of  that  de- 
scription. But  I  think  the  distinction 
is  a  real  one  which  may  be  drawn 
between  a  war  made  for  lawful  pur- 
poses, and  carried  through  with  benefit 
to  mankind,  and  wars  which  have 
no  such  justification,  and  which  are  to 
be  regarded  as  among  the  most  ter- 
rible plagues  that  can  afflict  mankind. 
Even  though  we  may  refrain  from  cen- 
suring the  objects  of  a  war,  yet  I  go  all 
lengths  with  my  hon.  Friend  in  express- 
ing a  desire  that  we  should  endeavour 
to  devise  and  encourage  other  more  ra- 
tional, less  costly,  and  less  demoralizing 
means  of  securing  these  objects.  He 
has  quoted  figures  which  must  have 
startled  the  House  as  to  the  cost  of  wars. 
The  cost  of  wars  belonging  to  the  pre- 
sent and  the  past,  and  the  preparations 
for  the  future,  he  places  at  £500,000,000 
a-year  in  Europe.  I  wish  I  could  re- 
duce greatly  that  estimate,  but  I  can- 
not. I  believe  my  hon.  Friend  has  not 
greatlv  overstated  the  cost  of  past  wars 
and  of  the  preparations  for  future  wars. 
I  have  not  had  an  opportunity  of 
minutely  examining  the  figures ;  but  he 
was,  no  doubt,  very  near  the  mark 
when  he  spoke  of  £150,000,000  of  actual 
Military  Estimates,  and  I  think  I  am 
justifying  ii^    saying  that    the    conse- 


quence of  the  withdrawal  from  useful 
industry  to  military  purposes  of  a  vast 
number  of  hands  doubles  the  cost ;  be- 
cause not  only  are  men  occupied  in  an 
employment  which  does  not  produce, 
but  they  are  taken  away  from  die  busi- 
ness of  production  in  wnich  they  might 
otherwise  be  occupied.  I  am  not,  of 
course,  saying  that  this  is  an  argument 
against  adequate,  rational,  and  becom- 
ing measures  of  defence  for  the  security 
of  a  country  which  is  bound  to  have  re- 
gard to  its  own  safety ;  nor  am  I  con- 
tending that  the  pecuniary  aspect  of  the 
question  is  the  whole,  or  even  the  most 
important  part  of  the  various  branches 
of  the  subject.  But  if  my  hon.  Friend, 
on  account  of  the  withdrawal  of  labour 
from  peaceful  industry  to  warlike  pur- 
poses, doubles  the  £150,000,000  I  can- 
not fiind  fault  with  him.  We  have,  first, 
to  consider  the  effect  of  the  War  Esti- 
mates ;  next,  the  withdrawal  of  labour 
from  other  pursuits;  and,  thirdly,  the 
consequences  of  former  wars  of  which 
we  are  now  bearing  the  charge.  In  this 
matter  it  is  wonderful  to  see  how  much 
more  easy  it  is  to  judge  our  ancestors 
than  ourselves.  It  is  exactly  the  case 
of  judging  one's  neighbour  as  compared 
with  oneself.  It  is  very  easy  for  us  to 
find  out  that  other  nations  are  extra- 
vagant in  the  military  and  naval  estab* 
lishments  which  they  maintain ;  but  the 
hon.  and  gallant  C!olonel  opposite 
rColonel  Bumaby)  has  told  us  that  his 
friends  in  foreign  armies  have  pressed 
the  point  upon  him  that  we  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  an  insular  position,  and  that 
we  ought,  in  consequence,  to  be  able  to 
afford  a  better  example  to  the  world.  I 
shall  not  enter  into  any  argument  on 
that  point  at  present ;  but  I  may  ob- 
serve that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  wars 
which  have  led  to  the  creation  of  the 
National  Debts  of  the  world  have  been 
chiefly  dynastic  or  religious  or  re-action- 
ary  wars,  and  almost  all  of  them  wrong 
and  unjust.  If  those  wars  have  left  be- 
hind them  National  Debts  now  passing 
£4, 000, 000,000— I  was  not  aware  that  the 
figures  were  quite  so  high — there  has 
to  be  paid  in  the  shape  of  interest  an 
amount  little  short  of  £160,000,000,  to 
be  added  to  the  £150,000,000  which  my 
hon.  Friend  has  mentioned  in  his  com- 
putation. I  am  afraid,  therefore,  that 
£450,000,000  or  £500,000,000  is  some- 
where about  the  actual  charge  to 
Europe  for  past  wars  and  its  present 
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preparations  for  the  same  purposes. 
That  is  the  pecuDinaiy  view  of  the 
matter;  but  there  is  a  point  at  which 
this  pecuniary  question  becomes  con- 
nected with  another  question.  My  hon. 
Friend  was  quite  right  when  he  said 
that,  in  many  countries,  what  may  be 
called  war  interests  are  created  by  the 
extraoi*dinary  expenditure  which  is  in- 
dulged in.  The  case  of  the  Gape  of 
Good  Hope  has  been  .quoted,  and  I  do 
not  think  a  fairer  or  better  instance 
could  be  cited.  Nothing  can  be  so 
ruinous  to  a  country,  nothing  so  mis- 
chievous as  to  its  progpress  and  the  for- 
mation of  a  just  civilization,  as  to  be  in 
the  position  which  we  have  too  often 
witnessed  in  the  case  of  the  inhabitants 
of  our  own  Colonies  in  later  times,  of 
having  the  privilege  of  provoking  wars 
for  which  they  were  not  called  upon  to 
pay.  When  we  say  to  a  community — 
**We  will  pay  the  expenses  of  your 
wars,"  they  may  imagine  that  we  are 
conferring  upon  them  a  great  favour ; 
but  I  believe  their  worst  enemies  could 
not  devise  a  scheme  more  lowering  to 
the  character  of  free  citizens  in  a  free 
State.  Going  back  to  the  debates  of 
30  or  40  years,  we  find  Mr.  Cobden  in  a 
very  marked  degree,  and  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  in  a  degree  less  marked,  but,  no 
doubt,  not  less  sincere,  even  then  deplor- 
ing the  enormous  scale  on  which  the 
military  establishments  of  Europe  were 
maintained,  and  the  tendency  of  those 
military  establishments  not  to  preserve 
peace,  but  to  weaken  the  securities  for 
Its  continnance.  Since  that  period — 
since  Sir  Eobert  Peel  thought  it  his 
duty  in  his  place  in  Parliament  to  call 
attention  to  the  dangers  which  menaced 
Europe  through  the  maintenance  of 
needless  establishments — these  estab- 
lishments have  been  in  some  cases 
doubled,  or  trebled,  and  the  cost  of 
them  is  advancing  at,  perhaps,  even  a 
greater  rate.  Amid  all  our  boasts  of 
civilization — amid  all  our  ideas  of  in- 
cessant progress — we  have  this  sad,  al- 
most plague  spot,  as  it  may  be  called, 
upon  us ;  and,  as  my  hon.  Friend  says, 
we  delude  ourselves  with  the  notion  and 
cling  to  the  idle  and  empty  formula — 
for  such  it  has  become — that  to  be  pre- 
pared for  war  is  the  best  wav  to  avert 
It.  My  hon.  Friend  has  said,  and  said 
with  truth,  that  at  one  time  an  endeavour 
wasmade  by  Lord  Clarendon, in  conjunc- 
tion with  the  Government  of  which  I  had 

Mr.  Gladstam 


the  honour  to  be  the  head  in  1 869,  tosetin 
motion  if  we  could  some  small  measure,  at 
least  as  a  beginning,  of  disarmament. 
It  was  not  an  attempt  to  combine  the 
armed  nations  of  Europe  for  that  pur- 
pose. Lord  Clarendon's  belief,  in  which 
I  still  share,  was  that  if  you  could  gather 
the  Plenipotentiaries  of  Europe  round 
a  table  to  hear  a  discussion  on  disarma- 
ment, their  meetings  would  end  in  no 
positive  and  substantial  result,  and  that 
the  only  way  in  which  a  measure  of  dis- 
armament can  be  initiated  is  in  detail. 
It  is  to  take  advantage  of  some  occasion 
when  particular  countries  are  in  face  of 
each  other — burdening  their  own  people, 
exhausting  their  own  resources,  and  en- 
dangering peace — and  to  endeavour  to 
prevail  on  tnem  relatively  to  these  par- 
ticular circumstances  to  pursue  a  more 
rational  course.  Lord  Clarendon  was 
apprehensive,  in  1869,  of  those  diffi- 
culties with  respect  to  which  his  prog- 
nostications were  but  too  speedily  and 
surely  verified.  He  thouj^ht  the  rela- 
tions between  France  and  Germany  were 
menacing  to  Europe;  and  he  endea- 
voured to  prevail  on  those  two  countries 
to  begin  tne  good  work  of  some  small 
measure  of  disarmament.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  refer  to  this  matter  in  the  charac- 
ter of  a  judge  between  those  two  gpreat 
countries.  What  happened  was  simply 
this:  The  French  Government  adopted 
the  first  part  of  Lord  Clarendon*s  pro- 
posal to  this  extent — that  they  offered 
to  make  a  reduction  in  their  Army  of 
10,000  men.  It  was  not  a  large  re* 
duction ;  but  it  was  a  reduction.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Government  of  Germany 
stated  that  the  force  they  had  under 
arms  was  smaller  in  proportion  to  their 
population  than  the  force  of  France, 
and  that,  consequently,  they  could  not 
undertake  to  make  any  reduction  what- 
ever. That  is  the  history  of  the  effort 
made  by  Lord  Clarendon  ;  and  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  to  note  that  the 
effort  made  in  1869  was  not  forced  upon 
the  Government  by  any  Parliamentaiy 
movement.  It  was  an  effort  made  by 
them  spontaneously,  and  from  a  desire, 
if  possible,  to  make  some  progress,  how- 
ever small,  in  the  beginning  of  an  un- 
dertaking which  would,  if  it  acquired 
any  considerable  development,  be  of  im« 
measurable  benefit  to  Europe.  It  is  on 
that  ground  I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  not 
to  compel  me  to  vote  upon  his  Motion. 
What  I  would  say  to  my  hon.  Friend  is 
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this :  If  he  has  reason  to  suspect  a  want 
of  inclination  on  the  part  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  move  in  the  direction  of  pro- 
moting peace  and  pacific  means  in  the 
reduction  of  armaments,  then  he  would 
be  perfectly  justified,  whatever  our  gene- 
ral political  relations  may  be,  in  striving 
to  force  the  Motion  upon  us.  But  if  he 
really  believes  that  we  are  associated 
with  him  in  the  desire  he  entertains, 
then  I  would  ask  my  hon.  Friend  to 
allow  us  some  discretion  in  regard  to  i\\fi 
time  and  the  circumstances  of  our  action. 
With  regard  to  addressing  other  Powers 
upon  the  question,  that  is  a  very  serious 
step.  When  Lord  Clarendon  made  over- 
tures to  France  and  Germany,  there  was 
nothing  in  our  policy  in  any  portion  of 
the  globe  that  at  all  weakened  our  posi- 
tion or  made  it  otherwise  than  desirable 
to  be  the  authors  of  such  overtures. 
This  was  an  essential  point.  It  was 
necessary  that  we  should  stand  recti  in 
curid,  and  that  we  should  not  be  met 
with  the  remark — "  What  are  you  doing 
yourselves  ?  Tou  preach  the  gospel  of 
peace ;  but  are  your  hands  free  from  the 
stain  of  blood  ?  Have  you  purged  your- 
selves effectually  from  that  stain  ?  Have 
you  retired  from  the  positions  into  which 
you  have  been  driven?"  I  need  not 
enter  into  particulars ;  it  is  not  neces- 
sary, for  everyone  would  understand 
the  allusions  I  might  make.  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  agree  with  me  that  we 
must  have  some  regard  to  the  situation 
in  which  we  are  able  to  place  ourselves 
before  we  undertake  the  lofty  and,  in 
certain  circumstances,  the  pretentious 
office  of  instructing  other  nations.  There 
are,  in  my  opinion,  three  distinct  modes 
by  which,  apart  from  application  to 
other  Powers,  the  Government  of  this 
country  may  walk  in  the  direction  in- 
dicated by  my  hon.  Friend.  The  first 
and  the  most  essential  is  that  they  shall 
pursue  a  foreign  policy  of  peace  and 
justice.  Unless  they  do  that,  the  words 
of  admonition  they  may  use  to  others 
will  be  a  bitter  mockery  in  the  estimate 
of  others.  The  second  condition  is  that 
they  shall  study  to  the  best  of  their 
abiutv  whether  they  can  honestly  mode- 
rate their  defensive  establishments.  That 
ta  a  point  on  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  not  in  a  position  at  this 
^9Tr  early  period  of  their  existence  to 
make  any  announcement  or  to  give  any 
definite  promise.  Of  course,  when  1 
ipatk  of  moderate  eetaUishmanta  I  esti- 


mate  moderation  by  the  just  proportion 
between  the  real  demands  of  the  country 
for  its  honour  and  its  safety  and  the 
charge  and  the  extent  of  establishments 
which  are  required  by  Parliament  and 
by  the  people  in  order  to  maintain  these 
essential  things.  There  is  a  third  way, 
however,  in  which  I  think  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  to  qualify 
Itself  for  becoming  a  missionary  for  those 
beneficial  purposes  which  are  contem- 
plated by  my  hon.  Friend ;  that  is,  by 
showing  their  disposition,  when  they  are 
themselves  engaged  in  controversy,  to 
adopt  those  amicable  and  pacific  means 
of  escape  from  their  disputes  rather 
than  to  resort  to  war.  Need  I  assure 
my  hon.  Friend  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  (Mr.  Baxter)  that  the  dis- 
positions which  led  us  to  become  par- 
ties to  the  arbitration  on  the  Alabama 
case  are  still  with  us  the  same  as  ever ; 
that  we  are  not  discouraged;  that  we 
are  not  damped  in  the  exercise  of  these 
feelings  by  tnefact  that  we  were  amerced, 
and  severely  amerced,  by  the  sentence 
of  the  International  Tribunal;  and  that, 
although  we  may  think  the  sentence  was 
harsh  in  its  extent,  and  unjust  in  its 
basis,  we  regard  the  fine  imposed  on  this 
country  as  dust  in  the  balance  compared 
with  the  moral  value  of  the  example 
set  when  these  two  great  nations  of 
England  and  America — which  are  among 
the  most  fiery  and  the  most  jealous  in 
the  world  with  regard  to  anything  that 
touches  national  honour — went  in  peace 
and  concord  before  a  judicial  tribunal 
to  dispose  of  these  pamful  differences, 
rather  than  to  resort  to  the  arbitra- 
ment of  the  sword.  These  are  the 
means  by  which  I  think  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  Government  at  all  events 
to  prepare  the  way  for  holding  the 
language  of  peace,  and  even  for  re- 
commending on  the  proper  occasion  dis- 
armament among  the  assembled  Powers 
of  Europe.  Some  time  must,  in  my 
judgment,  elapse  before  these  conditions 
can  have  been  sufficiently  realized  in 
our  case  to  qualify  us  for  the  duties 
which  my  hon.  Friend  benevolently  and 
philanthropically  wishes  us  to  under- 
take. My  hon.  Friend  has  been  referring, 
as  I  have  been  referring  myself,  to  the 
proceedings  of  Mr.  Cobden  on  tiiis  sub- 
ject. In  1  tt49  Mr.  Cobden  made  a  Motion 
very  closely  corresponding  in  its  terms 
with  that  of  my  hon.  Friend.  On  that 
oocaaioni  when  Mr.  Cobden  had  in  view 
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gomething  of  the  nature  of  general  dis- 
armament, Lord  Palmerston  made  a 
speech  expressing  his  great  admiration 
of  the  sentiment  of  Mr.  Cobden,  and 
expressing  the  conviction,  which  I  en- 
tirely share,  that  a  discussion  of  this 
kind  is  not  a  thing  to  be  viewed  with 
jealousy  or  grudge,  but  to  be  regarded 
as  an  opportunity — a  beneficial  oppor- 
tunity— of  declaring  one's  opinion  on 
matters  of  the  highest  importance.  Lord 
Palmerston,  on  mat  occasion,  moved  the 
Previous  Question,  in  order  that  he  might 
not  appear  to  negative  Mr.  Cobden's 
Motion.  Mr.  Cobden,  however,  thought 
fit  on  that  occasion  to  go  to  a  division. 
In  the  year  1851  Mr.  Oobden  renewed 
his  Motion  in  substance,  but  gave  it  a 
more  specific  application,  and  made  it 
refer  only  to  the  relations  between  Eng- 
land and  France.  He  moved  an  Address 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  her — 

"To  enter  into  commonication  with  the 
GoTemment  of  France,  and  endeavour  to  pre- 
vent in  future  that  rivalry  of  warlike  prepara- 
tion in  time  of  Peace,  which  has  hitherto  been 
the  policy  of  the  two  Governments,  and  to  pro- 
mote, if  possible,  a  mutual  reduction  of  arma- 
ments." 

I  am  interested  in  finding  a  difference 
between  Mr.  Oobden's  two  Motions, 
because  I  think  he  perceived  that  an 
attempt  to  act  on  all  Irowers  simultane- 
ously was  not  as  likely  to  succeed  as  an 
invitation  to  one  other  Power  to  enter 
into  communication  with  a  view  to  dis- 
armament. On  the  occasion  in  question 
Lord  Palmerston  said — 

"I  am  glad  that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
West  Ridinff  has  taken  advantage  of  this  meeting 
of  the  world  (the  Exhibition  of  1851)  to  declare 
in  his  place  in  Parliament  those  principles  of 
universal  peace  which  do  honour  to  him  and  the 
country  in  which  they  are  proclaimed ;  and,  if 
I  object  to  being  sent  bound  and  fettered  into  a 
negotiation  through  which  I  confess  I  cannot 
see  my  practical  way,  it  is  not  because  I  object 
to  the  end  the  hon.  Member  desires  and  proposes 
to  accomplish,  but  because  I  think  that  end  is 
more  likely  to  be  accelerated  by  the  language 
of  the  hon.  Member,  and  the  sentiments  he  and 
the  House  have  expressed,  than  it  would  be  bj 
the  particular  and  specific  Motion  he  has  this 
evening  brought  before  us." — [3  Sansardf  cxvii. 
941.] 

He  went  on  to  say — 

"  Her  Majesty's  Government  feel  as  ardently 
on  the  subject  as  any  man  in  this  country  or  in 
the  world  can  do ;  and  as  far  as  their  influence, 
and  power,  and  persuasion  may  extend,  they 
will,  so  long  as  it  may  be  their  lot  to  have  any- 
thing  to  do  with  the  affairs  of  the  countr\%  use 
every  effort  in  their  power  to  avert  the  miseries 
and  calamities  of  war.*'~[/^i'^.] 

Jfr,  Gladstone 


Mr.  Cobden  expressed  his  unfeimed 
satisfaction  with  the  tone  of  the  debate 
and  with  the  declaration  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Foreign  Secretary,  and  with- 
drew his  Motion  without  pressing  it  to  a 
division.  I  venture  to  express  my  hope 
that  that  course  may  be  taken  by  my 
hon.  Friend  on  the  present  occasion.  It 
is  not  desirable,  under  present  circum- 
stances, that  the  House  should  place  the 
Oovemment  in  a  position  in  which  they 
would  be  compelled  either  to  seem  to 
slight  the  great  authority  of  the  House, 
or  to  be  driven  at  a  time  which  we  do 
not  believe  yet  to  be  ripe  or  opportune 
to  make  overtures  to  otner  Powers  of  the 
world  under  circumstances  and  at  a 
moment  from  which  we  could  not  anti- 
cipate beneficial  results. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  that 
while  he  was  prepared  to  support  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  merthyr, 
he  was  also  ready  to  acquiesce  in  its 
withdrawal,  or  in  any  course  his  hon. 
Friend  might  think  it  wise  to  take  after 
the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister.  He 
quite  appreciated  the  force  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  re- 
marks, and  understood  that  in  many 
cases  it  was  more  easy  to  teach  bv  pre- 
cept than  by  example.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  in  the  present  com- 
plicated state  of  Europe  the  g^eat  arma- 
ments which  they  saw  were  as  much  a 
result  as  a  cause.  He  could  not  help 
feeling  that  the  unhappy  state  of  the 
political  organization  of  many  countries, 
the  unhappy  union  of  Provinces  that 
ought  more  properly  to  be  purted,  and 
the  separation  of  States  and  sections  of 
States  from  their  natural  connection,  led 
to  that  antagonism  between  nation  and 
nation  which  had  its  natural  outcome  in 
those  increased  armaments  which  had 
been  referred  to.  He  did  not  wish  to 
particularize  by  illustrations,  because 
where  responsible  Ministers  shrank  from 
pointing  tneir  remarks  by  apposite  illus- 
trations which  were  in  the  minds  of  all, 
it  was  better  for  others  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample of  eloquent  silence.  In  the  Par- 
liament of  England  and  in  the  House  of 
Commons  they  had  a  right,  as  it  was 
their  dutv,  first  of  all  to  look  at  home, 
to  do  what  was  practical,  and  to  sA 
themselves  whether,  in  proclaiming  their 
love  for  peace  and  disinclination  to  arma- 
ments and  militaiy  preparations,  it  was 
not  possible  to  do  something  to  give 
effect  to  their  view9.     TLo  course  of  this 
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dountry  ought  to  be  one  of  peaceful 
progress,  not  of  military  aggression ; 
and  the  expression  which  that  sentiment 
had  found  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  the  course  of  that  debate  would 
strengthen  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  if  they  should  choose  to 
enter  on  a  course  of  peace  and  military 
retrenchment.  It  was  perhaps  by  ex- 
ample that  they  could  best  promote  the 
course  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr 
had  at  heart.  He  feared  that  if  they 
were  to  go  at  that  moment  into  the 
councils  of  Europe,  and  invite  the  nations 
to  simultaneous  disarmament,  they  would 
say — "  Would  you  guarantee  us  against 
the  consequences  of  the  jealousies  and 
hatreds  resulting  from  past  wars  ?  Will 
you  secure  to  us  that  the  state  of  Europe, 
so  eminentiy  unstable,  shall  become 
stable  ?  "  When  they  thought  of  these 
things  they  must  see  that  it  was  difficult, 
say  even  for  such  a  country  as  Spain,  to 
consent  to  something  which  inyolved  the 
relinquishment  of  an  object  of  national 
longing  on  their  part.  He  thought, 
considering  all  these  things,  it  was  more 
possible  for  them  to  do  something  by 
acting  on  those  organizations  where  they 
were  complete  masters  of  the  situation 
within  the  region  of  their  own  authority 
and  political  responsibility,  and  then, 
when  they  had  washed  their  hands  of 
that  blood  of  aggression  of  which  many 
of  thom  felt  that  they  were  g^ltily  en- 

t'oying  the  gains,  they  might  gOf  fortified 
»y  example,  and  speak  a  word  of  counsel 
that  might  be  advantageous  in  Europe. 
Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  thought 
they  might  all  be  satisfied  at  hearing  that 
the  spirit  of  the  Gh>yemment  was  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  fViend. 
In  the  belief  that  that  opinion  deserved 
to  be  recorded  he  wotud  propose  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect;  but  before 
doing  so  he  wished  to  observe  that  he 
would  not  be  the  first  to  denounce  the 
employment  of  force  for  a  just  object. 
Almost  the  first  speech  he  had  the  honour 
of  making  in  that  House  was  a  speech 
distinctly  m  favour  of  the  employment 
of  force  for  the  procuring  of  what  he 
believed  to  be  just  ends.  He  would  not, 
thereibre,  engage  in  an^  abstract  con- 
demnation of  war  when  justified  by  such 
an  object.  The  Prime  Minister  referred 
to  the  case  of  Italy.  No  one  could  deny 
that  the  unification  of  Italy,  which  had 
given  so  much  satisfaction,  could  not 
have  been  produced  so  soon,  if  at  all  in 


this  generation,  if  force  had  not  been 
employed.  The  Austrian  Government 
did  not  withdraw  its  forces  from  Lom- 
bardy  and  Venice  from  any  conviction  of 
the  injustice  of  its  domination  over  the 
Italian  people.  Nor  was  it  simply  from 
a  feeling  oi  injustice  on  the  part  of  the 
Bourbon  dynasty  that  the  Two  Sicilies  be- 
came lost  to  them.  He  would  have  been 
flad  if  in  the  course  of  recent  years  a 
esire  had  been  shown  by  the  British 
Government  and  Parliament  for  the  pro- 
motion of  the  gresit  work  of  liberation 
further  in  the  East  of  Europe.  All  that 
brought  him  to  the  conclusion  that  if 
there  was  a  desire  to  promote  peace  and 
the  disarmament  of  Europe  their  efforts 
must  be  primarily  devoted  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  just  international  relations 
in  Europe.  It  was  in  the  establishment 
of  justice  between  nations  that  they 
should  have  the  best  security  for  the 
establishment  of  peace  between  nations. 
As  long  as  they  had  injustice  between 
nations  they  could  not  possibly  prevent 
a  spirit  of  international  antipathy  from 
being  maintained,  nor  avert  the  danger 
of  war.  The  Government  over  which 
the  Prime  Minister  formerly  presided 
did  something  towards  establishing  par- 
tial disarmament  between  France  and 
Germany.  When  the  Franco-German 
War  unhappily  seemed  to  be  certain 
they  entered  into  a  Treatgr  with  the  two 
principals  in  that  war,  by  which  they 
boimd  themselves  by  certain  definite  ob- 
ligations to  incur  the  risk  of  hostilities  in 
order  to  maintain  the  just  rights  of  Bel- 
gium. No  act  of  the  Government  could 
be  regarded  with  greater  satisfaction. 
But  the  Prime  Minister  would  forgive 
him  when  he  said  that  he  wished  the 
conclusion  of  the  Franco-German  War 
had  been  accompanied  by  some  similar 
act.  They  all  knew  perfectly  well  that 
there  was  no  danger  to  the  peace  of 
Europe  so  formidable  as  the  terms  of  the 
Trea^  between  France  and  Germany 
which  closed  that  war.  The  French  were 
not  satisfied  ;  the  Germans  were  appre- 
hensive. Therefore,  the  terms  of  that 
Treaty  were  a  standing  menace  to 
Europe.  He  was  speaking  in  ignorance 
of  the  efforts  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment at  the  time ;  but  he  would  have 
been  elad  if  there  had  been  some  public 
recora  that  they  had  approached  tbe  two 
belligerents  and  proffered  to  enter  into 
some  engagement  which,  upon  a  just 
termination  of  the  war,   should  have 
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bound  tlie  Powers  of  Europe  to  main- 
tain that  just  terminatioo.  That  would 
have  been  a  real  step  towards  peace. 
But,  as  he  said  before,  he  rose  to  move 
an  Amendment  to  which  he  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  assent,  an 
Amendment  which  would  enunciate  the 
sentiments  which  had  been  heard  with 
great  satisfaction  from  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, and  which  mifj^ht  satisfy  the  ambi- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Eichard) 
by  putting  on  record  the  policy  of  Eng- 
land on  the  matter.  He  begged  to  move 
to  omit  all  the  words  after  the  word 
**  that"  in  order  to  insert — 

**  In  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on  all  occasions, 
when  circumstances  admit  of  it,  to  recommend 
to  Foreign  Governments  the  reduction  of  Euro- 
pean Armameats." 


Mr.  W.  fowler  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  the  duty  of 
Her  Mijesty*s  Government  on  all  occasions, 
when  circumstances  admit  of  it,  to  recommend 
to  Foreign  Governments  a  reduction  of  Euro- 
pean Armaments,** — {Mr,  Courtn0i/,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  should  rather 
acquiesce  than  concur  in  the  adoption  of 
this  Amendment,  but  simply  upon  the 
ground  that  I  am  not  friendly,  as  a 

funeral  rule,  to  the  assertion  by  the 
ouse  of  C!ommons  of  propositions  not 
susceptible  of  immediate  application  to 
practice.  I  doubt  the  policy  of  it.  At 
the  same  time,  I  should  not  wish,  in  the 
present  'state  of  things,  to  go  so  far  as 
to  resist  the  passing  of  the  Amendment, 
embodying,  as  it  does,  what  is  un- 
doubtedly true,  and  what  is  likewise  in 
itself  of  the  highest  importance.  I  there- 
fore will  not  take  any  steps,  even  by 
moving  the  Previous  Question,  to  pre- 
vent the  adoption  of  the  Amendment,  if 
there  be  a  general  wish  in  the  House  to 
adopt  it;  out,  on  the  ground  I  have 
stated,  I  confess  I  should  not  have  re- 
commended that  course. 

Mr.  BICH  AHD  expressed  the  extreme 
satisfaction  with  which  he  had  listened 
to  what  he  must  call  the  magnificent 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister,  which 
was  one  of  the  most  eloquent  expositions 

Mr.  Courtmif 


of  the  policy  of  peace  he  had  ever  heard* 
and  its  effect,  he  was  sure,  would  be 
most  beneficial.  He  would  withdraw 
his  Motion ;  but  it  would  be  very  gratify- 
ing if  the  Prime  Minister  would  allow 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  to  be  passed  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
all  occasions,  when  circumstances  admit  of  it, 
to  recommend  to  Foreign  Gk)vemment8  a  re- 
duction of  European  Armaments. 

VACCINATION  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Doosoir,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Vaccination  Acts,  ordered  to  bo  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Dodson  and  Mr.  Hibbult. 

SOUTH    WESTERN    (oP    LONDON)    DISTRICT 

POST  OFFICE  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Frbdbricx  CATBNDitR, 
Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty^s  Postmaster  Gene- 
ral to  enlarge  and  acquire  a  Site  for  the  South 
Western  (of  London)  District  Post  Office, 
ordered  io  bo  brought  in  by  Lord  Fubdxbicx 
Catbkdish  and  Mr.  Fawobtt. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
pot  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  acHoumed  at  a  quarter 
before  Nino  o  dock. 


*#^^N#^»»»%^»»^* 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  16M  June,  1880. 


MINUTES.]  — Sblict  CoMMrrrBs— JZijwrt— 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  [No. 

22fi]. 
Public  Btlls — Buoluiion  in  Committee — Ordered 

^Firet  Reading  —  Merchant  Shipping  Act 

(1S64)  Amendment «  [224]. 
Ordered  -  Firet  i;#a<ffn^---Juror8*  Remuneration* 

[223];    County   Bridges*    [226];    Statutes 

(Derfnition  of  Time)  •  [226]. 
Firet Reading — Vaccination  Acts  Amendment* 

[222] ;  South  Western  (of  Ixmdon)  District 

Post  Office  •  [227]. 
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Sifiond  RMding^Town  Coundla  (AldermexO 
[133] ;  Licensing  Laws  Amendment  [183 J, 
Mate  adjourned, 

Seiect  Committee— Bifiha  and  Deaths  Begistra- 
tion  (Ireland)*  [166],  nominated. 

Considered  at  amended — Judicial  Factors  (Scot* 
land)  •  [162]. 

Third  Seadinff—hoctii  QoTemment  (Gas)  Pro- 
▼isional  Order*  [123],  nnd pasted. 

Withdrawn— AgricvdiJuaX  Holdings  (Scotland) 
(Notice  of  Removal)  [141];  Gun  Licence 
Act  (1870)  Amendment  [193];  Employers 
and  Workmen  Act  (1875)  (Extension  to  Sea- 
men) [204]. 


OONTROVEBTED  ELEOTIOVS. 

Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  received  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Cer- 
tificate and  Report  relating  to  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Gravesend;  and  from  Lord 
Chief  Justice  Morris,  one  of  the  Judges  selected 
in  pursuance  of  the  same  Act,  a  Beport  relating 
to  the  Election  for  the  County  of  Wicklow. 


OBAYESEin)    ELECnolf. 

To  the  Bt.  Honhle. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honorahle  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henry  Lopes,  knight,  two  of  the  Judges  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  and  Judges  for  the  time 
being  assigned  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions 
in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursuance  of  The 
Parliamentairy  Elections  Act,  1868,  certify  that 
upon  the  31st  day  of  May  and  several  days  fol- 
lowing, we  duly  held  a  dburt  in  the  Borough  of 
Gravesend  for  the  trial  of,  and  did  try,  the 
Election  Petition  for  the  said  Borough  between 
Sir  Francis  Wyatt  Truscott,  knight.  Petitioner ; 
and  Thomas  Bevan,  Bespondent;  and,  in  fur- 
ther pursuance  of  the  said  Act,  We  determined 
that  the  said  Thomas  Bevan  was  not  duly  re- 
turned nor  elected,  and  that  the  said  Election 
void. 


And  wo  now  certify  such  our  determination 
to  you  according  to  the  Statute. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  of  ooimpt 
practices  having  been  committed  at  the  said 
Ejection,  We,  in  further  pursuanoe  of  the  said 
Act,  report  as  follows: — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  such  Election. 

2.  That  the  following  penons  were  proved  at 
the  said  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
practioet  within  the  meaning  of  The  Corrupt 
Practices  Act,  1864.  And  that  the  nature  of 
the  corrupt  pnctices  proved,  and  the  names  of 
the  parsons  against  whom  they  were  proved, 
are  as  follows  :— 


Bobert  WUliaois, 
fleory  Howard, 
William  Badman, 
James  Weeks, 


Of  bribing. 


Of  being  bribed. 


Patrick  Dooley, 
Thomas  Allen, 
Edward  Best, 
Alfred  Woodford, 

William  Sheen,  \ 

William  Charles  Mid-  }  Of  corrupt  treating, 
dleton,  ) 

8.  That  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the 
Election  to  which  the  said  Petition  relates. 

4.  We  furUier  report  that  the  said  Petition 
contained  a  claim  to  the  seat  and  also  of  a 
scrutiny.  This  portion  of  the  Petition  was 
subsequen^y  abandoned. 

The  Bespondent  set  up  a  recriminatory  case 
which  was  also  abandonecL 

We  have  no  grounds  for  making  any  further 
Special  Beport. 

Dated  this  15th  day  of  June,  1880. 

Gbo&oe  DsmcAir. 
Hekbt  Lopbs. 


WICKLOW  ELECTION. 

High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland. 

Common  Pleas  Division. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

In  the  matter  of  the  Election  Petition  for  the 
County  of  Wicklow. 

Waiiam  Wentworth  FitEWilliam  Dick,  Peti- 
tioner; James  Carlisle  McCoan  and  Howard 
Brooke,  Bespondents. 

The  said  Common  Pleas  Division,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  provisions  of  the  86Ui  section  of 
the  said  Act,  do  hereby  report  to  the  Bight 
Honourable  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Cran- 
mons, — 

That  the  Petition  in  this  matter,  a  copy  of 
which  is  hereunto  annexed,  was  duly  presented 
to  this  Division  on  the  3rd  day  of  'btay  1880, 
and  that  the  Petitioner,  on  the  14  th  day  of 
June  inst.,  applied  to  the  Court,  by  special 
application,  pursuant  to  the  said  statute,  for 
leave  to  withdraw  said  Petition. 

And  it  appearing  to  the  Court  that  the  notice 
of  the  said  application  required  by  the  said  Act 
had  been  given  in  the  said  County,  and  no  per- 
son having  applied  to  be  substituted  as  reti- 
tioner  instead  of  the  said  William  Wentworth 
FiuWiUiam  Dick,  the  Court,  on  the  said  14th 
day  of  June  inst.,  made  an  order  permitting 
the  said  Petition  to  bo  withdrawn,  and  the  same 
has  been  withdrawn  accordingly. 

And  the  Court  do  herobv  report  that,  in  their 
opinion,  the  withdrawal  of  the  said  Petition  was 
not  the  result  of  any  corrupt  arrangement,  or 
in  consideration  of  the  withdrawal  of  any  other 
Petition. 

Signed  on  behalf  of  the  Court,  this  16th  day 
of  June  1880. 

M.  MOBBIS, 

C.  J.  C.  Plsas. 


And  the  said  Certificate  and  Bsportt 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Joonula  of  this 
House. 
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ORDERS   OF  THE  BAT. 


TOWN  COUNCILS  (ALDERMEN)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  JatMBy  Lord  Ramaay,  Mr,  JDillwyn.) 

[bill    133.]   SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
remarked  that  the  office  of  Alderman 
was  very  ancient ;  but  there  was  an  im- 
pression that  it  had  degenerated  into  a 
somewhat  useless  office.    It  was  origin- 
ally a  combination  of  duties  partly  local 
and  partly  magisterial ;  and  it  was,  as 
they    all    knew,   derived  from  Anglo- 
Saxon    times.     It  was    aspired  to  as 
being  a  stepping-stone  to  the  highest 
office    of    local  government  —  that    of 
Mayor — of   the    various   municipalities 
throughout  the  United  Kingdom.    The 
measure  introduced  by  Lord  John  Bus- 
sell  in  1885  for  the  reform  of  the  Muni- 
cipal C!orporations  proposed  the  abolition 
of    the    aldermanic    office;    but   Lord 
Lyndhurst  carried  an  Amendment  in  the 
House  of  Peers,  to  the  effect  that  one- 
fourth   of  each   Town  Council    should 
consist  of  Aldermen  to  be  elected  for 
life.    This  Amendment  was  opposed  in 
the  Commons,  and  after  a  good  deal  of 
discussion  it  was  proposed  that  one-third 
of  the  Aldermen  should  be  appointed  for 
six  years,  and  that  half  of  them  should 
retire  every  three  years.    A  conference 
of  the  two  Houses  was  then  held  and 
the  compromise  was  then  accepted.    The 
Bill  was  only  passed  on  the  explicit  un- 
derstanding that  the  question  of  a  self- 
elected  body  existing  within  the  Town 
Councils  should  be  reconsidered  at  an 
early  date.     Other  matters  of   greater 
importance  intervened,  and  the  conse- 
quence was  that  the  state  of  things  then 
introduced    had    remained  unchanged 
down  to  the  present  time,  although  great 
dissatisfaction    had    arisen    in    many 
boroughs — notably  Leicester,  Leeds,  and 
Winchester,  where  resolutions  had  been 
passed  for  an  alteration  in  the  law.    In 
some  instances  the  Town  Council  had, 
in  the  election  of  Aldermen,  wholly  dis- 
regarded   the    deliberately    expressed 
opinions  of  the  ratepayers.    To  remedy 
this  state  of  things,  nis  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Heymte)  introduced   in    1875    a    Bill 
which  was  intended  to  provide  for  the 
appointment  of  Aldermen  by  the  cumula- 


tive vote.  There  being  many  objections 
to  the  principle  of  cumulative  voting, 
the  House  coidd  not  accede  to  the  pro- 
posal ;  but  the  Government  thought  the 
circumstances  submitted  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Leicestershire  were  suffi- 
ciently grave  to  induce  them  to  take  up  the 
question,  and  the  late  Secretary  and  the 
U nder  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  expressed  themselves  en- 
tirely in  favour  of  the  general  principles 
advocated  by  the  introducer  of  the  Bill, 
and  promised  to  deal  with  the  subject  at  a 
future  time.  Indeed,  the  Home  Secretary 
moved  the  Previous  Question  on  the  dis- 
tinct understanding  that  he  would  deal 
with  the  subject  in  another  year.  But  no- 
thing was  done,  and  the  matter  still  re- 
mained unsettied.  The  proposal  of  his  Bill 
was  perhaps  the  simplest  and  most  mode- 
rate in  its  tone  that  anyone  coidd  make. 
It  proposed  that  no  Alderman  hereafter 
elected  should  be  entitied  to  give  his 
vote  for  the  election  of  another  Alder- 
man, and  thus  perpetuate  a  system  of 
self-election  which  was  diametrically  op- 
jmsed  to  the  views  held  by  all  parties  in 
that  House  in  regard  to  local  govern- 
ment generally.  One  of  the  results  fol- 
lowing from  the  prevalence  of  the  pre- 
sent system  was  that  it  tended  to 
encourage  the  introduction  of  Party 
politics  in  municipal  bodies,  the  general 
rule  being  that  the  election  of  Mayor 
indicated  the  political  majority  of  the 
Corporation,  and  the  result  was  gene- 
rally determined  by  the  number  of 
Liberal  or  Conservative  Aldermen.  At 
the  municipal  elections  of  last  year  it 
was  stated  that  in  no  less  than  72  cases 
the  results  were  regarded  by  one  side 
or  the  other  as  Party  gains  or  losses ; 
and  it  was  a  fact  that  the  prevalence  of 
Party  feeling  and  motive  in  these  elec- 
tions had  g^atiy  increased  of  late  years. 
Their  desire  must  be  that  the  best  men 
should  fill  municipal  offices ;  but  imder 
the  present  system  men  were  made  Al- 
dermen not  on  that  ground,  and  many 
were  elected  after  they  had  been  re- 
jected by  the  ratepayers.  He  hoped 
that  the  Government  would  state  defi- 
nitely what  course  they  intended  to 
take  in  regard  to  the  question ;  and  he 
trusted  that  the  House  would  state  its 
omnion  strong  enough  to  show  that  the 
office  was  a  useless  one,  and  that  this 
Bill  ought  to  be  passed  into  law  this 
Session .  The  hon .  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
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Motion  made»  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (i/r.  W.  H.  Jamee.) 

Mb.  GOUELEY  did  not  think  that 
his  hon.  Friend  had  proved  that  the 
office  of  an  Alderman  was  more  useless 
than  that  of  a  Town  Councillor.  It  was 
an  office  almost  invariablj  conferred  for 
sendees  rendered  to  the  public ;  and  he 
did  not  understand  why  those  who  held 
it  should  be  supposed  to  be  specially  in- 
competent to  vote  on  municipal  questions 
in  the  C!ouncil.  He  believed  that  the 
measure  had  been  introduced  with  regard 
to  the  borough  of  Liyerpool,  and  a  few 
other  corporate  towns,  where  a  certain 

Solitical  Party  had  obtained  a  prepon- 
erating  influence  in  the  Town  Councils. 
No  demand  had  been  made  on  the  part 
of  the  boroughs  by  ratepayers  or  public 
bodies  for  the  change  now  proposed. 
The  true  solution  of  the  difficultyi  if 
there  really  was  a  difficulty,  would  be 
found  in  leaving  the  elections  in  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers.  If  the  rate- 
payers found  that  there  was  any  neces- 
sity for  the  discontinuance  or  a  change 
in  current  of  aldermanic  seats,  they 
would  be  sure  to  exert  themselves  and 
make  a  change.  If  they  were  to  prevent 
an  Alderman  from  voting  for  Aldermen, 
they  might  as  well  debar  him  from 
giving  any  vote  at  all.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  three  months. 

Mr.  BOWLEY  hill  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this 
day  three  months. "-^ifr.  Gaurley,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  CATNE  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Gateshead  (Mr.  James)  had  put  the 
whole  question  in  a  nutdiell  wnen  he 
nrgped  that,  under  the  present  arrange- 
ment, the  whole  system  of  popular  re- 
presentation was  set  aside.  At  liver- 
pool  in  particular  the  results  of  the 
present  mtem  were  extremely  unsatis- 
factory. If  Town  CouncillorB  were  elected 
for  four  years,  then  he  would  suggest 
that  at  the  end  of  the  third  year  Uie 
senior  should  take  the  office  of  Alder- 
man. Such  a  mode  of  nomination  would 
bring  about  a  better  arrangement  than 
that  which  existed  at  present.   .  Ha  even 


wished  that  his  hon.  Friend  had  brought 
in  a  Bill  to  abolish  the  office  of  Alder- 
man altogether;  but,  as  that  was  not 
now  proposed,  he  sincerely  trusted  that 
this  Bill  would  become  law,  and  be  in 
operation  next  November.  They  would 
have  better  and  more  x>opular  municipal 
government  under  its  provisions. 

Mr.  DALY  stated  that,  having  a 
lengthened  experience  as  Alderman,  he 
could  not  admit  the  principle  of  the 
present  Bill  or  the  remedy  proposed.  If 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill  had  oeen  more 
courageous,  and  had  endeavoured  to  as- 
similate the  principle  of  election  in  the 
English  mumcipahties  to  the  principle 
existing  in  the  Irish  boroughs,  they 
would  have  contributed  in  a  much 
greater  degree  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  If  they  were  to  consider  the 
operation  of  the  recent  laws  as  con- 
nected with  the  administration  of  the 
Corporations,  one  could  hardly  fail  to  be 
struck  with  the  important  duties  which 
now  devolve  upon  Corporations.  A  Cor- 
poration was  the  instrument  by  which  all 
the  sanitary  laws  were  put  into  operation. 
It  had  the  power  of  enabling  a  city  to 
become  healiliy  or  not ;  it  had  the  power 
to  control  the  sewers  of  the  city ;  and  it 
had  the  power  to  compel  the  owners  of 
proper^  to  effect  such  sanitary  measures 
as  conouced  to  the  health  of  the  city. 
Now,  the  principle  of  election  was  a 
faulty  one  where  the  burgesses  had  not 
the  power  of  affirming  or  condemning 
the  action  of  Aldermen.  The  principle 
of  election  existing  in  Irish  municipal 
borouffhs  was  that  Town  Councillors 
should  present  themselves  for  election 
every  three  years,  and  Aldermen  every 
six  years,  whether  he  be  a  new  man  or  a 
tried  one.  Such  a  system  was  much 
more  perfect  than  that  existing  in  Eng- 
land, because  it  gave  to  the  consti- 
tuencies the  opportunity  of  expressing 
their  approbation  or  diisapprobation  of 
the  members  of  the  Town  Council.  He 
himself  had  had  the  opportunity  of  re- 
cogniidng  the  influence  of  what  was 
caUed  new  blood;  and  he  found  that 
the  real  operation  of  the  municipal  laws 
depended  to  a  great  extent  upon  the 
activity  of  the  persons  constituting  the 
Corporation.  Oi  late  years  a  great  deal 
of  activity  had  been  displaced  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations,  owing  to  the 
pressure  put  upon  them  by  their  consti- 
tuents. Ketuming  to  the  measure  before 
the  House,  he  repeated  that  the  prindplo 
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of  the  Bill  was  faulty  and  defectivOi  and 
that  the  remedy  proposed  wasdefeotiTe.in- 
asmuch  as  it  practically  disqualified  cer- 
tain of  the  representatives  of  the  consti- 
tuency. He  therefore  recommended  to 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the 
measure  to  have  a  little  more  courage, 
and  hring  in  a  Bill  which  would  provide 
that  the  Aldermen  should  he  elected  by 
the  constituency  they  had  to  represent. 

Mr.  lewis  FBY  pointed  out  that  in 
Bristol  a  considerable  proportion  of  the 
gentlemen  who  filled  the  office  of  Alder- 
men were  young  men,  and,  as  in  many 
other  towns,  very  few  of  the  Aldermen 
had  previously  been  elected  Councillors. 
He  considered  that  the  more  Party  feeling 
was  kept  in  abeyance  the  better  it  would 
be  for  the  conduct  of  their  municipal 
affairs,  and  the  present  system  had  rather 
a  tendency  to  promote  and  increase 
Party  feeling,  because  there  was  a  strong 
sense  of  dissatisfaction  on  the  part  of  the 
ratepayers  when  they  felt  that  their 
opinion  was  not  represented  by  the  ma- 
jority of  the  Town  Council.  With  re- 
spect to  the  present  proposal,  he  rather 
thouffht  that  the  preferable  remedy 
would  be  to  repeal  that  provision  of 
the  Municipal  Corporations  Act  which 
enabled  the  Town  Council  to  elect  Alder- 
men from  gentlemen  who  were  not 
members  of  the  municipal  body ;  but 
the  present  state  of  things  was  so  very 
unsatisfactpry  that  he  should  support  the 
Bill  as  a  protest  against  it. 

Mb.  DAWSON  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  more  radical  measure  to  remedy  the 
existing  evil.  He  would  support  the 
Bill  as  a  step  in  advance ;  but  he  trusted 
that  at  no  distant  day  the  more  radical 
measure  indicated  by  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  introduced.  He  was  anxious 
to  assimilate  laws  of  Ireland  to  those  of 
England  from  which  the  Irish  people 
would  derive  a  benefit ;  and  he  likewise 
yery  much  wished  to  assimilate  laws  of 
England  to  those  of  Ireland  by  which  the 
English  people  would  get  a  benefit.  In 
Ireland  an  Alderman  was  elected,  in  the 
firstinstance,  by  havingamajority  of  votes 
of  the  ratepayers;  and,  therefore,  the  will 
of  the  ratepayers  was  entirely  carried  out 
in  the  matter.  In  England  it  appeared 
that  Aldermen  were  elected  from  an  al- 
ready elected  body ;  and  he  always  looked 
with  very  grave  suspicion  upon  elections 
which  were  of  such  averyoircamsoribed 
oharaoter.    He  considered  that  the  rate- 


payers should  have  the  selection,  in  the 
first  instance,  of  the  entire  Corporation, 
and  that  when  they  had  served  a  certain 
period,  and  had  got  an  acquaintance  with 
all  the  minute  and  multifarious  details 
of  the  work  required  of  them,  the  Alder- 
men should  be  chosen,  not  by  them- 
selves, but  by  the  constituents.  He  quite 
agreed  with  his  hon.  Friend  that  if  a 
man  had  served  for  four  years  in  the 
Council^  and  had  shown  very  great  atten- 
tion and  assiduity  in  his  work,  he  was 
entitled  to  be  promoted,  and  that  his 
power  to  do  good  would  be  greatly  in- 
creased. It  was  a  very  lamentable  thing 
even  in  Ireland  to  see  some  new  person, 
for  reasons  thoroughly  apart  from  his 
qualifications,  made  Alderman  and  put 
over  the  heads  of  those  who  had  probaoly 
served  a  diligent  apprenticeship  in  the 
Town  Council.     Such  a  thing,  it   ap- 

S eared,  was  done  in  England  in  a  more 
angerous  manner.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  had  spoken  of  the  daily  in- 
creasing duties  which  had  been  put  on 
the  various  municipalities  by  the  Acts 
which  had  been  passed  in  recent  years. 
Now,  it  was  necessary  that  the  men  who 
came  to  administer  these  laws  should 
have  had  experience  in  sanitary  matters. 
In  England  the  Corporations  had  to  deal 
somewhat  with  educational  matters ;  and 
they  had  the  power  of  instituting  reforms 
and  inculcating  social  habits  which,  he 
believed,  more  than  any  restrictive  laws, 
would  prevent  excesses  which  they  all  de- 
plored. He  should  support  the  present 
bill,  trusting,  however,  that  a  more  com- 
plete measure  would  shortly  be  intro- 
duced.        

Mr.  ROWLEY  HILL  did  not  deny 
that  the  position  of  Alderman  was  an 
exceedingly  anomalous  one,  but  thought 
that  the  remedy  proposed  would  be 
worse  than  the  evil  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gateshead  sought  to  remove. 
So  long  as  Aldermen  were  by  law  made 
members  of  Town  Councils,  and  invested 
with  all  the  duties  and  responsibilities 
of  Town  Councillors,  so  lone  it  seemed 
to  him  it  would  be  perfectly  inconsistent 
that  their  power  to  vote  should  be  limited 
on  any  occasion  where  their  personal 
interest  was  not  concerned.  The  point 
dealt  with  by  the  Bill  was  not  the  only 
one  in  which  the  municipal  laws  required 
amendment.  He  objected  to  a  piece- 
meal measure,  and  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  introduce  before  lonir 
.  more  ezteoave  reform.  ^ 
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Me.  CAU8T0N  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  state  of  things 
in  the  borough  of  C!olch ester,  which  he 
had  the  honour  to  represent.  For  43 
years  the  ConservatiTes  had  had  the 
ascendency  in  the  Council — in  fact,  a 
Liberal  Alderman  had  never  been  elected 
since  1836,  until  the  February  of  this 
year.  That  was  only  because  the  Libe- 
rals were  fortunate  enough  at  the  last 
municipal  election  to  secure  13  represen- 
tatives out  of  18  elected  Town  Council- 
lors. Tie  ought,  in  the  first  instance,  to 
state  how  the  Corporation  of  Colchester 
was  constituted.  It  was  comprised  of 
18  Town  Councillors  and  6  Aldermen. 
At  the  last  election  of  Aldermen  the 
Town  Councillors  consisted  of  10  Libe- 
rals and  8  Conservatives ;  but  although 
the  former  were  in  a  majority  they  had 
no  control  over  the  election  of  Aldermen, 
because  the  Aldermen  who  had  pre- 
viously been  elected,  not  by  the  voice  of 
the  town,  but  by  one  another,  were  able 
to  out- vote  those  who  really  represented 
the  popular  feeling  of  the  town.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
said  that,  as  a  rule,  Aldermen  were 
elected  from  the  Town  Councillors.  He 
should  like  to  point  out  that  during  the 
last  43  years,  although  the  Conserva- 
tives of  Colchester  had  had  the  control 
of  the  election  of  Aldermen,  only  two 
had  been  chosen  in  that  time  who  had 
ever  received  any  votes  from  the  rate* 
payers.  That  was  an  evil  which  ought 
not  to  exist.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sun- 
derland had  also  said  he  would  like  to 
leave  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
ratepavers.  He  (Mr.  Causton)  believed 
that  that  was  very  desirable;  and  he 
thought  that  if  they  provided  that  Alder- 
men should  have  no  control  over  the 
election  of  Aldermen,  the  matter  would 
virtually  be  left  in  the  hands  of  the  rate- 
payers. He  thought,  moreover,  that  it 
was  very  desirable  that  the  Town  Coun- 
cil should  have  the  power  to  elect  as 
AJdermen  gentlemen  who,  not  caring  to 
go  through  a  contested  election,  were 
able  and  willing  to  render  considerable 
service  to  their  fellow-townsmen.  It 
would  be  admitted  by  both  sides  in  the 
borough  of  Colchester  that  there  had 
been  men  in  this  position;  but  simply 
because  they  happened  to  be  Liberals 
the  Tories  had  maae  use  of  their  power 
to  keep  them  out.  Fortunately,  the 
Liberals  were  now  in  the  possession  of 
power  which  would  possibly  give  them 


control  over  the  election  of  Aldermen  for 
the  neit  30  or  40  years,  whether  this 
Bill  passed  or  not.  They  had  now  1 8 
Town  Councillors  and  1  Alderman  out 
of  a  total  of  24.  He  trusted,  therefore, 
that  it  would  not  be  imputed  that  he 
was  making?  this  speech  for  any  Party 
purpose.  He  thought  the  measure  a 
wise  and  just  one,  which  ought  to  pass, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  aUowit  to  be- 
come law  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 

Mr.  GILL  desired,  as  a  member  of  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin,  to  make  one  or 
two  observations  on  the  Bill.  Some  of 
his  hon.  Friends  on  the  Opposition  side 
of  the  House  had  suggested  the  assimi- 
lating of  the  election  of  Aldermen  in 
England.  In  Ireland  an  Alderman  held 
office  three  years,  at  the  end  of  that  time 
the  Alderman  had  to  go  before  his  con- 
stituents, and  in  all  respects  his  election 
was  the  same  as  that  of  a  Town  Coun- 
cillor. As  an  instance  of  how  Aldermen 
did  not  always  please  their  constituents, 
he  might  state  that  he  knew  of  many 
cases  in  which  they  had  lost  their  seats 
as  Aldermen,  but  had  been  given  an- 
other chance  as  Town  Councillors.  If 
they  did  not  please  their  constituents  in 
that  capacity,  they  had  at  the  following 
election  been  turned  out.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  in  charge  of 
the  present  Bill  ought  to  try  to  assimi- 
late as  near  as  they  could  the  law  of 
England  in  that  respect  with  that  of 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said 
he  would  like  to  see  Aldermen  abolished 
altogether.  He  did  not  see  any  neces* 
sity  for  that,  for  he  thought  that  by 
limiting  their  powers  everything  would 
be  done  that  was  necessary.  They  might 
have  some  slight  advantage  over  Town 
Councillors ;  but  not  the  very  great  ad- 
vantage which  they  appeared  to  have  in 
the  English  municipalities.  As  far  as 
he  could  make  out  the  municipal  feel- 
ings of  the  ward,  it  would  be  much 
better  represented  by  the  adoption  of 
the  Irish  system  of  election,  for  then 
there  could  be  no  such  thing  as  a  close 
constituency.  He  had  made  those  obser- 
vations in  the  hope  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  brought  forward  the  Bill,  and 
for  which  he  intended  to  vote  as  an  ad- 
vance towards  a  better  state  of  things, 
would  go  more  rapidly  so  work,  and 
bring  in  a  Bill  something  after  the  liaea 
he  and  his  Irish  Friends  had  indicated. 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  that  the  re- 
conmiendation  of  the  Bill,  to  his  mind. 
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was  its  moderate  character,  and  entitled 
to  every  support.  The  anomalies 
complained  of  must  be  dealt  with ;  but 
not  by  the  adoption  of  the  cumulative 
vote,  as  had  been  proposed  in  previous 
Sessions.  Their  object  in  those  days 
should  be  to  strengthen  the  municipal  in- 
stitutions of  the  country ;  and  that  would 
be  done  by  making  them  more  directly 
representative.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
most  important  that  the  knowledge  of 
men  who  had  experience  of  municipal 
business  should  be  retained  and  made 
available  for  the  service  of  the  pub- 
lic. As  a  friend  of  the  continuance 
of  the  Aldermanic  system,  and  to  re- 
move the  blot  upon  it,  he  supported  the 
BiU. 

Me.  a.  H.  BEOWN  observed,  that  in 
most  boroughs  the  position  of  Aldermen 
was  the  reward  of  political  service. 
That  was  not  good  for  the  municipality ; 
and  as  he  thought  this  Bill  took  a  small 
step  towards  improving  the  present  state 
of  thines  he  would  support  it. 

Mb.  BABEAN  said,  that  Liverpool 
and  Bristol  had  been  brought  very  pro- 
minently before  the  House  in  relation  to 
the  injustice  done  to  the  ratepayers  by 
the  existing  law.  Now,  he  was  very 
much  inclined  to  think  that  if  Bristol 
and  Liverpool  had  had  a  representation 
on  the  ^dermanic  Bench  of  a  different 
hue,  they  would  very  likely  have  heard 
nothing  of  the  inequalities  in  those  two 
great  cities.  The  fact  that  in  Liverpool 
ue  Conservatives  had  had  for  many 
years  a  majority  in  the  Town  Council 
had  very  naturally  created  dissatisfac- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  ojpposing  poli- 
tical Party.  As  far  as  Liverpool  was 
concerned,  he  thought  matters  were  im- 
proving. At  the  last  municipal  election 
the  return  of  Liberals  was  far  in  excess 
of  Conservatives,  who  at  present  held 
power  in  the  Corporation;  and  he 
thought  that  before  lonff  the  position  of 
parties  would  be  reversed.  As  to  Bristol, 
he  would  tell  them  what  was  necessary 
to  be  done,  and  they  would  soon  see  a  dif- 
ferent state  of  things.  The  inequality  of 
representation  in  Bristol  was  very  mani- 
fest The  wards  of  the  borough  were 
not  wards  which  represented  the  popu- 
lation, and  they  were  very  unequally 
distributed.  The  remedy  for  this  evU 
was  that  there  should  be  some  inexpen- 
sive and  speedy  mode  of  distributing 
voting  power,  in  order  that  a  fair  repre- 
sentation of  the  burgesses   might   be 

J/r,  Stereneofi 


sent  to  the  Town  Council.  They  had 
been  told  that  they  were  to  be  careful 
not  to  cast  any  reflection  upon,  or  to  di- 
minish the  power  or  influence  of,  the 
Municipal  Uorporations ;  and  he  was  of 
that  opinion,  because,  considering  the 

great  and  important  work  which  they 
ad  done,  and  considering  the  responsi- 
bility which  had  rested  upon  them,  and 
the  very  efficient  way  in  which  they 
had  done  their  work — they  ought  to  be 
very  careful  indeed  not  to  take  any 
steps  which  would  tend  to  diminish  the 
conQdence  of  the  general  public  in  these 
institutions.  Let  mem  reflect  upon  what 
had  been  done  since  the  passing  of  the 
Municipal  Act.  Birmingham  was  a 
noble  example  of  what  had  been  done 
in  the  way  of  enterprize  in  providing 
for  all  the  necessities  of  the  town  and  its 
development,  structurally  and  otherwise. 
The  borough  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  had  not  been  by  any  means 
behind  in  the  work  that  it  had  done.  In 
the  establishment  of  their  large  public 
library,  an  institution  which  was  circu- 
lating at  the  present  time  more  than 
50,000  volumes  free  to  the  ratepayers, 
the^  had  something  of  Vhich  they  might 
be  justiy  proud ;  and  the  provision  they 
had  made  with  regard  to  gas  and  water 
and  other  things  was  of  a  character  and 
on  a  scale  wormy  of  them  as  a  Corpora- 
tion. In  the  Corporation  of  Leeds  they 
had  a  large  preponderance  of  one  poli- 
tical Party,  and  they  had  had  that  lot  a 
great  many  years.  Mr.  Wheelhouse, 
his  late  Colleague,  introduced  a  Bill 
into  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  se- 
curing the  election  of  Aldermen  by  the 
cumulative  vote.  If  it  had  not  been 
that  in  Leeds  the  Liberals  predominated 
in  the  Town  Council,  they  would  never 
have  heard  of  the  suggestion.  There- 
fore he  was  of  opinion  that  to  confine 
this  kind  of  legislation  to  exceptional 
circumstances  was  undesirable.  Al- 
though in  Leeds  they  had  a  preponder- 
ance of  Liberals  in  the  Town  Council, 
they  had  only  used  their  power  occasion- 
ally for  the  purpose  of  electing  gentiemen 
outside  to  the  Aldermanic  Bench ;  the 
last  instance  was  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  now  represented  the  Eastern  Divi- 
sion of  the  West  Biding  of  Yorkshire. 
The  argument  used  by  the  Town  Council 
of  Leeds  was  this — that  unless  a  man 
was  prepared  to  present  himself  to  the 
burgesses  of  the  borough,  and  was  will- 
in^  to  ^  through  the  ordeal  of  a  con^ 
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tested  election,  if  neceBsary,  he  was  not 
entitled  to  the  confidence  and  support  of 
the  Corporation  as  an  Alderman.  The 
Aldermen  of  Leeds  were  elected  to  the 
office  on  account  of  their  qualifications 
for  the  office.  Almost  all  their  com- 
mittees were  presided  oyer  by  Aldermen ; 
and  he  thought  he  might  say  that  the 
business  of  the  Corporation  of  Leeds 
was  conducted  is  such  a  way  as  to  giro 
satisfaction  to  the  general  body  of  rate- 
payers. Liverpool,  Bristol,  and  Col- 
chester had  been  specially  referred  to  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  as  places  in  which 
an  unsatisfactory  state  of  things  existed. 
Was  that  the  fault  of  the  institution,  or 
the  fault  of  the  Party  ?  and  if  the  Party 
pursued  a  course  of  this  kind — if  it  dis- 
regarded the  claims  of  individuals,  and 
also  disregarded  the  demands  of  the 
constituency  for  justice  and  fair  play — 
then  make  whatever  law  they  might 
these  men  would  still  evade  it.  In  the 
case  of  Bristol  and  Liverpool,  he  be- 
lieved that  the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
afBsdrs  could  be  reversed.  If  the  city  of 
Bristol  were  to  memorialize  Parliament 
some  steps  would  be  taken  to  remedy 
the  evils  which  existed  there. 

Mb.  LEWIS  FRY  said,  that  a  Bill  had 
passed  during  the  present  Session  to 
alter  the  distribution  of  the  municipal 
representation  in  Bristol,  and  thus  to 
remedy  the  evils  to  some  extent. 

Mr.  BABBAN  was  very  glad  that 
such  a  Bill  had  passed,  which  would 
remedy  the  evil.  It  would  then  be 
found  that  the  ratepayers  of  Bristol  had 
the  power  in  their  own  hands.  If  they 
were  going  to  discourage  household 
suffrage  because  it  did  not  result  in 
sending  certain  men  to  the  Councils  of 
their  boroughs,  they  would  have  to  pur- 
sue a  course  which,  he  believed,  would 
be  destructive  to  the  beet  interests  of 
their  municipal  institutions.  The  Cor- 
I>oration8  of  England  were  representa- 
tive so  far  as  the  Town  Councillors  were 
concerned,  and  those  Town  Coimdllors 
were  bound  to  obey  the  behests  of  the 
burgesses.  If  a  Corporation,  say  the 
Corporation  of  Leeds,  were  to  elect  Al- 
dermen who  were  distasteful  to  the 
general  burgesses  of  the  town,  rest  as- 
sured that  the  electors  would  at  once 
say  that  men  who  voted  for  persgns  as 
Aldermen  who  were  distasteful  to  the 
people  should  not  be  returned  again  to 
the  Council.  The  burgesses  had  the 
remedy  in  their  own  hands ;  and  he  was 
^uito  sore  that,  by  a  Uix  distribution  of 


the  voting  power  in  the  towns  of  Eng- 
land for  the  purpose  of  electing  Town 
Councillors,  an  influence  could  oe  pro- 
duced which  would  tell  favourably  in 
the  election  of  Aldermen.  He  hoped 
nothing  would  be  done  in  legislation  of 
this  kind  which  would  for  one  moment 
cast  a  reflection  on  the  institutions  which 
had  done  so  much  good,  and  which,  he 
believed,  were  destined  to  do  much  more 
in  the  future. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  already  spoken 
on  this  subject  had  alluded  to  particular 
boroughs ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  thought 
it  ought  to  be  considered  on  its  general 
merits.  While  he  fully  acknowledged  that 
the  Bill  was  one  which  might  be  called 
piecemeal  legislation,  he  felt  disposed  to 
support  it,  at  any  rate,  as  a  provisional 
measure.  At  the  same  time,  he  must 
say  that  he  should  very  much  like  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  should  make 
some  statement  to  the  effect  that  they 
would  undertake,  in  a  general  measure, 
to  deal  not  only  with  this,  but  with 
other  matters  connected  with  municipal 
government.  There  ought,  in  his  opi- 
nion, to  bd  some  self-acting  machinery  to 
re-adjust  the  representation  of  the  peo- 
ple in  proportion  to  the  population.  It 
was  very  desirable  that  the  gentlemen 
elected  to  the  Town  Councils  should  re- 
flect the  sentiments  of  the  time  in  the 
borough,  for  all  institutions  ought  to  be 
in  harmony  with  the  existing  sentiments, 
and  not  with  the  past  sentiments  of  the 
people.  This  was  not  a  Party  questiou, 
because  they  knew  perfectly  weU  that  in 
some  boroughs  Conservatives  were  in 
the  majority,  and  in  others  Liberals 
had  the  preponderating  influence  in  the 
Town  Councils.  They  also  knew  that, 
in  many  of  those  boroughs,  the  stronger 
Party  for  the  time  being  had  used  its 
power  to  perpetuate  a  svstem  which  was 
not  in  harmonv  with  uie  views  of  the 
electors  generally.  That  state  of  things 
he  regaided  as  mischievous.  That  was 
only  part  of  a  great  question  of  muni- 
cipal reform.  There  was  a  large  num- 
ber of  boroughs  in  which  the  wards  were 
grossly  unequal.  In  considering  the 
general  question  of  municipal  adminis- 
tration, it  was  important  to  devise  some 
easy  self-acting  machinery,  in  order  to 
bring  the  Town  Coupcils  into  immediate 
harmony  with  the  sentiments  of  the 
people ;  and  he  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment, amongst  the  many  onerous  duties 
which  devoked  upon  them,  might  ^iid 
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some  opportunity  of  giving  their  atten« 
tion  to  that  question.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  to  make  some  promise 
to  deal  with  the  subject,  he  presumed 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Gateshead 
(Mr.  W.  H.  James)  would  not,  in  face 
of  such  an  assurance,  persevere  in  press- 
ing on  his  Bill.  But  if  there  were  no 
hope  of  the  Government  doing  anything 
in  the  matter,  then  he,  for  one,  hoped 
that  the  Bill,  though  a  small  and  piece- 
meal measure,  would  be  accepted  by  the 
House  as  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 

Mr.  ROBERTS  cordially  supported 
the  Bill,  believing  that  it  offered  a 
simple  remedy  for  an  evil — the  power 
Aldermen  now  had  of  electing  their 
fellow  Aldermen,  irrespective  of  and 
often  contrary  to  the  feelings  and  opi- 
nions of  the  majority  of  the  elected 
members  of  the  Corporation.  As  a 
citizen  of  Liverpool  he  had  many  years' 
experience  of  the  system  working  ad- 
versely to  the  interests  of  the  Liberal 
Party ;  but  he  believed  that  there  were 
manv  places  where  the  proposed  change 
would  be  of  advantage  to  the  Conserva- 
tives; and  he  was  confirmed  in  this 
belief  by  the  action  of  some  hon. 
Members  on  his  own  side,  and  the  ab- 
sence of  opposition  to  the  measure  by 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  BiU 
would  cut  both  ways,  so  that  they  were 
able  to  regard  it  as  a  matter  of  prin- 
ciple, irrespective  of  Party  consideration. 
He  objected  to  the  present  mode  of 
electing  Aldermen  in  England,  mainly 
because  under  it  municipal  bodies  could, 
and  often  did,  represent  the  opinions, 
not  of  the  present  electors,  but  those  of 
electors  of  three,  six,  and  more  years 
previously.  Imagine  such  a  system 
applied  to  our  Parliamentary  represen- 
tation. Suppose  that  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  that  House  had  the 
privilege  of  electing  one-fourth  of  its 
Members,  and  that  half  of  the  number 
so  elected  had  the  privilege  at  every 
General  Election  of  voting  for  successors. 
The  result  would  be  that  if  the  Liberal 
majority  at  the  last  election  had  been  80, 
instead  of  twice  that  number,  the  countnr 
would  now  be  governed  in  accord- 
ance with  the  result  of  the  Election  of 
1874,  and  not  that  of  1880.  Such  a 
state  of  things  would,  of  course,  be  im- 
possible, because  unendurable ;  and  the 
same  principle  was  as  unfair,  though  not 
as  important  perhaps,  in  the  election  of 
Municipal  Corporations.  He  asked  the 
House  to  pass  this  BiU,  not  merely  to 
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remedy  the  special  grievances  which  had 
been  referred  to,  but  in  recognition  of 
the  principle  that  municipal  goyern- 
ment,  like  Parliamentary,  should  be  re- 
presentative, and  that  this  Bill  would 
make  it  more  directly  such. 

Mb.  MUNTZ  said,  he  was  of  opinion 
that  no  case  had  been  made  out  in  sup- 
port of  the  Bill.  Any  stranger  hearing 
the  debate  would  imagine  that  Town 
Councils  were  elected  only  for  political 
purposes.  But  Town  Councils  were 
elected  for  attending  to  the  lighting, 
paving,  and  other  duties  important  to 
towns.  When  Aldermen  were  appointed 
— he  regretted  sometimes  for  political 
reasons — they  were  elected  by  those  who 
had  been  chosen  by  the  ratepayers. 
There  was  this  advantage  in  naviog 
Aldermen  on  a  Corporation :  they  acted 
as  a  continuity  of  the  line  of  business 
or  poUcy  adopted  by  a  Corporation  ;  and 
thus,  if  a  great  change  occurred  in  the 
constitution  of  a  Corporation,  the  Alder- 
men were  able  to  continue  the  thread  of 
the  municipal  business.  Now,  he  thought 
it  would  be  generally  admitted  that  the 

Present  system  had  worked  very  well, 
t  was  for  the  burgesses  to  return  whom 
they  liked  to  the  Town  Council,  and  in 
the  end  the  burgesses  generally  had  their 
own  way.  The  case  of  Colchester  had 
been  quoted,  where  there  were  three 
Aldermen ;  and  one  of  them  would,  of 
course,  have  the  power  of  giving  the 
casting  vote.  But  then  the  burgesses 
would  ultimately  have  the  right  of  ex- 
pressing their  opinion.  He  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member,  under  aU  the  circum- 
stances, to  let  well  alone.  Some  people 
said  that  this  was  all  that  was  wanted ; 
but  his  opinion  was  that  there  should  be 
no  change  in  the  law,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment thought  fit  to  take  up  the  subject, 
and  he  submitted  that  no  case  had  been 
made  out  for  a  change  in  the  law. 

Mb.  WILLIAMSON,  as  a  citizen  of 
Liverpool,  said,  that  if  they  allowed  the 

E resent  system  to  continue,  it  would  not 
e  a  case  of  letting  well  alone.  The 
present  system  of  electing  Aldermen  was 
a  relic  of  the  old  rotten  borough  system, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  reformed  by 
the  passing  of  this  Bill.  He  did  not 
object  to  a  small  bod^  of  experienced 
men  having  the  distinction  of  Aldermen ; 
but  this  distinction  ought  not  to  be  given 
by  a  majority,  only  obtained  by  the  voices 
of  other  Aldermen.  He  agpreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Stanley) 
j  that  the  Town  Oouncdis  ought  to  lepre- 
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extended.  In  1875,  in  the  English  Aot, 
the  notice  was  increased  from  six  months 
to  one  year;  and  in  1876  it  was  in- 
creased in  Ireland  to  the  same  period. 
If  the  law  had  been  so  altered  in  these 
oonntries  in  the  case  of  yearly  tenants, 
it  was  not  too  much,  he  thought,  to  ask 
that  the  Scotch  law  should  be  altered  to 
two  years'  notice  in  the  case  of  19  years' 
leases.  There  was  another  part  of  the 
Scotch  system  which  he  would  like  to 
allude  to.  It  was,  that  when  a  lease  ex- 
pired at  the  end  of  19  years,  or  the 
period  decided  upon,  if  there  was  no  ar- 
rangement between  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  no  notice,  what  the  Scotch 
called  tacit  relocation  took  place,  and 
this  entitled  the  tenant  to  remain  for 
another  year,  and  so  he  went  on  from 
year  to  year,  without  any  written  en- 
gagement. It  entitled  the  tenant  to  one 
year  more  of  possession  of  his  holding. 
If  this  Bill  passed  into  law,  it  would  be 
very  popular,  especially  in  view  of  the 
Bill  which,  he  supposed,  would  also  be 
carried  this  Session  in  regard  to  certain 
wild  animals.  The  effect  would  be  that 
when  the  leases  expired  tenants  would 
be  allowed  to  remain  under  the  system 
of  tacit  relocation  from  year  to  year,  and 
they  would  have  a  right  to  have  two 
years'  notice.  A  very  important  point 
in  the  system  of  two  years'  notice  was 
this — that  it  would  settle  the  question  of 
unexhausted  manures  to  a  great  ex- 
tent. By  a  short  clause  in  the  English 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  compensation  should  be 
given  to  tenants  for  unexhausted  ma- 
nures put  in  within  two  years  of 
the  termination  of  their  leases,  in 
order  that  they  might  not  lose  the 
value  of  the  money  invested  in  manure, 
and  yet  that  the  land  might  be  cultivated 
up  to  the  highest  point  to  the  very  end 
of  the  lease.  It  might  happen  in  Soot- 
land,  under  the  existing  law,  that  a  man 
might  remain  for  18  years  and  325 
days  upon  a  holding,  and  might  manure 
it  properly,  expendiDg  money  upon  it 
up  to  the  very  last  year ;  and  yet  the 
landlord  might  come  to  him  and  say — 
"  You  will  go  in  40  days,  and  I  will 
have  all  the  benefit  of  your  manure." 
That  was  a  very  hard  case,  and  it  was 
provided  for,  in  so  far  as  England  was 
concerned,  in  the  English  Act,  and  it 
would  have  been  in  the  Scotch  Act  if 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  for  Scot- 
land bad  been  pressed  on  ;  but  the  late 


Oovemment  withdrew  the  Bill  the  same 
year  as  it  was  introduced,  so  that  in 
Scotland  they  had  not  that  provision. 
Scotch  farmers  did  not  yet  enjoy  the 
presumption  of  law  enjoyed  by  the  Eng- 
lish farmers.  By  the  action  of  reloca- 
tion, a  farmer  might  be  allowed,  after 
his  lease  expired,  to  continue  his  occu- 
pancy of  his  farm  without  the  security 
of  any  written  document,  being  con- 
tent to  remain  on  the  same  footing  as 
before.  That  was  a  very  satisfactory 
thing  to  see,  because  it  showed  that 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord  were  on  a 
footing  of  confidence.  He  would  just 
read  a  short  paragraph  from  Lord  Stair's 
Institutes  as  to  the  meaning  of  tacit  re- 
location : — 

*'  Tacit  relocation  is  that  which  is  presmned 
to  be  the  mind  of  both  parties  after  the  expiry 
of  the  tack,  when  neither  setter  wameth  nor 
tacksman  renounceth." 

Well,  he  had  put  in  the  Bill  that  a 
notice  should  be  given  not  less  than 
two  years,  and  not  more  than  three  years, 
and  the  object  of  that  was  that  the  ten- 
ant should  not  receive  notice  at  the 
commencement  of  his  long  lease  of  19 
years,  and  then  hear  nothing  of  it  until 
two  years  before  his  lease  terminated. 
It  had  always  been  thought  that  notice 
should  be  within  a  reasonable  time  ;  and 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  1676,  or 
some  such  date,  it  was  provided  that 
warning  should  be  given  not  more  than 
three  years,  and  when  they  considered 
that  A  landlord  had  a  tenant  under  his 
observation  for  17  years,  it  was  surely 
no  hardship  to  ask  him  to  make  up  his 
mind  whether  he  would  keep  his  ten- 
ant or  not,  and  it  was  due  to  the  tenant 
he  should  know  what  his  prospects  in 
life  might  be.  If  the  landlord  was  un- 
decided he  only  had  to  g^ve  his  tenant 
, notice  that  he  would  have  to  go,  and  the 
landlord  thus  would  save  himself  from 
any  inconvenience  ;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  he  needed  to  act  upon  that  warning 
— he  might  let  the  tenant  remain  if  he 
liked  when  the  lease  expired.  He 
thought  it  was  for  the  interest  of  land- 
lords as  well  as  of  tenants  that  such  a 
Bill  as  this  should  become  law.  It 
would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  to 
have  his  land  fully  cultivated  up  to  the 
end  of  one  lease  and  the  commencement 
of  another.  The  incoming  tenant,  on  the 
other  hand,  would  find  the  land  manured 
to  a  greater  extent  than  was  now  the  case. 
It  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  St^te 
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AGRICULTURAL      HOLDINGS      (SCOT- 
LAND)  (NOTICE  OF  REMOVAL)  BILL. 

(Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr,  JiPLagan^  Mr, 

Barclay.)' 

[bill    141.]      SECOND    KBADITG. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON,  in 
moving,  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  the  object  of  the  Bill 
was  twofold.  The  first  object  was  to 
provide  for  the  continued  cultivation  of 
land  up  to  the  fullest  power  of  produc- 
tion that  was  possible,  instead  of  allow- 
ing it  to  fall  into  a  low  condition  at  the 
end  of  an  old  lease  and  the  beginning 
of  a  new  one ;  and  the  second  object  was 
to  provide  security  to  a  tenant  that  he 
should  receive  at  the  end  of  his  lease 
compensation  for  his  unexhausted  ma- 
nures. The  one  was  the  interest  of  the 
State,  and  the  other  was  the  interest  of 
the  tenant.  It  was  the  interest  of  the 
State  that  the  land  should  always  be 
fully  cultivated,  and  it  was  the  interest 
of  tiie  tenant  that  he  should  fully  get 
b8U)k  the  value  of  the  money  he  expended. 
He  would  like  to  explain  that  the  system 
of  tenure  was  very  different  in  Scotland 
from  what  it  was  in  England.  In  the 
majority  of  cases  in  England,  yearly 
tenancies  were  the  rule,  and  leases  were 
the  exception.  In  Scotland  it  was  thd 
reverse.  It  was  usual  there  for  the 
land  to  be  occupied  under  leases,  yearly 
tenancies  being  exceptional.  Leases  in 
Scotland  generally  ran  for  19  years; 
and  the  law,  as  it  now  stood,  made  him 
only  receive  40  days'  notice  before  the 
termination  of  his  lease,  so  that  a  farmer 
might  remain  1 8  vears  and  325  days  in  his 
holding,  as  he  believed  to  the  satisfac- 
tion of  his  landlord,  and  then  have  only 
40  days'  notice  to  clear  out  of  his  farm, 
in  which  he  might  have  invested  thou- 
sands of  pounds,  and  might  provide 
himself  with  a  farm,  if  he  could,  else- 
where. That  was  a  state  of  things  that 
the  Bill  was  intended  to  remedy.  The 
law  of  England  and  Ireland  required 
that  no  less  than  a  year's  notice  should 
be  given  even  in  cases  of  yearly  tenan- 
cies. Even  where  farmers  only  held 
firom  year  to  year,  they  were  entitled  to 
ft  yearns  notice,  unless  they  had  con- 
tracted themselves  out  of  this  rule  on 
their  own  accord  by  making  another  ar- 
rangement. When  it  was  considered 
that  in  Scotland  they  had  only  40 
days'  notice,  even  in  oases  of  leases  of 


19  years,  he  thought  the  alteration  pro- 
posed by  the  Bill  would  commend  itself 
to  the  House.  The  law  of  40  days'  notice 
had  beeninforce  for 825  years.  Itwas  en- 
acted in  the  time  of  Queen  Mary  of  Soot- 
land  in  the  year  1555.  Itwasthen  thought 
a  very  judicious  and  humane  measure. 
The  previous  custom  was  described  by 
Erskine,  in  his  Institutet,  as  an  injurious 
and  barbarous  custom,  for  all  that  re- 
quired to  be  done  was  to  break  a  wand 
at  a  tenant's  door  as  a  notice  to  quit. 
It  was  then  also  provided  that  the  40 
days'  notice  shoula  be  40  days'  before 
the  Whit  Sunday  of  the  year  of  the  ter- 
mination of  the  lease,  so  that  whenever 
the  lease  expired  in  Martinmas — 11th 
November — as  the  tenant  had  his  notice 
40  days  before  the  15th  of  May— the 
legal  Whit  Sunday  in  Scotland — that 
gave  him  more  than  six  months'  notice. 
If  the  lease  terminated  on  a  Whit 
Sunday,  the  tenant  must  have  a  year 
and  40  days'  notice,  because  the  law  re- 
quired that  notice  must  be  given  before 
the  Whit  Sunday  preceding  what  they 
called  the  **  ish  "  or  exit  of  the  lease,  so 
that  in  some  cases  the  tenant  might 
have  a  year  and  40  days'  notice.  That 
system  of  giving  40  days'  notice  before 
Whit  Sunday  existed  £rom  1555  till 
1858,  when  a  Bill  was  brought  into 
Parliament  and  passed  into  an  Act, 
which  provided  that  the  40  days'  notice 
should  apply  to  any  date.  It  took 
away  the  provision  that  the  notice  must 
be  given  before  the  preceding  Whit 
Sunday.  That  was  a  great  loss  to  the 
tenants  of  Scotland,  because  it  took 
away  six  months  at  least  of  the  period 
notice  hitherto  given  to  the  tenant;  and, 
strange  to  say,  the  Act  which  contained 
that  little  clause  was  an  Act  passed 
ostensibly  to  facilitate  the  procedure 
before  the  Sheriff  Courts.  He  found 
that  there  was  not  a  single  word  said 
in  either  House  of  Parliament  on  the 
subject  of  this  dause,  which  was  of  such 
great  importance  to  the  farmers  of  Scot- 
land. When  such  a  measure  was  passed 
in  1858,  without  eliciting  the  slightest 
observation,  it  was  not  unjust  to  say 
that  it  passed  without  sufficient  con- 
deration  of  its  importance.  Now,  al- 
though, as  he  haa  shown,  the  law  in 
Scotland  had  been  altered  in  what  he 
called  a  retrograde  manner  on  behalf  of 
the  tenants  by  allowing  simply  the  40 
days'  notice,  in  England  and  Ireland  only 
recently  the  period  of  notice  had  been 
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extended.  In  1875,  in  the  English  Act, 
the  notice  was  increased  from  six  months 
to  one  year;  and  in  1876  it  was  in- 
creased in  Ireland  to  the  same  period. 
If  the  law  had  been  so  altered  in  these 
oonntries  in  the  case  of  yearly  tenants, 
it  was  not  too  much,  he  thought,  to  ask 
that  the  Scotch  law  should  be  altered  to 
two  years'  notice  in  the  case  of  19  years' 
leases.  There  was  another  part  of  the 
Scotch  system  which  he  would  like  to 
allude  to.  It  was,  that  when  a  lease  ex- 
pired at  the  end  of  19  years,  or  the 
period  decided  upon,  if  there  was  no  ar- 
rangement between  the  landlord  and 
tenant,  and  no  notice,  what  the  Scotch 
called  tacit  relocation  took  place,  and 
this  entitled  the  tenant  to  remain  for 
another  year,  and  so  he  went  on  from 
year  to  year,  without  any  written  en- 
gagement. It  entitled  the  tenant  to  one 
year  more  of  possession  of  his  holding. 
If  this  Bill  passed  into  law,  it  would  be 
very  popular,  especially  in  view  of  the 
Bill  which,  he  supposed,  would  also  be 
carried  this  Session  in  regard  to  certain 
wild  animals.  The  effect  would  be  that 
when  the  leases  expired  tenants  would 
be  allowed  to  remain  under  the  system 
of  tacit  relocation  from  year  to  year,  and 
they  would  have  a  right  to  nave  two 
years'  notice.  A  very  important  point 
in  the  system  of  two  years'  notice  was 
this — that  it  would  settle  the  question  of 
unexhausted  manures  to  a  great  ex- 
tent. By  a  short  clause  in  the  English 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  it  was  pro- 
vided that  compensation  should  be 
given  to  tenants  for  unexhausted  ma- 
nures put  in  within  two  years  of 
the  termination  of  their  leases,  in 
order  that  they  might  not  lose  the 
value  of  the  money  invested  in  manure, 
and  yet  that  the  land  might  be  cultivated 
up  to  the  highest  point  to  the  very  end 
of  the  lease.  It  might  happen  in  Soot- 
land,  under  the  existing  law,  that  a  man 
might  remain  for  18  years  and  825 
days  upon  a  holding,  and  might  manure 
it  properly,  expending  money  upon  it 
up  to  the  very  last  year ;  and  vet  the 
landlord  might  come  to  him  and  say — 
"  You  will  go  in  40  days,  and  I  will 
have  all  the  benefit  of  your  manure." 
That  was  a  very  hard  case,  and  it  was 
provided  for,  in  so  far  as  England  was 
concerned,  in  the  English  Act,  and  it 
would  have  been  in  the  Scotch  Act  if 
the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act  for  Scot- 
land had  bean  preaeed  on  ;  but  the  late 


GK>vemment  withdrew  the  Bill  the  same 
year  as  it  was  introduced,  so  that  in 
Scotland  they  had  not  that  provision. 
Scotch  farmers  did  not  yet  enjoy  the 
presumption  of  law  enjoyed  by  the  Eng- 
lish farmers.  By  the  action  of  reloca- 
tion, a  farmer  might  be  allowed,  after 
his  lease  expired,  to  continue  his  occu- 
pancy of  his  farm  without  the  security 
of  any  written  document,  being  con- 
tent to  remain  on  the  same  footing  as 
before.  That  was  a  very  satisfactory 
thing  to  see,  because  it  showed  that 
the  tenant  and  the  landlord  were  on  a 
footiDg  of  confidence.  He  would  just 
read  a  short  paragraph  from  Lord  Stair's 
Insiitutes  as  to  the  meaning  of  tacit  re- 
location : — 

*'  Tacit  relocation  is  that  vrhick  is  presumed 
to  be  the  mind  of  hoth  parties  after  the  expiry 
of  the  tack,  when  neither  setter  wameth  nor 
tacksman  renounceth.'* 

Well,  he  had  put  in  the  Bill  that  a 
notice  should  be  given  not  less  than 
two  years,  and  not  more  than  three  years, 
and  the  object  of  that  was  that  the  ten- 
ant should  not  receive  notice  at  the 
commencement  of  his  long  lease  of  19 
years,  and  then  hear  nothing  of  it  until 
two  years  before  his  lease  terminated. 
It  had  always  been  thought  that  notice 
should  be  within  a  reasonable  time  ;  and 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  1676,  or 
some  such  date,  it  was  provided  that 
warning  should  be  given  not  more  than 
three  years,  and  when  they  considered 
that  a  landlord  had  a  tenant  under  his 
observation  for  17  years,  it  was  surely 
no  hardship  to  ask  him  to  make  up  his 
mind  whether  he  would  keep  his  ten- 
ant or  not,  and  it  was  due  to  the  tenant 
he  should  know  what  his  prospects  in 
life  might  be.  If  the  landlord  was  un- 
decided he  only  had  to  give  his  tenant 
.notice  that  he  would  have  to  go,  and  the 
landlord  thus  would  save  himself  from 
any  inconvenience ;  but  it  did  not  follow 
that  he  needed  to  act  upon  that  warning 
— he  might  let  the  tenant  remain  if  he 
liked  when  the  lease  expired.  He 
thought  it  was  for  the  interest  of  land- 
lords as  well  as  of  tenants  that  such  a 
Bill  as  this  should  become  law.  It 
would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  landlord  to 
have  his  land  fully  cultivated  up  to  the 
eiid  of  one  lease  and  the  commencement 
of  another.  The  incoming  tenant,  on  the 
other  hand,  would  find  the  land  manured 
to  a  greater  extent  than  was  now  the  case. 
It  would  be  to  the  interest  of  the  State 
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tliat  that  should  be  the  case,  for  more 
food  would  be  produced  for  consumptioni 
and  more  content  would  be  spread 
amongst  the  occupiers  of  land,  as  there 
would  be  more  time  allowed  them  to 
make  their  arrangements.  Though  he 
did  not  go  the  length  of  many  Members 
in  regard  to  the  land,  yet  be  thought  it 
was  perfectly  right  that  tbe  State  should 
control  the  action  of  landlords  in  this 
country.  They  occupied  the  land  for  the 
beneficial  interest  of  the  public  ;  and  if 
their  arrangements  were  not  such  as  were 
conducive  to  the  public  benefit,  he 
thought  the  State  had  a  perfect  right 
to  step  in  and  say,  to  a  certain  extent, 
what  tney  should  do.  Large  tracts  of  land 
were  now  going  out  of  cultivation,  and 
there  was  no  question  that  the  State  had 
a  right  to  step  in  and  prevent  this  waste 
of  f<x>d-producing  power.  The  provision 
he  was  asking  the  House  to  adopt  had 
reference  to  no  hypothetical  case.  What 
he  desired  had  actually  been  riven  on 
some  properties,  where  it  was  lovaxA  to 
be  of  vezy  great  advantage.  He  had 
here  an  extract  from  a  lease  on  a  large 
property  with  which  he  was  acquainted — 

*'  I  (so-and-so)  bind  myself  and  my  suocessors 
to  give  two  years'  notice  before  the  termination 
of  uiis  lease  to  the  tenant  thereof,  whether  said 
lease  is  to  be  renewed  to  him,  and  if  so,  on  what 
conditions." 

That  dause  in  the  lease  was  found  to 
be  a  vezy  satisfactory  dause,  both  to 
landlord  and  tenant.  The  tenant  felt  a 
security  in  all  that  he  did,  and  the  land- 
lord gave  up  no  control  whatever  over 
his  property.  His  agent  and  factor  had 
only  to  say  two  years  before  the  expinr 
of  a  lease  that  it  was  to  be  terminated, 
if  the  landlord  wished  to  get  rid  of  his 
tenant.  This  cost  nothmg,  and  was 
eiving  away  nothing  when  they  had  a 
long  lease.  He  n^er  thought  th^t 
English  Members  who  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  the  long- 
lease  system  in  Scotland  were  afraid  of 
granting  the  right  to  two  years'  notice ; 
and  oeiH^dnly,  when  compared  with  40 
days'  notice,  it  was  a  great  jump  to  make. 
But  when  they  considered  that  in-  Eng- 
land a  year's  notice  was  given  in  the 
case  of  a  year's  tenancy,  two  years'  no- 
tice was  worth  nothing  more  than  a 
Scotch  fanner  was  entitled  to  with  his 
long  lease.  He  hoped  the  Government 
womd  assent  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  because  it  really  onlv  went  on  the 
lines   which  Membm  of  the  present 
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Gbvemment  had  so  often  announced  on 
the  hustings  their  approval  of.  The 
Bill  assented  to  the  same  principle  as  the 
Government  had  announced  their  inten- 
tion of  embodying  in  the  measure  they 
were  going  to  undertake  next  Session. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed) 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  Alexander  Gordon.) 

Mb.  bams  ay  said,  it  was  with  great 
reluctance  that  he  rose  to  address  the 
House  on  this  occasion.  The  laudable 
object  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  was  to 
secure  compensation  to  tenants  who  had 
used  artificial  manure  in  the  cultivation 
of  their  land.  But,  in  his  (Mr.  Ramsay's) 
opinion,  the  Bill  would  have  very  dif- 
ferent results  from  those  which  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  expected  would  be 
derived  from  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  had  said  that  the  most  of 
the  land  in  Scotland  was  held  under 
leases,  while  leases  were  exceptional  in 
England.  What  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  de- 
precated as  one  of  the  probable  results 
of  this  measure  was  that  the  land- 
lords in  Scotland  would  be  compelled, 
as  in  England,  to  do  without  leases. 
He  deprecated  any  interference  by  piece- 
meal legislation  between  landlora  and 
tenant.  K  the  State  was  going  to  in- 
terfere—and he  did  not  dispute  the  pro- 
position that  the  State  had  a  right  to 
interfere  when  the  people  of  the  countir 
were  prejudiced  by  existing  law — indeed, 
it  was  well  known  that  it  £d  interfere  in 
such  cases,  with  or  without  compensa- 
tion, as  the  droumstances  requirea.  He 
should  rather  see  the  views  of  the  late 
Mr.  Mill  carried  out,  and  that  the  State 
should  take  over  the  land,  ffive  com- 
pensation to  the  owners,  and  &rm  it 
itself,  or  let  it  to  such  farmers  as  it 
pleased,  than  see  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  disturbed  in  every  suc- 
ceeding Session  of  Parliament  by  mea- 
sures such  as  the  present  Bill.  The 
tenants  were  quite  able  to  take  care  of 
themsdves.  Mis  hon.  Friend  assumed 
that  the  tenants  were  unable  to  take 
care  of  themsdves,  and  complained  that 
the  land  might  not  be  cultivated  during 
the  last  two  years  unless  his  Bill  was 
passed.  But  he  (Mr.  Bamsay)  saw 
another  probable  result  of  passing  it 
The  landlord  might  give  the  two  years' 
notice  saying — '*  I  Imve  given  the  sta- 
tutory notice;  if  you  do  not  think  of 
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leaTing,  it  will  be  open  to  you  to  arrange 
with  me  before  it  expiree."  In  such  a 
case  the  two  years'  notice  would  be  of 
no  use  to  the  tenant.  He  would  be  in 
doubt  whether  the  notice  would  be  put 
in  fbroe  or  not.  It  would  be  better  to 
continue  the  40  days'  notice,  with  the 
distinct  arrangement  embodied  in  such 
lease  that  the  tenant  should  quit  at  the 
end  of  the  expressed  term  of  years  with- 
out any  notice  at  all.  Their  leases  con- 
tained a  notice  to  remoye  at  the  end  of 
the  lease,  with  or  without  notice.  But 
in  addition  to  the  19  years'  notice  to 
quit,  expressed  and  agreed  on  in  the 
lease,  the  law  said  he  should  get  40 
days'  notice,  immediately  prior  to  the 
stipulated  te^  of  removal,  and  that  if 
he  did  not  get  it,  he  should  be  entitled  to 
remain  in  possession  under  tacit  reloca- 
tion, which  was  equivalent  to  saying  that 
the  tenant  sat  on  m>m  year  to  year  on  the 
same  terms  as  he  had  previously  held  the 
land  under  the  lease.  It  would  be  all 
very  well  to  legislate  in  this  fashion  if 
the  whole  of  the  land  of  Scotland  were 
arable  land  under  cultivation.  But  it 
was  less  than  one-fifth  of  the  area  of 
Scotland  which  was  under  cultivation ; 
and  such  a  sweeping  measure  as  this 
would  disturb  the  rmations  of  landlord 
and  tenant  where  there  was  no  need  of 
such  chanffe,  as  might  be  needed  in  the 
case  of  arable  land.  Farmers  on  arable 
land  and  farmers  generally  in  Scotland 
were  quite  able  to  judge  of  the  nature 
of  a  bargain.  He  had  had  experience 
of  a  large  number  of  tenants,  and  over 
a  wide  area,  and  he  found  them  quite 
as  well  able  to  take  care  of  themselves 
as  the  landlords.  He  did  not  see  on 
what  grounds  the  House  should  be  asked 
to  sanction  the  second  reading  of  a  mea- 
sure of  this  kind,  without  mere  being 
any  sufficient  reason  shown  that  the  State 
had  such  an  interest  in  the  question  as 
should  oonstrain  it  to  legislate  in  the 
way  proposed  by  this  BilL  He  trusted 
that  the  Oovemment  would  be  pleased 
to  intimate  that  they  had  resolved  to 
take  up  the  whole  subject  of  the  rela* 
tions  <M  landlord  and  tenant,  and  adjust 
them  in  a  comprehensive  fashion,  not 
allowing  them  to  be  disturbed  annually 
by  measures  such  as  the  present,  and 
such  as  had  been  previously  brought 
before  the  House. 

Kb.  OBB  EWINO  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  Bamsay) 


looked  upon  the  Bill  as  such  a  violent 
and  sweeping  measure.     He  was  sur- 

Erised  to  hear  his  hon.  Friend  say  that 
e  would  rather  see  the  land  in  the 
hands  of  the  State  than  this  Bill  passed. 
He  (Mr.  Orr  Ewing)  thought  it  was  a 
just  and  reasonable  measure  in  the  in- 
terests of  landlords  as  well  as  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  tenants.  Agents  or  factors 
generally  be^an  to  deal  with  the  tenants 
long  berore  tke  end  of  their  leases.  They 
generally  gave  the  tenants  to  understand 
whether  or  not  they  were  to  go  on  before 
its  termination.  But  there  were  landlords 
and  landlords  in  Scotland,  just  as  there 
were  farmers  and  farmers  in  Ireland. 
Under  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood,  a 
man  might  have  been  19  years  on  a 
farm,  and,  perhaps,  have  spoken  to  the 
factor  about  his  lease  being  renewed. 
There  might  have  been  an  understand- 
ing, though  actually  no  bargain,  that 
it  e^ould  be  renewed ;  but  something 
might,  ere  the  old  lease  actually  ex- 
pired, take  place  between  the  farmer 
and  Uie  factor  which  would  result  in  the 
farmer  getting  the  40  days'  notice  to 
quit.  The  farmer  might  be  obliged  to 
leave  his  farm  without  having  dealt  with 
the  land  as  he  would  have  done  had  he 
known  he  was  to  leave,  and  no  compen- 
sation was  allowed  to  him.  If  that  Bill 
were  passed,  such  a  thiuff  as  that  could 
not  take  place.  Oould  it  be  said  that  40 
days  w(»re  sufficient  for  a  tenant  farmer 
— perhaps  a  very  large  tenant  farmer — 
to  look  out  for  another  farm  in  which  he 
could  locate  himself  ?  It  was  impossible 
to  get  a  farm  at  40  days'  notice,  and 
farmers  would,  consequently,  be  put  to 
great  loss.  His  opinion  was  that  that  Bill 
would  be  a  very  Judicious  settlement  of 
the  question,  it  would  improve  the 
cultivation  of  the  land,  because  they 
knew  that  where  there  was  no  arrange- 
ment made  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
the  latter  exhausted  the  land  at  the  end 
of  his  lease  by  putting  in  white  crops  to 
a  great  extent  and  putting  in  no  manure, 
and  the  incoming  new  tenant  found  the 
land  was  verv  inferior  to  what  it  should 
be.  He  did  hope  that  this  measure 
would  meet  with  the  favourable  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment, 
for  he  thought  it  was  a  reasonable  and 
just  measure  for  the  tenant  farmers  as 
well  as  the  landlords. 

Mr.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  said,  he  was 

glad  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 

I  sat  down  had  so  completely  and  fully 
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answered  the  hon.  Member  for  Falkirk 
(Mr.  Kamsay),  who  had  taken  a  rather 
extreme  view  of  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  did  usually  take  an  extreme 
Tiew  of  the  rights  of  landlords  in  regard 
to  the  holding  of  land.  He  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  thought  this  Bill  was  a  step — 
he  did  not  say  a  large  one — in  the  right 
direction,  and  that  was  towards  conti- 
nuity in  the  occupation  of  the  land  which 
must  accompany  high  cultivation.  The 
necessity  for  the  landlord,  or  more  pro- 
bably his  agent,  giving  two  years'  notice 
before  their  relations  could  come  to  an 
end,  would  be  a  strong  warning  to  land- 
lords and  farmers  that  they  should  then 
endeavour  to  agree  upon  the  provisions 
of  a  new  bargain.  Under  the  present 
arrangement,  an  agent  neglectful  of  his 
landlord's  interests  might  put  off  from 
one  day  to  another  giving  the  farmer  any 
clear  idea  whether  he  wished  him  to  go 
or  stay ;  and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  farmer  would,  during  the  last  two  or 
three  years  of  his  lease,  put  no  money 
into  tibe  land  which  he  could  avoid 
doing.  He  would  try,  on  the  contrary, 
to  get  as  much  out  of  the  farm  as  he 
could.  Such  a  practice  was  neither  ad- 
vantageous to  the  farmer,  the  landlord, 
nor  the  public  at  large.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  proposal  was  an  interfer- 
ence with  the  freedom  of  contract ;  but 
the  provision  as  it  now  existed  of  40 
days  notice  was  a  decided  interference 
with  the  freedom  of  contract.  [**No, 
no !  "1  He  thought  he  was  justified  in 
BO  calling  it.  The  landlord  stipulated  in 
the  lease  that  the  tenant  was  to  quit  the 
farm  without  any  notice  whatever,  and  if 
that  notice  were  not  given,  then  the  tenant 
had  a  rieht  to  stay  on  for  another  year ; 
but  if  the  law  overruled  that  express 
oontr8U)t  in  the  lease,  as  was  the  case, 
and  said  that  a  tenant  was  not  bound  to 
leave  if  he  had  not  40  days'  notice,  that 
appeared  to  him  as  explicit  a  case  of  in- 
tenerence  with  the  freedom  of  oontract 
as  it  was  possible  to  have,  and  it  might 
be  some  consolation  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Elcho)  to  know  that  it  had  existed 
for  325  years  without  the  Constitution  of 
this  country  being  seriously  damaged  in 
consequence.  So  far  as  this  question 
of  interference  with  contract  was  con- 
cerned, it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
merely  a  Question  of  expediency.  Par- 
liament aid  and  ought  of  necessity 
to  interfere  with  contracts,  when  it  ap- 
peared to  be  a  necessity,  in  the  in- 

Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay 


terest  of  both  parties  and  of  the  public. 
He  was  not  in  the  least  afraid  that  land- 
lords would  have  recourse  to  yearly 
holdings  in  Scotland.  Leases  for  long 
periods  had  done  far  more  for  the  land- 
lords of  Scotland  than  for  the  tenants. 
But  for  them  the  landlords  would  have 
been  obliged  to  accept  large  reductions 
of  rent  at  the  present  time.  Under 
yearly  leases,  a  large  portion  of  the  land 
in  Scotland  would  go  out  of  cultivation, 
as  it  could  not  be  the  interest  of  the 
tenant  to  cultivate  it  on  such  terms.  It 
was  said  that  the  tenants  were  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves.  He  was  not 
surprised  that  the  landlords  should  bring 
forward  this  argument.  The  landlords 
might  say  that  uie  tenants  were  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves ;  but  did  the  facts 
substantiate  this  statement  ?  There  was 
no  doubt  of  what  the  opinions  of  the 
farmers  themselves  were.  They  were  of 
opinion  that  they  could  not  take  care  of 
themselves  in  their  bargains  with  the 
landlords.  If  the  House  would  consider 
the  conditions  to  which  they  had  to  sub- 
mit— and  the  conditions  of  a  bargain 
were  about  the  best  evidence  that  the 
public  could  get  as  to  whether,  in  the 
case  where  it  applied,  the  parties  to  it 
were  on  an  equal  footing — the  House 
would  see  that  these  conditions  were 
manifestly  unjust  and  one-sided,  and 
that  the  only  conclusion  that  would  be 
come  to  by  a  jury  considering  it  would 
be  that  one  of  the  parties  was  not  in  a 
position  to  take  care  of  himself.  He 
was  prepared  to  contend  that  there  was 
no  class  of  people  in  this  or  any  other 
country  more  independent  in  character 
than  the  farmers  of  Scotland.  They  had 
shown  this  at  the  recentElection ;  and  the 
fact  that  even  they  had  to  submit  to  con- 
ditions manifestly  unfair  and  one-sided 
was  the  strongest  possible  evidence  of 
the  great  power  and  pressure  they  had  to 
contend  ag^instin  mc^ng  their  bargains. 
This  Bill  being  a  step  in  the  right  di- 
rection, he  hoped  it  would  have  the 
support  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
Though  it  interfered  with  contracts,  it 
only  interfered  in  a  slightly  greater  de- 
gree than  the  present  law  interfered. 
They  were  only  extending  a  principle 
which  had  existed  for  325  years,  and  the 
necessity  of  which  was  becoming  more 
and  more  apparent  as  the  cultivation  of 
land  became  more  and  more  developed. 
Sir  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  said, 
he  had   listened  oarefiiUy  to  all   the 
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speeches  made  on  the  subject,  and  he 
had  flEuled  to  find  that  a  single  instance 
had  been  given  of  evil  arising  out  of 
the  present  state  of  the  law  which 
would  justify  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
What  did  the  Bill  deal  with  ?  It  did 
not  deal  with  tenants  below  five  acres, 
or  with  tenants  at  will.  It  had  nothing 
to  do  with  those  two  classes  for  whom, 
if  at  all,  some  protection  was  needed ; 
but  it  proposed  to  deal  with  parties  who 
voluntarily  entered  into  engagements 
extending  over  a  considerable  time,  in 
Scotland  generally  19  years,  and  to  pro- 
vide against  the  contingency  of  the  two 
parties  not  coming  to  an  agreement  as  to 
the  renewal  of  the  lease  within  40  days  of 
the  expiringtime.  Hechallenged  hishon. 
Friend  whose  name  was  at  tne  back  of 
the  Bill  (Mr,  J.  W.  Barclay),  or  any  hon. 
Gentleman  connected  with  Scotland  who 
knew  anything  of  the  working  of  the 
lease  system  in  Scotland,  to  produce  to 
him  any  instance  where  a  grievance  had 
arisen  out  of  the  present  state  of  the 
law.  Judging  from  his  own  experience, 
the  usual  practice  was  that  leases  were 
entered  into  for  19  years  with  the  full 
understanding  that  if  they  did  not  cotne 
to  tf  further  agreement  before  the  ex- 

Juration  of  the  time  first  named  the 
ease  came  to  an  end.  That  was  the 
usual  practice  in  his  neighbourhood, 
and,  he  believed,  everywhere.  It  was 
only  common  sense  to  expect  that  no 
prudent  man  would  allow  his  lease  to 
run  out  just  on  the  chance  of  its  being 
renewed,  or  on  the  chance  of  tacit  relo- 
cation. The  farmers  generallv  wanted 
a  renewal  of  the  lease,  and  if  they  could 
not  get  it  they  left  their  farm  and  went 
away  somewhere  else.  It  might  be  that 
extreme  cases  did  occur  when  negotia- 
tions went  on  sometimes  up  to  the  last 
moment;  but  he  thought  it  was  very 
exceptional,  for  in  practical  life  he 
thought  the  tenants  generally  knew 
rery  well  what  they  were  about.  What 
was  the  object  of  the  Bill?  What 
earthly  benetit  would  it  be  to  the  tenant 
farmers?  An  hon.  Gentleman  below 
him  had  said  that  it  would  lead  to  the 
disuse  of  leases;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  there  would  be  a  disposition 
on  the  part  of  the  landlords  and  tenants 
of  Scotland  to  part  with  leases,  nor  did 
he  believe  that  would  be  the  result  of 
the  Bill.  But  what  he  did  think  the 
result  of  the  Bill  would  be  was  that  the 
notice  would  be  given  two  years  before 


the  end  of  the  lease,  and  then  there 
would  be  an  agreement  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  so  that  in  reality 
the  Bill  would  be  an  utter  nullity.  He 
believed  that  would  be  the  result  of  the 
Bill ;  and  unless  some  hon.  Member  con- 
nected with  Scotland  could  get  up  and 
lay  his  finger  upon  a  case  which  could 
show  that  there  was  great  necessity  for 
the  proposed  lepslation,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  go  on ; 
but  if,  as  was  stated  by  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay), 
there  was  a  necessity  for  the  alteration 
of  the  law  with  respect  to  the  40  days' 
notice,  then  he  would  be  quite  ready  to 
consider  that  subject. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  said,  he  held  two  or 
three  farms  under  leases ;  and  certainly, 
unless  a  fresh  arrangement  was  made, 
his  term  would  expire  at  the  end  of  the 
lease,  the  resiilt  of  that  being  that  in- 
stead of  getting  40  days'  notice,  as  the 
Scotch  did,  the  English  farmers  did  not 
have  any  notice.  The  usual  practice 
was  that  a  lease  terminated  when  the 
time  expired,  unless  it  was  renewed. 
At  the  same  time,  he  was  of  opinion  that 
the  principle  advocated  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire 
(Sir  Alexander  Gordon)  was  a  right  prin- 
ciple. He  believed  it  would  be  mutually 
advantageous  if  the  law  compelled  the 
party  wishing  to  terminate  an  engage- 
ment to  give,  say,  one  year's  notice. 
Two  or  three  years  he  thought  to  be  too 
loDg  a  notice.  In  the  Chamber  of 
Agriculture  of  which  he  was  a  member 
the  subject  had  been  discussed,  and  that 
body  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
would  be  of  mutual  advantage  if  one 
year's  notice  was  the  rule.  This  would 
afford  no  more  protection  to  the  tenant 
than  it  would  to  the  landlord.  Land- 
lords had,  certainlv,  land  thrown  upon 
their  hands  when  they  did  not  expect  it, 
and  he  thought  the  principle  laid  down 
in  the  Bill  was  a  just  one. 

Mr.  M'LAGAN  said,  an  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  challenged  any  Scotch  Member 
to  adduce  cases  where  a  grievance  had 
been  created  by  the  existing  law.  He 
knew  a  case  in  his  own  neighbourhood 
where  a  landlord  had  let  the  land  on  the 
best  terms  possible.  The  tenant  re- 
quested the  landlord  to  renew  the  lease  ; 
but  he  declined  to  state  what  course  he 
intended  to  take  before  the  40  days.  It 
might  be  said  that  the  landlord  did  not 
put  the  tenant  out  of  the  farm ;  but  then 
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he  put  him  to  great  trouble  and  incon- 
venience in  not  knowing  whether  he  was 
going  to  be  allowed  to  remain  or  not,  and 
it  had  often  been  found  that  farms  were 
not  easily  to  be  obtained  at  40  days' 
notice.  It  was  not  merely  the  question 
of  compensation  for  unexhausted  ma- 
nures which  the  tenant  had  put  in  his 
holding;  but  it  was  necessary  for  the 
tenant  to  get  a  longer  notice  to  quit  in 
order  to  enable  him  to  obtain  another 
farm  and  a  house  in  which  to  live ;  and 
on  that  ground  alone  he  adyooated  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
and  should  support  its  second  reading. 
He  was  very  much  surprised  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  FtJkirk  Burghs  (Mr. 
Bamsay)  speak  of  the  question  as  if  it 
was  such  a  g^eat  interference  with  the 
freedom  of  contract.  He  (Mr.  M'Lagan) 
was  as  much  opposed  to  interference 
with  freedom  of  contract  as  anyone,  and 
he  agreed  that  any  interference  on  the 
subject  ought  not  to  take  place  except 
under  circumstances  of  public  necessity ; 
but  in  the  case  of  the  Bill  before  the 
House  it  was  not  introducing  a  new 
principle  at  all.  They  had  the  inter- 
ference of  the  State  existing  already,  in 
80  far  as  legislation  was  concerned,  as  it 
was  already  provided  that  40  days' 
notice  must  be  given.  That  was  pro- 
vided in  the  event  of  the  landlord  and 
tenant  coming  to  no  terms  whatever,  and 
to  prevent  any  dispute  as  to  what  time 
notice  should  be  given ;  so  it  was  said 
and  laid  down  as  a  principle  that  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  give  40 
days'  notice  to  render  any  dispute  easily 
settled.  It  was  not  laid  down  that  a 
landlord  was  compelled  to  give  40  days' 
notice.  He  might  g^ve  one  year  or  two 
years'  notice  if  he  chose;  but  in  the 
event  of  any  dispute  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant  the  Legislature  had 
laid  it  down  as  a  matter  of  expediency 
that  40  days'  notice  most  be  given.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
had  said  that  it  would  have  been  much 
better  for  the  Legislature  to  take  all  the 
land  into  its  own  hands  and  deal  with 
it  altogether  than  to  have  the  present 
interference.  On  that  question  he  main- 
tained that  they  were  anticipating  al- 
together a  discussion  which  would  take 
place  on  another  Bill  which  was  before 
l^arliament,  when  the  question  of  inter- 
ference with  the  freedom  of  contract 
would  come  up.  The  question  now  be- 
fore them  was  very  clear.    It  was  abso- 
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lutely  necessary  that  the  tenant  should 
know  in  time  whether  he  was  to  keep 
his  land  or  not,  so  that  he  might  pre- 
pare for  it  either  by  manuring  his  mtm 
heavily  or  by  not  manuring  it  so  much, 
so  as  not  to  leave  too  much  of  his  money 
in  his  land  for  those  who  might  come 
after  him.  He  knew  of  many  cases 
where  tenants  were  not  told  that  they 
were  to  leave  the  farms,  and  the  result 
was  that  they  left  a  large  amount  of 
their  capital  behind  them  in  the  land ; 
but,  by  giving  two  years'  notice,  they 
would  be  enabled  to  do  that  which  was 
right  and  proper.  He  did  not  sav  that 
the  landlords  would  be  the  losers  by  the 
proposal;  but  he  thought  that  if  the 
Bill  passed  into  law  the  landlords  would 
make  agreements  with  the  tenants  that 
the  farms  should  not  be  run  out  at  the 
end  of  the  lease.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister,  in  one  of  his 
election  speeches,  stated  that  he  thought 
a  good  arrangement  between  landlord 
and  tenant  would  be  to  allow  the  tenant 
to  farm  land  according  to  the  beet  rules 
of  husbandry,  and  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years  of  his  lease  to  bind  him 
down  to  a  particular  rotation.  That  was 
simply  givmg  four  or  five  years'  notice 
to  quit  to  the  tenant.  It  would  not  be 
necessary  to  give  that  notice  at  all  if  the 
landlord  wished  to  part  with  him.  That 
was  the  method  which  many  of  the  best 
proprietors  of  England  were  adopting  in 
regard  to  the  cultivation  of  the  l^d. 
They  allowed  the  tenants  to  farm  the 
land  as  they  thought  proper  until 
nearly  the  end  of  the  lease,  and  then 
they  bound  them  down  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  cultivation  should  be  pursued. 
They  had  been  told  from  the  front 
Treasury  Bench  that  a  Bill  which  was 
lately  introduced  was  simply  carrying 
out  a  practice  which  good  proprietors 
adopted  in  the  country.  He  was  now 
only  asking  the  House  to  cany  out  the 
practice  wmch  every  good  proprietor  in 
theoountnr  adopted.  Such  a  one  would 
take  good  care  to  give  his  tenant  due 
notice  whether  he  intended  to  part  com- 
pany with  his  tenant  at  the  end  of  his 
lease.  He  did  not  think  two  years' 
notice  was  too  much.  On  the  oontraiy, 
he  put  in  his  own  leases  sometimes  four 
or  nve  years,  so  as  to  allow  the  tenant 
on  a  farm  to  brinff  it  into  a  proper 
state  when  he  was  about  to  leave.  That, 
he  contended,  would  be  better  than  the 
present  system,  where  a  landlord  had 
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only  to  giye  six  weeks'  notice  to  leave. 
He  trusted  the  Oovemment  would  sup- 
port the  measure.  But,  if  not,  he  hoped 
they  would  give  the  House  a  promise 
that  when  they  took  up  the  question  of 
reforming  the  Land  Laws  that  the  ques- 
tion they  were  discussine  would  be  par- 
ticularly considered,  and  that  due  notice 
should  be  eiven  to  tenants  before  thev 
were  compelled  to  leave  their  farms.  i£ 
they  got  tnat  assurance  from  the  Oovem- 
ment he  should  advise  his  hon.  and 
ffallant  Friend  the  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander  Gbrdon) 
not  to  put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of  di- 
viding ;  but  if  they  did  not  get  that  assur- 
ance he  should  certainly  advise  him  to  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  question. 
Mb.  ABTHUB  peel  said,  he  heartily 
wished  a  Scotch  lawyer  was  present  to 
deal  with  the  question ;  but,  under  pre- 
sent circumstances,  he  would  do  his  best. 
First,  he  must  give  every  credit  to  the 
motives  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
in  bringing  forward  the  Bill  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  outgoing  tenants,  and  to 
secure  that  what  he  thought  due  notice 
should  be  given  him  before  the  termina- 
tion of  the  lease.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  a  stronp^  expression  of  opinion 
had  been  given  in  that  House  that  two 
years'  notice  was  too  long,  and  that  to 
meet  the  circumstances  of  the  case  a 
much  shorter  notice  would  be  necessary. 
But  it  appeared  to  him,  as  an  individual, 
that  the  weak  point  in  the  Bill  was  this. 
Supposing  he  (Mr.  Feel)  were  a  pro- 
prietor, and  he  did  not  like  the  system 
of  lon^  leases,  what,  th'en,  was  to  pre- 
vent hun  giving  notice  to  his  tenant  as 
a  matter  of  form,  for  the  purpose  of 
securing  himself  against  probable  loss  ? 
He  should  say  to  the  tenant — "  I  am 
really  not  going  to  oust  you  at  the  ter- 
mination of  your  lease;  but  I  should 
like,  in  the  meantime,  to  consult  with 
you  aSj  to  whether  you  can  ffive  me  a 
sufficiency  of  rent,  or  equal  to  what 
another  tenant  will  offer."  In  that  case 
he  did  not  precisely  see  how  the  tenant 
under  the  Bill  would  be  in  any  different 
position  to  that  which  he  was  in  under 
the  existing  law.  It  i^peared  to  him 
that  that  was  the  weak  point  of  the  BilL 
The  suggestion  had  been  thrown  out 
that  the  uovemment  should  say  that  the 
subject  was  under  consideration.  All 
he  oould  say  was  that  the  subieot  itself, 
AS  well  as  the  question  touched  on  in  the 
Bill*  and  the  question  of  the  pexxna&ent 


improvement  of  the  relations  between 
landlord  and  tenant  was  one  eminently 
deserving  of  consideration,  and  one 
which  ouffht  to  form  part  of  any  scheme 
on  the  suDJect.  As  the  Bill  was  drawn 
he  did  not  think  it  exactiy  answered  the 
purpose  which  was  intended;  and  he 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  not  press  it  at  the  present  time, 
but  take  the  assurance  that  the  subject 
he  had  raised,  and  the  other  matters  put 
forward  as  to  the  position  and  relations 
of  the  out-going  tenant,  would  be  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Oovemment  when 
they  came  to  consider  the  whole  question 
of  uie  Land  Laws. 

LoBD  ELCHO  said,  he  had  not  known 
that  this  Bill  was  to  be  brought  forward, 
and  he  had  only  seen  it  that  day  at  the 
Bill  office.  From  what  he  had  heard  he 
should  say  that  the  Bill  was  one  of  those 
Bills  showing  the  tendency  of  the  Legis- 
lature to  interfere  in  every  possible  way 
with  everyone  in  every  relation  of  life. 
At  one  time  it  was  between  employers 
and  employed,  with  reference  to  injuries ; 
at  anotner  time  it  was  with  seamen  and 
their  waffes ;  and  at  another  time  it  was 
with  landlords.  At  the  present  moment, 
in  consequence  of  the  agricultural  dis- 
tress, the  Liberal  Party  were  attempting 
to  make  political  capital  out  of  it.  B 
was  supposed  that  that  Party  had  in- 
curred a  debt  to  those  who  returned 
them,  and  they  were  endeavouring  to 
pay  that  debt  by  interfering  in  every 
way  between  landlord  and  t^iant.  He 
maintained  that  the  legal  and  official 
astuteness  of  the  hon.  Gentieman  who 
had  just  sat  down  had  made  dear  the 
defects  of  the  Bill — that  it  would  prove 
to  be  a  nullity.  But  it  was  not  a  nullity 
in  regard  to  the  pindple  it  embodied, 
of  further  interference  with  contract.. 
Anything  like  the  reasoning  of  the  hon. 
ana  gallant  Oentieman  opposite,  logically 
speaking,  he  had  never  neard.  ]m  fact, 
he  (Lora  Elcho)  had,  by  way  of  ex- 
periment, drawn  a  firesh  Preamble  to  the 
Bill.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Oentieman 
had  asked  them  to  contrast  the  stote  of 
things  in  England,  where  there  was  only 
a  yearly  tenancy,  with  a  year's  notice, 
and  the  state  of  things  in  Scotland,  with 
40  days'  notice,  and  then  proceeded — 
**  Is  it  possible,  in  a  country  where  the 
farmer  is  in  possession  of  an  18  years' 
lease,  to  be  turned  out  at  40  days' 
notice,  while  in  England  the  tenant  with 
no  such  lease  had  a  year's  notice?" 
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Therefore,  the  Preamble  onght  to  run 
thus — **  Whereas  in  England,  where  the 
tenant  has  no  other  security  than  a  yearly 
tenancy,  and  of  a  consequence  a  year's 
notice  is  made  necessary  at  the  termina- 
tion, ergo  be  it  enacted  that  in  Scotland, 
where  the  tenant  has  a  security  of  19 
years*  lease,  two  years'  notice  shall  be 
required."  He  thought  the  reasoning 
was  rather  the  other  way.  The  whole 
theory  of  leases  in  Scotland  was  based 
on  the  security  of  long  leases  such  as  18 
or  19  years,  and  in  consequence  of  that 
they  only  gave  40  days'  notice.  But  they 
had  heard,  in  the  course  of  that  debate, 
from  many  hon.  Gentlemen,  that  the 
tenants  in  England  with  respect  to  leases 
were  in  a  very  much  worse  position  than 
the  tenants  in  Scotland  were,  whether  in 
regard  to  house  or  land  tenancy.  As 
regarded  the  practical  grievance,  how- 
ever, he  darea  any  of  the  Gentlemen 
whose  names  were  on  the  back  of  the 
Bill  to  say  that  any  real  practical  griev- 
ance had  arisen  under  the  present  sys- 
tem, and  that  the  practice  generally,  as 
had  been  stated,  was  not  to  give  ample 
notice  to  the  tenant,  whether  they  were 
or  were  not  entitled  to  it.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers seemed  to  forget  that  what  they 
proposed  was  an  interference  on  the  part 
of  the  State.  He  maintained  that  the 
State  had  no  right  to  interfere,  and 
should  not  interfere  in  this  fashion.  It 
simply  led  to  bad  blood  between  land- 
loras  and  tenants ;  and  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
that  if  the  State  was  going  to  deal  with 
land  in  that  way — following  the  prece- 
dent of  the  Irish  Land  Act,  which  over- 
rode all  contracts  and  confiscated  pro- 
perty in  every  possible  way  without 
compensation — if  it  intended  so  to  deal 
with  land  in  this  country,  the  sooner 
they  knew  of  it  the  better,  and  the  sooner 
the  State  acted  honestly  in  this  matter 
the  better.  The  honest  way  of  dealing, 
as  was  suggested  by  the  Member  for  the 
Falkirk  Surghs,  was  that  the  State 
should  say — "  We  think  that  the  present 
mtem  of  Land  Laws  is  in  the  interests  of 
the  country  unsound,  and  the  property 
on  land  ought  not  to  be  held  by  indivi- 
duals. The  State  can  do  these  things 
far  better  than  individuals  can;  and, 
therefore,  we  will  take  the  land  and 
compensate  them  who  hold  it  for  the  full 
value."  That  was  a  more  rational  and 
honest  plan  of  dealing  with  this  question 
than  for   Members  who   had  pledged 
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themselves  to  their  constituencies  or  to 
their  Party  coming  to  that  House  with 
perpetual  Land  BUls — not  that  it  had 
been  done  on  this  occasion — and,  thinking 
they  had  a  majority  on  their  side,  giving 
in  to  such  wrongful  principles  of  legisla- 
tion. As  regarded  the  questions  of  entail, 
settlement,  and  cognate  subjects,  he 
could  understand  them  being  placed 
under  the  heading  of  land  legislation. 
But  the  present  proposal  was  a  distinct 
matter.  Scotlana  had  been  brought  from 
a  barren  moor  under  a  system  of  free 
contracts,  and  all  this  interference  with 
contract  would  simply  have  the  effect  of 
making  men  very  careful  how  they  gave 
these  contracts  and  leases.  As  for  him- 
self, he  would  rather  have  his  property 
at  a  less  rent  free  irom  these  trying, 
hampering  agreements  made  by  the 
State,  than  with  a  nominally  larger  rent 
under  State  supervision  and  State  hatch- 
ing such  as  had  grown  up  in  Ireland. 
In  Scotland  he  trusted  they  should  re- 
main free.  He  should  have  been  per- 
fectly prepared,  if  the  Government  had 
expressed  approval  of  this  Bill,  to  have 
resisted  it;  and  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  opposite  would  have  stood  by  him 
in  resisting  this  unnecessary  meddling 
and  uncalled  for  interference  for  poli- 
tical purposes,  in  payment,  he  believed, 
of  political  debts  incurred  at  the  hust- 
ings. Happily,  however,  the  course 
taken  by  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  removed  from 
him  the  necessity  of  resisting  the  mea- 
sure. He  trusted  that  when  the  Q-ovem- 
ment  came  to  revise  the  Land  Laws  they 
would  not  think  that  that  part  of  the 
subject  required  attention — namely,  the 
relation  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
and  that  fr*eedom  of  contract  which  in 
Scotland  and  in  this  country  had  pro- 
duced beneficial  resiilts  to  all  parties 
concerned. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  that,  as  the  Irish 
Land  Act  had  been  referred  to,  he  might 
assure  the  House  that  the  Irish  Land 
Act  had  worked  very  well  in  Ireland, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  but  that  its  prin- 
ciples would  find  their  way  into  Scot- 
land before  long.  The  principle  of  that 
Bill  seemed  to  be  a  very  reasonable  one, 
and  its  object  was  to  extend  the  40  days' 
notice  now  g^ven  to  a  two  years'  notice. 
It  was  not  fair  to  allow  a  man  to  remain 
in  uncertainty  up  to  almost  the  last  day 
of  his  lease,  because  he  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  taking  another  farm  else- 
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where  if  he  knew  in  time  what  the  land- 
lord intended  to  do.  In  Ireland  it  was 
not  unusual  to  find  a  man  in  occupation 
of  land  before  the  lease  was  drawn  up, 
and  the  tenant  would  expect  to  remain 
in  occupation  at  the  expiration  of  the 
lease.  It  was  extremely  desirable  that 
the  tenant  should  have  sufficient  notice 
as  to  whether  he  was  to  remain  or  not 
at  the  expiration  of  the  lease.  In  his 
opinion,  a  two  years'  notice  prior  to  the 
expiration  of  the  lease  would  oe  a  fayour- 
able  compromise.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Elcho)  called  the  provisions  of  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  confiscation. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  that  what  he 
meant  by  confiscation  had  reference  to 
disturbance — to  what  was  described  by 
the  late  Sir  John  Ghtty  as .  the  taking  of 
£8,000,000  from  the  pockets  of  one  class 
in  order  to  put  it  into  the  pockets  of 
another. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  he  accepted  the 
explanation  of  the  noble  Lord ;  but  if 
the  question  of  confiscation  was  to  be 
raised  he  would  be  quite  prepared  to 
show  there  was  no  confiscation.  The 
noble  Lord  had  said  that  there  was  in 
the  present  Bill  an  interference  with  pri- 
vate contract ;  but  he  must  be  aware 
that,  in  order  to  maintain  a  contract, 
the  parties  must  stand  on  an  equal 
basis,  and  unless  the  two  sides  were 
perfectly  independent  and  free  it  could 
not  be  said  that  contract  was  interfered 
with.  In  Scotland  it  might  be  that 
the  tenant  came  to  his  landlord  on  equal 
terms.  If  that  were  so,  he  should  be 
inclined  to  ag^e  with  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  was  objectionable  to  interfere 
with  contracts.  On  the  other  hand,  if 
the  man  in  possession  had  to  accept  a 
contract  under  the  penalty  of  removal, 
or  of  not  obtaining  the  torms  which  he 
would  have  a  fair  right  to  expect,  then 
he  should  say  there  was  no  interference 
with  the  contract. 

Mb.  mask  STEWABT  said,  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  Elcho),  in 
his  opinion,  dealt  with  a  very  useful 
subject;  but  although  he  agreed  with 
the  principle  expresMd  he  did  not  think 
it  applicable  to  tnat  Bill.  At  the  present 
time  there  were  many  tenants  wno  did 
not  care  to  take  a  lease,  and  it  was  not 
wise  on  the  part  of  many  landlords  to 
ask  their  tenants  to  take  a  lease,  but 
rather,  owing  to  the  depression,  to  let 
th«mr«maiaanfrt>mysartoyear.  Sup- 


pose the  Bill  were  carried,  a  simple 
notice  of  termination  of  leases  would  be 
given,  not  necessarily  binding  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  or  the  tenant. 
What  woiild  be  the  use  of  burdening 
the  Statute  Book  with  Bills  which  woull 
only  confuse  instead  of  guiding  those  who 
were  anxious  to  take  the  fair  view  which 
the  law  laid  down  on  those  questions.  If 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  accepted  the 
views  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  he  would  do 
well.  He  had  listened  to  the  debate, 
and  as  much  opposition  had  been  shown 
on  the  Ministerial  side  as  on  that  of  the 
Opposition.  This  opposition  was  not 
necessarilv  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
because  if  they  came  to  what  amount  of 
notice  should  be  given  more  than  two 
years  were  required.  In  his  own  part 
of  the  country  five  years  were  reqmred, 
if  they  expected  a  man  to  farm  as  hieh 
as  was  customary ;  and  therefore,  as  &r 
as  this  went,  two  years  would  not  be  one 
whit  better  than  one  year.  He  was 
quite  certain  that  the  more  impediments 
they  put  to  freedom  of  contract  between 
landlord  and  tenant,  the  greater  diffi- 
culty one  had  with  tenants.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  not  press 
the  matter  to  a  division,  for  if  he  did  he 
was  afraid  he  should  have  to  vote  against 
him — not  because  he  did  not  agree  with 
the  principle  that  40  davs  was  too  short 
a  period,  but  because  he  thought  l^e 
provisions  of  the  Bill  were  unnecessary, 
and,  besides,  such  matters  were  far 
better  left  to  the  g^ood  feeling  subsisting 
between  landlord  and  tenant  than  to  any 
Act  of  Parliament. 

Mb.  GREGORY  said,  he  could  not 
see  on  what  principle  the  law  of  Soot- 
land  required  notice  of  40  davs.  It  would 
be  much  better  that  it  should  be  under- 
stood that  the  tenancy  should  terminate 
upon  the  expiration  of  the  lease  as  it  did 
in  England. 

Mb.  PARKER  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho)  had  informed  the  House  that  he 
was  not  aware  of  the  existence  of  the 
present  Bill  till  he  came  down  to  the 
House  t^iat  momine.  Had  he  read  it 
more  carefully  he  might  not  have  found 
it  necessary  to  say  so  much  about  con- 
fiscation under  the  Irish  Land  Act,  and 
interference  with  freedom  of  contract. 
The  Bill  did  not  propose  to  interfere 
with  freedom  of  contract.  But  then, 
said  the  noble  Lord,  it  was  open  to  other 
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objections.  Notices  might  be  served  as 
a  matter  of  form  two  years  beforehand, 
leaving  the  landlord  to  do  as  he  liked  till 
the  last.  Well,  no  doubt,  landlords 
would  have  a  perfect  right  to  do  so ;  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  attach  vezy  much 
importance  to  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
There  was  one  ground,  however,  on 
which  he  would  support  the  Bill.  If 
the  law  prescribed  a  term  of  notice  at  all 
it  was  well  that  it  should  correspond  to 
the  practice  of  the  best  landlords.  But 
the  present  notice  as  to  renewal  had  been 
enacted  300  years  ago,  when  40  days' 
notice,  no  doubt,  might  be  sufficient,  con- 
sidering the  method  of  agriculture  in 
vogue  at  that  time.  Now,  however, 
there  was  a  totally  different  system  of 
affrioidture,  and  it  was  generally  recog- 
nized as  important  that  tenants  under 
leases  such  as  prevail  in  Scotiand,  and 
under  a  system  of  high  farming,  should 
have  at  least  two  years'  notice  as  to  the 
renewal  of  the  lease.  The  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  an  English  agricultural  consti- 
tuency had  told  them  that  two  years 
was  too  long  a  notice.  That,  of  course, 
might  be  debated  in  Committee ;  but  he 
thought  Scotch  Members  would  be  pre- 
pared to  show  that  if  a  time  were  to  be 
named  atall  two  years  were  not  too  much. 
Where  there  was  uncertainty  as  to  the 
renewal  of  a  lease,  the  land  was  often 
allowed  to  fall  off  in  condition,  and 
several  years  were  necessary  before  it 
could  be  brought  back  to  its  former 
state  if  the  renewal  was  obtained.  On 
that  ground  he  thought  ^t  worth  while 
that  some  such  enactment  should  be 
placed  on  the  Statute  Book  as  an  indi- 
cation to  landlords  of  the  term  of  notice 
that  tenants  might  fairly  expect.  Khis 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  thought  it 
necessary  to  go  to  a  division  he  should 
vote  with  him ;  but  after  the  considera- 
tion which  the  Government  had  pro- 
mised to  the  subject  he  did  not  think  a 
division  was  required. 

Mb.  mCKS  asked  why  this  Bill 
stopped  short  at  large  farms,  and  was 
not  extended  to  holdm^  of  less  than  five 
acres  in  size  ?  He  indicated  his  opinion 
that  great  danjofers  would  be  incurred  in 
way  of  interrorence  with  freedom  of 
oontraot. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  OOBDON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  a  great  deal  had  been 
said  as  to  the  alteration  in  the  law  his 
Bill  nroposed  to  effect.  He  could  only 
lay  toat  the  law  as  it  stood,  declaring 


as  it  did  40  days  to  be  held  the  legal 
notice,  was  an  interference  with  contract. 
It  had  been  stated  that  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  in  for  political  purposes. 
It  was  very  easy  to  insinuate  a  motive, 
because  no  man  could  tell  another  man's 
motives.  He  thought,  indeed,  he  had 
quite  as  much  right  to  say  that  the  oppo- 
sition of  the  noole  Lord  (Lord  Eloho) 
was  due  to  private  interests,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  to  say  that  his  action  was 
prompted  by  political  purposes.  As  to 
what  nad  been  said  by  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
about  formal  notices,  he  woula  explain 
that  if  such  notice  were  given  the  land 
would  go  out  of  cultivation.  It  was  the 
object  of  the  Bill  to  prevent  the  tenant 
receiving  formal  notice.  The  landlord 
who  gave  a  formal  notice  would  thus 
lose  the  interest  he  had  in  the  land ;  and, 
therefore,  no  landlord  would  give  such 
notice  unless  he  intended  to  act  upon  it. 
He  had  no  wish  to  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  division  after  the  assuranoe 
of  the  Government  that  they  would  take 
the  question  into  careful  consideration, 
and  that  the  result  of  that  consideration 
would  be  embodied  in  a  Bill  next  year. 
He  had  not  altered  his  opinion  as  to  the 
value  of  the  measure  in  tne  least  degree, 
although  he  now  consented  to  with- 
draw it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Bill  withdrawn, 

aUK  LICENCE  ACT  (1870)  AMENDMENT 

BILL.--[BiLL  193.] 
(^Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr.  Pell,  Mr.  M*lA^am, 

Mr.  Mark  Stewart.) 

SEOOKB  BBADUrO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sib  ALEXANDEB  GOBDON,  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  remove  a  grievance  caused 
by  the  Act  of  1870,  by  which  a  tax  was 
imposed  on  the  guns  of  those  engaged 
in  agriculture.    Up  to  that  i>eriod  ocou- 

giers  of  land  in  Scotiand  and  Ireland 
ad  been  free  to  destroy  hares  and  rab- 
bits, and  birds  that  preyed  upon  their 
crops  without  being  taxed ;  but  in  that 
year  a  proposal  was  made  to  alter  the 
fame  certificates,  and  a  gun  licence  was 
imposed  on  all  persons  who  carried  a 
gun  for  the  killing  of  these  animals.    A 
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penon  might  carry  a  {Q;im  and  nse  it  for 
xrightening  birds  or  for  killing  vermin ; 
but  if  the  person  killed  the  birds  in- 
stead of  frightening  them  he  had  to  pay 
a  tax  of  10«.  for  his  gun.  Farmers  con- 
sidered this  a  great  grievance.  The 
amount  of  the  tax  was  not  large ;  but 
they  objected  to  it  on  principle.  Far- 
li«nent  had  not  taxed  a  man's  plough 
or  his  spade,  and  a  gun  was  as  neces- 
sary a  tool  to  the  fanner  as  either  the 
plough  or  spade.  They  had  no  business 
to  tax  it  any  more  than  any  other  in- 
strument of  husbandry.  He  believed 
that  if  the  Government  were  to  remove 
the  gun  licence  they  would  increase 
rather  than  diminish  the  Bevenue,  be- 
cause many  persons  took  out  a  gun 
licence  not  only  because  it  enabled  them 
to  frighten  and  kill  birds,  but  because 
under  cover  of  it  they  killed  game  and 
other  animals.  They  thus  avoided 
taking  out  a  game  certificate,  for  which 
they  would  have  had  to  pay  £d,  and  so 
by  only  taking  out  a  gun  licence  they 
saved  £2  10«.  K  they  would  look  at 
the  number  of  fame  licences  issued 
this  year  they  womd  find  it  was  54,726, 
frt)m  which  the  Bevenue  derived 
£188,980.  Gim  licences  had  been  issued 
to  the  number  of  186,257,  which  brought 
to  the  Bevenue  a  sum  of  £80,701.  If 
they  turned  to  the  Betums  of  the  In- 
land Bevenue,  they  would  find  that 
eveiy  successive  year  there  were  some 
remarks  made  upon  this  point  on  the 
evasion  of  the  game  certificates  by  per- 
sons who  took  out  ffun  licences.  The 
Beportof  this  year,  n)r  instance,  said — 

^The  incresae  of  gmme  lioenoes  sinoe  1871, 
when  the  gun  lioenoe  waa  imposed,  has  onlj 
been  one-fortieth  of  the  total  number;  bat  the 
incroMe  of  the  gun  lioenoe  for  the  Mme  period 
has  been  one-third  of  the  total  number." 

And  they  went  on  to  say — 

*'  One  reasonable  inference  to  be  drawn  from 
these  facts  is  that  a  larger  number  of  persons 
who  wish  to  shoot  game  take  out  onlj  a  gun 
Hoenoe,  under  which  they  canr  their  guns  a^mt 
without  molestation  of  the  Excise  officers  or 
gainekeepers,  and  accept  the  risk  of  being  found 
killing  game.'* 

Another  year  they  reported — 

''It  is  impossible  to  beUere  that  the  largo 
number  of  persons  who  go  out  to  shoot  game 
take  out  game  licences.  Many  of  them  take  no 
move  than  a  gun  UoeoM." 


It  would  therefiore  be  seen  that  if  they 
were  to  abolish  the  gun  tax  the  Bevenue 


would  lose  nothing,  because  many  per- 
sons would  be  dnven  to  take  out  a 
game  certificate  who  now  evaded  it. 
Last  year  this  question  was  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  and  he  had  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  assent  to  the 
principles  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  talked 
out  on  that  occasion.  The  chief  objector 
to  the  Bill  on  behalf  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Mr.  James  Lowther,  whose  memory  was 
blessed  bv  eveiy  Irishman.  He  said, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that  he 
could  not  sanction  the  Bill,  because  it 
would  be  dangerous  to  allow  Irishmen 
in  Ireland  to  carry  guns,  and  he  would 
not  take  upon  himself  the  responsibility 
of  allowing  the  occupier  of  land  there  to 
have  them.  So  little  had  that  gentle- 
man considered  or  cared  about  the  sub- 
1'ect  that  he  did  not  know  that  the  gun 
Lcence  did  not  prevent  a  single  person 
keeping  a  gun  in  his  possession.  £ivery 
man  could  have  a  gun  in  his  house 
without  paying  a  tax,  and  he  might  use 
it  for  any  purpose  he  liked  other  than 
those  he  mentioned.  It  was  not  until 
he  took  it  out  to  shoot  birds  that  he  be- 
came liable  to  pay  the  tax.  The  Excise 
officer  might  see  him  carrying  a  eun, 
but  could  not  touch  him  if  he  saia  his 
only  purpose  was  to  frighten  birds.  It 
was  only  when  the  Excise  officer  caught 
him  killing  the  birds  that  he  forced  mm 
to  pay  the  tax.  The  object  of  the  Bill 
was  to  force  occupiers  of  land  to  protect 
their  crops  from  injury  without  the  tax ; 
and  he  expected  this  year  the  Bill  would 
receive  a  more  favourable  considera- 
tion on  behalf  of  the  Government  than 
it  had  last,  because  they  had  before 
them  a  Bill  to  enable  the  tenants  to  pro- 
tect their  crops  from  hares  and  rabbits. 
This  Bill  was  proposed,  therefore,  on 
the  same  lines  as  that  Bill,  and  it  ought 
to  receive  the  sanction  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  thought  he  had  shown  the 
tax  ought  to  be  removed.  In  his  part 
of  the  coimtry  they  called  it  a  Game  Law 
in  disguise,  which,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
was. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed; 
"  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Sir  AUxonier  Gordon.) 

Mb.  sexton  thouffht  it  was  de- 
sirable that  occupiers  of  land  should  be 
able  to  protect  their  crops  without  being 
taxed;  but  he  was  not  willingr  that  any 
Bill  diould  pass  which  womd  benefit 
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the  people  of  one  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom  at  the  expense  of  the  people  of 
another  portion.  The  people  of  Ireland 
were  now,  by  the  expiration  of  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act,  placed  in  an  equal  con- 
dition with  the  people  of  England  and 
Scotland  with  regard  to  the  carrying  of 
arms ;  and  with  the  view  of  preventing 
that  state  of  things  being  disturbed  by 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  he  moved  that 
it  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months.  If  he  were  assured  that  the 
Bill  would  not  prejudice  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  as  to  carrying  of 
arms  he  would  be  happy  to  with(&aw 
his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Sextan.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's speech  had  been  in  favour  of  abo- 
lishing the  gun  tax,  and  he  pretty  much 
agreed  with  him  ;  he  believed  the  gun 
tax  to  be  unproductive  and  useless,  and 
very  often  evaded.  But  the  Bill  was 
not  for  abolition  by  any  means.  The 
Bill  provided  only  for  exemption,  and 
it  proposed  such  exemptions  on  the 
ground  that  the  gui^  was  an  agricultural 
implement.  He  had  never  heard  a 
g^n  called  an  agricultural  implement 
before.  If  the  hon.  and  gallant  Baronet 
could  make  out  that  the  gun  was  an 
implement  of  that  kind,  perhaps  there 
might  be  some  reason  for  asking  for 
this  exemption;  but  he  did  not  look 
upon  the  gun  in  that  light,  and,  besides, 
he  did  not  like  exemptions.  If  there 
was  to  be  a  tax,  let  it  be  levied ;  if  it 
was  to  be  abolished,  then  let  that  be 
done.  If  the  present  Bill  had  been  one 
to  abolish  the  tax  he  should  have  sup- 
ported it ;  but  as  it  proposed  to  do  no 
more  than  create  an  exemption  he  should 
oppose  it. 

Lord  FREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson).  He 
was  afraid  that  in  the  present  state  of 
the  finances  of  the  country  it  would  be 
inexpedient  to  pass  the  Bill.  The 
amount  of  the  licence  was  only  I0«. 
Viewing  the  danger  of  all  these  exemp- 
tions, he  thought  it  would  be  unwise 
to  nibble  at   Uiat  question.     If  they 
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dealt  with  it,  let  them  do  so  in  a  com- 
prehensive, and  not  in  a  piecemeal,  man- 
ner.   

GoLOKEL  ALEXANDER  said,  con- 
siderable ambieuity  prevailed  at  present 
as  to  the  law  with  regard  to  the  right  of 
scaring  birds.  A  case  had  occurred  in 
his  own  county  in  which  the  decision  of 
one  Court  had  been  reversed  by  another 
— the  decision  of  the  local  Court  had  been 
overturned  by  the  Court  of  Quarter  Ses- 
sions. The  case  to  which  he  referred 
was  this : —  A  farmer  was  prosecuted 
for  killing  wood-pigeons.  He  was  told 
that  he  had  a  right  to  scare  these  birds, 
but  not  to  kill  them  ;  but  his  reply  was, 
that  he  could  not  scare  them  without 
killing  them.  The  local  Court,  as  he 
had  said,  decided  to  inflict  a  fine;  but 
the  farmer,  on  appeal  to  the  Quarter 
Sessions  sitting  at  Ayr,  got  it  decided  by 
a  majority  that  scaring  birds  included 
killing  them.  The  Boa;rd  of  Inland 
Revenue  was  not  satisfied  with  this 
decision,  and  announced  an  intention  of 
appealing  to  the  Court  of  Session  ;  but  at 
the  last  moment  they  abandoned  the 
case.  The  farmer,  however,  had  spent 
a  considerable  sum  in  the  meantime, 
and  that  sum  with  some  trouble  he  had 
recovered  from  the  late  Government. 
He  merely  wished  to  point  out  the 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  law.  In  his 
.opinion,  the  farmer  was  quite  right  in 
saying  that  it  was  impossible  to  scare 
the  birds  without  killing  them.  They 
did  a  great  deal  more  harm  than  hares 
and  rabbits ;  and  he  thought,  therefore, 
the  law  ought  to  be  placed  in  regard  to 
them  on  a  more  satisfactory  footing. 
He  oould  not  asree  with  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cflasgow  had  said  in  re- 
ference to  the  gun  tax.  Before  that 
tax  was  proposed,  the  highways  used  to 
be  infested  with  men  and  boys  shooting 
at  birds ;  but  since  the  Act  was  passed 
a  very  great  improvement  had  been 
effected. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  «>r 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law),  referrine  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sligo  (Mr.  Sexton),  said  he  was  not 
aware  that  there  was  now  any  difference 
between  the  law  in  England  and  in  Ire- 
land as  to  the  right  of  having  or  oarzy- 
ing  arms. 

Mr.  sexton  said,  in  that  ease  he 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment, 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GOBDON  also  in- 
timated  that  in  consequence  of  what  tiie 


161 


LiceiMing  Laios 


{June  16,  1880 J         Amendment  Bill 


162 


Mb.  BIBLEY,  in  supporting  the 
Motion,  stated  that  he  fully  approved 
of  the  proposal  that  representatives  of 
ratepayers  should  be  associated  with  the 
magistrates  in  the  issue  or  withdrawal 
of  licences  of  public-houses.  Such  a 
scheme  was  in  accordance  with  constitu- 
tional principles,  and  had  been  followed 
long  ago  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Ck>i^s  Leet  which  controlled  the  ale- 
houses in  feudal  times.  It  was  true 
that  during  the  last  400  years  such  mat- 
ters had  been  left  under  the  direction  of 
the  magistracy  alone,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  they  had  conducted  the 
licensing  system  very  weU  upon  the 
whole.  But  it  had  become  absolutely 
necessary  to  satisfy  public  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  the  perfectly  reasonable  desire 
that  those  who  were  so  much  interested 
in  the  issue  or  withdrawal  of  licences 
should  have  some  share  in  the  manage- 
ment of  that  which  was  now  intrusted 
solely  to  the  magistrates.  That  was  the 
great  and  leading  principle  of  the  Bill 
which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society,  partly 
in  deference  to  the  opinions  and  views 
enunciated  by  the  Convocations  of  the 
Provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York. 
There  was  a  second  part  of  the  Bill 
which  had  not  been  mentioned,  but 
which  deserved  some  attention,  for  it 
sought  to  provide  for  a  fund  out  of 
which  compensation  could  be  given  for 
the  withdrawal  of  licences  in  certain 
cases.  He  thought  that  would  be  found 
more  practicable  upon  examination  than 
it  might  appear  to  be  at  first,  and  he 
believed  that  the  result  would  be  to 
close  many  houses  of  a  class  which  it 
was  generally  admitted  ought  not  to 
exist.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  going  into  the  many  other  questions 
of  interest  which  were  connected  with 
this  Bill;  but  he  trusted  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  SCOTT  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months.  He  wished  to  explain  to  the 
House  the  reason  why  he  asked  them 
to  adopt  this  course.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  introduced 
the  measure  that  already  two  very 
powerful  associations  were  opposed  to  the 
^ill,  that  the  licensed  victuallers  were  op- 
posed to  it,  andthatit  was  equally  opposed 
Dy  the  Good  Templars.  It  was  the  cus- 
tom to  represent  tne  licensed  victuallers 
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as  the  friends  of  intemperance.     But 
they  had  no  interest  in  being  so.     On 
the  contrary,  in  the   interest   of  their 
business,  it  was  their  policy  to  promote 
temperance  ;  and  he  protested  against 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  held  up 
to  opprobrium.      Because  he  opposed 
this  Bill  he  was  not  to  be  set  down  as 
an  advocate  of  intemperance.      There 
was    no    man  a    greater  opponent  of 
intemperance  than  himself,  and  what 
he  said  practised.      He  was  neither  a 
licensed  victualler  nor  a  Good  Templar. 
Those  whom  he   represented  were  all 
friends   of  temperance,  although   they 
were  opposed  to  the  use  of  coercion  to 
keep  men  sober.     Those,  however,  who 
were  always  meddling  and  interfering 
with  the  comforts  of  others  were  the  red 
promoters  of  intemperance.     The  Bill 
was  a  slight  upon,  and  an  insidt  to,  the 
magistracy  of  England.     The  question 
raised    was  whether    the    House    had 
confidence  in  the  magistrates,  and  whe- 
ther they  had  done  their  duty  in  the 
past?     [*'No,  no!"l      The  two  hon. 
Members    who    cried    **  No  !  *'    might 
have  no  confidence  in  them ;  if  so,  they 
could  not  approve   of  the  Bill.      But 
the  House  had  confidence  in  them,  and 
60  had  the  country.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.   Birley)   had  ad- 
mitted that  the  magistrates  had  exercised 
their  functions  with  discretion  and  for  the 
good  of  the  public.    If  so,  why  were  they 
to  be  checked  by  the  association  with 
them  of  elected  ratepayers  ?  The  magis- 
trates had  the  greatest  interest  in  main- 
taining the  moral  and  social  well-being 
of  the  people,  and  were  not  likely  to  grant 
licences  in    any   locality  where  public- 
house  accommodation  was  not  required. 
From  their  interviews,  too,  with  their 
neighbours,  they  knew  who  were  and 
who  were  not  fit  to  be  intrusted  with 
such  a   privileg6.      They  had  hitherto 
exercised  their  jurisdiction  with  care  and 
judgment ;  and  therefore  it  was  that  he 
asked  the  House,  by  rejecting  this  Bill, 
to  show  that  they  had  still  confidence  in 
the  magistrates.     If  the  House  had  not 
confidence  in  them,  then  it  ought  to  do 
away  with  them.     The  House  would 
show  its  want  of  confidence  in  them  if  it 
gave  the  local  five  assessors  chosen  out 
of  the  ratepayers,  without  saying  whe- 
ther those  elected  were  to  pay  rates  to 
the  extent  of  1».  or  £100.     The  licensed 
victuallers  and  brewers  were  not  to  be 
elected ;  but  did  the  House  suppose  that 
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saying  themfrom  themselves  and  getting 
them  on  board  when  otherwise,  owing 
to  circumstances  beyond  their  control, 
they  would  be  likely  to  break  their  en- 
gagements. He  should  be  glad  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  could  see  his  way 
to  insert  in  his  Bill  relating  to  Merchant 
Seamen's  Wages  the  provision  which  he 
had  himself  proposed,  by  which  a  sea- 
man should  no  longer  be  exposed  to 
imprisonment  for  neglecting  to  join  his 
ship  without  the  option  of  paying  a  fine ; 
if  me  fine  were  not  paid,  then  let  there 
be  imprisonment  in  default.  Experience 
had  taught  that  it  was  not  an  easy  thing 
to  deal  with  the  question  of  discipline 
in  the  Merchant  Navy.  As  a  great  many 
questions  were  coming  on  next  year,  it 
would  be  well  to  secure  this  year  the 
boon  he  had  suggested  for  merchant 
seamen ;  and  it  would  not  interfere  with 
any  further  legislation  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  BUET  said,  that,  after  the  as- 
surance given  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
that  he  would  deal  with  the  subject 
next  year,  he  begged  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Motion  ana  the  Bill.  But  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  could  embody  in 
his  Bill  the  principle  suggested  by  the 
noble  Lord. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


LICENSING  LAWS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
{Sir  Mareourt  Johnstone,  Mr.  Birky,) 

[bill  183.]    SBoom)  BEADma. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Sm  HAROOURT  JOHNSTONE,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  se- 
cond time,  said,  that  within  the  last  eight 
or  nine  years  several  attempts  had  been 
made  to  reform  our  Licensing  Laws ;  but 
they  had  failed  to  supply  a  proper  solu- 
tion of  the  question,  in  1 871 ,  and  again 
in  1872,  he  and  those  who  acted  with 
him  approached  Lord  Aberdare  (then 
(Mr.  Bruce)  upon  the  subject.  He  pro- 
posed similar  clauses  in  the  Qovemment 
^ill ;  but  they  met  with  opposition  and 
were  withdrawn.  Li  asain  introducing 
the  principle,  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  it  in  no  way  interfered  with 
the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson).  On  the  contrary,  while  it 
was  supposed  to  militate  against  his 
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views,  it  actually  enlarged  the  scope 
of  his  measure.  While  the  Bill  of  me 
hon.  Baronet  aimed  at  nothing  more 
than  the  prohibition  of  licensed  honses 
in  a  neighbourhood  without  the  consent 
of  the  ratepayers,  this  measure  pro- 
ceeded on  me  old  lines,  and  would  re- 
tain the  magistrates,  associated  with  five 
elected  ratepayers,  as  the  tribunal  which 
should  determine  where  and  to  whom 
licences  should  be  granted.  On  the 
ground,  then,  that  this  Bill  admitted  the 
principle  that  the  ratepayers  should  have 
a  voice  in  the  matter,  it  ought  to  receive 
the  hon.  Baronet's  support.  It  ema- 
nated from  a  highly  Conservative  body, 
the  Church  of  England  Temperance 
Association,  the  same  body  which  two 
years  ago  took  special  care  of  the  inquiry 
into  intemperance  before  a  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  was  founded 
upon  the  recommendations  of  that  Com- 
mittee. Therefore,  so  far  as  the  Con- 
servative Members  were  concerned,  the 
Bill  ought  to  have  their  fullest  support, 
unless  as  regarded  those  who  were  them- 
selves engaged  in  the  trade.  It  was  un- 
necessary for  him  to  say  that  the  brewers, 
the  licensed  victuallers,  and  all  who  were 
so  engaged  were  vehemently  opposed  to 
it.  A  body  known  as  the  Qood  Tem- 
plars, great  promoters  of  sobriety,  were 
equally  violent  in  their  opposition  to  it 
If ,  then,  it  was  so  thorougnly  abused  on 
both  sides,  the  House  might  be  sure 
there  was  some  good  in  it.  One  set  of 
persons  blamed  it  because  it  went  too 
far,  and  others  because  it  did  not  ffo  far 
enough,  all  which  went  to  prove  mat  it 
was  a  truly  moderate  measure.  There 
was,  no  doubt,  a  strong  feeling  through- 
out the  country  that  the  ratepayers 
should  have  a  local  option  in  respect  to 
the  granting  of  licences,  and  he  nad  in 
the  Bill  yielded  to  that  feeling ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  tiiought  it  desirable  to 
retain  the  jurisdiction  of  the  magistrates. 
With  this  arrangement  tiie  control  of 
the  ratepayers  would  be  still  as  com- 
plete  as  it  would  be  under  the  BUI  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle.  All, 
however,  that  he  at  present  wanted  was 
that  the  House  should  affirm  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  which  introduced  loosl 
option  in  a  measure  of  Conservative  re- 
form. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  aeoood 
time." — {Sir  Mareourt  Johmtoiw.) 
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Mb.  BIBLET,  in  supporting  the 
Motion,  stated  that  he  folly  approved 
of  the  proposal  that  representatives  of 
ratepayers  should  he  associated  with  the 
magistrates  in  the  issue  or  withdrawal 
of  licences  of  public-houses.  Such  a 
scheme  was  in  accordance  with  constitu- 
tional principles,  and  had  been  followed 
long  ago  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Courts  Leet  which  controlled  the  ale- 
houses in  feudal  times.  It  was  true 
that  during  the  last  400  years  such  mat- 
ters had  been  left  under  the  direction  of 
the  magistracy  alone,  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  they  had  conducted  the 
licensing  system  very  well  upon  the 
whole.  But  it  had  become  absolutely 
necessary  to  satisfy  public  opinion  in  re- 
gard to  the  perfectly  reasonable  desire 
that  those  who  were  so  much  interested 
in  the  issue  or  withdrawal  of  licences 
should  have  some  share  in  the  manage- 
ment of  that  which  was  now  intrusted 
solely  to  the  magistrates.  That  was  the 
great  and  leading  principle  of  the  Bill 
which  had  been  aoopted  by  the  Church 
of  England  Temperance  Society,  partly 
in  deference  to  tne  opinions  and  views 
enunciated  by  the  Convocations  of  the 
Provinces  of  Canterbury  and  York. 
There  was  a  second  part  of  the  Bill 
which  had  not  been  mentioned,  but 
which  deserved  some  attention,  for  it 
sought  to  provide  for  a  fund  out  of 
which  compensation  could  be  given  for 
the  withdrawal  of  licences  in  certain 
cases.  He  thought  that  would  be  found 
more  practicable  upon  examination  than 
it  might  appear  to  be  at  first,  and  he 
believed  that  the  result  would  be  to 
close  many  houses  of  a  class  which  it 
was  generally  admitted  ought  not  to 
exist.  He  would  not  detain  the  House 
by  going  into  the  many  other  questions 
of  interest  which  were  connected  with 
this  Bill;  but  he  trusted  the  House 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading. 

Mb.  MONTAGU  SCOTT  begged  to 
move,  as  an  Amendment,  tliat  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  that  day  three 
months.  He  wished  to  explain  to  the 
House  the  reason  why  he  asked  them 
to  adopt  this  course.  They  had  been 
told  by  the  hon.  Baronet  who  introduced 
the    measure    that    already    two    very 

g)werful  associations  were  opposed  to  the 
ill,  that  the  licensed  victuallers  were  op- 
posed to  it,  and  that  it  was  equally  opposed 
oy  the  Oood  Templars.  It  was  the  cus- 
tom to  represent  tne  licensed  victuallers 
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as  the  friends  of  intemperance.     But 
they  had  no  interest  in  being  so.     On 
the  contrary,  in  the   interest  of  their 
business,  it  was  their  policy  to  promote 
temperance ;  and  he  protested  against 
the  manner  in  which  they  were  held  up 
to  opprobrium.      Because  he  opposed 
this  BiU  he  was  not  to  be  set  down  as 
an  advocate  of  intemperance.      There 
was    no    man  a    greater  opponent  of 
intemperance  than  himself,  and  what 
he  said  practised.     He  was  neither  a 
licensed  victualler  nor  a  Good  Templar. 
Those  whom  he  represented  were  all 
friends  of  temperance,  although   they 
were  opposed  to  the  use  of  coercion  to 
keep  men  sober.    Those,  however,  who 
were  always  meddling  and  interfering 
with  the  comforts  of  others  were  the  re^ 
promoters  of  intemperance.     The  BiU 
was  a  slight  upon,  and  an  insult  to,  the 
magistracy  of  England.    The  question 
raised    was  whether   the    House    had 
confidence  in  the  magistrates,  and  whe- 
ther they  had  done  their  duty  in  the 
Sast?     ["No,  no!"]      The  two  hon. 
[embers    who    cried    **  No  !  "    might 
have  no  confidence  in  them ;  if  so,  they 
could  not  approve   of  the  Bill.      But 
the  House  had  confidence  in  them,  and 
60  had  the  country.     The  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley)   had  ad- 
mitted that  the  magistrates  had  exercised 
their  functions  with  discretion  and  for  the 
good  of  the  public.    If  so,  why  were  they 
to  be  checked  by  the  association  with 
them  of  elected  ratepayers  ?  The  magis- 
trates had  the  greatest  interest  in  main- 
taining  the  moral  and  social  well-being 
of  the  people,  and  were  not  likely  to  grant 
licences  in    any   locality  where  public- 
house  accommodation  was  not  required. 
From  their  interviews,  too,  with  their 
neighbours,  they  knew  who  were  and 
who  were  not  fit  to  be  intrusted  with 
such  a   privilege.      They  had  hitherto 
exercised  their  jurisdiction  with  care  and 
judgment;  and  therefore  it  was  that  he 
afeked  the  House,  by  rejecting  this  Bill, 
to  show  that  they  had  still  confidence  in 
the  magistrates.     If  the  House  had  not 
confidence  in  them,  then  it  ought  to  do 
away  with  them.     The  House  would 
show  its  want  of  confidence  in  them  if  it 
gave  the  local  five  assessors  chosen  out 
of  the  ratepayers,  without  saying  whe- 
ther those  elected  were  to  pay  rates  to 
the  extent  of  1«.  or  £100.    The  licensed 
victuallers  and  brewers  were  not  to  be 
elected ;  but  did  the  House  suppose  that 
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the  licensed  victuallers  would  not  take  an 
active  part  in  the  election  so  as  to  secure 
the  return  of  their  own  friends,  so  that 
there  would  be  an  agitation  kept  up  all 
the  year  round  ?  And  if  they  succeeded, 
would  not  they  be  more  anxious  for  the 
granting  of  licences  than  the  magistrates 
were  at  present  ?  The  magistrates  had 
no  specif  inducements  to  grant  licences. 
They  were  residents  in  the  districts,  and 
had  due  consideration  for  their  families 
and  neighbours ;  and  it  was  an  advan- 
tage that  they  were  not  dependent  upon 
popular  election,  so  that  they  were  not 
unduly  influenced  by  the  popularity  or 
unpopularity  of  granting  or  withholding 
a  licence.  He  should  not  complain  then 
that  the  trade  was  to  be  harassed ;  every 
trade  was  harassed,  and  every  interest, 
every  landed  proprietor,  and  every  coun- 
try gentleman,  by  those  hon.  Qentlemen 
opposite,  who  were  never  happy  unless 
tney  were  harassing  somebody.  The  hon. 
Member  was  still  speaking,  when 


It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  o'clock,  the  debate  stood  adjourned 
till  To-morrow, 


PARLIAMENTARY  OATH  (MR. 
BRADLAITGH). 

Keport  from  the  Select  Committee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Mr.  WALPOLE  :  In  moving.  Sir, 
that  this  Eeport  lie  upon  the  Table,  it 
may  bo  convenient  to  the  House  to  know 
that  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
wore  somewhat  complicated  as  well  as 
the  evidence,  and  that  although  the  evi- 
dence is  not  very  long,  it  will  require 
probably  some  Uttle  time  to  complete. 
1  do  not  think  it  will  be  completed  be- 
fore Friday  momins^;  consequently,  in 
case  any  action  is  isien  on  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee,  it  may  be  convenient 
for  hon.  Members  to  know  how  soon  the 
proceedings  of  the  Report  will  be  in 
their  hands.  This  will  be  either  on 
Friday  morning  or  Friday  afternoon. 

Mr.  LABOuCHEKE:  After  what 
has  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  beg  leave  to  give  Notice  that  I 
shall  defer  my  Motion  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
be  allowed  to  Affirm  until  Monday  next. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Beport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.    [No.  226.] 

3(r.  Montagu  Scott 


jurors'   REICUKERATIOK  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  H.  B.  Shekidak,  Bill  for 
the  remuneration  of  Jurors,  ordered  to  be  brotight 
in  by  Mr.  H.  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Hbnbt  Jackion, 
Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  O'Connor  Poir*er,  Mr.  Pass- 
more  Edwards,  and  Mr.  Joseph  Cowbn. 

Bill/7r^«<^^^</,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  223.] 


OOXTNTY  BRIDOES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Beaumont,  Bill  to  make 
provision  for  borrowing  in  respect  of  certain 
County  Bridges,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Beaumont,  Sir  Matthew  Ridley,  and  Colonel 

KiNOSCOTE. 

BiUpresentedf  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  226.] 


MERCHANT  SHIPPINO  ACT  (1854) 
AMENDMENT  BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  *'  The  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1864.*' 

Besolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Gk>URLEY,  Mr.  Charles 
Wilson,  Mr.  Jenkins,  and  Mr.  Joseph  Cowen. 

Billprf<^/^,andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill  224.] 

STATUTES  (definition   OF  TIME)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Dr.  Cameron,  Bill  to  remove 
doubts  as  to  the  meaning  of  expressions  relative 
to  Time  occurring  in  Acts  of  Parliament,  deeds, 
and  other  legal  instruments,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  David  Jen- 
kins, and  Mr.  Errinoton. 

Bmpretented^and  read  the  firrt  time.  [Bill  226.] 


BIRTHS  AND   DEATHS    REGISTRATION   (IRE- 
LAND)  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  Births  and  Deaths  Regis- 
tration (Ireland)  Bill  nominated : — Mr.  Mrldon, 
Sir  Hervet  Bruce,  Mr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,  Mr.  Gibson,  Dr.  Lyons,  Mr. 
Macartney,  Mr.  Errinoton,  ^Ir.  Fitzpatrick, 
Mr.  Daly,  Mr.  Tottenham,  Mr.  Brooks,  Mr. 
Severne,  and  Mr.  Foley: — Five  to  be  the 
quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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Thursday,  11  th  Jun$,  1880. 


MOnrTES.]— Public  Bills— iVr**  Meading^ 
Local  Government  (Qas)  Proviaional  Order  * 
(87). 

Third  ^tfflrfi'w^— Settled  Land*  (81);  Convey- 
ancing  and  Law  of  Property  •  (82) ;  Drain- 
age and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
I^visional  Order*  (77) ;  Glebe  Loan  Acts 
(Ireland)  Amendment  *  (84),  and  passed. 


TURKEY— THE  OTTOMAN  ASSEMBLIES. 

MOTION  FOB  THE  INSTBUOTIONS  TO 
MB.  OOSOHEN. 

LoBD  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL :  M J  Lords,  it  may  be  useful  to 
enumerate  the  circumstances  which  seem 
to  justify  the  Notice  I  have  given,  to  call 
attention  to  the  reviyal  of  the  Ottoman 
Assemblies  in  connection|with  the  Special 
Embassy  to  Constantinople ;  and  to  move 
an  humble  Address  to  Her  Majesty  that 
a  Copy  of  the  Instructions  to  Mr.  Goschen 
be  laid  upon  the  Table.  Although  a 
few  days  ago  the  present  aspect  of  the 
Eastern  Question  was  rather  copiously 
discussed  by  Members  of  the  House  well 
qualified  to  handle  it,  not  one  alluded  to 
this  important  chapter  of  the  subject. 
If  a  stranger  had  come  into  the  House, 
and  listened  with  avidity,  as  I  did,  to  so 
many  competent  instructors,  he  would 
not  have  discovered  that  these  Assem- 
blies had  existed,  or  that  a  grave  event 
had  dropped  a  curtain  on  their  action. 
The  answer  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader 
of  the  House,  towards  the  end  of  May, 
as  it  appeared  to  me,  was  little  calcu- 
lated to  assure  the  House  that  the  Special 
Embassy  had  been  directed  to  revive 
them.  Im  the  meanwhile,  two  of  the 
most  recent  and  distinguished  travellers 
from  Constantinople— Sir  William  Gre- 
gory and  Mr.  Lawrence  Oliphant— have 
borne  witness  in  the  public  journals  to 
the  necessity  of  that  line  which  I  should 
urge  your  Lordships  to  insist  upon.  The 
language  of  Sir  Wuliam  Gregory  is  more 
remarkable  on  this  account.  He  was 
known  in  the  House  of  Commons  not 
only  as  amone  the  first  of  Irish  debaters, 
but  as  a  special  patron  of  the  non-con- 
forming races  in  the  Ottoman  Dominion. 
Jn  this  very  letter,  while  be  deprecates 
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undue  hostility  to  Bussia,  he  maintains 
that  these  political  Assemblies  ought  to 
be  revived,  however  much  that  Power 
may  oppose  the  consummation.  On  both 
points  tne  expressions  of  Mr.  Lawrence 
Oliphant  are  almost  identical  in  sub-* 
stance. 

My  Lords,  it  might  be  a  remedy  to 
some  misapprehensions  to  bring  before 
the  House  a  short  narrative  of  me  mode 
in  which  the  Ottoman  Assemblies  were 
established,  and  of  the  destiny  they 
suffered.  If  my  version  is  erroneous,  the 
noble  Lords  who  spoke  the  other  night 
may  contradict  it  or  correct  it.  Al- 
though no  statement  is  more  reckless 
than  a  statement  too  familiar  in  the 
House,  that  since  the  Crimean  War  there 
had  been  no  improvement  in  the  Otto- 
man Administration,  it  is  certain  that 
great  abuses  existed  under  Abdul  Aziz, 
of  which  Christians  and  Mahometans 
were  equally  the  victims.  In  1875  Con- 
stantinople wore  a  melancholy  aspect, 
which  might  recall  the  darkest  sketches 
of  St.  Simon  or  of  Tacitus,  when  they 
unfold  the  daily  march  of  arbitrary 
power.  Even  before  that  time,  among 
the  first  men  of  the  Sublime  Porte  there 
was  a  firm  conclusion  that  Assemblies  of 
some  kind  were  indispensable.  Not  only 
Midhat  Pasha,  well  known  to  your  Lord- 
ships from  his  exile  in  this  country,  but 
Khalil  Cherif ,  once  Ambassador  at  Paris 
and  nephew  of  the  former  Khedive, 
Hussein  Avni,  who  was  afterwards  assas- 
sinated, and  others  I  might  mention  were 
impatient  for  this  object.  In  the  spring 
of  1876  the  movement  of  the  Softas 
brought  about  the  downfal  of  the  Grand 
Vizier  and  the  deposition  of  the  Sultan. 
Arbitrary  rule  was  overcome  decidedly 
and  bloodlessly.  From  that  moment 
some  kind  of  Constitution  was  inevitable. 
Large  masses  do  not  enter  into  union 
and  expose  their  lives  to  hazard,  merely 
to  change  the  person  of  the  despot  and 
put  another  individual  at  the  head  of 
the  system  they  conspired  to  overthrow, 
after  a  long  struggle  with  fear,  with  in- 
dolence, with  loyalty,  which  must  oppose 
themselves  to  such  an  enterprize.  From 
that  moment,  therefore,  some  kind  of 
Constitution  was  in  embryo.  There  was 
nothing  very  tardy  in  the  parturition. 
The  Si3tan  Abdul  Aziz  fell  in  the  sum- 
mer of  1876.  At  the  close  of  that  year 
the  new  Assemblies  were  established. 
In  the  early  months  of  1877  their  vigour 
was  demonstrated.    It  only  remains  to 
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see  in  what  manner  they  were  doomed 
to  perish.  When  the  Sublime  Porte  had 
gone  through  this  remarkable  transition, 
it  is  quite  true  that  they  were  not  pre- 
pared to  acquiesce  in  the  decisions  of 
the  Conference  which  General  Ignatieff 
seemed  to  them  to  have  originated.  Their 
objections  were  elaborately,  as  many 
think  unanswerably,  stated.  No  re- 
joinder followed.  A  Eussian  Army 
crossed  the  Pruth  in  April  1877,  avow- 
edly to  enforce  the  propositions  which 
the  Conference  had  settled.  When  that 
Army  reached  San  Stefano,  at  the  end 
of  1877,  the  Ottoman  Assemblies  were 
deliberating.  They  were  closed  by 
military  fiat,  and  have  never  since  been 
opened.  A  restrospect  of  this  kind  is 
the  only  mode  of  dealing  with  the  fal- 
lacy that  these  institutions  were  extem- 
porized for  nothing  except  to  parry  the 
legitimate  demand  of  virtuous  nego- 
tiators. 

My  Lords,  it  may  now  be  proper  to 
remark  upon  the  objects  which  demand 
a  revival  of  the  Assemblies  overthrown, 
either  in  a  form  identic  or  amended. 
Although  far  from  the  gravest  point, 
the  question  of  the  Greek  Frontier  Dears 
upon  the  subject.  The  Sultan  is  placed 
in  a  dilemma,  from  which  nothing  but 
a  co-ordinate  Assembly  can  release  him. 
The  demand  which  certain  Powers  have 
addressed,  or  are  preparing  to  address, 
to  him  is  one  to  which  no  arbitrary 
Sovereign  can  lend  himself.  He  is  asked 
to  give  up  territory  for  which  he  is 
accountable  to  30,000,000  subjects,  to 
Mahometan  opinion,  to  succeeding  gene- 
rations. He  IS  not  asked  to  give  it  up 
as  a  mode  of  solving  any  European 
difficulty.  He  cannot  guide  his  con- 
science by  the  principle  of  making 
sacrifices  for  the  general  tranquillity  of 
nations.  The  aggrandizement  of  Greece 
may  be  a  benefit  to  Greece ;  it  may  be 
even  a  benefit  to  Thessaly,  or  any  region 
to  be  possibly  annexed  to  the  Hellenic 
Kinedom;  but  it  involves  no  gain  of 
any  kind  to  Europe.  The  Sultan,  there- 
fore, cannot  venture  to  initiate  the  course 
demanded  of  him.  A  Parliament,  if  it 
existed,  might  canvass  it,  and  possibly 
indorse  it.  The  responsibility  would  be 
diluted.  The  Head  of  the  State  would 
no  longer  find  himself  in  the  almost 
iniquitous  dilemma  of  being  forced  to 
alienate  exacting  Powers,  or  else  to 
place  his  Throne  and  life  in  jeopardy 
that  he  may  satisfy  and  humour  them. 

Lord  Sfratheden  and  Camplell 


But  there  is  something  to  which  the 
House  may,  perhaps,  attach  more  weight 
than  the  Greek  Frontier.  That  question 
is  not  so  grave  as  it  appears,  since,  al- 
though it  tends  to  rupture  between  the 
States  concerned,  the  war  may  be  averted 
by  the  greater  forces  on  which  either  is 
dependent.  All  enlightened  statesmen 
must  be  anxious  to  retard  the  disin- 
tegrating movement  in  the  territory  of 
the  Sultan  until  they  have  arrived  at 
novel  combinations,  which  it  is  harder 
now  than  it  has  been  at  any  former 
period  to  realize.  We  see  the  growth 
of  that  disintegrating  movement  in 
Albania.  We  see  it  on  the  Balkans. 
A  Parliament  in  which  every  race  may 
find  a  voice,  and  every  discontent  the 
opportunity  of  utterance,  tends  a  good 
deal  to  the  cohesion  of  an  Empire  so 
distracted.  In  Austria  it  has  enunently 
been  a  manner  of  facilitating  union.  So 
much  is  it  the  case,  that  those  regions 
which  at  given  moments  have  effected 
separation — such  as  Bohemia  and  Gtd- 
lioia — have  been  inclined  to  avoid  it  and 
withdraw  their  Eepresentatives.  To 
establish  at  Constantinople  a  body  privi- 
leged to  speak  upon  and  remedy  dis- 
orders is  an  obvious  method  of  assuaging 
the  propensity  to  fly  in  all  directions 
from  the  centre,  which  may  surprise  the 
world  into  hostilities. 

But,  if  we  may  judge  from  what  took 
place  on  Friday  last,  the  same  conclusion 
may  be  based  upon  a  ground  more  in- 
teresting to  your  Lordships.  The  whole 
atmosphere  of  Western  Europe  is  charged 
with  me  idea  that  certain  Ottoman  re- 
forms are  indispensable.  Before  1877 
theconditionof  the  Empire  was  alarming. 
It  is  now  materially  graver.  Taxation 
has  become  more  necessary  to  impose — 
more  difficult  to  levy.  Large  armies 
are  unpaid,  and  thus  reduced  to  the 
necessity  of  brigandage.  Around  Con- 
stantinople discipline  can  hardly  be 
maintained  in  the  interior  of  barracks. 
The  inhabitants  of  Pera,  where  all  the 
European  Embassies  are  placed,  appear 
to  be  unable  to  leave  their  houses  after 
nightfall.  The  houses  themselves  are 
an  imperfect  refuge  from  the  violence 
the  war  has  left  behind  to  prey  upon 
the  capital.  So  much  may  be  inferred 
from  local  correspondence.  Our  own 
Blue  Books  are  full  of  gloomy  pictures, 
both  in  Europe  and  in  Asia.  It  is  seen 
that  the  new  organization  of  East 
Boumelia  has  been  utterly  disastrous. 
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The  oppression  to  wluch  Mahometansare 
now  exposed,  without  the  slightest  pro- 
vocation, surpasses  the  atrocities  which 
led  to  so  mucn  ferment  in  this  country, 
but  which,  at  least,  were  traced  to 
insurrectionary  movement.  In  Armenia 
no  form  of  discontent  or  misgovern- 
ment  is  wanting.  The  functions  of 
Baker  Pasha  and  the  gendarmerie 
are  unhappily  suspended.  On  all  these 
subjects,  Major  Trotter,  Consul  Mitchell, 
Vice  Consul  Biliotti,  are  authoritative 
witnesses.  Their  evidence  is  crowned 
to-day,  by  a  despatch  from  Sir  Henry 
Layard  of  April  27th,  which  must  be 
known  already  to  considerable  num- 
bers. The  result  is,  that  Great  Britain 
is  impelled  to  use  the  language  of  re- 
monstrance. In  a  despatch  of  May  6th, 
which  your  Lordships  may  have  also 
seen  to-day,  the  Foreign  Office  have  em- 
ployed it.  Such  laneuaee,  however  just, 
nowever  good,  in  its  intention,  is  en- 
tirely inadequate.  We  did  not  act  as  a 
defending,  and  have,  therefore,  little 
weight  as  an  admonitoir,  Power,  as  it  is 
only  through  defence  that  we  have  any 
title  to  admonish.  Besides,  as  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  although  the  question  may 
admit  of  being  debated,  you  can  only 
act  on  distant  Provinces  by  acting  on 
Constantinople.  It  is  scarcely  possible 
to  form  enlightened  institutions  at  Bag- 
dad, and  leave  unchecked  venality  at 
Stamboul.  The  only  method  is  to  limit 
arbitrary  power,  and  with  it  arbitrary 
outlav.  No  doubt,  the  same  conclusion 
may  be  based  on  larger  and  more  specu- 
lative arguments.  But  the  language  of 
Sir  Henry  Layard,  which  the  House  has 
seen  this  morning,  is  so  authoritative  in 
favour  of  this  measure  that  I  will  not 

Sursue  the  subject  as  I  might  have 
one.  It  might  only  weaken  the  im- 
pression he  has  made  upon  your  Lord- 
ships. 

At  the  same  time,  it  mav  be  neces- 
sary to  offer  some  replv  to  the  objection 
pertinaciously  resortea  to  and  founded 
upon  one  despatch  of  the  noble  Mar- 
aoess  who  presided  lately  at  the  Foreign 
Office  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury).  A 
few  week  ago,  in  answer  to  a  Question, 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State 
thought  proper  to  revive  it.  I  once  had 
occasion  to  remark  that  the  despatch 
may  be  interpreted  in  a  different  way 
from  that  which  has  been  usu^.  It 
would  be  easy  to  c«ontend  that,  in  the 
light  of  subsequent  events,  it  may  be 


wholly  disregarded.      The  despatch  is 
founded  on  conjecture,  and  could  not 
have  another  basis,  as  it  was  written 
before  the  Assemblies    had  begun  to 
operate.     But  the   conjectures  of  the 
greatest  minds  are  not  an  answer  to  ex- 
perience and  trial.  The  noble  Marquess 
reasoned  d  priori.    He  could  do  notning 
else.     Sir  Henry  Layard,  a  short  time 
after,    reasoned   upon    evidence,    and, 
reasoning  on  evidence,  pronounced  in 
favour  of  the  system  the  noble  Mar- 
quess is  supposed  to  have  disparaged. 
How  is  it  that  the  noble  Lords,  who 
bow  so  readily  to  the  impressions  of  the 
noble  Marquess  on  what  he  did  not  see 
at  work,  defy  the  language  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard,  who  was  able  to  remark  its 
tendency  and    character,   and  who  in 
several  despatches  of  1877  became  a 
witness  of  its  benefit  ?    It  is  not  a  ques- 
tion between  two  rival  critics,   which 
might  be  an  invidious  one.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion between  the  previous  estimate  of 
one  mind,  and  the  actual  observation  of 
another.     But  Sir  Henry  Layard  was 
not  alone  in  his  conclusion.    The  Gbeek 
Patriarch  endorsed   it.    After  the  As- 
semblies had  been   sitting,  and  when 
Bussia  crossed  the  Pruth,  the    Oreek 
Patriarch  diffused  a  solemn  Manifesto — 
it    is  in  our  Blue    Books — ^to    protest 
against  the  march  of  the  invader,  to 
vindicate  the  Sultan,  and  to  proclaim 
his  stronfl^  appreciation  of  the  Charter 
which  had  recently  been  granted.    Jt  is 
no  reproach  to  the  noble  Marquess  if 
his  speculative  judfipnent  is  outweighed 
by  the  experimental  verdict  of  the  Am- 
bassador and  Patriarch  together.    In- 
deed, the  criticism  of  the  noble  Mar- 
ouess  may  have  been  thoroughly  well 
founded,  so  far  as  it  showed  that  tne  new 
Assemblies  would  require  a  modifying 
process.    All  Constitutions  are  imperfect 
at  their  outset.     The  world,  it  would 
appear,  is  more  successful  in  mechanical 
discovery  than  in  political  contrivance. 
The  Parliament  of  (h'eat  Britain  had  to 
go  through  various  developments,  and 
was  not  matured  by  Simon  de  Mont- 
fort,  who  is  popularly  mentioned  as  its 
founder.    The  Prussian  Chambers  were 
erected  on  the  basis  of  a  provincial  sys- 
tem, which  had  been   the  only  check 
upon  Monarchical  ascendancy.  Austria, 
emerging  from  an  arbitrary  government 
so  recently  as  1848,  has  gone  through 
several  organic  changes  before  the  pre- 
1  sent  system  was  arrived  at.    According 
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to  the  ordinary  estimatOi  France  has 
gone  through  14  Constitutions  between 
1789  and  that  of  M.  Wallon,  which  is 
still  enduring.  Besides,  although  under 
the  direction  of  Lord  Palmerston,  who 
was  the  author  of  that  policy,  Great 
Britain  has  advanced  and  multiplied 
Assemblies  in  the  world,  she  has  never 
yet  presumed  to  dictate  their  form,  to 
organize  their  attributes,  or  regulate  the 
manner  of  electing  them.  Her  aim  has 
been  confined  to  the  encouragement  of 
institutions  by  which  arbitrary  power 
would  be  limited  and  Ministerial  respon- 
sibility created.  It  is  now  beyond  all 
question  that  the  Chambers  initiated  by 
the  Sultan  were  tending  to  these  desir- 
able results. 

It  remains,  however,  to  consider  by 
what  line  of  action  can  the  Assemblies 
be  set  up  again.  It  seems  to  me  that 
Sir  William  Ghregory  and  Mr.  Lawrence 
Oliphant  are  justified  in  their  impression 
that  it  is  impossible  for  Bussia  to  favour 
a  revival  of  the  system  she  has  lately  over- 
thrown and  previously  discouraged.  It 
would  militate  against  her  influence  upon 
the  Bosphorus.  It  would  endanger  the 
stability  of  the  despotic  regime  she  ad- 
heres to  in  her  territory.  It  would  ren- 
der nugatory,  to  a  great  extent,  the  waste 
of  armies  and  expenditure  of  millions, 
to  say  nothing  of  the  formidable  hazards 
by  which  the  process  was  accompanied. 
It  follows,  that  a  Prime  Minister  who 
hugs  himself  in  the  idea  —  however 
conscientiously — of  a  European  concert, 
in  which  Eussia  would  preponderate,  as 
an  agency  for  dealing  witn  the  clouds 
and  problems  of  the  East,  can  hardly 
take  a  step  towards  the  consummation  I 
have  pointed  to.  He  is  himself  the 
obstacle  to  such  a  consummation  being 
arrived  at.  It  is  partly  upon  that  account 
I  do  not  ask  the  House  to  adopt  aEeso- 
lution  in  favour  of  the  measure  I  have 
touched  upon  ;  but,  with  a  view  to 
make  the  situation  more  intelligibloi 
and  thus  to  guide  ulterior  proceedings, 
shall  move  an  humble  Address  to 
Her  Majesty  that  the  Instructions  to 
Mr.  Qosohen  may  be  laid  upon  the 
Table. 

Movsdf  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majestv  for  Copy  of  the  InstructioiiB  to 
Mr.  GoactLQn,^{The  Lord Strath0d4ti  and  Camp- 
Ml.) 

Eakl  GEANVILLE  :  A  copy  of  the 
instructions   to    Mr.   Goschen  has  al- 

Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell 


ready  been  presented  to  the  House.  I 
did  so  on  Tuesday  last,  in  accordance 
with  the  promise  I  gave  that  as  soon  as 
we  learnt  the  Identic  Note  of  the  Powers 
had  been  presented  to  the  Porte  those 
instructions  should  be  laid  on  your  Lord- 
ships' Table.  I  do  not  know  that  I  have 
anything  to  say  on  the  statement  just 
made  by  the  noble  Lord.  It  has  fre- 
quently been  my  misfortune  not  to  agree 
with  him  on  the  different  stages  of  the 
Eastern  Question ;  but  I  am  glad  on  this 
occasion  to  have  heard  from  him  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  re-assembling  of 
the  Ottoman  Parliament  at  Constanti- 
nople, because  the  instructions  which  we 
have  given  to  Mr.  Goschen  are  to  use  his 
best  efforts  towards  the  attainment  of 
that  object. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with" 
draum. 

INSTRUCTION    IN    AGRICULTURAL 

SCIENCE. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Marquess  of  HUNTLY  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  Sixth  Eeport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  the  Exhibition  of  1851, 
which  recommends  the  establishment  of 

'*  Scholarships  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  the 
development  of  scientific  culture  and  tedinical 
training  in  the  manufacturing  districts  of  Uie 
country," 

and  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council,  Whether  he  will  consider  the 
propriety  of  giving  similar  encourage- 
ment for  instruction  in  ag^cultural 
science?  The  noble  Marquess  said,  it 
appeared  from  the  last  Eeport  of  the 
Commissioners  of  1851  that  a  very  large 
sum  of  money  belonging  to  the  Com- 
missioners was  in  their  hands  which  thej 
proposed  to  devote  to  certain  purposes, 
and  one  of  the  purposes  to  wnioh  they 
proposed  to  devote  it  was  to  establish  a 
number  of  Scholarships  for  the  purpose 
of  developing  scientific  culture  and 
technical  training  in  the  manufacturing 
districts.  He  thought  that  out  of  the 
large  sums  of  money  belonc^ing  to  the 
Commissioners — amounting,  he  believed, 
to  more  than  £1,000,000— some  might 
be  devoted  to  the  development  of  agri- 
cultural teaching  as  to  the  instruction  of 
science  in  other  branches  of  trade  and 
manufactures.  He  asked  the  Lord  F^^ 
sident  of  the  Council  that  Scholarships 
should  be  extended  to  the  teachers  and 
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8tudent6  of  agriculture.  The  other  Ques- 
tion he  had  to  ask  of  the  noble  Lord  was. 
Whether  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
proposed  to  repeat  this  summer  the  course 
of  instruction  to  teachers  of  agricultural 
science?  A  Question  was  asked  last 
Year  with  reference  to  the  class  formed 
by  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
which  produced  from  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Eichmond  and  Gordon)  a 
statement  showing  the  great  increase  in 
the  number  of  students  who  came  up 
year  after  year  to  pass  a  course  of  agri- 
cultural science.  The  statement  made 
by  the  noble  Duke  was  to  the  effect  that 
a  course  of  instruction  in  the  principles 
of  agriculture  was  being  given  to 
teachers  of  agricultural  science  at  South 
Kensington.  He  belieyed  he  was  rightly 
informed  that  those  teachers  were  the 
first  to  whom  any  instruction  had  been 
given  at  South  Kensinfi;ton.  He  con- 
sidered it  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
such  instruction  should  be  given,  for 
it  was  of  no  use  having  teachers  in 
the  agricultural  districts  unless  they  were 
able  and  capable  of  teaching  the  rudi- 
ments of  agricultural  science.  It  was 
rumoured  that  it  was  not  intended  to 
continue  the  instruction  at  South  Ken- 
sington this  year.  If  that  was  so,  he 
could  only  assure  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  that  it  would  cause  very 
great  disappointment  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts. There  was  no  use  having  an 
agricultural  class  in  rural  districts  with- 
out having  a  qualified  teacher.  He 
understood  that  the  number  of  teachers 
who  desired  to  attend  the  course  of 
instruction  at  South  Kensington  last  year 
*wa8  greater  than  there  was  room  for,  and 
that  more  than  60  were  refused  admit- 
tance. It  was  well  known  that  utter 
ignorance  of  ag^cultural  chemistry  was 
^splayed  by  many  farmers,  and  that 
there  was  a  great  waste  of  money  in  con- 
sequence. 

Ea&l  spencer  wished  to  assure  the 
noble  Marquess  that  this  subject  was 
one  in  which  he  felt  a  very  deep  interest. 
He  thooght  it  was  a  matter  of  great 
importance  to  agriculturists  in  this 
country.  As  to  the  first  part  of  the 
Question,  which  related  to  tne  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Exhibition  of  1851,  he 
would  point  out  that  the  large  sum  of 
mon^  which  was  alleged  to  bolonff  to 
that  Body  had  not  yet  been  realized  by 
them.  Li  fact,  the  Commissioners  had 
DO  funds  at  their  disposal  at  present  to 


to  carry  out  any  scheme  which  they 
looked  forward  to  adopting  in  the  future. 
In  the  Eeport  to  which  the  noble  Mar- 
quess alluaed,  the  Commissioners  stated 
that  they  wished  to  found  Scholarships 
for  science  in  different  parts  of  the 
country,  and  they  hoped  still  at  some 
future  day  to  carry  out  that  part  of  their 
scheme ;  and  if  they  did,  he  felt  assured 
that  they  would  take  agriculture  into 
consideration  along  with  other  matters. 
With  regard  to  the  part  of  the  Question 
referring  to  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, he  wished  to  say  that  last  year 
his  noble  Friend  who  preceded  him  in 
Office  laid  on  the  Table  a  statement  with 
respect  to  what  had  been  done  in  the 
Department,  and  he  would  shortly  refer 
to  it.  Since  1875  the  Department  had 
made  payments  in  aid  of  instruction  in 
agricultural  science.  In  1875-6  there 
were  150  students  examined;  in  1876-7, 
800;  in  1877-8,  1,265;  and  1878-9,  365 
for  England,  177  for  Scotland,  and  1,651 
for  Ireland.  That  would  show  that  the 
Department  was  fully  alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  this  subject,  and  that  they 
had  used  their  exertions  throughout  the 
country  to  have  it  considered. .  There 
could  be  no  more  important  matter  than 
this  application  of  science  to  agriculture. 
Ghreat  attention  had  of  late  years  been 
very  properly  called  to  the  great  aid 
which  science  gave  to  the  various  classes 
of  manufacturers  and  producers ;  and 
that  principle  applied  with  quite  as 
great  force  to  agriculture  as  to  any 
other  art.  This  was  especially  the  case 
at  the  present  moment,  when  the  country 
was  inquiring  very  narrowly  into  the 
whole  subject  of  ag^culture.  His  noble 
Friend  had  proposed  that  the  Commis- 
sion should  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Commission 
would  consider  this  a  subject  to  which  it 
should  give  proper  weight.  If  science 
would  enable  the  agriculturists  of  this 
country  to  produce  more  from  the  land, 
by  improving  their  appliances,  than  they 
had  hitherto  done,  science  would  add 
another  to  the  many  great  services  it 
had  rendered  to  us.  With  regard  to  the 
classes  for  agricultural  science,  he  might 
say  that  last  year  60  persons  had  applied 
to  be  permitted  to  avail  themselves  of 
the  benefits  offered  by  those  classes,  and 
that  in  no  case  had  such  an  application 
been  refused.  It  had  been  decided  by 
the  Department,  in  consequence  of  the 
pressure  for  accommodation  for  science 
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classes  and  for  instmction  in  various 
branches,  not  to  have  a  special  class  for 
agricultural  science  this  year,  seeing 
that  botany,  geology,  and  chemistry, 
which  were  so  intimately  connected  with 
aprriculture,  were  taught  separately. 
But  since  he  had  been  in  Office  the 
matter  had  been  brought  under  the 
attention  of  the  Department  again,  and 
he  had  looked  into  the  matter.  He 
wished  to  announce  that  certain  relax- 
ations would  be  allowed,  and  that 
teachers  might  be  able  to  earn  result 
payments  next  year,  on  condition  that 
after  next  year  every  teacher  must  have 
his  certificate;  and,  lastly,  considering 
the  very  great  interest  that  had  been  felt 
on  this  subject  throughout  the  country, 
the  Department  had  now  decided  that  a 
class  for  agriculture  should  be  held  this 
year,  and  that  class  would  be  held  in 
August. 

THE  PARKS  (METROPOLIS)— FREE 
SEATS.— QUESTION. 

LoED  OEANMORE  and  BEOWNE 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Why 
there  are  not  a  larger  number  of  free 
seats  in  Hyde  Pane  and  Kensington 
Gardens,  as  in  Battersea  and  other 
public  Parks  ?  He  could  not  see  why  the 
public  should  not  have  the  privilege  of 
sitting  down  in  these  Parks  without 
having  to  pay  for  it.  The  poorer  classes 
on  Sunday  were  specially  incommoded 
by  such  an  arrangement. 

Lord  SUDELEY  admitted  the  desir- 
ability of  there  being  a  large  number  of 
free  seats  provided  for  the  use  of  the 
public,  and  assured  the  noble  Lord 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  given 
great  attention  to  the  subject.  The 
noble  Lord  was  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  there  were  more  free  seats  in  Vic- 
toria and  Battersea  Parks  than  there 
were  in  Hyde  Park  and  Kensineton 
Gardens,  although,  perhaps,  they  did  not 
make  quite  so  much  show  in  the  latter 
as  in  the  former.  Between  the  Victoria 
Gate  and  the  Marble  Arch  there  were 
no  fewer  than  52  larse  seats,  and'  the 
other  parts  of  the  Park  were  provided  in 
a  similar  proportion.  During  the  last 
five  years  81  newlarge  free  seatohad  been 
placed  in  SLensington  Gardens,  being  an 
average  of  16  yearly,  and  65  in  Hyde 
and  St.  James's  Parks,  an  average  of  13 
yearly ;  while  during  the  present  year, 
22  additional  large  seats  would  be  placed 
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in  Kensington  Gardens  and  31  in  Hyde 
Park.  He  trusted  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  consider  that  this  was  a  sufficient 
provision,  for  the  time  at  all  events. 
They  proposed  to  continue  adding  largely 
to  these  numbers  every  year. 

Lord  OEANMORE  and  BEOWNE 
remarked,  that  Hyde  Park  being  so  much 
larger  than  the  other  Parks,  it  was  a 
singular  calculation  to  supply  it  only 
with  about  the  same  number  of  seats,  in 
a  given  time,  as  the  other  Parks. 

House   adjourned    at   a   quarter 

past  Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o*clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thureday^  17  th  June,  1880. 


MINUTES.] —  Public  Bills— Ordered-^ Firtt 
Heading — Common  Law  Procedure  and  Jadi- 
cature  Acts  Amendment  ♦  [229]  ;  Mimicipality 
of  London  *  [228]. 

Second  Beading — Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Act  (1880)  Amendment  [205]. 

Be/erred  to  Committee  of  Selection — Local  Go- 
vernment Provisional  Orders  (Fleetwood, 
&c.)*[199]. 

Committee — Local  Government  Provisional  Or- 
ders (Fleetwood,  &c.)  ♦  [199],  diteharped; 
Limitation  of  Costs  (Ireland)  •  [149] — r.p. 

Report — Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2)  ♦  [187]  ; 
Uas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation  •T17SJ. 

Considered  at  amended — Local  Government  Pro- 
Tisional  Orders  (Abingdon,  &c.)  ♦  [1291. 

Third  Beading — Local  Government  (i^nwayi) 
Provisional  Order  (Salop)*  [124],  anS patted. 


CONTROVEETED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Spbaksr  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Cer- 
tificate and  Report  relating  to  the  Election  for 
the  City  of  Canterhury. 

OAKTEBBUBY  ELBOTION. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

To  the  Rt  Honble. 

The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commoni. 

We,  the  Honble.  G^rge  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henrv  Lopes,  knt,  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  said  Act,  certify  that  upon  the  14th 
day  of  June  1880,  and  the  two  foUowins  days, 
we  duly  held  a  Court  at  Canterbury  for  the 
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trial  of,  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for 
the  Borough  of  Canterbury  between  Henry 
Alexander  Munro  Butler  Johnstone,  Peti- 
tioner; and  the  Honblo.  Alfred  Krsldne  Ga- 
thome-IIardy,  and  Robert  Peter  Laurie,  Re- 
spondenta. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Act, 
We  certify  that  we  determined  that  the  said 
Respondents  were  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  £Ilection  is  void.  And  we 
hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our  determina- 
tion to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corrupt  practices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pur- 
siuince  of  the  said  Act,  report  in  Mrriting  to  you 
as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the  noowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Elec- 
tion. 

2.  That  the  following  persons  were  proved  at 
the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, that  is  to  say,  of  bribery  at  the  said 
Election:— 

Thomas  Washington  Davey. 

John  Munns. 

William  Mount. 

George  Bass. 

Edwin  Bateman. 

Thomas  Dobson. 

G^rge  Hart 

Thomas  Holttnm. 

Thomas  White. 

Henry  Link. 

Edwin  Williams. 

3.  That  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the  Elec- 
tion to  which  the  said  Petition  relates. 

In  witness  whereof  we  hereunto  set  our  hands 
this  16th  day  of  June  1880. 

George  Deiocan. 
HsNBT  C.  Lopes. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and'  Roi>ort  wore 
ordered  to  bo  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
]  louse. 


QUESTIONS. 

TURKEY— THE  DANUBE  AND  BLACK 
SEA  RAILWAY  COMPANY. 

Mb.  MELLOE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  facts :  that,  some  time 
before  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  a  special 
tribunal  was  appointed  by  the  Turkish 
Oovenunent  to  arbitrate  between  that 
Oovemment  and  the  Danube  and  Black 
Sea  Bail  way  Company;  that  this  tri- 
bunal, in  January  1879,  made  an  award 
ammst  the  Turkish  Oovemmont,  by 
which  award  that  Oovemment  was  re- 
quired to  pay  a  sum,  now  amounting  to 
£160,000  to  the  Danube  and  Black  Sea 
Railway  Company  in  respect  of  work 


done  for  and  wrongs  committed  by  that 
Government  in  violation  of  the  Com- 
pany's conceded  rights,  and  was  also 
required  to  restore  to  the  Company  valu- 
able lands  and  quays,  of  which  the  Com- 
pany had  been  forcibly  dispossessed ; 
whether  the  Turkish  Government  not 
having  paid  this  amount,  and  being  no 
longer  in  possession  of  territory  in  which 
the  line  is  situated,  the  Boumanian  Go- 
vernment is  not  now,  by  virtue  of  Ar- 
ticle 51  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  liable 
to  pay  the  amount  awarded  and  to  re- 
store to  the  Company  the  lands  and 
quays ;  and,  whether  he  will  communi- 
cate with  the  Special  Ambassador  at 
Constantinople  and  also  the  British 
Minister  at  Bucharest  on  the  subject  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
facts  in  this  case  are  correctlv  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Mellor)  in  his 
Question.  The  subject  is  one  which 
has  repeatedlv  engaged  the  attention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  very 
urgent  representations  have  been  made 
to  the  Roumanian  and  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernments to  induce  them  to  come  to  an 
arrangement  between  themselves  for  a 
satisfactory  award,  leaving  any  question 
as  to  the  liability  of  Roumania  in  re- 
spect of  these  particular  items  for  sub- 
sequent adjustment.  Both  the  Rouma- 
nian and  the  Turkish  Governments  have 
remained  inactive  in  the  matter,  not- 
withstanding the  continuous  efforts  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  Within 
the  last  few  days  the  Representatives  of 
Uer  Majesty's  Government  at  Constan- 
tinople ana  Bucharest  have  been  in- 
structed to  make  fresh  representations, 
and  if  both  Governments  continue  to 
decline  to  touch  the  matter,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  have  to  seriously 
consider  what  other  steps  shall  be  taken 
to  secure  the  just  rights  of  the  Railway 
Company  and  the  observance  of  the  2l6t 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin. 

INDIA    (FINANCE,    &l.)— DUTIES 
ON  8ALT. 

Mr.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  fact  that  differential  Duties  of 
about  £1  a  ton  are  now  levied  in  Ben- 
gal on  English  salt,  as  against  the  Ex- 
cise manufactured  salt  of  the  Beng^ 
coast,  and  the  salt  of  the  Sambuhr  Lake 
and  adjoining  sources ;  whether  this  is 
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not  contrary  to  the  arrangement  made 
by  Sir  Charles  Wood  in  1862  that  Eng- 
lish salt  should  have  fair  play  in  Ben- 
gal ;  and,  whether  he  will  endeavour  to 
remedy  this  state  of  things  so  unfavour- 
able to  the  English  salt  trade,  and  urge 
upon  the  Indian  Q-overnment  the  equal- 
isation of  the  Duties  on  salt  in  the 
Bengal  Presidency  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  some  unofficial  correspondence  has 
taken  place  between  Mr.  Palk,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Cheshire  Chamber  of 
Commerce,  and  the  India  Office  respect- 
in  the  grievance  of  which  that  Chamber 
complains.  Mr.  Palk  has  been  asked  to 
embody  those  alleged  grievances  in  a 
formal  Memorial ;  and  on  receiving  the 
document  it  will  be  forwarded  to  the 
Government  of  India,  with  a  despatch 
asking  them  to  give  the  matter  their 
due  consideration,  and  to  state  their 
opinion  upon  it.  Until  the  reply  is  re- 
ceived I  am  unable  to  commumcate  fur- 
ther with  the  hon.  Member. 

THE  CENSUS— LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  HUBBAED  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  When  the  Government 
propose  bringing  in  the  Census  Bill; 
and,  whether  it  will  be  uniform  in  its 
provisions  for  the  United  Kingdom  and 
require  a  return  of  the  religious  pro- 
fession of  the  people  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  in  reply,  said,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  near  him  had  g^ven 
the  best  answer  in  his  power,  though 
one  which  certainly  was  not  very  defi- 
nite, on  the  subject  a  short  time  ago. 
He  was  sorry  to  have  to  add  that  he 
could  not  even  then  positively  state 
when  the  Bill  would  be  brought  in,  as  it 
was  necessa^  to  make  progress  with 
other  Public  Business.  The  Government 
had  no  intention  of  including  in  its  pro- 
visions one  providing  for  the  taking  of 
a  religious  Census,  and  intended  to  foUow 
the  course  which  had  b^en  pursued  on 
previous  occasions  in  England. 

Mb.  HUBBARD  said,  he  understood 
a  religious  Census  was  taken  in  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  It  was  so. 

H.M.8.  "ATALANTA.'' 

Mb.  CARBUTT  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  letter  in  the  ''  South 
Wales  Daily  Telegram,"  purporting  to 
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be  a  copy  of  a  letter  received  from 
one  of  the  crew  of  H.M.  ill-fated  ship 
^^Atalanta,"  dated  from  Barbadoes;  and, 
if  so,  whether  the  statement  that  part  of 
the  crew  mutinied,  that  six  of  them  had 
been  put  in  irons,  and  that  one  man  re- 
ceived twenty-four  lashes  with  the  cat- 
o'nine- tails,  is  correct;  and  if  he  can 
state  the  cause  of  the  mutiny  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Sir,  the 
statement  contained  in  the  letter  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  appears  to  have 
been  only  partially  true.  From*  the 
quarterly  punishment  Returns  of  the 
Atalanta,  it  appears  that  on  the  26th  of 
December  last  a  young  seaman  was 
awarded  corporal  punishment  for  en- 
deavouring to  incite  mutiny  on  the  lower 
deck  in  calling  on  others  to  come  aft  and 
forcibly  release  a  prisoner  from  irons. 
Only  one  man  was  m  irons  at  the  time, 
and  no  other  men  were  punished  for  the 
same  offence.  There  is  no  mention  of 
the  matter  in  Captain  Stirling's  letters 
from  Bermuda,  and  his  report  at  the 
close  of  the  quarterly  punishment  Re- 
turn, dated  December  31,  was,  **The 
general  conduct  of  the  crew  and  train- 
ing draft  has  been  very  good." 


THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  AGRI- 
CULTURE. 

Me.  JAMES  HOWARD  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
Whether  he  is  in  a  position  to  state 
what  has  been  the  cost  incurred  by  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture  to  the 
end  of  last  month,  or  if  he  can  give  the 
approximate  cost  ? 

LoKD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH  : 
Sir,  the  total  disbursements  on  account 
of  the  Royal  Commission  on  Agriculture 
down  to  the  3 1st  of  May  last  amount 
to  £7,078. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT— SMALL 
OWNERS. 

Mr.  MOLLOY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If  it  be  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give 
effect  to  the  proposals  contained  in  the 
Draft  Report  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty,  proposed  by  him  as  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  of  1878  on  the 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  and  which  pro- 
posals are  contained  in  paragraph  95 
of  said  Draft  Report,  and  are  aa  fol- 
lows : — 
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That,  in  the  present  state  of  land  ownership 
in  Ireland,  it  is  desiTable  that  facilities  should 
be  ^Tcn  by  the  State  for  the  conversion  of  ten- 
anaea  into  ownerships  by  purchase ;  that  the  in- 
crease of  small  owners  would  tend  to  give  sta- 
bility to  the  social  system,  would  spread  content- 
ment and  loyalty,  and  would  give  a  spur  to  in- 
dustry and  thrift." 

Mr.  GLADSTONE;  Sir,  I  am  not 
quite  sure  whether  I  understand  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Molloy) 
as  referrine  to  the  present  period 
or  as  referring  to  a  future  period.  It 
18  undoubtedly  our  desire  to  propose 
legislation  in  accordance  with  the  general 
view  taken  in  the  passage  which  the  hon. 
Member  has  cited  from  the  Eeport  of  the 
Select  Committee.  We  are  of  opinion 
it  is  of  great  importance  for  the  welfare 
of  Ireland  that  Parliament  should  efifect 
everything  that  is  practicable  in  that 
respect.  Indeed,  among  the  first  subjects 
we  considered  after  the  formation  of  the 
Government  we  made  inquiry  into  this 
matter;  and  it  was  only  because  we 
found  it  would  be  too  complex  a  subject 
for  legislation  during  the  present  Ses- 
sion that  we  were  obliged  so  far  to  post- 
pone the  attempt  to  g^ve  effect  to  our 
intentions. 


THE  feClENCE  AND  ART  MUSEUM, 

DUBLIN. 

Mr.  FOLEY  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  Whether  any  and 
"what  arrangements  are  being  made  to 
proceed  with  the  erection  of  the  **Scienco 
and  Art  Museum  *'  in  Dublin ;  to  whom 
tlie  architectural  plans  of  the  proposed 
new  buildings  will  be  submitted  for  ap- 
proval before  they  are  adopted ;  whe- 
ther architects  resident  in  Ireland  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  submitting  plans 
for  competition ;  and,  if  contractors  who 
carry  on  their  business  in  Ireland  will 
have  a  like  opportunity  of  competing  for 
the  erection  of  the  proposed  buildings, 
or  whether  it  is  intended  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Board  of  Public  Works 
in  Ireland  to  erect  the  buildings  accord- 
ing to  their  ownplans  and  staff? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  in  answer  to 
the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  say  that  the  only 
arrangements  made  for  the  erection  of 
the  Science  and  Art  Museum  in  Dublin 
are  the  settlement  of  the  preliminaries 
with  the  Koyal  Dublin  Socitv  for  the 
removal  of  their  Agriooltural  Depart- 


ment. In  answer  to  the  remaining  por- 
tion of  the  Question,  I  may  say  that  the 
question  of  the  preparation  of  plans  and 
the  employment  of  architects  and  con- 
tractors rests  with  the  Board  of  Works 
in  Dublin,  subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
Treasury.  The  Education  Department 
has  nothing  to  do  with  that  part  of  the 
subject. 

THE  AEMY  (INDIA)— ORGANIZATION 
AND  EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  ERNEST  NOEL  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  Whether  the 
Keport  of  the  Special  Commission  pre- 
sided over  by  Sir  Ashley  Eden,  to  in- 
quire into  the  organization  and  expen- 
aiture  of  the  Army  in  India  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Report  had  been 
received  at  the  India  Office.  It  was 
accompanied  by  a  military  despatch 
from  the  Government  of  India,  dated 
the  4th  of  February,  1880,  in  which 
they  expressed  a  hope  that  they  would 
shortly  be  able  to  state  their  conclusions 
on  the  Report  to  the  Home  Government. 
That  further  explanation  had  not,  how- 
ever, been  yet  received;  and  until  the 
views  of  the  Government  of  India  were 
in  the  possession  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  and  until  some  decision  had 
been  formed  as  to  the  action  to  be  taken 
upon  the  Report,  it  would  not  be  pos- 
sible for  him  to  lay  the  Report  on  the 
Table  of  the  House. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS 
(IRELAND). 

Mr.  METGE  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  mitigate  the  action  of  the 
rule  by  which  the  salaries  of  assistant 
teachers  of  the  National  Schools  (Ire- 
land) have,  in  certain  cases,  been  with- 
drawn, owing  to  the  low  average  at- 
tendance of  scholars  consequent  on  the 
Prevailing  distress,  the  assistant  teachers 
eing  entirely  dependent  on  their  sa- 
laries for  support  r 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  is  not  altogether  in 
possession  of  the  facts  of  this  case.  The 
salary  of  the  assistant  teachers  has  not 
been  reduced  in  consequence  of  the 
distress.    There    were    3,600  assistant 
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teachers  on  the  roll  on  the  iRt  of 
January,  and  the  reduction  of  68, 
which  has  since  taken  place  in  so 
large  a  number,  has  nothing  at  all  to  do 
with  the  distress.  As  regards  the  dis- 
tress causing  a  smaller  average  attend- 
ance of  scholars,  I  am  very  glad  to  say 
It  has  not  done  so.  The  average  of  the 
quarter  ending  the  3 1  st  March  last  showed 
an  increase  of  25,624,  or  something  over 
6  per  cent  of  the  whole  of  Ireland,  com- 
pared with  the  average  of  the  corre- 
sponding quarter  last  year.  Twenty- 
five  out  of  the  32  counties  show  an  in- 
crease, and  in  these  25  counties  are  in- 
cluded all  the  districts  where  distress  is 
great.  I  am  very  glad  to  be  able  to 
make  that  statement,  and  to  say  that 
the  tendency  to  attend  school  is  very 
much  on  the  increase.  The  same  thing 
occurred  during  the  continuance  of  the 
Cotton  Famine  in  Lancashire. 

THE  ARGENTINE  REPUBLIC— DETEN- 
TION OF  BRITISH  VESSELS  IN  THE 
RIVER  PLATE. 

SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreigpi 
Affairs,  Whether  a  British  steamer,  the 
**  Plato,"  was  boarded  40  miles  from 
Buenos  Ayres  by  the  Argentine  war 
steamer  the  **  Constitution,"  and  a  guard 
of  marines  placed  on  board  of  her ; 
and,  whether  the  steam  ship  '^  Bessel  " 
has  been  stopped  and  guarded ;  and,  if 
so,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  taken,  or  propose  to  take,  in 
the  matter? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  :  Sir,  the 
reports  which  have  been  received  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  confirm  the 
statement  in  the  hon.  Member's  Ques- 
tion. The  Plato  was  boarded  on  the 
morning  of  the  4th  ultimo,  and  detained 
till  the  afternoon  of  the  5th.,  when  the 
commander  of  the  Argentine  gunboat 
admitted  the  arrest  was  due  to  a  mis- 
take, and  allowed  the  passengers  and 
cargo  to  be  landed.  The  Beuet w&s  de- 
tained in  the  same  way  from  the  morn- 
ing of  the  5th  of  May  till  the  evening 
of  the  same  day,  when  she  was  also  re- 
leased. The  cause  of  the  arrests  seem 
to  have  been  the  anxiety  of  the  Argen- 
tine Government  to  prevent  certain  arms 
believed  by  them  to  have  been  shipped 
at  Antwerp  on  board  the  Bexftel  from 
reaching  the  hands  of  disaffected  persons 
in  the  country.    The  Plato  appears  to 
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have  been  mistaken  for  the  Be$$el.  Her 
Majesty's,  Charg^  d' Affairs  at  Buenos 
Ayres  has  made  a  strong  representation 
on  Hhe  subject  to  the  Argentine  Go- 
vernment, and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  to  await  the  answer  to 
this  communication  before  taking  any 
further  steps  in  the  matter. 

THE    IRISH    CONSTABULARY- 
RELIGIOUS  STATISTICS. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Lreland,  If  he  will  state  why  he  has  re- 
fused to  srant  a  Betum  of  the  number 
of  Catholics,  Protestants,  and  Presby- 
terians, in  the  various  grades  of  the 
Lish  Constabulary ;  and,  whether  it  is 
a  fact  that  among  the  officers,  non-oonx- 
missioned  officers,  and  men,  the  promo* 
tions  of  Protestants  to  higher  rank  and 
higher  pay  are  immensely  out  of  pro- 
portion to  the  respective  totals  of  Pro- 
testants and  Catholics  in  the  Force  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  Member  asked  him  two  Ques- 
tions. The  first  was,  why  he  had  refused 
to  give  a  Betum  of  the  religion  of  the 
persons  in  the  various  grades  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary  ?  The  reason  he  did 
BO  was  that,  juds^ng  from  English  ex- 
perience, and  perhaps  from  English  feel- 
ing, he  rather  revolted  against  the  idea 
of  asking  men  in  the  service  of  the 
country  what  their  religious  opinions 
wore.  He  had  since  ascertained,  how- 
ever, that  a  record  of  the  religious  be- 
lief of  the  members  of  the  Constabulary 
already  existed,  and,  consequently,  if  he 
refused  any  longer  to  make  the  required 
Return,  he  might  probably  give  the  idea 
that  there  was  some  reason  for  the 
refusal.  Therefore,  he  should  put  the 
Return  on  the  Table.  At  the  same  time, 
he  must  state  that  when  he  got  to  Ire- 
land he  should  very  serious^  consider 
the  real  reason  why  the  religious  beliefs 
of  the  members  of  the  Constabulary 
were  recorded,  and  he  hoped  he  should 
find  out  that  he  'should  be  able  to  do 
away  with  it.  The  Return  would  itself 
answer  the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Question — namely,  whether  among 
the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  men,  the  promotions  of  Protestants 
to  higher  rank  and  higher  pay  were  im- 
mensely out  of  proportion  to  the  respec- 
tive totiila  of  Protestants  and  OathoUca 
?    lie  suspected  that  there 
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case;  and,  as  it  is  probable  that  that 
coarse  may  be  taken,  I  think  I  can 
hardly  say  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
law  on  the  subject.  If,  nowever,  the 
Court  should  refuse  the  mandamus,  on 
the  ground  that  the  view  of  the  Justices 
is  correct,'that  it  rests  with  the  Eetuming 
Officer  to  institute  proceedings,  it  will  be 
a  matter  of  consideration  K>r  the  Go- 
yemment  whether  such  a  state  of  law 
should  not  be  amended 

THE  ZVLV  WAR— COLONIAL 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  R.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Un- 
der Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
If  he  will  state  to  the  House  the  amount 
of  the  sum  alluded  to  in  Lord  Kimber- 
ley*s  Despatch  to  Sir  H.  B.  Frere,  No.  4, 
where  it  is  stated  '^  that  the  war  cost  the 
Colony  a  g^eat  sum,  which  has  been 
already  paid  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  the  Colo- 
nial Budget  for  the  current  year  shows 
that  the  total  war  expenditure  paid  by 
the  GoTemment  of  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope  to  March,  1880,  has  been  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Raised  by  loan,  £750,000  ; 
from  current  reyenue,  £715,000;  total, 
£1,465,000.  Further  estimated  pay- 
ments expected  to  be  brought  to  account 
to  June  30,  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
£20,000;  total,  £1,485,757. 

FISHERY  PIERS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  GREER  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  any  portion  of  the  Grant  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
be  deyoted  to  Fishery  purposes  in  Ire- 
land will  be'  applied  to  the  extension  or 
repairs  of  existing  Fishing  Piers  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  main  object  of  the  grant  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  to  be  devoted 
to  fishery  purposes  in  Ireland  was  the 
construction  of  new  piers.  He  could  not 
absolutely  say  that  no  part  of  the  grant 
would  be  applied  to  the  extension  of 
existing  piers ;  but  certainly  none  of  it 
would  be  spent  on  repairs. 

THE  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT— 
THE  SELECT  COMMITEEE. 

Sib  HARCOURT  JOHNSTONE 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  it  is  likely  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts 


will  be  nominated;  and  what  is  the  rea- 
son of  the  delay  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Halimx  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  originally  moved  in  the 
matter,  and  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Massey), 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  in 
1879  and  in  the  last  Session  of  the  late 
Parliament.  Some  delay  has  occurred 
in  selecting  Members  of  the  Committee 
to  replace  those  who  have  not  been  re- 
turned to  the  present  Parliament ;  but 
as  soon  as  it  is  completed  the  Conmiittee 
will  be  nominated,  and  I  will  move  for 
its  appointment  with  or  without  the 
names  on  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  —  CIR- 
CITLAR  OF  THE  LIBERAL  CENTRAL 
OFFICE. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  upon  the  Com- 
mittee responsible  for  the  issue  of  the 
Liberal  Circular  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lush,  the  names  appear  of  the  fol- 
lowing members  of  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government : — Sir  William  Vernon 
Harcourt,  Lord  Kensington,  the  Right 
Hon.  W.  P.  Adam,  Sir  Henry  James, 
and  the  Marquess  of  Hartington  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  must  read 
this  Question,  in  order  to  have  a  full 
view  of  its  scope,  in  connection  with  a 
former  Question,  wherein  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  asked  the  Home  Se- 
cretary what  steps  he  intended  to  take 
for  the  purpose  of  discovering  and 
bringing  to  justice  those  gentlemen 
whom  Mr.  Justice  Lush  had  declared  to 
have  been  guilty  of  a  misdemeanour  in 
issuing  a  certain  circular.  I  was  in  a 
state  of  happy  ignorance  upon  all  the 
facts  connected  with  this  case  until  the 
time  when  I  saw  the  Notice  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  that  led  me 
to  make  inquiries.  I  did  know  as  much 
as  this,  that  there  was  such  an  Associa- 
tion as  the  Liberal  Association.  I  fur- 
ther ascertained  that  there  was  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  Association  ;  and,  further 
still,  that  several  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  belonged  to  the 
Committee;  but,  unfortunately,  to  the 
disappointment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  does  not  belong  to  it. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  trust  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  excuse 
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oular  case  it  liad  not  been  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  he  had  waited  until  it  was 
before  the  House  before  he  looked  at  it 
himself. 

Mr.  MAOAETNEY  said,  the  judg- 
ment had  been  delivered  in  the  House, 
but  not  printed  in  the  Votes. 

ARMY— WOOLWICH  ARSENAL. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther the  number  of  workmen  at  Wool- 
wich Arsenal  is  bein^  largely  reduced ; 
and  whether  such  reductions  are  likely 
to  continue ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended 
to  remove  the  Army  Clothing  Factory 
from  Pimlico;  and,  if  so,  whether  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  utilise  the 
buildings  of  Woolwich  Dockyard,  which 
have  remained  empty  for  many  years,  by 
transferring  the  Clothing  Factory  to 
Woolwich,  and  thereby  giving  employ- 
ment to  hundreds  of  artisans  who  lost 
their  occupation  through  the  closing  of 
the  Dockyard  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  The  Estimates  for 
the  Laboratory  for  1880-81  provide  for 
about  2,925  workmen  during  the  year. 
On  the  31st  of  January  there  were  3,401. 
The  numbers  to  be  reduced  in  that  esta- 
blishment, therefore,  were  476.  This 
reduction  was  effected  g^dually  under 
an  Order  by  my  Predecessor  in  January 
last,  and  has  now  been  carried  out.  The 
Estimates  for  the  Gun  Factory  for  this 
year  provide  for  about  602  men,  as 
against  950  men  last  year,  and  a  gradual 
reduction  is  being  made.  This,  how- 
ever, does  not  describe  the  whole  case, 
as  the  amount  of  work  in  the  Gun  Fac- 
tory depends  also  on  orders  from  other 
Departments,  the  sums  received  for 
which  go  in  aid  of  the  Vote.  The 
number  of  men,  therefore,  must  vary 
monthly ;  but,  except  in  consequence  of 
these  orders  failing  us,  no  very  great 
further  reductions  will  be  necessary. 
There  is  no  intention  of  removing  tne 
Clothing  Factory  from  Pimlico.  It  has 
been  established  at  a  cost  of  about 
£80,000  in  buildings  and  machinery, 
and  is  in  a  very  efficient  condition. 

NAVY-FLOOGINO  IN  THE  NAVY. 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  tlie  Admiralty,  Whether  he  is  correctly 
reported  to  have  stated,  with  reference 
to  the  question  of  flogging  in  the  Navy, 
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that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  fully  and 
cordially  approve  the  course  Lord  North- 
brook  intends  to  take ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  House  is  to  understand  that 
Lord  Northbrook's  professional  advisers 
have  unreservedly  expressed  their  opi- 
nion that  the  time  has  arrived  when  tne 
punishment  of  floggine  can  be  entirely 
abolished  in  the  Navy  r 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  Sir,  the 
passage  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (Captain  Price)  has  quoted  cor- 
rectly reports  what  I  said  upon  that 
occasion.  The  terms  in  which  I  an- 
nounced the  intention  of  Lord  North- 
brook  to  introduce  a  Bill  next  year  which 
will  remove  flogging  from  the  authorized 
punishments  of  the  Navy,  and  which 
will  at  the  same  time  increase  other 
punishments  for  some  of  the  graver 
offences,  were  fully  concurred  in  by  the 
naval  Colleagues  of  Lord  Northbrook, 
and  were  verbatim  the  conclusions  arrived 
at  after  discussion  by  Lord  Northbrook 
and  his  Colleagues. 


THE  BALLOT  ACT— SECTION  24— PER- 
SONATION AT  ELECTIONS. 

Me.  EYLANDS  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  the  case  of  J.  A.  Howard,  a 
Magistrate  for  Cheshire,  wherein  the 
Justices  sitting  in  Petty  Sessions,  at 
Sandbach,  refused  to  hear  a  charge  of 
personation  at  the  late  Mid-Cheshire 
Election,  brought  against  him  on  the 
ground  that  no  one  but  the  Eetumin^ 
Officer  can  institute  such  a  prosecution  ; 
and,  if  such  be  the  Law,  whether  the 
Government  will  take  steps  to  make  an 
alteration  therein  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  f  Sir 
Henrt  James)  :  Sir,  my  attention  nas 
been  called  to  the  case  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands) 
as  having  occurred  in  Cheshire,  and  to 
another  similar  case,  in  which  Justices 
sitting  in  Petty  Sessions  have  refused  to 
hear  charges  of  personation  on  the 
ground  that  the  prosecutions  were  not 
instituted  by  the  Ketuming  Officer.  The 
question  arises  under  the  24th  section  of 
the  Ballot  Act,  which  provides  that  it 
shall  be  the  duty  of  the KetumingOfficer 
to  institute  such  prosecutions.  I  must 
answer  my  hon.  Friend  by  saying  that 
the  determination  of  the  Statute  can 
easily  be  obtained  by  moving  for  a  man* 
damue  tn  /»/^«^,>«i  ^he  Justices  to  hear  the 
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case;  and,  as  it  is  probable  that  that 
coarse  may  be  taken,  I  think  I  can 
hardly  say  what,  in  my  opinion,  is  the 
law  on  the  subject,  if,  nowever,  the 
Court  should  refuse  the  mandamus,  on 
the  g^und  that  the  view  of  the  Justices 
is  correct,'that  it  rests  with  the  Hetuming 
Officer  to  institute  proceedins^,  it  will  be 
a  matter  of  consideration  K>r  the  Go- 
vernment whether  such  a  state  of  law 
should  not  be  amended 

THE  ZULU  WAR— COLONIAL 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mb.  E.  N.  fowler  asked  the  Un- 
der  Secretary  of  State  for  the  (Colonies, 
If  he  will  state  to  the  House  the  amount 
of  the  sum  alluded  to  in  Lord  Kimber- 
ley*s  Despatch  to  Sir  H.  B.  Frere,  No.  4, 
where  it  is  stated  **  that  the  war  cost  the 
Colony  a  great  sum,  which  has  been 
alreaay  paid  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  the  Colo- 
nial Budget  for  the  current  year  shows 
that  the  total  war  expenditure  paid  by 
the  OoTemment  of  tne  Cape  of  GK>od 
Hope  to  March,  1880,  has  been  as  fol- 
lows:—Raised  by  loan,  £750,000; 
from  current  revenue,  £715,000;  total, 
£1,465,000.  Further  estimated  pay- 
ments expected  to  be  brought  to  account 
to  June  80,  the  end  of  the  financial  year, 
£20,000;  total,  £1,485,757. 

FISHERY  PIERS  (IREL.\N1>). 

Mb.  OREER  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
Whether  any  portion  of  the  Grant  pro- 
posed by  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
DC  dcToted  to  Fishery  purposes  in  Lre- 
land will  be  applied  to  the  extension  or 
repairs  of  existing  Fishing  Piers  in  Ire- 
land? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  main  object  of  the  grant  pro- 
posed by  the  Government  to  be  devoted 
to  fishery  purposes  in  Ireland  was  the 
construction  of  new  piers.  He  could  not 
absolutely  say  that  no  part  of  the  grant 
would  be  applied  to  the  extension  of 
existing  piers  ;  but  certainly  none  of  it 
would  be  spent  on  repairs. 

THE  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACT— 
THE  SELECT  COMHITEEE. 

Sim  HAROOURT  JOHNSTONE 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
When  it  is  likely  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Contagions  Diseases  Acts 


will  be  nominated;  and  what  is  the  rea- 
son of  the  delay  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  I  have  been 
in  communication  with  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Halimx  (Mr. 
Stansfeld),  who  originally  moved  in  the 
matter,  and  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Mr.  Massey), 
who  was  Chairman  of  the  Committee  in 
1879  and  in  the  last  Session  of  the  late 
Parliament.  Some  delay  has  occurred 
in  selecting  Members  of  the  Committee 
to  replace  those  who  have  not  been  re- 
turned to  the  present  Parliament ;  but 
as  soon  as  it  is  completed  the  Committee 
will  be  nominated,  and  I  will  move  for 
its  appointment  with  or  without  the 
names  on  Monday  next. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  —  CIR- 
CULAR OF  THE  LIBERAL  CENTRAL 
OFFICE. 

Mb.  GORST  asked  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  Whether,  upon  the  Com- 
mittee responsible  for  the  issue  of  the 
Liberal  Circular  alluded  to  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lush,  the  names  appear  of  the  fol- 
lowing members  of  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Government: — Sir  William  Vernon 
Harcourt,  Lord  Kensington,  the  Right 
Hon.  W.  P.  Adam,  Sir  Henry  James, 
and  the  Marquess  of  Hartington  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  must  read 
this  Question,  in  order  to  have  a  full 
view  of  its  scope,  in  connection  with  a 
former  Question,  wherein  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  asked  the  Home  Se- 
cretary what  steps  he  intended  to  take 
for  the  purpose  of  discovering  and 
bringing  to  justice  those  gentlemen 
whom  Mr.  Justice  Lush  had  declared  to 
have  been  guiltv  of  a  misdemeanour  in 
issuing  Sk  certain  circular.  I  was  in  a 
state  of  happv  ignorance  upon  all  the 
facts  connected  with  this  case  until  the 
time  when  I  saw  the  Notice  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  and  that  led  me 
to  make  inquiries.  I  did  know  as  much 
as  this,  that  there  was  such  an  Associa- 
tion as  the  Liberal  Association.  I  fur- 
ther ascertained  that  there  was  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  Association  ;  and,  further 
still,  that  several  Members  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  belonged  to  the 
Committee;  but,  unfortunately,  to  the 
disappointment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Home  Secretary  does  not  belong  to  it. 
Under  those  circumstances,  I  trust  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will  excuse 
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me  from  going  ftirther  into  the  particu- 
lar terms  of  his  Question,  because  he 
allude  not  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Liberal  Association,  but  to  the  Conmiit- 
tee  responsible  for  Uie  issuing  of  the  cir- 
cular. I  know  nothing  of  the  responsi- 
bility, and,  not  having  the  advantage  of 
being  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
I  wish  to  give  no  opinion  or  to  describe 
any  particulars  with  which  I  am  not 
fully  conversant.  I  hope  that  I  have 
answered  the  Question  to  the  best  of  my 
ability. 

HERIOT'S  HOSPITAL,  EDINBURGH. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBEOOKE  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  he  has  given  his  ap- 
proval to  a  Provisional  Order  relating  to 
Meriot's  Trust,  Edinburgh,  the  terms  of 
which  are  at  variance  with  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Endowed  Schools  (Scotland) 
Act  of  1872,  and  with  those  contained  in 
the  special  report  of  the  Endowed  In- 
stitutions Commission  lately  presented 
to  Parliament  in  certain  essential  parti- 
culars, and  especially  as  not  containing 
any  provision  for  Uie  revision  of  the 
governing  body  ? 

Mb.  M'LABEN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  If 
he  would  explain  to  the  House  the  exact 
form  of  the  modified  Provisional  Order 
for  Heriot's  Hospital,  as  altered  by  him 
by  virtue  of  the  powers  conferred  on 
him  by  the  Act,  and  then  sent  to  the 
governors  for  their  approval  in  terms  of 
the  Act,  and  returned  by  them  unani- 
mously approved  of,  does  not  contain 
provisions  in  the  direction  indicated  in 
the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners  as  being 
desirable  on  the  following  points,  viz. : 
— whether  it  contains  an  obligation 
binding  the  governors  to  take  over 
during  the  present  year,  the  Watt  In- 
stitution and  School  of  Arts,  now  sup- 
ported by  voluntary  contributions,  and 
having  2,000  pupils,  and  to  maintain 
that  institution  in  all  time  coming  as  a 
great  technical  school  or  college  for  the 
industrial  classes,  and  to  provide  £  12,000 
for  new  buildings,  all  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  hospital ;  whether  it  provides  addi- 
tional bursaries  for  the  University  of 
Edinburgh  to  the  extent  which  the 
principal  of  the  university  stated  in  his 
evidence  would  be  satisfactory ;  whether 
it  prohibits  the  erection  of  any  additional 
free  schools  out  of  the  surplus  funds  of 

J/r,  6hd9t(m$ 


the  hospital,  and  requires  that  tbeee 
should  hereafter  be  applied  for  the 
benefit  of  the  new  technical  school  or 
college;  whether  it  provides  for  the 
gradual  reduction  of  the  number  of 
foundationers  resident  in  the  ho^ital 
from  120  to  60 ;  and,  with  respect  to  the 
constitution  of  the  governing  body  of 
the  hospital,  to  ask,  whether  he  has  re- 
ceived any  representation  from  any  of 
the  public  bodies  in  Edinburgh,  or  from 
any  party  or  any  section  of  its  inhabit- 
ants, expressing  dissatisfaction  with  the 
present  large  and  popularly  chosen  body 
of  governors,  and  praying  that  there 
might  be  substituted  for  it  a  smaller  and 
more  exclusive  body,  as  was  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission  appointed 
underthe  Actof  1872? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  Sir, 
the  matter  referred  to  by  my  hon. 
Friends  is  not  yet  finally  concluded. 
As  the  subject  is  one  of  interest  in  Soot- 
land,  they  will,  perhaps,  wish  that  I 
should  state  exactly  how  it  now  stands. 
The  Commissioners  have  expressly  re- 
commended me  to  approve  a  I^vi- 
sional  Order  authorizing  the  Governors 
of  Heriot's  Hospital  to  take  over  the 
Watt  Institution  as  being  a  thing  de- 
sirable in  itself  apart  from  all  other  re- 
forms, and  as  justifying  in  itself  the 
Provisional  Order.  That  will  be  done. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Commissioners 
took  objection  to  the  omission  of  other 
important  reforms  which  were  not  pro- 
vided for  in  the  scheme  as  originally 
propounded  by  the  Governors.  The 
Governors  have  now  offered  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Commissioners  on  several 
of  these  omitted  points.  The  proposals 
of  the  Governors  on  these  particular 
heads,  which  are  accurately  stated  in 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren) — namely,  the 
additional  bursaries,  the  reduction  of 
the  foundationers  resident,  and  the 
prohibition  of  additional  free  schools 
— appear  to  me  to  be  reasonable 
and  conformable  to  the  views  of  the 
Commissioners,  and  to  the  advantage  of 
higher  education  in  Scotland.  I  am, 
therefore,  not  unwillinc;  to  include  them 
in  the  Provisional  Order  recommended 
by  the  Commissioners.  There  wiD  be 
still  be  some  important  points  left  un- 
settled, which,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  it  is  impossible  to  insist  upon ; 
but  the  Provisional  Order  will  not  pre- 
judice in  any  way  the  treatment  ofithese 
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queetionB  in  the  fdture.  There  seems  to 
me  no  reason  for  sacrificing  the  good 
which  is  obtainable,  because  it  is  im- 
possible to  accomplish  at  once  all  that 
mieht  be  desired.  That  was  the  prin- 
dpTe  on  which  the  Commissioners  have 
acted  in  recommending  the  issuing  of  a 
Provisional  Order  in  respect  of  the  Watt 
Institution,  and  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
equally  appropriate  to  the  recent  con- 
cession of  the  Governors.  I  have  only 
to  add  that  I  propose  immediately  to 
communicate  to  the  Commissioners  the 
recent  proposals  of  the  Governors  for 
the  final  settlement  of  the  matter.  With 
respect  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  I 
can  only  say  I  have  not  received  repre- 
sentations from  any  of  the  public  bodies 
in  Edinburgh,  or  from  any  party  or 
section  of  its  inhabitants,  expressing  any 
dissatisfaction  with  the  present  Gt)vem- 
ing  Body  of  Heriot's  Hospital. 

DISSOLVED  HIGHWAY  B0AKD8 
(FINANCE). 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFGUE  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  in  certain  dis- 
tricts the  Highway  Boards  have  dissolved 
before  they  have  paid  their  debts,  col- 
lect^Ml  the  money  due  to  them,  or  made 
up  their  accounts ;  and,  whether  he  can 
suggest  any  means  by  which  the  incon- 
venience thus  arising  can  be  obviated  ? 

Mb.  DCDSON:  Sir,  two  instances 
have  been  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  Board,  in  which  the  Quarter 
Sessions  of  a  county  have  dissolved 
a  highway  district  without  making 
any  provision  in  the  order  for  the  ad- 
justment of  accounts.  The  orders  should 
have  been  made  to  take  effect  at  such  a 
date  as  would  have  enabled  the  High- 
way Boards  to  collect  the  money  due  to 
them,  pay  their  debts,  and  give  effect  to 
any  adjustment  ordered  by  the  Justices. 
The  inconvenience  arising  from  the  neg- 
lect to  take  these  precautions  can  only  be 
remedied  by  voluntary  arrangement  or 
by  fresh  le^slation. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH— CONDEMNED  MEAT. 

Mb,  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  aware  that 
meat  condemned  by  the  officers  of  the 
Corporation  of  London  is  dipped  in 
creosote  previous  to  being  sold,  so  as  to 
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insure  its  not  being  re-sold  for  food,  and 
if  he  will  consider  the  practicability  of 
adopting  some  such  expedient  with  con- 
demned beef  and  pork  trom  Navy  stores, 
so  as  to  prevent  its  being  used  for  vie* 
tualling  and  poisoning  our  mercantile 

marine  r  

Mr.  SHAWLEFEVRE:  Sir,  no  meat 
which  has  been  condemned  as  imfit  for 
food  is  now  sold  by  the  Admiralty  in  open 
market.  In  consequence,  I  believe,  of 
representations  made  by  Mr.  Plimsoll, 
arrangements  were  made  in  1878  for  the 
sale  of  all  beef  and  pork  condemned  as 
unfit  for  human  food  to  a  soap  maker  of 
high  standing,  under  a  guarantee  to 
melt  it  down.  This  arrangement  is  still 
in  force,  and  there  is  no  reason  to  be* 
lieve  that  any  of  such  meat  finds  its  way 
into  the  Mercantile  Marine. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "ATALANTA" 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  the  '*  Blanche  "  not 
only  failed  to  find  traces  of  the  "  Ata- 
lanta,"  but  also  of  any  of  the  ice-bound 
vessels  seen  by  the  ''Brunette;"  and, 
whether  any  instructions  have  been  sent 
to  the  '*  Blanche ''  to  pursue  that  search, 
or,  if  the  Admiralty  proposes  to  take 
any  other  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Sir,  the 
Blanche  has  returned  to  Halifax  after 
having  cruised  for  three  weeks  to  the 
eastward  of  the  Newfoundland  Banks, 
without  finding  any  trace  of  the  Atalantaf 
and  without  having  come  across  any  of 
the  vessels  said  to  be  ice-bound  by  the 
master  of  the  Brunette^  although  she 
met  with  a  g^eat  deal  of  ice  and  several 
icebergs.  It  is  not  an  uncommon  thing 
for  vessels  bound  to  and  from  the  St. 
Lawrence  in  the  early  part  of  the  year 
to  be  ice-bound ;  and  I  observe,  from  a 
statement  in  The  Standard  to-day,  that  a 
vessel  called  the  Wimmera  ran  into  a 
field  of  ice  at  the  entrance  of  the  Gulf 
of  St.  Lawrence  in  the  early  part  of 
May,  and  remained  there  for  some  days, 
her  master  reporting  that  he  saw  no 
less  than  50  other  vessels,  including 
steamers,  in  a  similar  position.  The 
master,  however,  added  that  the  ice  be- 
gan to  separate  on  the  19th  of  May,  and 
that  his  vessel  soon  got  free ;  therefore, 
I  presume  that  the  other  vessels  were 
equally  fortunate.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, the  Admiralty  do  not  propose  to 
take  any  further  steps  in  the  matter. 
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Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  Sir.  in  con- 
sequence  of  a  representation  made  to  the 
Admiralty  a  telegraphic  Order  was  given 
on  the  r2th  instant  to  the  senior  officer 
at  Zanzibar  to  send  a  vessel  to  inquire 
into  the  reported  wreck  at  Europa  Island. 
It  is  the  opinion  of  the  Admiralty  that 
the  wreck  in  question  is  not  the  vessel 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  It 
seems  that  when  the  Island  was  last 
visited  in  1 875,  there  was  a  wreck  of  an 
iron  vessel  lying  there,  and  it  is  supposed 
that  the  vessel  seen  by  the  AnUlope  it 
the  same  vessel. 


ARMY  MEDICAL  OFFICERS- 
EXCHANGES. 
Me.  MELDON  asked  the  Secretanrof 
State  for  War,  Whether,  under  the  late 
Administration,  when  the  Army  Medical 
Department  was  being  reorganised,  a 
promise  was  not  made  that,  in  future, 
exchanges  between  medical  officers  would 
be  allowed  under  the  same  regulations 
as  for  the  rest  of  the  Service,  if  such  a 
regulation  was  adopted ;  whether  a  rule 
has  lately  been  introduced  that,  in  cases 
where  such  exchanges  involve  change  of 
station,  the  officers  exchanging  shall 
forfeit  all  claim  for  pay  for  the  period 
they  occupy  in  changing;  whether  all 
other  officers  in  the  Army  exchanging 
under  similar  circumstances  continue  to 
receive  their  pay  without  any  stoppage ; 
whether  the  regulation  now  in  force 
placing  medical  officers  on  a  different 
looting  from  other  officers  is  not  highly 
calculated  to  make  the  Army  Medical 
Service  unpopular ;  and,  whether  he 
will  take  steps  to  have  the  regulations 
as  to  exchange  so  modified  as  to  carry 
out  the  promise  made  ? 

Me.  CHILDEES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  I  &ave 
to  say  that  I  cannot  find  any  record  of  a 

Promise  having  been  given  by  my  Pre- 
ecessor  such  as  his  Question  implies; 
and  I  may  state  that  no  Order  of  any 
description  has  been  given  on  the  subject 
since  I  took  Office.  If,  however,  he  will 
privately  point  out  to  me  the  promise  to 
which  he  refers,  I  will  look  carefully 
into  the  whole  <|uestion,  which  has  not 
oome  before  me  in  any  shape. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING— THE 
"CARRADALE." 
Me.  MIDDLETON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  If  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  a  statement  that  the 
••Antelope"  (ship)  of  Boston,  Capt. 
Chaney,  arrived  at  Bombay  on  15th  M^y 
from  Liverpool,  reports  having  seen  a 
large  vessel  ashore  on  the  Island  of 
Europa  in  the  Mozambique  Channel,  on 
25th  March;  that  the  ••Antelope" 
drifted  past  in  a  calm  and  could  not  get 
near  the  island ;  if  he  has  any  reason  to 
believe  that  the  wrecked  vessel  is  the 
'•  Carradale  "  which  left  the  Tyne  on  the 
last  dav  of  November  bound  for  Bombay ; 
and,  if  he  will  give  orders  to  send  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ships  to  Europa  Island  to 
inquire  as  to  the  wreck  and  crew  ? 


THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870— SALE  OP 
CHURCH  LANDS  TO  OCCUPYING  AND 
OTHER  TENANTS. 

Me.  MOLLOY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
If  the  Government  will  include  in  tlie 
instructions  to  the  proposed  ''  Small 
Eoyal  Commission  on  the  Land  Act  of 
1870,"  instructions  to  examine  into  the 
working  and  results  of  all  sales  made  by 
the  Church  Temporalities  Commissioners 
of  Church  Lands  to  occupying  and  other 
tenants  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  cannot 
give  a  positive  answer  to  the  Question. 
The  hon.  Member,  however,  is  aware 
that  the  object  of  the  Commission  is  the 
examination  of  the  working  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  Well,  that  Act  contains  a 
number  of  clauses  called  the  "Bright 
Clauses,"  and  I  think  it  must  be  very 
difficult  to  examine  into  so  much  of  the 
working  of  the  Act  which  relates  to  those 
clauses  without,  at  the  same  time,  finding 
out  what  was  done  by  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities Commissioners  with  respect  to 
the  sale  of  Church  lands. 


M.  CHALLEMEL  LACOUR,  THE  FRENCH 
AMBASSADOR. 

Me.  speaker  called  upon  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell)  to  put  a  Question  he  had  upon  the 
Paper  in  reference  to  M.  Challemel 
Lacour,  the  French  Ambassador. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  :  Before  I  put  this 
Question,  Sir,  I  wish  to  call  your  atten- 
tion to  a  fact,  of  which  you  are  already 
aware,  that  I  put  down  another  Question 
relating  to  M.  Challemel  Lacour,  and 
that  you,  with  your  usual  courtesy,  have 
intimated  to  me  that  that  Question  sinned 
in  some  respect  against  th^  Bules  of  th^ 
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House.  Considering  the  position  which 
I  occupy  as  a  Member  of  this  House  in 
asking  a  Question  in  relation  to  the 
action  of  the  Gt>7emment  and  the  criti- 
cisms to  which  I  have  been  exposed  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  and  of  its  sup- 
porters, will  jou  allow  me  to  ask  jou  m 
general  terms,  carefully  avoiding  trench- 
ing on  disputable  matter,  whether  you 
can  give  the  House  a  public  explanation 
of  the  reasons  why  you  have  interfered 
with  the  nubh'cation  of  the  Notice  of  my 
Question  r  The  Question  consisted  of 
three  parts.  The  first  contained  an  ex- 
tract m>m  the  telegram  of  a  foreign  poli- 
tician ;  the  second  part  asked  whether 
Her  Majesty 'sOovemment  had  been  made 
aware  of  the  contents  of  that  telegram  by 
our  Ambassador  in  a  foreign  country; 
and  the  third  part  went  on  to  ask 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  already  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  that  the  Ques- 
tion to  which  he  is  now  adverting  is  a 
Question  which  ought  not  properly  to  be 
put;  and,  after  that  intimation,  I  think  it 
IS  quite  irregular  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  to  refer  tn  it. 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL  :  Cannot  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  to  what  part  of  the  Question  you 
object  ?  I  only  ask  that  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.  I  am  particularly  anxious 
to  obey. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  am  responsible  to 
this  House  for  the  maintenance  of  its 
Rules  and  Orders.  The  Question  which 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  put  ap- 
peared to  me  to  advert  to  a  matter  beyond 
the  cognizance  of  the  House  or  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  and  on  that 
ground  I  did  not  allow  it  to  be  placed 
upon  the  Paper. 

Mr.  G'DONNELL:  I  am  exactly  as 
much  in  the  dark  as  ever.  I  ask  you, 
as  a  matter  connected  with  the  Privileges 
of  a  Member  of  this  House,  if  you  will 
inform  me  and  this  House 

Sir  JOHN  R.  MOWBRAY:  I  rise 
to  Order.  I  wish  to  know,  Whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  in  the  course  he  is  now 
taking,  is  not,  after  the  Rule  von  have 
twice  laid  down,  disregarding  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  must  caution  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
0*Donnell}  to  confine  himself  to  the 
two  Questions  upon  the  Paper ;  and  if 
the  hon.  Member  disregards  the  authority 
of  the  Chair  in  that  resoect  I  shall  be 
^und  to  take  action  in  tne  matter. 


Mr.  O'DONNELL:  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  according  to  your  authority,  and 
according  to  the  Rules  of  the  House,  in 
what  manner  I  can  bring  your  decision 
before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  call  upon  the  hon. 
Member  now  to  confine  himself  to  the 
two  Questions  on  the  Paper.  If  he  does 
not  attend  to  my  intimation,  I  shall  at 
once  call  on  the  hon.  Member  whose 
name  appears  next  on  the  Paper  to  put 
his  Question,  and  I  shall  pass  over  the 
Questions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL :  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  decline  to  put  any  Ques- 
tion at  all. 


THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870— THE  NEW 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  If,  when  the  Govern- 
ment agreed  to  recommend  Her  Majesty 
to  appoint  a  Royal  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land 
Act  of  1870,  he  was  aware  that  the 
Royal  Commission  appointed  last  year 
to  inquire  into  the  causes  and  extent  of 
the  present  agricultural  distress  was 
already  conducting  inquiries  as  to  the 
operation  of  the  Land  Act;  that  two 
Assistant  Commissioners  had  been  col- 
lecting evidence  on  the  subject  for  some 
months  past ;  that  a  preliminary  report 
from  these  Commissioners  had  been 
received  and  printed;  that  Professor 
Baldwin  and  Major  Robertson  had  been 
examined  at  great  length  by  the  Com- 
missioners; that  arrangements  had  been 
made  by  the  Commissioners  to  open 
an  inquiry  at  Dublin  on  Monday  first; 
that  witnesses  whose  examinations  will 
occupy  several  days  have  been  invited 
and  have  engaged  to  be  present  at  that 
time ;  and,  whether  he  will  persevere  in 
recommending  to  Her  Majesty  to  ap- 
point a  new  Koyal  Commission  to  insti- 
tute inquiries  of  the  same  description  in 
Ireland  as  those  now  being  carried  out  by 
the  existing  Commission,  as  such  ap- 
pointment might  be  calculated  to  imput 
a  partisan  character  to  an  investi^tion 
that  ought  to  be  impartial  and  judicial? 

Mr.  GIADSTONE:  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
may  state,  without  entering  into  the 
various  details  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  put  into  the  Preamble,  that  we  were 
perfectly  aware  that  inquiries  into  the 
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working  of  the  Land  Act  were  within 
the  scope  of  the  instructions  given  to 
the  Hoyal  Commission  on  Agriculture; 
and,  further,  that  the  Eoyal  Commission 
on  Agriculture  either  had  begun,  or  was 
about  to  take— had,  in  fact,  taken  pre- 
liminary steps,  and  was  about  to  take 
further  steps,  for  entering  upon  the 
execution  of  that  part  of  its  Commission ; 
but  I  am  by  no  means  able  to  say  that 
we  recede  in  any  respect  from  our  inten- 
tion to  recommend  to  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Act 
of  1870,  and  the  reason  why  we  intend 
to  take  that  step  is  this.  In  the  first 
place,  that  we  think  that  the  gravity  of 
the  circumstances  attending  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  population  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment 
is  such  as  to  require  attention  from  a 
Koyal  Commission,  which  should  be 
immediate,  and  entire,  and  undivided. 
We  think  it  quite  impossible  for  the 
existing  Boyal  Commission  to  fulfil  those 
conditions  without  sacrificing  to  them 
its  other  equally  important  duties  in  a 
multitude  of  other  particulars;  and, 
therefore,  in  no  spirit  of  disrespect  or 
want  of  confidence  in  the  existing  Boyal 
Commission,  we  have  thought  it  right 
to  take  those  proceedings  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining,  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  the  most  authentic  information 
on  a  subject  so  important  as  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland.  This  intention  was 
communicated  by  me  to  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond,  as  head  of  the  Commission, 
yesterday  morning;  and  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond  made  known  the  intentions 
of  the  Oovemment  to  the  Commission 
at  its  meeting  yesterday. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)— KIL- 
KENNY  COUNTY. 

Mb.  MABTIN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  teachers  of 
National  Schools  in  the  county  of  Kil- 
kenny, or  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many  of 
them,  whose  pupils  were  examined  in 
March  last  for  result  fees,  have  not  as 
^et  been  paid  the  fees  then  earned ;  and, 
if  it  is  the  fact  that  the  sums  many 
months  ago  directed  to  be  given  by  way 
of  increase  to  class  salaries  remain  as 
yet  unpaid  to  those  teachers ;  and,  if  so, 
can  he  state  the  reasons  for  the  delay  in 
the  payment  of  such  fees  and  sums,  and 

Mr.  Olad$Um 


how  soon  the  teachers  may  anticipate 
that  they  will  receive  payment  of  the 

same  respectively  ?     

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  I  find.  Sir, 
that  there  is  one  National  School  in 
Kilkenny,  out  of  all  the  schools  exa- 
mined, in  which  money  ordered  to  be 
paid  as  result  fees  has  not  yet  been 
handed  over.  This  is  an  exceptional 
case,  having  to  be  settled  by  correspon- 
dence with  the  Inspector  before  it  can 
be  definitely  determined  whether  certain 
important  conditions  have  been  fulfilled 
or  not.  I  further  find  that  the  increase 
alluded  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Question  has  been  paid  to  the  whole 
staff  of  11,000  teachers,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  oases,  in  which  the  man- 
agers have  delayed  sending  up  their 
claims,  and  some  other  cases  of  a  very 
exceptional  character,  which  require  to 
be  referred  to  the  Department. 

SCOTLAND— THE  TAY  BRIDGE  DISAS- 
TER— THE  REPORT. 

Mr.  HENDEBSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can 
state  when  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  into  the  Tay  Bridge 
disaster  will  be  issued  ? 

Me.  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  Sir,  as  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Henderson)  is  aware, 
the  evidence  in  the  case  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster  is  very 
voluminous,  and  raises  many  very  im- 
portant and  complicated  questions.  I 
am  informed  that  the  preparation  of 
the  Beport  is  far  advanced;  and  although 
I  cannot  state  the  precise  date  when  it 
will  be  issued,  I  hope  it  will  be  ready 
before  many  days. 

ENDOWED   SCHOOLS—DULWICH  COL- 
LEGE—THE NEW  SCHEME. 

Mb.  BBTCE  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Coimcil,  Whether  the  Edu- 
cation Department  has  yet  received  from 
the  Charity  Commission  the  new  Scheme 
for  the  administration  of  Dulwich  Col- 
lege ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, considerinff  the  great  injury  to 
this  important  foundation  which  the 
continuance  of  the  present  state  of  un- 
certainty involves,  will  take  steps  to 
accelerate  the  action  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Education  Department  have 
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not  jet  received  from  the  Charity  Com- 
mission the  new  Scheme  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  Dulwich  College.  But  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioners  that  the 
Scheme  has  been  revised  throughout, 
and  is  now  in  the  printers'  hands  in  the 
form  in  which,  subject  to  a  reference  to 
the  Gbvemors  upon  one  point,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  submit  it  to  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education.  As  soon  as  we 
receive  it,  it  shall  be  promptly  consi- 
dered and  dealt  with. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS— ST.  OLAVE'S 
GRAMMAR  SCHOOL. 

Me.  COHEN  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Council,  Under  what  cir- 
cumstances and  for  what  reason  the 
draft  scheme  for  the  administration  of 
St.  Olave's  Grammar  School,  which  was 
published  in  1877  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, has  not  been  proceeded  with? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  draft  scheme  for  St. 
Olave's  Grammar  School,  and  I  have 
been  furnished  with  a  memorandum 
stating  in  great  detail  the  reasons  why 
the  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  scheme 
have  been  suspended.  It  appears  that 
the  scheme  is  objected  to  not  only  by  the 
existing  Governors,  but  by  nine  other 
public  Bodies.  To  some  of  these  objec- 
tions it  is  impossible  for  the  Commis- 
sioners or  the  Education  Department  to 
yield.  For  instance,  it  is  opposed  to  the 
pnnciple  of  all  modem  educational  en- 
dowment schemes  to  establish  a  system 
of  indiscriminate  gratuitous  education 
without  regard  to  merit ;  and  this  is  one 
of  the  main  objections  urged  against  the 
scheme.  I  am  authorized  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  say  that  they  have 
always  been  willing,  and  they  are  now 
ready,  to  proceed  with  the  scheme,  pro- 
viding the  Governors  and  the  objecting 
Bodies  will  concede  these  questions  of 
principle.  Of  course,  if  no  agreement 
can  be  arrived  at,  the  Commissioners 
may  act  on  the  authority  vested  in 
them. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  ACT 
(1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL— THE  NEW 
CLAUSE  AND  SCHEDULE. 

Mb.  PABNELL  ^ave  Notice  that  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill  he  would  move 
the  insertion  of  a  clause  to  the  effect 
that,  having  regard  to  the  distress  now 


existing  in  all  parts  of  Ireland  arising 
from  failure  of  crops  and  unusual  de- 
pression in  the  price  of  farm  produce,  it 
is  desirable  to  suspend  for  two  years 
all  proceedings  in  ejectments  in  respect 
of  agriculturcd  holdings  at  and  under 
£20,  and  it  is  hereby  provided  that  all 
proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  any  land 
or  tenement  where  a  year's  rent  or  more 
is  in  arrear  be  suspended  for  a  period  of 
two  years  from  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  with  regard  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Bill  for  the  Belief  of  Dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  on  the  subject  of  the 
temporary  provisions  regarding  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent,  When 
he  will  cause  to  be  placed  on  the  Table 
the  Schedule  mentioned  in  the  said 
Amendment,  showing  the  districts  to 
which  it  is  intended  to  apply ;  and,  also, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  desir- 
ability of  enabling  Members  to  know 
approximately,  befbre  the  conclusion  of 
the  debate  on  the  Second  Heading,  the 
extent  of  the  applicability  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  will  state  generally  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Schedule  of  Districts 
is  to  be  constructed  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  beHeve 
that  the  subject  does  not,  strictly  speak- 
ing, come  within  the  scope  of  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading.  I  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  for  every  Member 
of  this  House  who  looked  into  the 
matter  to  have  the  Amendment  on  the 
Xftble  as  soon  as  I  could  put  it,  for  the 
House,  of  course,  will  only  assent  to  the 
principle  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  which  is  before  it,  and  the  Amend- 
ment must  come  on  when  we  go  into 
Committee.  With  regard  to  the  Schedule, 
I  had  hoped  to  have  it  ready  yesterday. 
I  trust  1  shall  to-day.  The  principle 
upon  which  it  will  be  framed  is,  that  it 
will  apply  to  those  districts  which  have 
been  scneduled  for  the  purpose  of  loans 
at  very  cheap  rates  to  landlords  or  to  sani- 
tary authorities,  that  being,  to  our  mind, 
a  proof  of  the  distress  existing  in  those 
districts.  I  do  say  that  it  will  exactly 
correspond,  but  it  will  practically  and 
substantially  correspond,  with  that  geo- 
graphical description. 

lEELAND— THE    MUNICIPAL    BOUND- 
ARY  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  DAWSON  (for  Mr.  Gray)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
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tenant  of  Ireland,  When  he  expects 
that  the  Beport  of  the  Irish  Municipal 
Boundary  Commission  will  be  issued ; 
and,  whether,  if  there  is  likely  to  be  any 
considerable  delay,  he  will  consider  the 
advisability  of  having  the  Beport  on 
Dublin  issued  separately  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB:  Sir,  the 
Chairman  of  the  Municipal  Boundary 
Commissioners  tells  me  there  is  no  pros- 
pect of  the  Beport  being  completed  be- 
fore the  end  of  next  October.  I  do  not 
think  it  would  be  advisable  to  make  a 
separate  Beport  with  regard  to  Dublin. 
At  this  stage  of  the  Session,  and  with  so 
much  Business  on  hand,  it  will  be  almost 
impossible  to  legislate  on  the  subject, 
and  I  think  it  would  be  a  disadvantage 
to  anticipate  the  complete  Beport 

MOTION. 


EVESHAM  BOROUGH  WHIT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  new  Writ 
for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  in  this 
present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of  Evesham, 
in  the  room  of  Daniel  Rowlinson  Ratcli£fe, 
esquire,  whose  Election  hath  been  determined  to 
be  void.'* — {Lord  Kentingtim,) 


Mr.  J.  B.  TOBKE,  in  moving  as  an 
Amendment — 

'*  That  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough 
of  Evesham  be  suspended  until  the  Shorthand 
Writers*  Notes  of  the  Judge  and  the  Evidence 
taken  at  the  Trial  of  the  Elnction  Petition  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House," 

said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  making 
some  observations  upon  the  question  of 
the  time  required  by  law  to  elapse  be- 
tween the  Notice  of  Motion  for  a  Writ 
and  the  Motion  itself.  There  were  two 
main  questions  to  be  determined  when- 
ever Judges  went  to  the  country  to  try 
an  Election  Petition.  The  direct  object 
was  to  ascertain  the  guilt  or  innocence 
of  the  candidates  returned ;  but  the  in- 
direct object  was  to  ascertain  the  s^ilt 
or  innocence  of  the  constituency.  Now, 
the  conditions  for  the  due  fulfilment  of 
this  second  object  were  not  satisfactory. 
It  was  comparatively  rare  that  candi- 
dates who  had  been  guiltv  of  even  a 
small  breach  of  electoral  law  escaped 
the  attacks  of  determined  opponents ; 
but  it  was  quite  another  matter  with  the 
oonstituendes.     The  Judge  could  only 
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form  opinions  upon  the  morality  of  the 
constituency  from  circumstances  casually 
brought  to  his  notice  during  the  trial  of 
the  Petition,  and  the  interest  of  all  con* 
cerned  in  the  case  prompted  them  to 
make  those    circumstances    appear    as 
trivial  as  possible.    No  sooner  had  suffi- 
cient been  proved  before  the  Judge  to 
make  him  declare  the  seat  void  than  the 
parties  on  both  sides  made  their  bow  and 
dispersed ;  and  under  our  present  system 
only  48  hours  were  required  to  elapse 
in  the  House  of  Commons  before  another 
Wnt  could  be  moved  for  to  enable  the 
constituency  to  renew  what  might  be  its 
malpractices,  or,  as  it  would  be  called, 
its  agreeable  experience  with  fresh  can- 
didates.   What  he  objected  to  was  that, 
as  soon  as  sufficient  had  been  proved  to 
vacate  a  seat,  every  opportunity  of  in- 
vestigating the  question  of  the  moral 
state  of  the  constituency  was  withdrawn 
from  the  cognizance  of  the  Judge.     He 
contended  that  it  was  almost  impossible 
for  the  House  of  Commons  in  48  hours 
to  make  up  its  mind,  rationally  and  de- 
liberately, as  to  whether,  in  consequence 
of  any  circumstances  which  might  have 
come  to  the  cognizance  of  the  Judge 
during  the  election,  or  of  any  other  ma- 
terial points  of  which  it  might  become 
aware  from  any  other  source,  it  was  de- 
sirable or  not  that  a  Wiit  should  be 
issued  or  withheld.     He  knew  nothing 
particular  about  the  borough  of  Eves- 
ham ;  but  this  was  the  first  opportunity 
he  had  had  of  calling  attention  to  the 
matter.     He  would  conclude  by  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  great  pleasure  in  seconding  the 
Amendment.  The  case,  in  his  opinion, 
was  even  stronger  than  it  appeared  as 
represented  by  the  previous  speaker,  for 
the  Eeport  of  the  Judges  in  the  case  of 
the  Evesham  Election  Petition  was  not 
presented  until  Wednesday ;  so  that 
practically,  in  this  instance,  there  had 
been  only  an  interval  of  24  hours  be- 
tween the  unseating  of  the  Member  and 
the  moving  for  a  new  Writ.  Evesham 
was  a  petty  borough,  the  smallest  in 
England,  and  a  corrupt  borough,  and 
there  was  no  great  Constitutional  neces- 
sity for  immediately  proceeding  to  a 
fresh  election.  Some  time  ago  he  had 
occasion  to  look  into  the  question  of 
rotten  boroughs,  and  he  was  surprised 
to  see  how  many  existed.    It  was  true 
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that  in  England  they  were  not  so  small 
as  they  were  in  Ireland,  where  they  were 
as  small  as  2,000  and  3,000  people,  or,  as 
he  might  express  it,  it  tooR  two  rotten 
Englishmen  to  make  one  rotten  Irishman. 
In  looking  into  the  case  of  Evesham,  he 
found  that  its  population  was  4,800, 
man,  woman,  and  child,  and  that  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  the  Petition 
were  of  a  very  peculiar  character.  From 
the  newspaper  report  of  the  evidence, 
he  found  that  a  very  rich  and  a  very 
charitable  gentleman  built  a  house  at 
Evesham,  and  in  the  year  immediately 
preceding  the  General  Election  he  had  in 
various  ways  given  away  an  immense 
amount  in  charity.  It  was  probably 
only  a  coincidence ;  but  that  gentleman 
had  also  a  great  desire  to  obtain  a  seat  in 
Parliament,  and  perhaps  it  was  only  a 
still  further  coincidence  that  those  in  re- 
ceipt of  those  charities  had  votes,  and 
the  gentleman  who  was  appointed  as  his 
agent  to  distribute  his  charities  was  also 
the  agent  for  his  electioneering  cam- 
paign, the  consequence  of  which  was 
that  the  moneys  for  the  charities  and  for 
the  election  ^t  mixed  up,  bringing 
them  within  the  law.  Then,  upon  the 
inquiry  the  agent  was  not  examined,  but 
the  candidate  was ;  and  he  stated,  as  can- 
didates always  did,  that  he  had  not  had 
anything  to  ao  with  the  bribing  of  voters. 
He  gave  his  money  to  his  agent  for 
charitable  purposes,  and  the  result  was 
the  bribing  of  voters.  Finally,  the  can- 
didate was  pronounced  guilty  of  bribery, 
through  his  agents,  and  the  election  was 
declared  void.  In  this  instance,  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Judges  was  a  shrewd  one,  for  it 
stated  that  on  the  evidence  before  them, 
to  which  alone  they  confined  their  at- 
tention, they  could  not  report  that  cor- 
rupt practices  had  extensively  prevailed. 
The  J  udges  had  made  no  inquiry  of  an  in- 
quisitorial character,  the  parties  having 
apparently  patched  up  the  matter.  In 
the  case  of  that  very  rotten  borough, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  the  agent 
was  not  put  in  the  box  for  examination, 
he  askea  the  Government  whether  it 
was  of  such  great  Constitutional  ne- 
cessity that  the  Writ  should  imme- 
diately issue ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
not  be  a  very  great  evil  if  the  question 
were  allowed  to  remain  until  the  ques- 
tion of  the  re- distribution  of  seats  was 
brought  before  the  House  ;  and,  at  any 
rate,  he  hoped  the  Government  would  let 
the  House  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 


sidering the  whole  of  the  circumstances 
before  they  were  pledged  to  the  issue  of 
the  Writ. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to 
the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough 
of  Evesham  he  suspended  until  the  Shorthand 
Writers*  Notes  of  the  Judge  and  the  Evidence 
taken  at  the  Trial  of  the  Election  Petition  he 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House," — {Mr.  EegU 
nald  Yorke^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question. " 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,,  he  hoped 
the  House  would  consent  to  the  hon. 
Member's  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke's)  Amend- 
ment. It  was  well  known  to  many  hon. 
Members  that  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had 
always  viewed  the  operation  of  the  Ballot 
Act  with  great  apprehension.  The  first 
political  lesson  he  had  ever  learnt  was 
when ;  he  visited  the  United  States  of 
America,  in  the  midst  of  the  elections 
to  Congress,  and  got  behind  the  scenes 
as  much  as  he  could,  in  order  to  satisfy 
himself  what  was  the  real  operation  of 
the  system  of  Ballot.  That  was  now 
very  many  years  ago;  and  every  report 
from  the  United  States  he  had  since 
read  only  convinced  him  that  the 
American  people  were  unable  to  relieve 
themselves  of  the  prevalence  of  cor- 
ruption which  he  then  witnessed,  and 
which  had  gone  on  increasing  ever  since. 
Their  only  protection,  in  fact,  seemed 
to  consist  in  the  enormous  magnitude 
of  the  constituencies,  whilst  even  that 
afforded  an  inadequate  protection.  The 
corruption  was  practised  not  merely  by 
individuals,  but  by  means  of  a  system 
of  what  were  really  secret  societies. 
In  the  United  States  the  feeling  was 
growing  of  a  desire  to  be  delivered  from 
the  Ballot,  could  but  the  means  be  de- 
vised for  effecting  it.  He  did  not  wish 
to  see  the  democratic  institutions  of 
America  imported  wholesale  into  this 
country;  he  hoped,  therefore,  that  the 
House  would,  in  the  present  instance,  with 
a  view  of  preserving  something  of  the  tra- 
ditional Ibrms  of  constituencies  in  this 
country,  give  the  requisite  time  for  exami- 
nation, when  cases  of  corruption  such  as 
that  before  the  House  had  been  proved  to 
have  occurred  under  tlie  Ballot ;  because 
he  was  convincedi  from  the  very  nature 
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working  of  the  Land  Act  were  within 
the  scope  of  the  instructions  given  to 
the  Hoyal  Commission  on  Agriculture; 
and,  further,  that  the  Eoyal  Commission 
on  Agriculture  either  had  begun,  or  was 
about  to  take — had,  in  fact,  taken  pre- 
liminary steps,  and  was  about  to  take 
further  steps,  for  entering  upon  the 
execution  of  that  part  of  its  Commission ; 
but  I  am  by  no  means  able  to  say  that 
we  recede  in  any  respect  from  our  inten- 
tion to  recommend  to  Her  Majesty  to 
appoint  a  Boyal  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land  Act 
of  1870,  and  the  reason  why  we  intend 
to  take  that  step  is  this.  In  the  first 
place,  that  we  think  that  the  gravity  of 
the  circumstances  attending  the  con- 
dition of  the  Irish  population  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland  at  the  present  moment 
is  such  as  to  require  attention  from  a 
Koyal  Commission,  which  should  be 
immediate,  and  entire,  and  undivided. 
We  think  it  quite  impossible  for  the 
existing  Boyal  Commission  to  fulfil  those 
conditions  without  sacrificing  to  them 
its  other  equally  important  duties  in  a 
multitude  of  other  particulars;  and, 
therefore,  in  no  spirit  of  disrespect  or 
want  of  confidence  in  the  existing  Boyal 
Commission,  we  have  thought  it  right 
to  take  those  proceedings  for  the  purpose 
of  obtaining,  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment,  the  most  authentic  information 
on  a  subject  so  important  as  the  condi- 
tion of  Ireland.  This  intention  was 
communicated  by  me  to  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond,  as  head  of  the  Commission, 
yesterday  morning;  and  the  Duke  of 
Bichmond  made  known  the  intentions 
of  the  Government  to  the  Commission 
at  its  meeting  yesterday. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND)— KIL- 
KENNY COTTNTY. 

Mb.  MABTIN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  teachers  of 
National  Schools  in  the  county  of  Eal- 
kenny,  or  any,  and,  if  so,  how  many  of 
them,  whose  pupils  were  examined  in 
March  last  for  result  fees,  have  not  as 
vet  been  paid  the  fees  then  earned ;  and, 
if  it  is  the  fact  that  the  sums  many 
months  ago  directed  to  be  given  by  way 
of  increase  to  class  salaries  remain  as 
yet  unpaid  to  those  teachers ;  and,  if  so, 
can  he  state  the  reasons  for  the  delay  in 
the  payment  of  such  fees  and  sums,  and 
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how  soon  the  teachers  may  anticipate 
that  they  will  receive  payment  of  the 
same  respectively  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  I  find.  Sir, 
that  there  is  one  National  School  in 
Kilkenny,  out  of  all  the  schools,  exa- 
mined, in  which  money  ordered  to  be 
paid  as  result  fees  has  not  yet  been 
handed  over.  This  is  an  exceptional 
case,  having  to  be  settled  by  correspon- 
dence with  the  Inspector  before  it  can 
be  definitely  determined  whether  certain 
important  conditions  have  been  fulfilled 
or  not.  I  further  find  that  the  increase 
alluded  to  in  the  second  part  of  the 
Question  has  been  paid  to  the  whole 
staff  of  11,000  teachers,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  a  few  cases,  in  which  the  man- 
agers have  delayed  sending  up  their 
claims,  and  some  other  cases  of  a  very 
exceptional  character,  which  require  to 
be  referred  to  the  Department. 

SCOTLAND— THE  TAY  BRIDOE  DISAS- 
TER—THE REPORT. 

Mr.  HENDEBSON  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can 
state  when  the  Beport  of  the  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  into  the  Tay  Bridge 
disaster  will  be  issued  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  :  Sir,  as  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Henderson)  is  aware, 
the  evidence  in  the  case  of  the  inquiry 
into  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster  is  very 
voluminous,  and  raises  many  very  im- 
portant and  complicated  questions.  I 
am  informed  that  the  preparation  of 
the  Beport  is  far  advanced ;  and  although 
I  cannot  state  the  precise  date  when  it 
will  be  issued,  I  hope  it  will  be  ready 
before  many  days. 

ENDOWED   SCHOOLS— DULWICH  COL- 
LEGE— THE  NEW  SCHEME. 

Mb.  BBYCE  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  Whether  the  Edu- 
cation Department  has  yet  received  from 
the  Charity  Commission  the  new  Scheme 
for  the  administration  of  Dulwich  Col- 
lege ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment, considering  the  great  injury  to 
this  important  foundation  wtuch  the 
continuance  of  the  present  state  of  un- 
certainty involves,  will  take  steps  to 
accelerate  the  action  of  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners ? 

Me.  MUNDELLA:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member's  Question,  I  have  to 
say  that  the  Education  Department  have 
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spect  to  it  applied  also  to  the  treatment 
of  other  places. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  there  was 
already  a  rule  that  the  shorthand 
writers'  notes  in  cases  of  this  description 
should  be  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  it  was 
not  usual  to  print  them,  unless  they 
were  asked  for  on  some  special  ground. 
This  case  appeared  to  be  of  a  special 
character ;  and,  as  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  explained,  the  Government 
were  willing  to  postpone  the  issue  of  the 
Writ.  Perhaps  it  would  be  better  to 
withdraw  the  Motion,  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment, on  the  understanding  that  it  would 
not  be  renewed  until  after  the  evidence 
and  the  Beport  of  the  Judges  had  been 
received. 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hexbt  Jakes)  then  gave  Notice  that 
to-morrow  he  would  move  that  the  short- 
hand notes  taken  before  the  Judges  in 
the  Evesham  case  be  printed. 


PARLIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  was  his  in- 
tention to  take  the  Post  Office  Money 
Bill  to-night;  if  so,  after  what  hour 
would  he  not  take  it  ? 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  that 
he  would  bring  on  the  Bill  if  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so ;  but  he  would 
not  bring  it  on  after  half-past  11  o'clock. 

Sir  STAFFOEDNOETHCOTE  asked 
whether  there  would  be  a  Morning  Sit- 
ting to-morrow  (Friday),  and  what  Busi- 
ness would  be  taken  on  Monday? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  there  would  be  a  Morning  Sitting 
to-morrow,  and  on  Tuesdays  and  Fri- 
days for  the  future.  The  resuniption  of 
the  debate  on  the  Irish  Belief  Bill  was 
the  first  Order  for  that  evening ;  and  if 
the  second  reading  were  agreed  to,  he 
proposed,  if  it  were  agreeable  to  the 
feeling  of  the  House,  to  take  the  Com- 
mittee to-morrow.  Otherwise  the  Sav- 
ings Banks  Bill  would  be  proceeded 
with.  On  Monday  Supply  would  be  the 
first  Order  of  the  Day. 

Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  : 
Navy  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  Civil  Ser- 
vice EstimateB. 


ORDER     OF    THE    DA  Y. 

BELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  ACT 

(1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  206.] 

(Mr,  William  Edward  Forater,  Lord  Frederick 

Cavendish,) 

SECOND  BEADING.      ADJOUBNED   DEBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [11th  June], ''  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tmie." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed, 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  was  sorry  to 
be  obliged  to  state  that  he  found  it  to 
be  his  duty  to  move  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate.  He  thought  that  no 
one  in  the  House  or  any  Member  of  the 
Government  would  be  surprised  at  his 
taking  that  step,  when  they  reflected 
upon  the  course  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  had  pursued  with  regard  to 
the  Bill.  It  was  only  on  Friday  last  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
stated  that  the  subjects  to  be  discussed 
at  the  present  time  in  reference  to  Irish 
distress  were  comparatively  few  in  num- 
ber. They  might  now  look  forward  to  a 
good  harvest;  and,  therefore,  it  would  be 
only  necessary  to  provide  for  a  compara- 
tively short  period.  The  noble  Lord 
added  that  the  main  object  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  to  provide  funds  for  carry- 
ing out  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act, 
which  was  passed  last  Session.  In  those 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord  he  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  entirely  concurred,  and  if  that 
was  the  sole  object  of  the  Bill  he  should 
be  most  anxious  to  assist  its  progress ; 
but  he  must  point  out  to  the  House 
that  the  whole  situation  was  changed  in 
consequence  of  a  statement  which  had 
been  made  a  night  or  two  before  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  the  Bill  was  no 
longer  a  measure  the  chief  object  of 
which  was  the  relief  of  distress ;  it  was, 
in  fact,  neither  more  nor  less  than  a  new 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,  and  one  which 
embodied  all  the  worst  and  most  vicious 
features  of  that  Act ;  and  not  only  that, 
but  which  exaggerated  and  extended 
those  features  in  a  degree  which  could 
never  have  been  anticipated  even  from 
the  action  of  the  present  Administra- 
tion.   He  was  referring  to  the  new  clause 
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proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  had  been  distributed  to  Members 
only  that  morning,  and  which  he  was 
practically  asking  the  House  to  read  a 
second  time  that  evening  after  only  six 
hours'  notice.  His  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  ob- 
jections to  that  clause  were  of  a  two- 
fold character.  He  objected  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  clause  had  been 
introduced,  and  he  objected  still  more  to 
the  nature  of  the  clause  now  that  it  had 
been  introduced.  He  was  tempted  to 
ask  why  the  clause  was  not  introduced 
into  the  Bill  in  the  first  instance? 
Was  it  part  of  a  deliberate  and  settled 
policy  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  or  was  it  not  ?  If  it  was, 
why  was  it  not  originally  incorporated 
in  the  Bill  ?  If  it  was  not  so,  then  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  what 
had  occurred  since  Friday  last,  when  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  in  those  terms  which 
he  had  quoted,  to  .bring  about  'this 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  He  himself  was  quite  unable  to 
judge  from  the  previous  utterances  of 
the  Government  whether  this  was  part 
of  their  original  intentions  or  not. 

The  O'pONOGHUE:  I  rise  to  Or- 
der. I  wish  to  ask  you,  Sir,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  discussing  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  on  a  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  BUI  before  the 
House  is  one  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  on  that 
question  has  moved  an  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  and  he  is  in  Order  in  taking 
the  course  he  has  now  taken. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  must  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  make  one  or 
two  quotations  from  previous  speeches 
delivered  from  the  Treasury  Bench  with 
regard  to  this  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land said,  on  the  20th  of  May  last — 

*'  It  had  been  asked  why  the  subject  had  not 
been  mentioned  in  the  Queen*s  Speech ;  but  he 
might  observe  ....  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
make  mention  in  the  gracious  Speech  from  tho 
Throne  of  any  measures  which  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  bring  forward  in  the  Session  which 
that  Speech  opened,  and  the  Government  would 
have  been  departing  from  the  practical  manner 
in  which  legislation  ought  to  be,  and  generally 
was,  conducted  in  that  House  if  Her  Majesty 
were  advised  to  hint  at  measures  with  which  it 
was  not  intended  to  proceed." 

Would  not  that  lead  anyone  to  suppose 
that  this  clause,  which,  in  his  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  judgment,  was  in  reality  a 
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new  Irish  Land  Act,  was  one  of  those 
measures  with  which  the  Oovemmont 
did  not  intend  to  proceed  ?  He  did  not 
know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconcile  it  with  the  following 
sentence,  in  which  he  said — 

"  The  Land  Question  was  not  only  one  which 
was  most  important,  but  one  with  which  its  very 
importance  made  it  exceedingly  difficult  to  dcAl 
in  a  comprehensive  manner.  To  have  brought  in 
a  10  minutes*  Irish  Land  Bill  would,  in  his  opi* 
nion,  have  been  a  roost  unwise  course  to  adopt. 
Tho  hon.  Member  who  had  lust  spoken  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  said  they  might  bring  forward  an 
interim  Bill  for  the  suspension  of  pa3rment  of 
rent.  [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  :  No ;  suspension 
of  eviction.]  He  thought  that  was  almost  the 
same  thing.  He  was  quite  prepared  to  listen  to 
any  arguments  which  the  hon.  Member  by  whom 
such  a  Bill  was  brought  in  might  advance.  He 
had  no  desire  to  prejudge  the  question;  but 
would  any  hon.  Member  on  either  side  of  the 
House  suppose  that  it  would  not  bring  in  its 
discussion,  if  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment, every  branch  of  the  Land  Question  F' — 
[3  Hansard,  cclii.  166-6-7.] 

No ;  and  he  supposed  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  had  given  Notice  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  transfer  the  property  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  bodily  to  the 
tenants  he  would  not  in  the  least  pre- 
judge the  question,  and  would  have 
told  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  ready 
to  listen  to  any  arguments  that  he  might 
advance.  That  was  exactly  his  case. 
The  Government  had,  as  he  contended, 
introduced  such  a  Bill,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  every  branch  of 
this  important  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed. It  was  impossible,  however,  for 
the  House  of  Commons  at  six  hours* 
notice  to  discuss  properly  a  subject  of 
such  tremendous  importance. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  state  that  there  ought  to  be 
an  adjournment,  because  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  given  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  propose  a  clause  in  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  said  time  ought  to  be 

fiven  for  the  discussion  of  that  clause, 
[e  rose  in  Order  to  ask  whether,  inas- 
much as  the  clause  was  not  in  the  Bill 
at  present,  and  as  only  Notice  had  been 
given  that  it  would  be  brought  forwoid 
in  Committee,  it  was  in  Order  to  discuss, 
that  clause  on  the  second  readinir  of  the 
Bill? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  public  Notice 
having  been  given  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  introduce  a 
clause  of  that  character,   and  such  a 
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not  jet  received  from  the  Charity  Com- 
misaion  the  new  Scheme  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  Dulwioh  College.  But  I  am 
informed  by  the  Commissioners  that  the 
Scheme  has  been  rerised  throughout, 
and  is  now  in  the  printers'  hands  in  the 
form  in  which,  subject  to  a  reference  to 
the  Gbvemors  upon  one  point,  it  is  pro- 
posed to  submit  it  to  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education.  As  soon  as  we 
receiTC  it,  it  shall  be  promptly  consi- 
dered and  dealt  with. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS— ST.  OLAVE'S 
GRAMMAR  SCHOOL. 

Mr.  COHEN  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Council,  Under  what  cir- 
cumstances and  for  what  reason  the 
draft  scheme  for  the  administration  of 
St.  Olave's  Grammar  School,  which  was 
published  in  1877  by  the  Charity  Com- 
missioners, has  not  been  proceeded  with? 

Me.  MUNDELLA  :  Sir,  I  have  com- 
municated with  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners as  to  the  draft  scheme  for  St. 
Olave's  Grammar  School,  and  I  have 
been  furnished  with  a  memorandum 
btating  in  great  detail  the  reasons  why 
the  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  scheme 
have  been  suspended.  It  appears  that 
the  scheme  is  objected  to  not  only  by  the 
existing  Governors,  but  by  nine  other 
public  bodies.  To  some  of  these  objec- 
tions it  is  impossible  for  the  Commis- 
sioners or  the  Education  Department  to 
yield.  For  instance,  it  is  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  all  modem  educational  en- 
dowment schemes  to  establish  a  system 
of  indiscriminate  gratuitous  education 
without  regard  to  merit ;  and  this  is  one 
of  tbe  main  objections  urged  against  the 
scheme.  I  am  authorized  by  the  Charity 
Commissioners  to  say  that  they  have 
always  been  willing,  and  they  are  now 
ready,  to  proceed  with  the  scheme,  pro- 
viding the  Governors  and  the  objecting 
Bodies  will  concede  these  questions  of 
principle.  Of  course,  if  no  agreement 
can  be  arrived  at,  the  Commissioners 
may  act  on  the  authority  vested  in 
them. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  ACT 
<1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL--THE  NEW 
CLAUSE  AND  SCHEDULE. 

Mm.  PABNELL  gave  Notice  that  in 
Committee  on  this  Bill  he  would  move 
the  insertion  of  a  clause  to  the  effect 
that,  having  regard  to  the  distress  now 


existing  in  all  parts  of  Ireland  arising 
from  failure  of  crops  and  unusual  de- 
pression in  the  price  of  farm  produce,  it 
IS  desirable  to  suspend  for  two  years 
all  proceedings  in  ejectments  in  respect 
of  agricultural  holdings  at  and  under 
£20,  and  it  is  hereby  provided  that  all 
proceedings  for  the  recovery  of  any  land 
or  tenement  where  a  year's  rent  or  more 
is  in  arrear  be  suspended  for  a  period  of 
two  years  from  the  passing  of  this  Act. 

Mr.  G'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lrelandy  with  regard  to  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Bill  for  the  Belief  of  Dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  on  the  subject  of  the 
temporary  provisions  regarding  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent,  When 
he  will  cause  to  be  placed  on  the  Table 
the  Schedule  mentioned  in  the  said 
Amendment,  showing  the  districts  to 
which  it  is  intended  to  apply;  and,  also, 
whether,  having  regard  to  the  desir- 
ability of  enabling  Members  to  know 
approximately,  before  the  conclusion  of 
the  debate  on  the  Second  Heading,  the 
extent  of  the  applicability  of  the  Amend- 
ment, he  will  state  generally  the  prin- 
ciple on  which  the  Schedule  of  Districts 
is  to  be  constructed  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  I  beHeve 
that  the  subject  does  not,  strictly  speak- 
ing, come  within  the  scope  of  the  debate 
on  the  second  reading.  I  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  for  every  Member 
of  this  House  who  looked  into  the 
matter  to  have  the  Amendment  on  the 
Xable  as  soon  as  I  coald  put  it,  for  the 
House,  of  course,  will  only  assent  to  the 
principle  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  which  is  before  it,  and  the  Amend- 
ment must  come  on  when  we  go  into 
Committee.  With  regard  to  theSchedule, 
I  had  hoped  to  have  it  ready  yesterday. 
I  trust  1  shall  to-day.  The  principle 
upon  which  it  will  be  framed  is,  that  it 
will  apply  to  those  districts  which  have 
been  scheduled  for  the  purpose  of  loana 
at  very  cheap  rates  to  landlords  or  to  sani- 
tary authorities,  that  being,  to  our  mind| 
a  proof  of  the  distress  existing  in  those 
districts.  I  do  say  that  it  will  exactly 
correspond,  but  it  will  practically  and 
substantially  correspond,  with  that  geo- 
graphical description. 

IBELAND— THE    MUNICIPAL    BOUND- 
ABY  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  DAWSON  (for  Mr.  Gray)  ai^ked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu* 
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of  that  system  of  Toting^  that  it  secretlj 
afforded  opportunities  for  corruption  and 
concealment,  and  greatly  increased  the 
difficulty  of  detection,  interposing. such 
difficulties  as  did  not  eidst  under  the 
system  of  open  voting.  It  was,  there- 
fore, still  more  necessary  to  suspend 
Writs,  as  had  often  heen  done  in  former 
years,  whenever  evidence  of  corruption 
practised  at  recent  elections  had  oeen 
proved. 

Mr.  RTLANDS  concurred  with  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  moved  the 
Amendment  (Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke).  It  was 
of  the  gpreatest  importance  that  they 
should  take  care  not  to  issue  Writs 
where  there  had  been  suspicion  of  cor- 
ruption. He  was  totally  at  a  loss  to 
understand  why  there  could  be  any  rea- 
son for  pressing  the  issue  of  this  Writ. 
He  would,  however,  advise  the  House 
to  proceed  with  caution,  as,  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion,  they  were  forming  a  pre- 
cedent for  future  guidance. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
E[sNBT  Jakes)  said,  he  could  assure  the 
House  there  was  not  the  slightest  wish 
on  the  part  of  the  Gt>vemment  to  press 
forward  the  issue  of  the  Writ.  At  the 
same  time,  it  was  desirable  that  a  rule 
should  be  laid  down  and  followed  unless 
special  circumstances  justified  a  devia- 
tion from  it.  A  rule  had  been  established 
and  acted  on  for  some  years  that  a  Writ 
should  not  be  issued  until  after  two  days' 
Notice,  the  object  of  which  was  to  allow 
any  hon.  Member  who  wished  to  do  so 
the  opportunity  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  any  special  circumstance 
connected  with  the  election.  Frimd  facie, 
there  ought  to  be  no  unnecessary  delay 
in  the  issuing  of  a  Writ.  A  constituency 
was  entitled  to  representation,  and  it 
was  not  desirable  to  prolong  the  period 
of  an  electioneering  contest.  Unless 
there  was  some  special  circumstance  on 
which  objection  could  be  founded,  there 
ought  not  to  be  undue  delay.  If  the 
Judges  reported  to  the  House  that  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed,  there 
was  no  discretion  left,  and  a  Commission 
must  be  appointed.  Let  him  remind  the 
House  of  the  position  it  was  placed  in. 
By  the  Act  of  1868  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  delegated  all  authority  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  to  a  tri- 
bunal ;  but  what  could  the  House  do  in 
this  case  if  it  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
corrupt  practices  had  prevailed?     No 
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f  revision  was  made  for  further  inquiry, 
n  this  case,  however,  the  Report  of  the 
Judges  was  somewhat  peculiar.  Instead 
of  reporting  that  there  was  no  reason  to 
believe  that  corrupt  practices  had  ex- 
tensivelv  prevailed,  they  said  that,  fix>m 
the  evidence  before  them,  and  to  which 
they  had  confined  themselves,  they  had 
no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed.  The 
House  could  not  properly  act  upon  the 
suggestion  made  that  there  had  been  an 
arrangement  by  which  persons  had  been 
kept  out  of  the  witness-box,  nor  could 
it  oe  influenced  by  the  general  descrip- 
tion of  a  place  as  corrupt. '  The  House 
must  apply  a  general  rule,  apart  from 
any  particular  character  which  hon. 
Members  might  choose  to  give  to  a 
place,  and  it  must  be  careful  not  to  sus- 
pend a  Writ  without  a  good  reason  for 
doing  so.  If,  however,  an  attempt  were 
made  in  this  case  to  prevent  the  reading 
of  the  evidence  before  the  issue  of  the 
Writ,  it  would  be  thought  there  was  some 
reason  in  the  background  why  the  issue 
of  the  Writ  was  forced  on.  In  the  par- 
ticular circumstances,  the  Government 
would  offer  no  objection  to  delay  in  the 
issue  of  the  Writ ;  but  it  must  be  under- 
stood that  when  the  shorthand-writers' 
notes  of  the  evidence  had  been  produced 
the  Motion  for  the  issue  of  the  Writ 
would  be  almost  immediately  renewed. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  whether,  after 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  At- 
torney General  that  it  was  doubtful  if 
the  House  would  be  able  to  obtain  fur- 
ther investigation  of  the  circumstances 
of  the  election  at  Evesham,  the  Gx>vem- 
ment  would  take  steps  to  introduce  a 
measure  which  would  enable  the  House 
to  give  effect  to  its  opinions,  if  it  was 
decided  that  further  investigation  should 
be  made  into  any  case. 

Mb.  H.SAMUELSON  asked  whether, 
seeing  that  the  case  of  Evesham  was  not 
peculiar  in  any  way,  the  Government 
would  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
shorthand  writers'  notes  in  all  cases  in 
which  Petitions  had  resulted  in  the  un- 
seating of  the  sitting  Members.  He 
knew  nothing  as  to  the  particular  cir- 
cumstances at  Evesham ;  but  it  appeared 
to  him  that  it  had  been  rather  unfairly 
singled  out,  since  other  Petitions  had 
disclosed  quite  as  grave  a  state  of  things 
as  that  wtuch  had  been  shown  to  have 
taken  place  at  Evesham,  and  the  same 
arguments  which  had  been  used  in  re- 
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danses ;  but  in  this  case,  Notice  having 
been  given  of  such  an  important  new 
clause,  the  House  will  be  preyented  from 
discussing  the  Bill  properly,  unless  some 
reference  is  made  to  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  it 
might  be  convenient  to  the  House  if 
he  said  a  few  words.  For  reasons 
which  he  was  ready  at  the  proper  time 
to  explain,  he  thought  it  right  to  propose 
that  clause  in  the  m\\  which  would  be 
the  most  convenient  place,  and  he  gave 
Notice  of  it  as  soon  as  he  came  to  that 
conclusion,  believing  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members.  He  sup- 
posed at  the  time — but  now  found  he 
was  mistaken — that  the  debate  would  be 
confined  to  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
because  the  second  reading,  which  was 
asked  for,  could  only  be  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  therefore,  the  vote 
for  or  against  the  second  reading  would 
only  be  for  what  was  in  the  Bill.  Now, 
however,  he  was  informed  that  the 
Speaker  thought  it  would  be  impossible 
to  prevent  the  debate  extending  to  the 
clause ;  and,  as  the  clause  was  not  really 
before  them,  no  vote  could  be  taken 
upon  it ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  that 
what  the  Speaker  said  must  happen 
would  subject  them  to  the  inconvenience 
of  debating  matters  on  which  they  could 
not  vote.  That  being  the  case,  though 
he  thought  it  a  public  inconvenience,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  saying  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  should  not 
persevere  with  the  clause  in  question, 
but  should  embody  the  substance  of  it 
in  a  separate  Bill,  which  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  pass  at  a  later  day. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  the  statement  and  action  of 
tne  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  see  how  they  could  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  the  relief  of  distress 
in  Ireland  within  the  narrow  limits  now 
proposed  to  be  assigned  to  it  by  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House.  In  the  judg- 
ment of  all  those  who  had  lived  longest 
in  Ireland,  and  had  most  carefully  con- 
sidered the  condition  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  it  always  had  been  ap- 
parent that  the  nmin  cause  of  periodical 


famines  there  was  the  condition  of  Irish 
land  tenure.    It  would,  therefore,  be  a 
matter  of  practical  impossibility  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  by  the  adoption  of  the 
course  which  he  had  now  announced — 
namely,  the  withdrawal  of  the  clause. 
Notice  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  a  day  or  two  ago,  to 
limit  the    discussion  of   the    question 
within  the  very  narrow  limits  he  pro- 
posed.   It  would  be  his  (Mr.  Parnell*s) 
duty  to  move  certain  clauses  which  would 
put  the  question  of  this  distress  in  Ire- 
land upon  its  proper  footing  before  the 
country.    They  had  too  long  been  told 
that  distress  in  Ireland  proceeded  from 
the  laziness  and  want  of  thrift  of  the 
Irish  people.    They  had  been  too  long 
in  the  habit  of  appearing  before  the 
nations  of   the  world  as  beggars   for 
charity;  and  there  were  many  people — in 
fact,  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land— who  now  thought  that  the  time 
had  come  when    this   practice  should 
cease,  and  that  they  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  living  in  their  own  coun- 
try, and  of  obtaining  prosperity  from 
the  natural  riches  and  resources  of  the 
country — an  opportunity  which  the  laws 
of  England  had  denied  them  for  so  long 
a  period.     What  was  wanted  by  the 
Irish  people  was  not  so  much  that  they 
should  be  relieved  from  the  necessities 
produced    by  famine  out  of  Imperial 
funds  as  that  they  should  be  put  in  a 
position  to  manage  their  own  business 
by  an  Irish  Parliament,  instead  of  being 
subject,  as  was  the  case  under  the  last 
Parliament,  to  alien  legislation.    What 
was  the  Bill  of  the  present  Government  ? 
It  was  a  Bill  which  simply  sought  to 
carry  ought  the  policy  of  the  Prede- 
cessors of  the  present  Government — a 
policy  which  consigned  250,000  people 
to  death  by  starvation.    What  were  the 
steps  taken  by  the  late  Government? 
The  House  would  recollect  that  distress 
in  Ireland  had  been  predicted  by  those 
best  acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  publicly  predicted 
during  the  last  12  months.    It  was  in 
the  May  of  1879  that  public  attention 
first  came  to  be  directed  to  the  proba- 
bility— the    extreme    probability — that 
the  wet  season  would  produce  suffering 
in  many  of   the  Western  portions  of 
Ireland.    These  complaints  were  made 

Eublicly,  and  how  were  they  answered 
y  the  late  Government  ?  He  found  that 
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proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
which  had  been  distributed  to  Members 
only  that  morning,  and  which  he  was 
practically  asking  the  House  to  read  a 
second  time  that  evening  after  only  six 
hours'  notice.  His  (Mr.  Chaplin's)  ob- 
jections to  that  clause  were  of  a  two- 
fold character.  He  objected  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  clause  had  been 
introduced,  and  he  objected  still  more  to 
the  nature  of  the  clause  now  that  it  had 
been  introduced.  He  was  tempted  to 
ask  why  the  clause  was  not  introduced 
into  the  Bill  in  the  first  instance? 
Was  it  part  of  a  deliberate  and  settled 
policy  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
(jl-ovemment,  or  was  it  not  ?  If  it  was, 
why  was  it  not  originally  incorporated 
in  the  Bill  ?  If  it  was  not  so,  then  he 
thought  they  were  entitled  to  ask  what 
had  occurred  since  Friday  last,  when  the 
noble  Lord  spoke  in  those  terms  which 
be  had  quoted,  to  .bring  about  -this 
change  in  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment ?  He  himself  was  quite  unable  to 
judge  from  the  previous  utterances  of 
the  Government  whether  this  was  part 
of  their  original  intentions  or  not. 

The  O'pONOGHUE:  I  rise  to  Or- 
der.  I  wish  to  ask  you.  Sir,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  Order  in  discussing  the 
principles  of  the  Bill  on  a  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  Bill  before  the 
House  is  one  for  the  relief  of  distress  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  on  that 
question  has  moved  an  adjournment  of 
the  debate,  and  he  is  in  Order  in  taking 
the  course  he  has  now  taken. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  he  must  ask  the 
permission  of  the  House  to  make  one  or 
two  quotations  from  previous  speeches 
delivered  from  the  Treasury  Bench  with 
regard  to  this  question.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land said,  on  the  20th  of  May  last — 

*'  It  had  been  asked  why  the  subject  had  not 
been  mentioned  in  the  Queen's  Speech ;  but  he 
might  observe  ....  that  it  was  not  usual  to 
make  mention  in  the  gracious  Speech  from  tho 
Throne  of  any  measures  which  it  was  not  in- 
tended to  bring  forward  in  the  Seasion  which 
that  Speech  opened,  and  the  Goyemment  would 
have  been  departing  from  the  practical  manner 
in  which  legislation  ought  to  he,  and  g^erally 
was,  conducted  in  that  House  if  Her  Majesty 
were  advised  to  hint  at  measures  with  which  it 
was  not  intended  to  proceed.'* 

Would  not  that  lead  anyone  to  suppose 
that  this  clause,  which,  in  his  (Mr. 
Chaplin's)  judgment,  was  in  reality  a 

JKr.  ClapU^ 


new  Irish  Land  Act,  was  one  of  those 
measures  with  which  the  Government 
did  not  intend  to  proceed  ?  He  did  not 
know  how  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  reconcile  it  with  the  following 
sentence,  in  which  he  said — 

"  The  Land  Question  was  not  only  one  which 
was  most  important,  but  one  with  which  its  very 
importance  made  it  exceedingly  diflScult  to  deal 
in  a  comprehensive  manner.  To  have  broiight  in 
a  10  minutes'  Irish  Land  Bill  would,  in  his  opi« 
nion,  have  been  n  most  unwise  course  to  adopt. 
Tho  hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  said  they  might  bring  forvnud  an 
interim  Bill  for  the  suspension  of  payment  of 
rent.  ^  [Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor  :  No ;  suspension 
of  eviction.]  He  thought  that  was  almost  tho 
same  thing.  He  was  quite  prepared  t'O  listen  to 
any  arguments  which  the  hon.  Member  by  whom 
such  a  Bill  was  brought  in  might  advance.  He 
had  no  desire  to  prejudge  the  question;  but 
would  any  hon.  Member  on  either  side  of  the 
House  suppose  that  it  would  not  bring  in  its 
discussion,  if  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment, every  branch  of  the  Land  Question  P** — 
[3  Hansard^  cclii.  166-6-7.] 

No ;  and  he  supposed  if  the  right  hon. 
Member  had  given  Notice  to  introduce 
a  Bill  to  transfer  the  property  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  bodily  to  the 
tenants  he  would  not  in  the  least  pre- 
judge the  question,  and  would  have 
told  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  ready 
to  listen  to  any  arguments  that  he  might 
advance.  That  was  exactly  bis  case. 
The  Government  had,  as  he  contended, 
introduced  such  a  Bill,  and  it  was  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  every  branch  of 
this  important  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed. It  was  impossible,  however,  for 
the  House  of  Commons  at  six  hours' 
notice  to  discuss  properly  a  subject  of 
such  tremendous  importance. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  rose  to  a  point 
of  Order.  He  understood  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  state  that  there  ought  to  be 
an  adjournment,  because  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  given  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  propose  a  clause  in  Committee. 
The  hon.  Member  said  time  ought  to  be 

fiven  for  the  discussion  of  that  clause, 
[e  rose  in  Order  to  ask  whether,  inas- 
much as  the  clause  was  not  in  the  Bill 
at  present,  and  as  only  Notice  had  been 
given  that  it  would  be  brought  forward 
in  Committee,  it  was  in  Order  to  discuss 
that  clause  on  the  second  readins:  of  the 
Bill? 

Mr.  speaker  said,  public  Notice 
having  been  given  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  introduce  a 
clause  of  that  character,   and  such  a 
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who  had  received  it,  how  much  of  those 
two-thirds  had  probably  reached  the 
hands  of  the  people  who  were  in  want  of 
bread  7  Works  of  improvement,  which 
were  easily  undertaken  by  owners  of 
land  in  Ireland,  required  a  considerable 
expenditure  in  skilled  labour  and  ma- 
terial. Iron,  timber,  Portland  cement, 
lime,  drainage  tiles,  and  so  forth,  had 
to  be  purchased;  masons,  carpenters, 
slaters,  and  other  skilled  mechanics  had 
to  be  employed,  and  paid  high  wages. 
It  would  not,  therefore,  be  an  unreason- 
able assumption  to  state  that  of  £  1 80,000 
expended  by  the  landlords,  not  more 
than  half,  or  £90,000,  had  as  yet  been 
expended  in  wages  for  unskilled  labour. 
Of  the  £90,000  it  would  be  a  very  liberal 
assumption  to  say  that,  up  to  the  present 
time,  only  one-half  had  been  applied  to 
the  relief  of  the  people  who  were  in 
actual  distress.  These  relief  works  were 
scattered  all  over  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had 
stated  that  of  the  numerous  applica- 
tions made  by  landlords  in  the  sche- 
duled districts  only  63  had  been  re- 
fused. They  might,  then,  fairly  assume, 
from  information  which  he  (Mr.  Parnell) 
had  received  from  those  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  that  the  works 
set  on  foot  were  not,  so  far,  at  any  rate, 
as  the  majority  of  them  were  concerned, 
in  localities  where  distressed  persons 
could  obtain  employment.  Therefore, 
he  was  fully  justified  in  reducing  the 
sum  to  one-half — namely  to  £45,000. 
There  was  another  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  granting  money  to  owners  of 
land  apart  entirely  from  the  useless- 
ness  of  the  application,  so  far  as  the 
relief  of  actual  distress  was  concerned. 
Landowners  in  many  cases  used  the 
money  lent  to  them  as  a  leverage  to 
obtain  the  payment  of  rents  from  their 
tenants.  It  was  worked  in  this  way — 
the  tenants  who  could  not  pay  rent  were, 
he  had  heard,  informed  that  unless  they 
paid  it  no  works  of  improvement  would 
DO  executed  on  their  farms  ;  and  those 
tenants  who  did  pay  were  favoured  in 
comparison  with  those  who  could  not 
pay,  and  if  the  latter  were  employed 
they  were  told  that  they  would  have  to 
g^ve  back  in  the  shape  of  rent  the 
money  they  received  for  their  labour. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TER  said,  he  should 
like  to  have  an  authentic  instance  of 
this  brought  under  his  notice. 


Mb.PABNELL  said,  he  was  speaking 
generally  of  scheduled  districts,  and  he 
could  not  then  give  particular  instances. 
It  was  obvious  that  one  of  the  chief 
designs  of  the  late  Government  was  not 
to  relieve  the  distressed,  but  to  relieve 
landlords  who  could  not  obtain  their 
rents  with  the  same  celerity  as  formerly 
they  could.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
leverage  had  been  used  and  would  be 
used  again  to  a  considerable  extent.  A 
further  objection  to  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was,  that  this 
sum  of  £750,000  was  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund.  That  applica- 
tion he  considered  to  be  in  direct  con- 
tradiction of  the  statute,  as  that  fund 
was  the  only  one  which  was  available  for 
many  purposes  in  Ireland.  It  was  ex- 
ceedingly hard  that  the  Government 
should  seize  upon  that  fund  to  provide 
against  the  consequences  of  an  occur- 
rence which  was  the  result  of  the  neglect 
of  Parliament  in  years  past.  They 
might  fairly  ask,  what  was  the  necessity 
for  such  an  appropriation  of  the  fund  ? 
The  security  for  the  repayment  of  the 
sum  to  be  advanced  was  unimpeachable. 
All  former  loans  for  the  improvement 
of  Irish  land  had  been  duly  repaid ;  and 
why,  therefore,  should  not  this  loan  be 
advanced  by  the  Imperial  Excheouer, 
and  the  Irish  Church  Fund  be  left  for 
purposes  which  might  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  con- 
stituencies? Then,  again,  the  Church 
Commissioners  had  no  capital — they  had 
only  an  annual  income,  and  in  order  to 
make  advances  were  obliged  to  borrow — 
sometimes  from  the  Savings*  Banks.  In 
this  case  he  understood  they  would  have 
to  borrow  from  the  Commissioners  for 
the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt. 
The  money  was  to  be  borrowed  at  8^ 
per  cent,  and  was  to  be  lent  to  the  land- 
owners at  1  percent,  so  that  there  would 
be  an  annual  loss  to  the  fund  of  2^  per 
cent,  and  that  for  a  period  of  37  years 
would  amount  to  £250,000.  If  they 
agreed  to  take  the  money  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer,  would  it  not  be  a  fair 
and  generous  thing  at  least  to  lend  the 
money  at  the  same  rate  as  it  was  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  borrowed  ?  He 
believed  the  calculated  surplus  of  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  was  only  about 
£4,000,000  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
proposed  charge  of  £1,500,000  would  re- 
duce it  to  £2,500,000.  It  was,  there- 
fore, obvious  that  the  utility  of  the  fund, 
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enter  upon  a  similar  oourse  of  legisla- 
tion, with  similar  disastrous  results,  and 
at  only  six  hours'  notice,  that  he  most 
sincerely  trusted  a  majority  of  hon. 
Members  on  both  sides  would  support 
the  Amendment  he  should  conclude  by 
moving — namely,  that  the  debate  be 
now  adjourned. 
Mr.  EITOHIE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Chaplin.) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
there  is  a  question  of  difficulty,  upon 
which  I  should  be  glad  to  be  enlightened 
by  you,  in  perfectly  clear  terms,  with  a 
view  of  practically  settling  the  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Chaplin)  seeks  to  raise.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man moves  an  adjournment  of  the  de- 
bate, and  his  reason  for  makine  that 
Motion  is,  that  he  has  had  omy  six 
hours*  Notice  of  a  certain  clause.  [Mr. 
Ohaplin  :  I  said  it  had  been  distributed 
only  that  time.]  The  hon.  Gentleman 
said  many  times  over — though,  perhaps, 
he  is  not  aware  of  it — that  of  this  clause 
only  six  hours'  Notice  had  been  given. 
Upon  that  the  hon.  Member  moves  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate;  but  what 
I  am  in  some  doubt  about  is  whether,  if 
we  should  adjourn  the  debate  and  then 
proceed  on  a  future  day  to  consider  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  we  shall  be  in 
Order  in  debating  the  clause  as  if  it  were 
part  of  the  Bill.  If  I  am  to  understand 
that  when  we  proceed  to  the  second 
reading  we  may  debate,  as  part  of  tlio 
subject-matter  of  the  second  reading, 
the  question  of  the  clause  which  my 
right  hon.  Friend  intends  to  propose  in 
Committee,  then  I  can  understand  it; 
but  upon  that,  as  a  point  of  procedure, 
I  should  be  thankful  to  be  enlightened 
by  your  authority. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  seems  to  me  that 
a  most  unusual  course  has  been  taken 
with  regard  to  this  clause.  Before  the 
Bill  has  been  read  a  second  time  public 
Notice  is  given  of  the  intention  to  move 
a  new  clause,  and  the  clause  itself  is 
printed  in  the  Votes  and  Proceedings  of 
the  House.  It  appears  to  me  that,  that 
having  been  done,  it  is  impossible  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
can  be  carried  out  properly  without  re- 
ference to  the  clause.  1  quite  admit  that 
the  usual  oourse  in  debating  the  second 
reading  of  a  Bill  is  not  to  refer  to  the 


of  Lancaster,  in  one  of  the  numerous 
speeches  he  delivered  during  the  Becess, 
when  he  insisted  that  Ireland  must  be 
dealt  with  with  more  desperate  deter- 
mination. He  (Mr.  Chaplin)  thought 
at  that  time,  having  regard  to  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  and  the  state  of  the 
people,  that  this  was  a  most  unwise  and 
dangerous,  not  to  say  a  criminal  explana- 
tion of  policy.  [CriM  of  **  Order ! "  and 
"  Withdraw !  "] 

Mr.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  applied  an  expression  of  that 
kind  to  a  Member  of  this  House  he  is 
clearly  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  should 
withdraw  the  expression  instantly  if 
the  House  was  under  the  impression 
that  he  used  it.  What  he  said  was, 
"  Not  to  say  criminal "  [**  Oh,  oh ! "]  ; 
but  he  withdrew  the  expression  at  once. 
He  could  scarcely  find  Parliamentary 
expressions  to  convey  the  feelings  with 
which  he  read  that  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  thought  it 
most  foolish,  most  unwise,  and  probably 
one  of  the  most  dangerous  statements 
which  a  person  in  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's position  could  have  made. 
Were  they  to  consider  this  clause  as 
merely  a  prelude  to  one  of  those  drastic 
measures  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred?  He  thought  they 
were  entitled  to  an  explicit  assurance 
from  the  Government  on  that  point. 
What  was  the  state  of  Ireland  at  this 
moment?  Again  he  would  quote  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
who,  speaking  at  Birmingham  on  the 
24th  of  January  last,  said — 

**  In  the  West  of  Ireland,  in  the  Province  of 
Connanght,  you  find  there  is  something  like  a 
general  social  revolt.  Rents  are  refused  to  be 
paid  even  b^  tenants  who  could  pay  them,  and 
this  oourse  is  recommended  and  encouraged  by 
a  multitude  of  persons.'" 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
say— 

*'  The  revolt  is  reallv  against  the  proprietors : 
but  it  is  also  against  the  tenants.  If  a  tenant 
pays  rent  he  comes  under  the  condemnation  of 
his  brother  tenants ;  and  if  a  tenant  be  evicted 
and  a  farm  vacant,  and  some  other  farmer 
enters  upon  the  occupation  of  that  farm,  his 
peaoe  and  even  his  life  are  in  danger.*' 

That  was  a  description  of  the  condition 
of  Ireland  after  10  years'  experience  of 
Liberal  legislation.  It  was  oecause  he 
felt  that  they  were  about  to  be  asked  to 

Ur.  Ohaplin 
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danses ;  but  in  this  case,  Notice  having 
been  given  of  snch  an  important  new 
clause,  the  House  will  be  prevented  from 
<Uscassing  the  Bill  properly,  unless  some 
reference  is  made  to  it. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TER  thought  it 
might  be  convenient  to  the  House  if 
he  said  a  few  words.  For  reasons 
which  he  was  ready  at  the  proper  time 
to  explain,  he  thought  it  right  to  propose 
that  clause  in  the  Bill,  which  would  be 
the  most  convenient  place,  aud  he  gave 
Notice  of  it  as  soon  as  he  came  to  that 
conclusion,  believing  it  would  be  for  the 
convenience  of  hon.  Members.  He  sup- 
posed at  the  time — but  now  found  he 
was  mistaken — that  the  debate  would  be 
confined  to  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
because  the  second  reading,  which  was 
asked  for,  could  only  be  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  therefore,  the  vote 
for  or  against  the  second  reading  would 
only  be  for  what  was  in  the  Bill.  Now, 
however,  he  was  informed  that  the 
Speaker  thought  it  would  be  impossible 
to  prevent  the  debate  extending  to  the 
dause ;  and,  as  the  clause  was  not  really 
before  them,  no  vote  could  be  taken 
upon  it ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  that 
what  the  Speaker  said  must  happen 
would  subject  them  to  the  inconvenience 
of  debating  matters  on  which  they  could 
not  vote.  That  being  the  case,  though 
he  thought  it  a  public  inconvenience,  he 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  sa3ring  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  should  not 
persevere  with  the  clause  in  question, 
but  should  embody  the  substance  of  it 
in  a  separate  Bill,  which  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  pass  at  a  later  day. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  in  conse- 
anence  of  the  statement  and  action  of 
tne  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  he 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  confessed 
that  he  did  not  tee  how  they  could  dis- 
cuss the  question  of  the  relief  of  distress 
in  Ireland  within  the  narrow  limits  now 
proposed  to  be  assigned  to  it  by  the  Bill 
now  before  the  Efouse.  In  the  judg- 
ment of  all  those  who  had  lived  longest 
in  Ireland,  and  had  most  carefully  oon- 
■idered  the  condition  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  it  always  had  been  ap- 
parent that  the  main  cause  of  periodical 


famines  there  was  the  condition  of  Irish 
land  tenure.  It  would,  therefore,  be  a 
matter  of  practical  impossibility  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre* 
tary  for  Ireland,  by  the  adoption  of  the 
course  which  he  had  now  announced — 
namely,  the  withdrawal  of  the  clause, 
Notice  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  given  a  day  or  two  ago,  to 
limit  the  discussion  of  the  Question 
within  the  very  narrow  limits  he  pro- 

Sosed.    It  would  be  his  (Mr.  Parnell's) 
uty  to  move  certain  clauses  which  would 
put  the  question  of  this  distress  in  Ire- 
land upon  its  proper  footing  before  the 
country.    They  had  too  long  been  told 
that  distress  in  Ireland  proceeded  from 
the  laziness  and  want  of  thrift  of  the 
Irish  people.    They  had  been  too  long 
in  the  habit  of  appearing  before  the 
nations  of   the  world  as  beggars   for 
charity;  and  there  were  many  people — in 
fact,  the  majority  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land— who  now  thought  that  the  time 
had  come  when    this   practice  should 
cease,  and  that  they  should  have  the 
opportunity  of  living  in  their  own  coun- 
try, and  of  obtaining  prosperity  from 
the  natural  riches  and  resources  of  the 
country — an  opportunity  which  the  laws 
of  England  had  denied  them  for  so  long 
a  period.     What  was  wanted  by  the 
Irish  people  was  not  so  much  that  they 
should  be  relieved  from  the  necessities 
produced    by  famine  out  of  Imperial 
funds  as  that  they  should  be  put  in  a 
position  to  manage  their  own  business 
by  an  Irish  Parliament,  instead  of  being 
subject,  as  was  the  case  under  the  last 
Parliament,  to  alien  legislation.    What 
was  the  Bill  of  the  present  Government  ? 
It  was  a  Bill  which  simply  sought  to 
carry  oueht  the  policy  of  the  Prede- 
cessors of  the  present  Gt)vemment — a 
policy  which  consimed  2*50,000  people 
to  death  by  starvation.     What  were  the 
steps  taken  by  the  late  Government? 
The  House  would  recollect  that  distress 
in  Ireland  had  been  predicted  by  those 
best  acquainted  with  the  circumstances 
of  the  country,  and  publicly  predicted 
during  the  last  12  months.    It  was  in 
the  May  of  1879  that  public  attention 
first  came  to  be  directed  to  the  proba- 
bility— the    extreme    probability — that 
the  wet  season  would  produce  sufierinff 
in  many  of   the  Western  portions  (? 
Ireland.    These  complaints  were  made 

Eublidy,  and  how  were  they  answered 
y  the  late  Government  ?  He  found  that 
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up  to  January  the  only  answer  given 
by  the  Government  to  the  pressing  needs 
of  the  country  was  the  arrest  of  Mr. 
Michael  Davitt  and  others  upon  the 
trumped-up  charge  of  sedition — a  charge 
whicn  in  the  ordinary  course  of  law  the 
Government  should  have  prosecuted; 
but  in  this  instance  they  shrank  from 
doing  so.  It  was  not  until  the  middle 
of  November,  1879,  that  the  Treasury 
on  the  application  of  the  Lord  Lieuten- 
ant, authorized  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  in  Ireland  to  lend  money 
to  owners  of  land,  or,  in  other  words,  it 
was  not  until  the  middle  of  November 
that  the  Government  took  the  first  step 
to  stave  off  the  distress,  which  was  then 
in  full  swing.  They  issued  a  Circular 
under  date  of  22nd  November,  and  on 
the  12th  of  January,  1880,  there  was  a 
fresh  Notice  amending  the  former  one, 
and  offering  loans  on  still  more  favour- 
able conditions.  These  loans  were  of- 
fered to  landlords  and  to  sanitary  autho- 
rities for  the  execution  of  works  of 
emplo3rment,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of 
executing  works  which  sanitary  autho- 
rities could  execute  under  the  Acts 
authorizing  their  existence.  It  was  now 
found  by  the  Report  just  issued  by  the 
Dublin  Mansion  House  Committee,  the 
chief  charitable  association  in  Ireland, 
that  the  net  result  of  all  the  exertions 
of  the  late  and  of  the  present  Govern- 
ments had  been  the  employment  of 
15,000  people  on  works  of  relief  out  of 
500,000  who  were  in  want.  And  at 
what  expenditure  was  this  infinitesimal 
result  arrived  at  ?  The  Act  of  last  Ses- 
sion authorized  a  loan  out  of  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  of  £750,000.  The  whole 
of  that  loan  had  been  drawn  out — nay, 
more,  it  had  been  largely  exceeded,  so 
that  the  present  Government  were  ob- 
liged to  come  to  Parliament  for  fresh 
powers,  by  which  they  sought  by  the 
bill  under  notice  to  make  an  addi- 
tional advance  of  £750,000,  notwith- 
standing that  the  whole  of  the  loan 
authorized  by  the  Act  of  last  Session 
had  been  largely  exceeded.  It  was 
found  that  up  to  the  present  the  result 
was  that  employment  had  only  been 
found  for  15,000  out  of  500,000  per- 
sons who  were  in  want.  Such  a  fact 
alone  was  sufficient  to  condemn  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House ;  and  if  they 
really  wanted  to  relieve  distress  in  Ire- 
land they  must  go  further  than  the 
limit  of  the  Bill  proposed.    The  chief 

Mr.  P^mM 


provisions  of  the.  present  measure  were 
(I),  the  advance  by  the  Irish  Church 
Temporalities  Commissioners  of  another 
£750,000  for  the  purposes  of  loans  to 
the  owners  of  land  in  Ireland  ;    (2), 
power  was  given  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works,  with  the  consent  of 
the  Treasury,  to  make  loans  to  railway 
and  other  public  Companies  having  bor- 
rowing powers,   upon  the   security  of 
baronial  guarantees  given  by  extraordi- 
nary presentment  sessions;  and  (3),  a 
small  grant  was  to  be  given  of  £30,000 
for  fishery  piers.    With  regard  to  the 
proposal  of  doubling  the  gp*ant  to  the 
owners  of  land  in  Ireland,  he  failed  to 
find  the  slightest  justification  for  such  a 
course  as  regarded  the  ostensible  pur- 
pose of  the  Bill — the  relief  of  distress 
m  Ireland.    He  failed  to  see  on  what 
grounds  the  Government  now  came  to 
ask  Parliament  for  a  fresh  application 
of  £750,000  for  such  a  useless  under- 
taking.    If  the  Government  had  shown 
that  the  application  of  the  money  al- 
ready spent  was  of  any  advantage,  or 
that  any  appreciable  portion  of  it  had 
reached  those  who  were  really  in  dis- 
tress,  he  could  then  have  understood 
their  contention ;   or  if  they  had  been 
able  to  show  that  any  proportion  of  the 
money  which  they  now  asked  from  Par- 
liament was  likely  to  reach  the  really 
destitute,  he  could  understand  their  ap- 
plication ;  but  as  the  Government  had 
not  professed  that  this  money  was  to  be 
used  for  the  relief  of  distress,  or  that  a 
very  small  and  almost  appreciable  por- 
tion of  it  was  likely  to  be  applied  for 
that  purpose,   he  thought  the   House 
would  not  be  doing  its  duty  if  it  sanc- 
tioned the  diversion  of  money  for  such 
an  object.     By  the  latest  information — 
they  had  not,  however,  received  very 
late  information  on  the  subject  from 
the   Chief   Secretary   for   Ireland  —  it 
appeared    that    about    £250,000    had 
been  issued  to  owners  of  land  in  Ire- 
land.     How  much   of  that  sum   had 
probably    reached    the    persons    who 
were    in    distress  ?     They    could    not 
assume  that  out  of  £250,000  issued  in 
that  way  more  than  two-thirds  or  one- 
half  had  actually  been  expended,  be- 
cause it  was  obvious  that  tne  expendi- 
ture of  a  sum  of  money  for  that  purpose 
must  take  a  considerable  time.     But  as- 
suming that  two-thirds    of    £250,000, 
which  was  a  very  liberal  estimate,  had 
beeo  actually  expended  by  the  landlord* 
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who  had  received  it,  how  much  of  those 
two-thirds  had  probably  reached  the 
hands  of  the  people  who  were  in  want  of 
bread  ?  Works  of  improvement,  which 
were  easily  undertaken  by  owners  of 
land  in  Ireland,  required  a  considerable 
expenditure  in  skilled  labour  and  ma- 
terial. Iron,  timber,  Portland  cement, 
lime,  drainage  tiles,  and  so  forth,  had 
to  be  purchased;  masons,  carpenters, 
slaters,  and  other  skilled  mechanics  had 
to  be  employed,  and  paid  high  wages. 
It  would  not,  therefore,  be  an  unreason- 
able assumption  to  state  that  of  £  1 80,000 
expended  by  the  landlords,  not  more 
than  half,  or  £90,000,  had  as  yet  been 
expended  in  wages  for  unskilled  labour. 
Of  the  £90,000  it  would  be  a  very  liberal 
assumption  to  say  that,  up  to  the  present 
time,  only  one-half  had  been  applied  to 
the  relief  of  the  people  who  were  in 
actual  distress.  These  relief  works  were 
scattered  all  over  the  country.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  had 
stated  that  of  the  numerous  applica- 
tions made  by  landlords  in  the  sche- 
duled districts  only  63  had  been  re- 
fused. They  might,  then,  fairly  assume, 
from  information  which  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
had  received  from  those  who  had  a 
knowledge  of  the  facts,  that  the  works 
set  on  foot  wore  not,  so  far,  at  any  rate, 
as  the  majority  of  them  were  concerned, 
in  localities  where  distressed  persons 
eould  obtain  employment.  Therefore, 
he  was  fully  justified  in  reducing  the 
sum  to  one-half — namely  to  £45,000. 
There  was  another  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  g^ranting  money  to  owners  of 
Umd  apart  entirely  from  the  useless- 
sees  of  the  application,  so  far  as  the 
relief  of  actual  distress  was  concerned. 
Landowners  in  many  cases  used  the 
money  lent  to  them  as  a  leverage  to 
obtain  the  payment  of  rents  from  their 
tenants.  It  was  worked  in  this  way — 
the  tenants  who  could  not  pay  rent  were, 
he  had  heard,  informed  that  unless  they 
paid  it  no  works  of  improvement  would 
be  executed  on  their  farms  ;  and  those 
tenants  who  did  pay  were  favoured  in 
oomparifion  with  those  who  could  not 
pay,  and  if  the  latter  were  employed 
they  were  told  that  they  would  have  to 
give  back  in  the  shape  of  rent  the 
money  they  received  for  their  labour. 

Ha.  W.  £.  F0B8TEB  said,  he  should 
like  to  have  an  authentic  instance  of 
t}iis  brought  tmder  his  notice. 


Mb.PABNELL  said,  he  was  speaking 
generally  of  scheduled  districts,  and  he 
could  not  then  give  particular  instances. 
It  was  obvious  that  one  of  the  chief 
designs  of  the  late  Oovemment  was  not 
to  relieve  the  distressed,  but  to  relieve 
landlords  who  could  not  obtain  their 
rents  with  the  same  celerity  as  formerly 
they  could.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
leverage  had  been  used  and  would  be 
used  again  to  a  considerable  extent.  A 
further  objection  to  the  proposal  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was,  that  this 
sum  of  £750,000  was  to  be  taken  out  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund.  That  applica- 
tion he  considered  to  be  in  direct  con- 
tradiction of  the  statute,  as  that  fund 
was  the  only  one  which  was  available  for 
many  purposes  in  Ireland.  It  was  ex- 
ceedingly hard  that  the  Oovemment 
should  seize  upon  that  fund  to  provide 
against  the  consequences  of  an  occur- 
rence which  was  the  result  of  the  neglect 
of  Parliament  in  years  past.  They 
might  fairly  ask,  what  was  the  necessity 
for  such  an  appropriation  of  the  fund  ? 
The  security  for  the  repayment  of  the 
sum  to  be  advanced  was'  unimpeachable. 
All  foimer  loans  for  the  improvement 
of  Irish  land  had  been  duly  repaid ;  and 
why,  therefore,  should  not  this  loan  be 
advanced  by  the  Imperial  Excheouer, 
and  the  Irish  Church  Fund  be  left  for 
purposes  which  might  obtain  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  majority  of  the  Irish  con- 
stituencies? Then,  again,  the  Church 
Commissioners  had  no  capital — they  had 
only  an  annual  income,  and  in  order  to 
make  advances  were  obliged  to  borrow — 
sometimes  from  the  Savings'  Banks.  In 
this  case  he  understood  they  would  have 
to  borrow  from  the  Commissioners  for 
the  Beduction  of  the  National  Debt. 
The  money  was  to  be  borrowed  at  3J- 
per  cent,  and  was  to  be  lent  to  the  land- 
owners at  1  percent,  so  that  there  would 
be  an  annual  loss  to  the  fund  of  2^  per 
cent,  and  that  for  a  period  of  87  years 
would  amount  to  £250,000.  If  they 
agreed  to  take  the  money  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer,  would  it  not  be  a  fair 
and  generous  thing  at  least  to  lend  the 
money  at  the  same  rate  as  it  was  pro- 
posed that  it  should  be  borrowed  ?  He 
believed  the  calculated  surplus  of  the 
Irish  Church  Fund  was  only  about 
£4,000,000  at  the  present  time,  and  the 

Proposed  charge  of  £1,500,000  would  re- 
uoe  it  to  £2,500,000.     It  was,  there- 
fore, obvious  that  the  utility  of  the  fund, 
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in  any  future  emergency,  was  veir  much 
impaired.  It  appeared  to  him  mat  the 
ultimate  loss  to  the  fund  would  be 
avoided  by  the  course  he  suggested ;  and 
he  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  matter 
was  80  important  that  if  a  concession 
were  made  on  that  point,  the  opposition 
to  the  Government  proposals  would,  he 
believed,  be  very  much  diminished.  The 
next  provision  of  the  Bill  was  one  by 
which  power  was  given  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works,  with  the  con- 
sent of  the  Treasury,  to  make  loans  to 
Kail  way  Companies  aud  other  Companies 
in  having  borrowing  powers  on  the 
security  of  baronial  guarantees  obtained 
at  extraordinary  presentment  sessions. 
That  clause  might  shortly  be  described 
as  the  railway  clause  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
could  not  imagine  how  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  could  have  been  induced 
to  pitchfork,  so  to  speak,  these  clauses 
into  the  Bill  if  he  had  given  the  subject 
proper  consideration.  Under  the  present 
law,  Hailway  Companies,  before  coming 
to  Parliament  for  their  Bills,  were  en- 
titled to  apply  to  baronial  sessions  for  a 
guarantee,  up  to  1874  the  present- 
ment of  baromal  sessions  and  the  fiat 
of  a  Orand  Juiry  were  the  only  conditions 
requisite  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
a  guarantee ;  but  in  1 874  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  order  to  prevent  the  mis- 
use of  the  grants,  and  to  provide  certain 
local  checks  and  guarantees  against 
jobbery,  adopted  a  Standing  Order  by 
which  the  consent  of  as  many  local 
bodies  as  possible  should  be  obtained 
before  the  Bailway  Companies  could  get 
a  guarantee,  and  in  addition  to  the 
baronial  presentment,  it  became  neces- 
sary that  the  consent  of  a  Board  of 
Guardians  should  be  obtained  before  the 
guarantee  could  be  granted.  Thus  they 
had,  first  of  all,  the  check  provided  by 
the  necessary  consent  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians ;  secondly,  the  presentment  of 
the  baronial  sessions  of  the  associated 
cesspayers ;  third,  the  Grand  Jury  find- 
ing ;  and  fourth,  the  power  possessed  by 
the  rate  and  cesspayers  to  traverse  the 
presentment  before  a  Judge  at  Assizes. 
Thus  there  were  four  distinct  checks 
provided  by  the  Legislature  in  order  to 
prevent  abuse ;  and,  although  they  had 
Deen  found  insufficient  for  their  purpose, 
yet  the  clauses  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  sweep  away  those  checks 
at  one  blow,  and  to  introduce  a  variety  of 
other  changes  by  the  proposed  clauses. 

Mr.  PmnUtt 


The  Lord  Lieutenant  could  call  an  extra- 
ordinary presentment  sessions,  and  then 
a  Railway  Company  which  had  previously 
failed  in  obtaining  its  baronial  guaran- 
tee, which  had  gone  before  Parliament 
and  obtained  its  Acts,  and  had  been 
granted  powers  on  condition  that  the 
whole  of  its  capital  should  be  subscribed, 
and  one-half  of  it  paid  up,  could  now 
come  forward  and  obtain  a  baronial 
guarantee  without  any  check  or  hind- 
rance from  the  extraordinary  baronial 
presentment  sessions  convened  by  the 
Lord  Lieutenant,  and  without  having  to 
fulfil  any  of  the  conditions  provided  by 
the  Legislature  as  to  capital.  In  other 
words,  the  Company,  which  had  been 
unable  to  obtain  its  presentment  before, 
and  which  had  been  unable  to  obtain  a 
6«f.  of  capital  or  even  its  expense,  could 
come  forward  and  levy  black  mail  by 
casting  itself  on  the  unprotected  rate- 
payers, and  obtain  a  guarantee  for  its 
own  advantage  and  benefit.  Before  he 
left  the  Kail  way  Companies  he  wanted  to 

Eoint  out  that  the  power  which  was  to 
e  granted  by  the  Legislature  might  act 
in  a  very  unexpected  manner,  and  in  a 
way  not  at  all  intended  by  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill.  There  was  nothing  in 
the  clauses  as  they  at  present  stood 
to  prevent  any  of  the  g^eat  Railway 
Companies  in  Ireland,  such  as  the 
Great  Southern  and  Western,  the 
Dublin.  Wicklow,  and  Wexford  Rail- 
way, the  Midland,  Great  Northern, 
and  others,  with  plenty  of  means  for 
obtaining  capital  for  the  prosecution  of 
any  work  which  was  likely  to  pay — ^there 
was  nothing  to  prevent  them  ftom  en- 
larging their  resources  by  obtaining 
baronial  guarantee  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Bin  for  the  maintaining  a  branch 
line  which  could  not  possibly  pay  directly, 
but  which  might  be  of  indirect  value  to 
the  line,  and  which  might  act  as  a  feeder 
to  traffic  on  the  main  line,  but  be  a  work 
which,  at  present,  and  for  all  time  here- 
after, would  necessarily  be  a  burden  on 
the  ratepayers.  With  respect  to  the 
interest  on  the  capital  raised  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  works,  there  were  manv 
branch  lines  which  could  be  made  whica 
would  be  very  useful  to  the  main  linCi 
and  which  would  probably  pay  indirectly, 
but  which  would  never  pay  back  directly 
any  portion  of  the  capital  used  in  their 
construction ;  and  there  was  nothing  in 
the  clause  to  prevent  Companies  such  aa 
those  he  had  described  from  obtaining 
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But  if  they  attempted  to  deal  with  it  by 
means  of  measures  which  were  not  real 
and  thorough  they  would  find  them- 
selves greatly  mistaken.  As  to  the  Bill, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  get  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
endeavour  to  amend  it.  ]ji  that  case, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  give  his  earnest  attention 
to  any  suggestion  that  might  proceed 
from  Irish  Gentlemen. 

Mr.  J.  N.  EIOHARDSON  said,  that 
there  was  no  one  more  anxious  than  he 
was  that  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  should 
be  assisted  by  the  Government  to  pur- 
chase their  holdings  when  those  holdings 
were  in  the  market,  and  the  subject  was 
one  which  would,  he  hoped,  engage  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  He 
would  not  oppose  the  Bill,  and  was  ex- 
tremely pleased  to  hear  that,  as  he  now 
apprehended,  the  Motion  for  its  rejec- 
tion had  only  been  made  in  order  to 
have  a  discussion  upon  the  measure. 
The  objections,  as  he  imderstood,  to  the 
Bill  were :  first,  that  "  the  more  "  was 
taken  from  the  Irish  Church  Fund ; 
secondly,  that  too  great  facilities  were 
given  to  lend  money  to  landlords ;  and, 
thirdly,  that  the  money  was  not  going 
with  suf&cient  speed  into  the  hands  of 
the  people  who  required  it.  For  his 
own  part,  he  saw  no  objection  to  dealing 
with  the  Irish  Church  Fund  for  the 
purpose;  indeed,  he  thought  it  could 
not  be  put  to  a  use  that  was  less  of 
Party  character  and  more  of  a  national 
one  than  that  of  clothing  the  naked  and 
feeding  the  himgry,  although  he  was 
aware  that  there  were  thousands  of  per- 
sons by  whom  such  a  proposed  would  be 
opposed.  As  to  money  being  lent  to 
the  landlords,  he  would  merely  observe 
that  he  did  not  sit  in  that  House  as  the 
nominee  of  the  landlords,  while,  .at  the 
same  time,  he  had  some  difficulty  in 
seeing  to  whom  else  it  was  to  be  lent 
in  the  districts  where  distress  prevailed, 
inasmuch  as  they  were,  in  all  probability, 
the  only  persons  who  could  give  the 
necessary  security  for  its  repayment. 
He  wished,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  see  its  way  to 
lending  money  direct  to  the  tenant 
farmers ;  and  he  was  sure  that  and  other 
matters  would  receive  the  best  attention 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, the  announcement  of  whose  ap- 
pointment to  his  present  Office  he  had 
nailed  with  unalloyed  pleasure,  and  who, 


he  hoped,  when, he  went  over  to  that 
country  in  the  autumn,  would  not  forget 
to  pay  a  visit  to  the  North. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESST  said,  the 
avowed  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent 
distress ;  but,  if  there  should  be  further 
distress,  consequent  upon  failures  of 
that  year's  crops,  neither  the  last  Bill, 
nor  this  Bill,  woxdd  be  adequate  to  deal 
with  it.  If  there  should  be  another 
failure  of  crops,  he  hoped  the  present 
Government  would  not  follow  ^e  ex- 
ample of  their  Predecessors  in  postpon- 
ing its  consideration,  but  would  summon 
Parliament  to  deliberation  upon  it.  But, 
as  far  as  they  were  then  concerned,  they 
had  only  to  deal  with  the  distress  untU 
the  harvest  was  reached.  He  asked, 
therefore,  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
BiU  were  adequately  sufficient  to  meet 
the  distress  during  the  next  three  or  four 
months  ;  would  the  money  be  spent 
usefully ;  and,  was  the  machinery  of 
supply  a  proper  one  ?  His  opinion  was 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  calling 
for  another  £750,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  were  not  well  and  econo- 
mically calculated  to  meet  the  distress 
for  the  next  few  months.  These  clauses 
had  been  on  the  Statute  Book  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  and  before  they  were  on 
the  Statute  Book  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  certain  powers,  and 
yet  it  was  on  charitable  donations  all 
over  the  world  that  the  Irish  people  had 
to  depend.  The  former  Act,  of  which 
this  ^ill  was  a  continuation,  did  not 
effectually  relieve  distress.  Out  of  the 
£750,000  then  voted,  only  £180,000  had 
found  its  way  out  of  the  Treasury  into 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords,  and  pf  the 
latter  sum,  not  more  than  a  third  or  a 
fourth  had  actually  reached  the  pockets 
of  the  people  who  were  intended  to  be 
employed  when  the  £750,000  was  voted. 
Further  than  that,  he  had  seen  distressed 
districts  that  were  scheduled  where  the 
people  were  on  the  point  of  dying,  in 
which  no  money  was  asked  for  by  the 
landlords.  He  thought  the  system 
which  had  been  followed  was  useless. 
It  was  often  the  case  that  in  one  parish, 
where,  perhaps,  there  was  no  landlord, 
people  were  starving ;  while,  in  an  ad- 
joining parish,  works  were  going  on, 
not,  indeed,  useless  works,  but  works 
which  employed  persons  who  were  not 
in  dire  distress,  and  were  carried  on 
simply  for  the  improvement  of  the  pro- 
perty on  which  they  laboured.  It  seemed 
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have  to  guarantee  in  all  cases  one-fourth 
of  the  excess  expenditure.  That  was  a 
proposition  which  he  felt  sure  very  few 
of  them  would  feel  inclined  to  accede  to. 
There  were  a  number  of  other  objections 
to  the  details  of  the  Bill  which  would, 
however,  be  best  used  in  Committee ;  and, 
therefore,  he  proposed  to  pass  them. 
Finally,  the  Canadian  and  Liverpool 
Fund  granted  £15,000  towards  the  fish- 
ery piers,  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  only  proposed  to  grant  double 
that  amount,  namely — £30,000.  .  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  carry 
out  his  avowed  intention  he  would  have 
to  grant  at  least  £45,000.  The  amount 
mentioned  was  altogether  illusory,  be- 
cause Ireland  had  received  nothing  for 
a  number  of  years  from  Parliament  to- 
wards the  erection  of  the  fishery  piers. 
Since  the  Union  Scotland  had  received 
over  £1,000,000  in  grants  in  aid  of  fish- 
eries, while  during  the  last  six  years 
Ireland  had  received  nothing  at  all; 
while  he  was  informed  that  if  uie  miser- 
able pittance  of  £30,000,  which  had 
been  mentioned,  was  eranted,  nothing 
more  would  be  g^ven  for  the  next  five 
vears ;  in  fact,  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  set  his  bait  with  the  lititle  sprat 
of  £30,000  in  order  to  catch  the  magnifi- 
cent mackerel  of  £750, 000.  For  his  own 
J>art,  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  felt  disposed  to 
eave  the  money  in  the  hands  of  meTrea- 
suiy.  He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  that  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the 
Irish  Members  to  try  every  possible  way 
to  amend  it  in  Committee.  At  present  it 
was  practically  a  sham  Bill.  It  did  not 
fulfil  the  object  it  had  in  view — ^namely, 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  It  did 
not  touch  it.  If  they  voted  the  money 
asked  for,  neither  the  £750,000  nor  the 
£450,000  would  reach  the  people  for  the 
next  six  months,  which  was  when  they 
wanted  it  most.  He  thought  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  really  under- 
estimated the  magnitude  of  the  distress. 
He  thought  there  would  be  a  good  har- 
vest. He  was  sure  he  (Mr.  Parnell) 
hoped  there  would  be  a  good  harvest ; 
but  not  one  good  harvest,  nor  two  good 
harvests,  would  remove  the  pressure  in 
Ireland.  The  potato  crop  was,  he  was 
glad  to  say,  doing  very  well,  and  it  ap- 
peared to  be  one  of  die  best  that  had 
been  in  Ireland  for  many  years ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  he  must  say  the  real 
suffering  was  due  not  so  much  to.  the 

Mr.  Fam$U 


failure  of  the  potato  crop  in  the  past  as 
to  other  causes.  The  distressed  distrioti 
were  generally  those  in  the  West  of  Ire- 
land, where  there  were  a  large  number 
of  small  holdings — little  strips  of  land— 
and  the  tenants  of  those  placeswere  more 
in  the  position  of  labourers  than  that  of 
farmers.  There  were  about  150,000  of 
these  holdings.  Those  men  had  been  in 
the  habit  of  going  to  England  and  Scotland 
and  working  for  the  farmers  there  in  times 
of  distress ;  but,  owing  to  the  state  of 
manufacture  in  England,  the  urban  popu- 
lation sof  England  had  been  driven  to 
the  country,  and  had  taken  the  employ- 
ment which  used  to  be  taken  up  bv  the 
Irish  tenants.  The  consequence  or  that 
was  that  those  men  had  scraped  up  every 
farthing  of  money  to  go  to  Engduid  in 
search  of  work,  and  when  they  ^t  there 
they  were  utterly  unable  to  obtain  it  It 
was  a  great  mistake  to  suppose  that  the 
poorer  dasses  lived  now,  as  they  did 
before  the  Famine,  entirely  on  potatoes. 
They  lived  fax  more  upon  Indian  meal, 
which  it  required  money  to  buy,  as  it 
required  money  also  to  pay  their  rents ; 
and  even  if  they  had  a  good  harvest  the 
landlords  might  step  in  and  seize  the 
crops  for  the  rent.  The  Bill  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  prevent 
that.  He  did  not  agree  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Qtsj)  that  the  Irish  Members 
could  throw  their  responsibility  upon  the 
Government.  The  constituencies  of  Ire- 
land had  made  the  ^preatest  sacrifices  to 
return  them;  and  if  they  threw  their 
responsibility  on  the  Government  the 
constituencies  would  be  deeply  and 
bitterly  disappointed.  Therefore  it  would 
be  their  duty  on  that  and  any  future 
stage  of  the  Bill  to  point  out  its  utter 
unsuitableness  for  its  ostensible  purpose, 
and  to  show  the  Government  how  they 
could  meet  the  distress,  which  was  still 
of  great  intensity.  He  proposed,  when 
'  the  Bill  reached  the  Conmiittee,  to  ask 
the  House  to  assign  the  £750,000,  which 
was  intended  by  the  Bill  to  go  to  the 
owners  of  land,  instead  of  that  to  assign 
it  to  Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland, 
thus  enabling  them  to  lend  money  di- 
rectly to  occupiers  willing  to  improve 
their  land.  He  felt  convinced  tnat  in 
no  other  way  could  they  have  the  slightest 
hope  of  rescuing  500,000  of  the  Irish 
peasantry  from  the  last  stage  of  pan- 
perism.  In  no  other  way  could  they  check 
pauperism  and  emijpration,  which  in  time 


237    Belief  of  Diitrm  (Ireland)  {June  17,  1880)         Act  (1880)  ^e.  Sill.       238 


people  of  Ireland  had  a  strongs  claim  for 
a  grant  £rom  the  Imperial  l^easury  in 
aid  of  the  distress.  They  had  received 
grants  from  Canada  and  from  the  Go- 
yemment  of  the  United  States,  and  he 
believed  from  the  £ree  Federal  Cham- 
bers of  several  of  those  States.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  this  Imperial 
Parliament,  having  on  its  shoulders  the 
responsibility  for  the  state  of  things 
now  existing  in  Ireland,  was  going  to 
refuse  that  at  the  present  time  ?  If  any- 
thing was  wanted  to  show  that  the  Go- 
vernment saw  that  responsibility,  it  was 
that  during  the  last  few  days  they  had 
signified  their  intention  of  proposing  to 
restrain  the  unjust  power  of  the  land- 
lord of  evicting  histenants,  and  of  treating 
the  provision  as  a  measure  of  relieving 
distress  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  FINDLATEE  suggested  that,  in- 
stead of  raising  Mvolous  objections  as 
to  the  utility  or  inutility  of  the  Bill,  and 
attributing  laches  to  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  regard  to  measures  for  relieving 
the  distress  in  Ireland,  hon.  Members 
would  do  better  service  to  the  country  by 
reserving  their  thoughts  for  Committee, 
and  endeavouring  there  to  make  the 
best  they  could  of  the  measure. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  FINDLATEE,  proceeding  with 
his  remarks,  strongly  urged  that  this 
was  not  the  occasion  for  lengthened  de- 
bate on  points  of  detail,  or  on  matters 
which  were  practically  beyond  the  range 
of  the  Bill,  and  that  further  discussion 
should  be  reserved  for  Committee ;  that, 
at  any  rate.  Members  should  confine 
themselves  as  much  as  possible  to  sug- 
g^ting  Amendments  to  which  in  Com- 
mittee effect  might  be  given.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  nad  shown  a  sin- 
cere desire  to  forward  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  he  would,  no  doubt, 
give  any  such  suggestions  his  best  con- 
sideration. With  regard  to  objections 
which  had  been  taken  as  to  what  was 
caUed  subsidizing  the  landlords,  he 
thought  that  some  of  them  might  be 
obviated  by  inserting  in  the  BUI  provi- 
sions which  would  insure  that  the  money 
advanced  should  be  spent  within  a  rea- 
sonable time  and  in  a  proper  way.  It 
might  also  be  possible  by  some  provisions 
in  the  Bill  to  accelerate  the  action  of  the 


Board  of  Works  and  the  Treasuiy  in  re- 
gard to  advances  of  money;  but  those  were 
matters  which  could  best  be  considered 
in  Committee.  In  any  case,  care  ought 
to  be  taken  to  give  relief  as  far  as  pos- 
sible in  the  form  of  employment,  so  as 
to  avoid  the  demoralizing  consequences 
of  eleemosynaiy  aid.  He  regretted  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  did  not  agree  to  the  second 
reading  of  tiie  Bill,  to  which,  for  his 
own  purt,  in  the  absence  of  any  better 
scheme,  he  (Mr.  Findlater)  should  give 
his  most  earnest  support. 

Mb.  lea  said,  that,  representing  one 
of  the  counties  which  had  suffered  most, 
he  must  say  that  he  did  not  regard 
the  Bill  as  a  very  practical  measure, 
or  one  which  would  be  completely 
effectucd  for  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land, which,  indeed,  could  not  be  com- 
pletely accomplished  by  any  system  of 
relief  that  could  be  devised.  That 
might  have  been  done  by  the  late  Go- 
vemmentif  the  proper  measures  hadbeen 
taken  for  that  purpose  six  months  ago ; 
but  the  present  Bill  could  only  be  looked 
to  as  a  means  of  affording  relief  by 
giving  the  people  the  opportunity  of 
earning  wages.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
if  anything  effectual  was  to  be  done  to 

Erevent  distress  in  the  future,  it  would 
e  necessary  to  reform  the  existing 
wretched  system  of  coimty  government, 
which  was  antiquated  and  altogether 
useless  for  any  practical  purpose ;  and  he 
hoped  that  some  measure  dealing  with 
that  subject  would  be  introduced  next 
Session.  With  regard  to  handing  over 
all  the  money  to  the  landlords,  a  course 
to  which  exception  had  been  taken 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell),  he  (Mr.  Lea)  was  himself  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  better  if  half 
of  it  were  handed  over  to  the  tenants, 
and  any  provision  to  that  effect  would 
receive  his  cordial  support.  He  repre- 
sented a  county  in  which  there  was 
hardly  a  railway  at  all,  and  distress 
existed  chiefiy  in  that  part  of  the  county 
which  was  furthest  away  from  railways. 
What  greater  benefit  could  be  given  to 
his  county,  and  to  other  counties  in  a 
similar  condition  as  to  railways,  than  a 
promotion  of  the  railway  system  ?  He 
did  not  see,  therefore,  why  powers  in 
that  respect  should  not  be  given  to 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  as  well  as  to 
baronial  sessions — the  former  being  the 
more  representative  of  the  two  bodies. 
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ment  took  power  to  distribute  another 
£750,000,  looking  to  what  might  occur 
in  the  immediate  future.  He  cdso 
thought  it  would  be  well  to  associate 
another  Gentleman  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  act  as  trustees  of  this  money. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  there  were  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  Ireland  who  would 
fi^ve  their  time  and  take  the  trouble 
freely  and  willingly  in  order  to  see  that 
the  money  was  properly  applied.  If 
this  was  done,  there  would  be  no  suspi- 
cion in  the  mind  of  anyone  that  the  funds 
were  thrown  away.  He  fully  agreed  in 
the  suggestion  that  had  been  thrown  out 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  which 
was  similar  to  that  which  he  moved  dur- 
ing the  last  Session — ^namely,  that  money 
should  also  be  g^ven  to  the  tenant  far- 
mers for  draining  and  improving  their 
land.  He  urged  this  point  upon  the 
Government,  and  also  brought  it  before 
the  House ;  but  he  was  sorry  to  say  that 
the  then  Government  would  not  look  at 
it  for  a  moment.  He  pressed  the  matter 
upon  the  present  Government,  as  he  was 
convinced  it  would  do  great  deal  of  good. 
It  would  have  given  the  working  class 
and  the  farmers  a  feeling  that  something 
was  being  done  for  them .  It  would  have 
given  them  some  sense  of  independence, 
and  it  would  have  been  very  easy  to 
carry  it  out.  Boards  of  Guardians  could 
have  supplied  the  machinery  for  collect- 
ing it,  and  they  would  have  guaranteed 
the  security  of  the  money,  so  that  there 
would  have  been  no  possible  loss  to  the 
fund.  A  good  many  people  in  Ireland 
were  feeling  that  this  Government  was 
doing  something  for  the  tenant  farmers. 
Although  this  money  did  not  go  into  the 
landlord's  pocket,  but  went  through  his 
pocket,  there  was  still  a  suspicion  in  the 
minds  of  a  good  many  that  the  landlord 
would  get  a  good  dedi  for  himself.  As 
to  having  the  £750,000  out  of  the  Public 
Exchequer,  he  should  be  glad  to  get 
double  as  much  out  of  the  Public  Exche- 
quer if  he  could ;  but  he  was  afraid  there 
was  not  much  chance  of  that.  He  must 
say  that,  looking  at  the  whole  question, 
he  thought  the  manner  in  which  the 
late  Government  had  acted  in  this  matter 
had  been  most  niggardly — ^they  refused 
to  lay  any  part  of  &e  burden  on  Imperial 
fundB.  That,  he  believed,  had  a  very 
injurious  effect  in  Ireland.  They  could 
omy  secure  the  goodwill  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  by  treating  tiiem  generously  as 

Mr,  Shaw 


well  as  fairly.  He  felt  there  was  great 
cause  to  complain  of  the  want  of  gene- 
rosity towards  Ireland.  They  might  de- 
pend upon  it  that  they  could  only  get 
the  goodwill  of  the  people  by  treating 
them  generously  as  well  as  fairly.  They 
had  a  g^eat  deal  of  cause  to  complain  of 
want  of  generosity  on  the  part  of  the 
English  Government  towards  Ireland. 
The  industries  of  the  country  were 
crippled.  Their  property  seemed  to  be 
wasting  away,  and  he  did  not  see  much 
probability  of  improvement  if  the  pre- 
sent management  of  Irish  affairs  con- 
tinued. A  wise  thing  to  do  would  be  to 
place  £4,000,000  or  £5,000,000  in  the 
hands  of  a  small  commission  of  Irish 

fentlemen  to  lend,  in  order  to  foster  in- 
ustry  in  the  country.  They  ooold  not 
possibly  have  a  people  satisfied  and  con- 
tented if  they  saw  no  means  of  earning 
a  reasonable  livelihood  without  emigrat- 
ing to  America.  He  had  not  the  alightest 
doubt  that  it  would  be  a  wise  thing  for 
the  Government  in  some  way  to  give 
more  freedom  and  elasticity  to  the  power 
of  borrowing  money  on  public  works  in 
Ireland.  He  also  thought  that  sufficient 
precautions  were  not  included  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill.  In  many  Acts  that  he  Tras  ac- 
quainted with  in  which  guarantees  were 
asked  for  railways  every  precaution  was 
taken ;  and  if  such  precautions  were  not 
put  into  this  Bill  with  regard  to  railways, 
that  could  not  be  put  into  force  at  all, 
because  it  was  supposed  by  this  Bill  that 
the  Rail  way  Companies  had  got  their  Acts . 
For  instance,  power  of  appointing  arbi- 
trators and  various  other  powers  were 
always  given ;  and  if  this  Bill  went  into 
Committee  he  thought  it  would  be  very 
wise  to  insert  similar  provisions.  A 
shilling  rate  for  railways — one-half  to  be 
paid  by  landlords  and  the  other  by  the 
tenant — would  absolutely  raise  the  value 
of  the  land  and  be  a  g^eat  benefit  to  the 
tenant.  If  they  looked  at  the  expendi- 
ture of  public  money  in  Ireland,  they 
must  be  struck  with  the  immense  in- 
equality between  that  country  and  Eng- 
land. In  Ireland  there  was  hardly  any- 
thing occurring  in  the  way  of  out  trade. 
Now,  it  was  the  duty  of  Government  to 
look  to  this  part  of  their  duty,  and  to 
make  the  Irisn  feel  that  the  Government 
now  in  Office  were  different  to  the  late 
Government,  and  that  they  intended  to 
bring  about  a  very  different  state  of 
things  in  that  countiy.  He  believed  Go- 
vernment were  auxious  to  do  their  b^ 
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But  if  they  attempted  to  deal  with  it  by 
means  of  measures  which  were  not  real 
and  thorough  they  would  find  them- 
selves greatly  mistaken.  As  to  the  Bill, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  get  into  Com- 
mittee upon  it  as  soon  as  possible,  and 
endeavour  to  amend  it.  In  that  case, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  would  give  his  earnest  attention 
to  any  suggestion  that  might  proceed 
from  Irish  Gentlemen. 

Mb.  J.  N.  EICHABDSON  said,  that 
there  was  no  one  more  anxious  than  he 
was  that  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  should 
be  assisted  by  the  Government  to  pur- 
chase their  holdings  when  those  holdings 
were  in  the  market,  and  the  subject  was 
one  which  would,  he  hoped,  engage  the 
attention  of  the  Government.  He 
would  not  oppose  the  Bill,  and  was  ex- 
tremely pleased  to  hear  that,  as  he  now 
apprehended,  the  Motion  for  its  rejec- 
tion had  only  been  made  in  order  to 
have  a  discussion  upon  the  measure. 
The  objections,  as  he  imderstood,  to  the 
Bill  were:  first,  that  "the  more"  was 
taken  from  the  Irish  Church  Fund ; 
secondly,  that  too  great  facilities  were 
g^ven  to  lend  money  to  landlords ;  and, 
thirdly,  that  the  money  was  not  going 
with  sufficient  speed  into  the  hands  of 
the  people  who  required  it.  For  his 
own  part,  he  saw  no  objection  to  dealing 
with  the  Irish  Church  Fund  for  the 
purpose;  indeed,  he  thought  it  could 
not  be  put  to  a  use  that  was  less  of 
Party  character  and  more  of  a  national 
one  than  that  of  cloihine  the  naked  and 
feeding  the  hungry,  although  he  was 
aware  that  there  were  thousands  of  per- 
sons by  whom  such  a  proposal  would  be 
opposed.  As  to  money  being  lent  to 
the  landlords,  he  would  merely  observe 
that  he  did  not  sit  in  that  House  as  the 
nominee  of  the  landlords,  while,  .at  the 
same  time,  he  had  some  difficulty  in 
seeing  to  whom  else  it  was  to  be  lent 
in  the  districts  where  distress  prevailed, 
inasmuch  as  they  were,  in  all  probability, 
the  only  persons  who  could  give  the 
necessary  security  for  its  repayment. 
He  wished,  however,  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  able  to  see  its  way  to 
lending  money  direct  to  the  tenant 
farmers ;  and  he  was  sure  that  and  other 
matters  would  receive  the  best  attention 
of  the  present  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, tne  announcement  of  whose  ap- 
pointment to  his  present  Office  he  had 
nailed  with  unalloyed  pleasure,  and  who, 


he  hoped,  when, he  went  over  to  that 
countiy  in  the  autumn,  would  not  forget 
to  pay  a  visit  to  the  North. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESST  said,  the 
avowed  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  prevent 
distress ;  but,  if  there  should  be  further 
distress,  consequent  upon  failures  of 
that  year's  crops,  neither  the  last  Bill, 
nor  this  Bill,  would  be  adequate  to  deal 
with  it.  If  there  should  be  another 
failure  of  crops,  he  hoped  the  present 
Government  would  not  follow  tiie  ex- 
ample of  their  Predecessors  in  postpon- 
ing its  consideration,  but  would  summon 
Parliament  to  deliberation  upon  it.  But, 
as  far  as  they  were  then  concerned,  they 
had  only  to  deal  with  the  distress  until 
the  harvest  was  reached.  He  asked, 
therefore,  whether  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  were  adequately  sufficient  to  meet 
the  distress  during  the  next  three  or  four 
months ;  would  the  money  be  spent 
usefully ;  and,  was  the  machinery  of 
supply  a  proper  one  ?  His  opinion  was 
that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  calling 
for  another  £750,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  were  not  well  and  econo- 
mically calculated  to  meet  the  distress 
for  the  next  few  months.  These  clauses 
had  been  on  the  Statute  Book  for  a  con- 
siderable time,  and  before  they  were  on 
the  Statute  Book  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  obtained  certain  powers,  and 
yet  it  was  on  charitable  donations  all 
over  the  world  that  the  Irish  people  had 
to  depend.  The  former  Act,  of  which 
this  ^ill  was  a  continuation,  did  not 
effectually  relieve  distress.  Out  of  the 
£750,000  then  voted,  only  £180,000  had 
found  its  way  out  of  the  Treasury  into 
the  pockets  of  the  landlords,  and  Qf  the 
latter  sum,  not  more  than  a  third  or  a 
fourth  had  actually  reached  the  pockets 
of  the  people  who  were  intended  to  be 
employed  when  the  £750,000  was  voted. 
Further  than  that,  he  had  seen  distressed 
districts  that  were  scheduled  where  the 
people  were  on  the  point  of  dying,  in 
which  no  money  was  asked  for  by  the 
landlords.  He  thought  the  system 
which  had  been  followed  was  useless. 
It  was  often  the  case  that  in  one  parish, 
where,  perhaps,  there  was  no  landlord, 
people  were  starving ;  while,  in  an  ad- 
joining parish,  works  were  going  on, 
not,  indeed,  useless  works»  but  works 
which  employed  persons  who  were  not 
in  dire  distress,  and  were  carried  on 
simply  for  the  improvement  of  the  pro- 
perty on  which  they  laboured.  It  seemed 
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to  him,  therefore,  that  the  system  which 
they  were  called  on  to  continue  had 
failed  in  its  main  object  of  relieving 
distress,  and  that  where  the  people  were 
threatened  with  poverty  and  starvation 
such  legislation  was  not  adequate  to 
save  them  from  such  a  calamity.  What, 
then,  was  the  true  direction  of  legisla- 
tion? The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  had 
discovered  it  at  the  eleventh  hour.  It 
was  to  save  the  small  holders  of  land, 
during  the  tiying  time  that  had  come 
upon  them,  from  eviction,  and  to  enable 
them  to  use  the  little  money  they  had 
earned  to  find  food,  and  not  to  turn 
them  completely  into  paupers.  He  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  was  afraid  it  was  almost 
too  late  to  do  so  now.  If,  three  or  four 
years  ago,  they  had  afirm  hold  given  them 
on  their  tenancies,  he  believed  that,  even 
in  that  short  space  of  time,  the  spirit  of 
industry  would  have  been  so  roused  that 
they  would  have  had  better  hearts  to 
meet  distress ;  and,  if  it  were  done  at 
once,  it  would  do  more  to  nerve  them 
against  what  was  to  come  than  anything 
else  that  could  be  done,  or  had  been 
done  hitherto.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
point  out  the  connection  between  this 
and  the  relief  of  distress,  for  the  Qovem- 
ment  had  seen  it,  and  had  remembered 
it  in  this  Bill.  If  the  people  were 
obliged  to  hoard  their  money  to  pay 
their  rent  they  would  be  starved,  no 
matter  what  amount  of  money  was  given 
to  the  landlords.  If  there  was  any 
security  that  the  money  handed  to  the 
landlord  at  bo  low  a  rate  of  interest 
would  not  be  made  the  machinery  of 
exacting  from  the  occupiers  of  the  land 
a  higher  rate  of  interest,  he  should  not 
quairel  with  the  low  rate  of  interest ; 
but  he  complained  that  the  landlord  got 
money  at  1  per  cent,  and  would  be  able 
to  charge  the  tenant  5  per  cent,  if  he 
chose,  on  the  outlay  of  the  money  on 
the  land.  The  only  way  to  meet  this 
was  to  ffive  the  tenant  a  fair  tenure  of 
his  lana,  and  protection  against  the 
undue  raising  of  his  rent.  They  did 
not  know  how  far  the  sum  now  called 
for  was  wanted;  they  did  not  know 
the  nature  of  the  improvements  sought 
to^  be  effected ;  and  they  could  not  say 
with  anything  like  accuracy  what  had 
gone  to  ihia  or  that  scheduled  Union. 
The  evidence  had  not  been  printed,  and 
until  it  was  printed  there  were  no  dear 
facts  to  jud^  fr^m.  In  the  end  the 
burden  of  this  distress  would  fall  on  the 
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ratepayers  of  Ireland.  The  true  remedy, 
and  the  only  one  which  the  Government 
had  left  to  them  at  that  moment,  was  to 
grant  out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury  a 
sum  to  relieve  the  ratepayers  of  Ireland 
of  the  heavy  rates  they  would  have  to 
pay  to  meet  the  distress.  He  again  said 
that  this  distress  would  not  have  arisen 
if  there  had  been  proper  land  tenure  in 
Ireland ;  and  it  was  because  aU  demands 
of  such  tenure  had  been  refused  that  this 
burden  would  fall  on  the  ratepayers. 
He,  therefore,  had  a  just  claim  to  come 
to  the  House  to  get  some  assistance  fr^m 
Imperial  taxation.  If  there  had  been 
a  fair  land  tenure  the  men  on  whom  the 
distress  had  fallen  would  have  some- 
thing laid  by  against  a  rainy  day,  and 
would  not  be  in  the  miserable  position 
in  which  they  were ;  and  if  then  they 
had  had  one  or  two  bad  seasons,  they 
would  not  have  been  worse  than  the 
occupiers  in  other  countries,  where  the 
Land  Laws  were  better,  and  who  had 
been  able  to  lay  by  something.  He  be- 
lieved, therefore,  the  Bill  would  do  very 
little  good  in  the  direction  in  which  it 
was  addressed — the  relief  of  distress. 
He  believed  the  landlords  might  make 
the  power  obtained  under  the  Bill  an 
instrument  of  extortion.  The  clause 
which  referred  to  railways  must  be  very 
narrow  indeed  in  its  operation.  He 
understood  it  would  not  apply  to  the 
relaying  of  rails,  but  only  to  Bailway 
Companies  which  had  works  authorized 
but  not  constructed.  Before  they  legis- 
lated at  all  in  this  direction,  he  tiiought 
they  were  entitled  to  hear  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  names  of  the  rail- 
ways which  could  make  use  of  the  powers 
of  the  Bill.  Again,  unless  a  railway 
really  ran  through  the  heart  of  a  dis- 
tressed district,  it  would  not  do  much  to 
relieve  the  distress;  for  if  the  people 
had  to  go  miles  to  their  work  they  would 
prefer  to  ffo  on  out-door  relief,  and  he 
should  think  they  would  be  quite  riffht. 
A  further  question  would  arise  whewer 
the  money  so  spent  would  be  econo- 
mically spent.  They  had  not  to  consider 
whether  landlord  or  tenant  would  be 
benefited  by  improvements,  or  whether 
railways  would  be  made,  but  whether 
the  people  who  wanted  bread  or  fuel 
would  get  it.  He  did  not  look  with 
much  approval  on  the  railway  clause, 
and  he  should  expect  to  see  laid  on  the 
Table  a  list  of  the  railways  to  which  it 
would  bo  applicable.    He  thought  the 
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be  advanced  to  landlords  for  drainage 
and  other  improvement  works,  that 
being  considered  the  best  way  of 
meeting  the  distress.  The  GKrvem* 
ment,  however,  were  disappointed  to 
find  that  the  terms  on  which  this  money 
was  offered  did  not  attract  the  landlords ; 
and  on  the  12th  of  January  following 
another  and  a  more  liberal  notice  was 
issued,  offering  money  without  any  inte- 
rest for  the  first  two  years  and  at  1  per 
cent  afterwards.  No  one  olnected  to 
that  when  the  House  met  in  February, 
and  the  result  was  that  a  large  sum  was 
applied  for.  The  second  notice  had, 
perhaps,  succeeded  too  well ;  and  now 
complaint  was  made  that  the  amount 
borrowed  by  the  landlords,  £1,250,000, 
was  too  largo-  But  who  was  responsible 
for  that  ?  The  question  was  not  one  of 
Party ;  and  as  everyone  in  the  last  Par- 
liament was  responsible  for  the  offer. 
Her  Majesty's  present  Government  had 
felt  themselves  bound  to  provide  funds 
with  which  to  carry  out  the  offer  made 
by  the  late  Government,  sanctioned  by 
the  last  Parliament,  such  offer  being 
also  one  which  the  landowners  were 
perfectly  entitled  to  accept,  regarding  it 
purely  m)m  the  point  of  view  of  their 
own  interests.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  the  landowners,  as  compared 
with  tenants,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
make  profit  out  of  the  offer  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  there 
was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Qovem* 
ment  that  any  such  profit  should  be 
made.  But  he  also  saw  no  reason  why 
a  scheme  which  seemed  just  should  not 
be  carried  fully  into  effect,  though  it 
had  been  brought  before  Parliament 
and  carried  by  a  previous  Administra- 
tion, with,  of  course,  different  views  on 
questions  of  general  politics.  There  had 
been  no  concealment  about  the  matter. 
It  had  been  openly  and  fully  discussed, 
and  when  it  was  under  discussion  it  was 
described  by  several  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers as  an  admirable  measure.  The 
statute  then  passed  confirmed  the  offer 
of  the  12th  January,  and  all  loans  made 
imder  it ;  and  was  it  not  the  duty  of  the 
present  Government  to  see  that  the  en- 
gagements so  made  to  the  landlords  were 
kept,  and  that  the  money  promised  to 
them  should  be  forthcoming  r  That  was 
the  explanation  he  had  to  give  for  the 
1st  clause  of  that  Bill. 

Mb.  PAEN£LL  :  I  am  asking  what 
amount  of  loans  was  sanctioned  up  to 


tho  time  the  late  Government  went  out 
of  Office? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law):  The  amount 
must  be  practically  the  same  as  now, 
because  all  the  applications  had  to  be 
made  before  a  certam  date — ^namely,  the 
29th  February.  It  was  to  meet  the 
demands  of  those  who  thus  applied  for 
loans  that  this  large  sum  was  now  re- 
quired. The  present  Government  when 
diey  came  into  power  found  that  about 
£1,250,000  had  been  applied  for.  It 
would  not  be  just  or  right  for  them 
to  attempt,  imder  the  pretence  of  not 
sanctioning  loans,  to  seep  down  the 
amount.  But  not  only  had  the  amount 
he  had  stated  been  applied  for,  but  it 
had  been  actually  sanctioned  before  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office;  and 
all  that  remained  for  them  was  to  keep 
fedth  with  those  whose  applications  had 
thus  been  made  and  sanctioned.  The 
matter  was  practically  one  of  contract 
entered  into  by  the  late  Parliament  with 
the  landlords ;  and  he  thought  hon«  Gen- 
tlemen would  feel  that  contract  must  be 
honestly  kept.  Passing  on  to  what  the 
present  Government  had  introduced  into 
the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  affording  ad- 
ditional relief  of  distress,  he  (Mr.  Law) 
might  perhaps  be  permitted  to  say  that 
it  had  been  pressed  upon  them  from  dif- 
ferent quarters  that  one  of  the  best  means 
of  relieving  the  distress  would  be  to 
assist  in  some  way  the  construction  of 
earthworks  for  railways.  It  appeared  to 
some  of  those  with  whom  he  acted  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  in  that  suggestion. 
In  some  pa^  of  Ireland — in  Donegal, 
for  example— there  were  two  or  three 
railways  for  which  Acts  had  been  already 
obtained ;  but  the  promoters  could  not 
get  money  from  the  Treasury  without 
some  security  beyond  that  of  the  railways 
themselves.  There  was  the  West  Done- 
gal Bailway,  running  northwards  from 
Donegal  to  meet  the  Derry  lines  at 
Stranalar ;  and  there  was  the  competing 
railway  running  from  Donegal  eastwards 
to  catch  the  Ghreat  Northern  system  at 
Helleck.  Both  these  railways  passed 
through  poor  districts,  which  were  in- 
capable of  raising  money  in  the  ordinary 
way;  and  the  landlords  were  not  in  a 
position  to  come  forward  and  give  the 
collateral  security  which  the  Government 
required.  In  addition  to  these,  another 
railway  was,  he  believed,  to  be  con- 
structed in  the  county  of  dare.     It 
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He  reoommended  also  that  larger  ad- 
vances should  be  made  towards  building 
and  improving  piers  in  connection  with 
the  Irish  fisheries.  They  must  look  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
Buiy  Bench  to  take  care  that  the  people 
did  not  starve. 

Mb.  BIGOAE  said,  that  he  had  put 
down  a  Notice  of  Opposition  to  the  Bill 
in  order  to  secure  a  ftul  discussion  of  the 
measure,  and  because  it  was  as  worth- 
less a  measure  as  could  be  expected 
from  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  knew 
nothing  of  Ireland.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  present  Ohief  Secretary  had 
conferred  an  honour  upon  Ireland  by 
becoming  Chief  Secretary.  He  was  dis- 
posed to  join  issue  on  that  matter,  be- 
cause he  tnought  a  Gentleman  by  getting 
a  high  position  did  not  pay  a  compli- 
ment to  anyone.  As  to  the  quaufi- 
cations  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
they  had  in  the  last  Government  a  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  whom  it  was  the 
custom  of  Irish  Members  to  ridicule. 
The  only  difference  that  he  saw  between 
those  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen  was 
that  the  former  Chief  Secretary  had 
Tory  views  and  stuck  to  them ;  the  pre- 
sent Chief  Secretary  spoke  very  kind 
words  sometimes ;  but,  as  far  as  ihe  pre- 
sent Bill  went,  he  did  not  propose  any- 
thing better  for  Ireland  than  the  late 
Gx>vemment.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man called  this  measure  a  Bill  for  the 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  But  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  was  disposed  to  amend  the 
title,  and  call  this  a  Bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  distress  of  landlords  in  Ireland,  be- 
cause landlords  would  get  a  very  much 
larger  amount  under  tiie  provisions  of 
this  Bill  than  other  people  in  Ireland. 
One  grievous  proposal  was  that  this 
money  was  to  come  out  of  the  Church 
Fund.  In  his  opinion,  the  Irish  Church 
Surplus  should  be  kept  for  some  better 
purpose  than  putting  money  into  the 
pockets  of  the  landlords.  It  would  be 
difficult,  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,  to  insure  a  proper  distribution  of 
the  money  to  be  given  to  the  landlords 
among  the  people  who  were  in  distress ; 
and  in  any  case  none  of  it  would  reach 
the  hands  of  the  small  tenant  farmers  on 
the  mountain  sides,  by  whom  the  dis- 
tress was  the  most  severely  felt.  The 
3rd  and  4th  clauses  were  drawn  in  a 
very  loose  manner,  and  they  gave  au- 
thority to  a  very  irresponsible  body,  be- 
cause it  allowed   the  presentment  ses- 
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sions  to  borrow  money  and  to  pledge 
the  rates,  without  any  guarantee  that 
any  relief  would  reach  the  distressed 
poor.  Bailways  and  other  works  were 
to  be  undertaken ;  but  what  guarantee 
had  the  ratepayers  that  such  works  once 
begun  would  be  carried  through  ?  In- 
stead of  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time, 
it  should  be  sent  back  to  the  Gt>yem- 
ment  for  them  to  produce  something 
more  reasonable.  The  Bill  would  not 
relieve  the  distress  at  all,  and  it  would 
be  no  use.  In  his  opinion,  it  would  be 
no  g^evance  to  the  Irish  people  if  this 
measure  was  put  back ;  and  he  advised 
the  Government  to  withdraw  it,  with  in- 
structions that  they  should  prepare  one 
more  calculated  to  effect  the  purpose 
desired 

Thb'aTTOENEY  general  Foa 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  thought  that  in 
some  of  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  they  were  hardly  doing  sufficient 
justice  to  the  last  Parliament  or  to 
themselves.  Last  Session  aU  were 
agreed  that  the  distress  should  be  re- 
lieved efficiently  so  far  as  was  practi- 
cable, and  they  wanted  to  have  a  Bill  for 
the  purpose  passed  as  soon  as  possible. 
With  regard  to  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  he  wished  to  mention  a  few 
points,  because  it  seemed  to  him  that 
justice  had  hardly  been  done  to  the  late 
Government  with  respect  to  the  loans 
made  to  landlords.  He  had  looked 
through  the  debates  that  had  taken 
place  in  February  and  March ;  and  he 
found  that,  although  the  subject  was 
then  touched  upon,  there  had  been  no 
earnest  opposition  to  advances  of  money 
to  landloros  for  the  employment  of  un- 
skilled labour  in  the  improvement  of 
their  land.  The  great  anxiety  was  that 
immediate  steps  ^ould  be  taken  to  re- 
lieve the  distress  in  Ireland  by  employing 
the  people ;  and  perhaps  they  might  not 
have  been  sufficiently  careful  as  to  the 
way  in  which  the  relief  should  reach 
the  people.  There  was,  in  fact,  no 
substantial  objection  raised  to  the  money 
being  lent  to  landlords;  though  there 
was  a  general  desire,  and  one  hon. 
Member  certainly  did  press  on  the  Go- 
vernment, to  tfl^e  care  that  the  im- 
provements effected  by  means  of  the 
money  advanced  should  not  be  made 
by  the  landlords  the  ground  for  unduly 
increasing  the  rents  of  their  tenants. 
The  late  Government  had  in  November 
I  last  issued  a  Notice  that  money  would 
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be  adyanced  to  landlords  for  drainage 
and  other  improyement  works,  that 
being  considered  the  best  way  of 
meeting  the  distress.  The  Qoyem- 
ment,  however,  were  disappointed  to 
find  that  the  terms  on  which  this  money 
was  offered  did  not  attract  the  landlords ; 
and  on  the  12Ui  of  January  following 
another  and  a  more  liberal  notice  was 
issued,  offering  money  without  any  inte- 
rest for  the  first  two  years  and  at  1  per 
cent  afterwards.  No  one  olnected  to 
that  when  the  House  met  in  February, 
and  the  result  was  that  a  large  sum  was 
applied  for.  The  second  notice  had, 
perhaps,  succeeded  too  well ;  and  now 
complaint  was  made  that  the  amount 
borrowed  by  the  landlords,  £1,250,000, 
was  too  laree.  But  who  was  responsible 
for  that?  The  question  was  not  one  of 
Party ;  and  as  everyone  in  the  last  Par- 
liament was  responsible  for  the  offer. 
Her  Majesty's  present  Goyemment  had 
felt  themselyes  boimd  to  provide  funds 
with  which  to  carry  out  the  offer  made 
by  the  late  Gk>vemment,  sanctioned  by 
the  last  Parliament,  such  offer  being 
also  one  which  the  landowners  were 
perfectly  entitled  to  accept,  regarding  it 
purely  m>m  the  point  of  view  of  their 
own  interests.  It  was  all  very  well  to 
say  that  the  landowners,  as  compared 
with  tenants,  should  not  be  allowed  to 
make  profit  out  of  the  offer  of  the  Oo- 
vemment ;  and,  as  far  as  he  knew,  there 
was  no  wish  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment that  any  such  profit  should  be 
made.  But  he  also  saw  no  reason  why 
a  scheme  which  seemed  just  should  not 
be  carried  fully  into  effect,  Uiough  it 
had  been  brought  before  Parliament 
and  carried  by  a  previous  Administra- 
tion, with,  of  course,  different  views  on 
questions  of  general  politics.  There  had 
been  no  concealment  about  the  matter. 
It  had  been  openly  and  fully  discussed, 
and  when  it  was  under  discussion  it  was 
described  by  several  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers as  an  admirable  measure.  The 
statute  then  passed  confirmed  the  offer 
of  the  12th  Januaxy,  and  all  loans  made 
under  it ;  and  was  it  not  the  duty  of  the 
present  Government  to  see  that  the  en- 
ngements  so  made  to  the  landlords  were 
kept,  and  that  the  money  promised  to 
them  should  be  forthcoming  r  That  was 
the  explanation  he  had  to  give  for  the 
1st  clause  of  that  Bill. 

M&.  PABNELL :  I  am  asking  what 
aiDonnt  of  loans  was  sanctioned  up  to 


tho  time  the  late  Govornment  went  out 
of  Office? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Law):  The  amount 
must  be  practically  the  same  as  now, 
because  all  the  applications  had  to  be 
made  before  a  certain  date — ^namely,  the 
29th  February.  It  was  to  meet  the 
demands  of  those  who  thus  applied  for 
loans  that  this  large  sum  was  now  re- 
quired. The  present  Government  when 
they  came  into  power  found  that  about 
£1,250,000  had  been  applied  for.  It 
would  not  be  just  or  right  for  them 
to  attempt,  under  the  pretence  of  not 
sanctioning  loans,  to  Keep  down  the 
amount.  But  not  only  had  the  amount 
he  had  stated  been  applied  for,  but  it 
had  been  actually  sanctioned  before  the 
present  Government  came  into  Office ;  and 
all  that  remained  for  them  was  to  keep 
faith  wiUi  those  whose  applications  had 
thus  been  made  and  sanctioned.  The 
matter  was  practically  one  of  contract 
entered  into  by  the  late  Parliament  with 
the  landlords ;  and  he  thought  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen would  feel  that  contract  must  be 
honestly  kept.  Passing  on  to  what  the 
present  Government  had  introduced  into 
the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  affording  ad- 
ditional relief  of  distress,  he  (Mr.  Law) 
might  perhaps  be  permitted  to  say  that 
it  had  been  pressed  upon  them  from  dif- 
ferent quarters  that  one  of  the  best  means 
of  relieving  the  distress  would  be  to 
assist  in  some  way  the  construction  of 
earthworks  for  railways.  It  appeared  to 
some  of  those  with  whom  he  acted  that 
there  was  a  good  deal  in  that  suggestion. 
In  some  parts  of  Ireland — ^in  Donegal, 
for  example — there  were  two  or  three 
railways  for  which  Acts  had  been  already 
obtained ;  but  the  promoters  could  not 
get  money  from  the  Treasury  without 
some  security  beyond  that  of  the  railways 
themselves.  There  was  the  West  Done- 
gal Eailway,  running  northwards  from 
Donegal  to  meet  the  Derry  lines  at 
Stranalar ;  and  there  was  the  competing 
railway  running  from  Donegal  eastwards 
to  catch  the  G^at  Northern  system  at 
Helleck.  Both  these  railways  passed 
throuffh  poor  districts,  which  were  in- 
capable of  raising  money  in  the  ordinary 
way;  and  the  landlords  were  not  in  a 
position  to  come  forward  and  give  the 
collateral  security  which  the  Government 
required.  In  addition  to  these,  another 
railway  was,  he  believed,  to  be  con- 
structed in  the  county  of  Glare.     It 
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seemed  probable  that,  in  such  oases,  a 
large  amount  of  relief  might  very  advan- 
tageously be  given  by  tiius  supplying 
to  unskilled  labour ;  and  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  after  com- 
munication with  the  Treasury,  had  suc- 
ceeded in  getting  the  matter  so  arranged 
that  the  collateral  guarantee  necessary 
to  induce  the  Treasury  to  lend  money 
might  be  in  the  form  of  a  baronial 
guarantee.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  said  that  a 
baronial  guarantee  might  be  oppressive, 
and  did  not  appear  to  regara  present- 
ment sessions  favourably.  But  present- 
ment sessions  were,  after  all,  tne  only 
existing  bodies  which  could  be  said  in 
any  sense  to  represent  the  localities ;  and 
they  must  first  work  with  such  machineiy 
as  existed,  however  imperfect,  thougn 
he  hoped  they  would  not  very  much 
longer  suffer  under  the  misfortune  of 
not  having  representative  bodies  for 
county  a£ninistration.  It  had  been 
said  diat  the  presentment  sessions  might 
be  imposed  upon.  Well,  no  doubt  that 
was  possible;  but  certainly,  so  far  as 
he  Imew,  in  the  North  of  Ireland  at 
any  rate,  they  were  not  at  all  likely  to 
be  imposed  upon ;  and  he  felt  tolerably 
confident  that  the  farmers,  who  formed 
a  large  proportion  of  the  baronial  ses- 
sions, were  not  likely  to  undertake  any 
guarantee  which  was  not  likely  to  benefit 
tiiemselves.  There  was,  agcdn,  no  dan- 
ger whatever  of  the  sessions  giving 
guarantee  for  the  purpose  of  bolstering 
up,  as  had  been  said,  insolvent  Com- 
panies. These  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  facilitate  the  opening  up  of  parts 
of  the  country  which  now  much  needed 
proper  means  of  transit ;  they  would  give 
great  relief,  and  might,  perhaps,  do  much 
to  prevent  a  recurrence  of  distress  and 
famine  in  future  days.  The  baronial 
guarantee  would  only  amount  to  one- 
fourth  of  the  whole  cost  of  the  works  to 
be  carried  out ;  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  see  that  any  great  burden  could  fall 
upon  the  baronies.  With  respect  to  the 
fishery  piers,  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  did  not,  he  understood, 
object  to  that  portion  of  the  Bill ;  and  he 
would  find,  on  referring  to  the  Piers  and 
Harbours  Act  of  1846,  that  no  addi- 
tional burden  would  be  imposed  upon 
any  locality.  He  thought  the  House 
would  see  that  the  Government  had  only 
endeavoured  to  keep  faith  with  the  land- 
owners with  whom  engagements  had 

The  Attorney  QenenUfor  Ireland 


been  made  by  the  late  (Government 
and  Parliament;  and  he  hoped  they 
would  be  aided  by  hon.  Members  in 
their  effort  to  have  the  Bill  passed  as 
soon  as  possible.  He  could  assure  them 
that  the  Government  were  most  anxious 
to  make  the  Bill  as  good  a  measure  as 
possible  for  the  purposes  for  which  it 
was  designed. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  if  he  had  understood 
the  facts  of  the  matter  right,  he  ga- 
thered £rom  the  statement  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
that  the  late  Government  allowed  the 
landlords  to  borrow  £750,000  for  the  con- 
struction of  certain  works,  and  the  pre- 
sent Bill  seemed  to  be  introduced  to 
meet  the  liabilities  incurred  by  the  late 
Government.  To  that  he  did  not  object. 
He  considered  that,  although  the  pre- 
sent measure  was  a  necessary  one  to 
carry  out  the  promises  made  under 
the  Act  of  1880,  yet  neither  of  the 
two  measures  effected  the  immediate  re- 
lief of  distress,  which  was  the  professed 
object  of  the  Government,  inasmuch 
as  the  money  granted  would  not 
reach  the  pockets  of  the  persons  em- 

?loyed  within  a  period  of  three  months, 
'he  first  and  most  important  <^uestion 
was  the  necessity  of  the  immediate  re- 
lief for  the  distress  in  Ireland ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  the  means  proposed 
by  the  Bill  were  adequate  for  that  pur- 
pose. He  failed  to  gather  from  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  that  any  provision  had 
been  made  for  the  completion  of  the 
works  which  had  been  referred  to.  That 
was  a  most  indefensible  omission,  made 
alike  by  the  late  and  by  the  present 
Government.  In  connection  with  the 
amount  of  money  applied  for,  too,  he  did 
not  understand  from  the  rieht  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  that  there  was  any 
provision  for  preventing  the  landowners 
whose  estates  were  improved  raising 
their  rents  without  assigning  any  good 
cause  for  doing  so.  He  objected  to  the 
application  of  the  Church  Fund  for  the 
purposes  of  that  Act.  There  would  be 
a  loss  of  2^  per  cent  per  annum  on 
what  was  borrowed,  and  that  in  Ireland 
ought  to  be  looked  upon  as  a  national 
calamity.  That  funa  was  intended  for 
purely  Irish  purposes ;  and  he  thought 
the  distress  in  Ireland  was  a  subject  of 
national  interest,  and  ought  to  have 
been  met  out  of  national  resources.    He 
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its  minerals,  and  the  produotion  of  its 
soil  would,  with  the  industry  of  its  in- 
habitants, be  sufficient  to  keep  the 
country  in  independence  and  in  affluence 
if  a  wall  of  brass  80  cubits  high  were 
drawn  around  the  Island.  But  they  asked 
as  suppliants,  in  the  meantime,  for  what 
they  belieTed  belonged  to  them.  Instead 
of  assuming  the  grandiloquence  of  ignor- 
ance, and  stepping  into  the  terra  incognito 
of  statesmanship,  he  would  simply  say 
that  the  Bill  declared  two  things — namely, 
that  there  was  distress  in  &eland,  and 
that  the  Gbyemment  were  willing  to  do 
something  to  relieve  it.  Would  to  God 
the  second  declaration  were  as  true  as 
the  first!  Instead  of  bolstering  up  this 
foundling — ^for  it  was  no  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent Ooyemment,  but  one  which  nad 
been  discovered  among  the  »polia  optima 
of  the  late  Administration — without  con- 
fusing themselves  with  it,  the  Qovem- 
ment  ought  at  once  to  set  aside  a  sum — 
take  it  from  where  they  would — for  the 
relief  of  the  existing  distress.  Thirteen 
months  ago  he  ventured  to  say  that  that 
distress  would  be  deplorable,  and  deplor- 
able it  had  been.  In  other  lands  God 
at  times  pleased  that  there  should  be 
scarcity  of  food ;  but  in  Ireland  poverty 
and  scarcity  of  food  were  the  normal  con- 
ditions. Me  did  not  think  himself  justi- 
fied in  arguing  as  to  the  eternal  purposes 
of  the  Buler  of  the  Universe.  It  was 
better  to  deal  solely  with  what  was  within 
our  horizon,  and  to  admit  at  once  that 
much  might  be  done  by  man  himself. 
Many  parts  of  Ireland  were  not  permitted 
to  produce  its  fulness,  and  the  people 
were  not  permitted  to  extract  &om  the 
soil  the  fruits  of  the  industry  they  were 
ready  to  bestow  upon  it ;  and  he  hoped 
that  when  the  House  was  called  upon  to 
consider  the  present  unsatisfactory  rela- 
tions existing  between  the  landloi^  and 
tenants  of  Ireland,  they  would  approach 
the  question  with  a  sincere  desire  to  do 
justice,  and  he  besought  the  House  to 
decide  that  night  without  further  delay 
to  relieve  the  grievous  distress  of  the 
people  of  that  wretched  country. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  trusted  that 
they  mi^ht  be  allowed  to  come  to  a  de- 
cision that  evening.  He  thought  the 
time  had  come  when  he,  as  having  charge 
of  the  Bill,  should  say  what  he  had  to 
say  on  the  subjects  touched  upon  in  the 
debate.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  Nelson)  and 
himself  were  likely  to  a^ee  upon  the 


action  of  the  Government,  though  he 
did  not  know  why  they  should  differ. 
He  was  very  glad  ^lat  the  suffering  men 
of  Mayo  had  eot  so  eloquent  a  Eejpre- 
sentative  to  teu  to  the  House  their  feel- 
ings, their  wants,  their  sufferings,  and 
even  what  they  might  consider  their 
wrongs,  as  the  hon.  Gantleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  He  felt  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  a  right  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment what  they  had  done,  during 
their  short  period  of  Office,  for  the 
mitigation  of  Irish  distress,  and  how 
they  had  attempted  to  meet  it.  This 
was  the  middle  of  June ;  and  when  the 
present  Government  took  Office  in  the 
oeginning  of  May,  they  found,  as  they 
had  expected,  a  severe  battle  raging 
between  distress  and  relief.  That  dis- 
tress, immediate  and  intense,  had  been 
caused  mainly  by  the  failure  of  the  crops 
in  Ireland,  and,  to  some  extent,  by  their 
failure  in  England  also,  as  causing  a  less 
demand  for  Irish  agricultural  labour ; 
while,  in  a  much  less  degree,  it  had  been 
increased  by  the  competition  for  labour 
between  the  manufacturing  and  the  agri- 
cultural districts.  Now,  he  did  not  wish 
it  to  be  supposed  that,  although  that  dis- 
tress might  be  described  as  the  act  of 
God,  he  would  not  say  that  man  could 
do  nothing  to  alleviate  it.  He  thought 
it  was  a  disgrace  to  them,  and  a  dis- 
grace to  all  the  Members  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament — and  he  did  not  acquit 
Irish  Members  of  Uieir  share — that  they 
had  allowed  the  state  of  Ireland  to  be 
such  that,  to  apply  an  eloquent  ex- 
pression used  in  a  former  debate,  there 
were  only  two  or  three  crops  between 
the  small  cottier  tenant  in  Ireland  and 
destitution  and  miserv.  Up  to  the 
beginning  of  May  the  distress  had 
been  met  mainly  by  charitable  con- 
tributions &om  all  parts  of  the  world, 
for  which  he  heartily  thanked  their 
fellow-subjects  in  Australia  and  Canada 
and  their  kinsmen  in  America.  He 
thought  it  was  the  right  hon.  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gray),  in  a  speech 
full  of  good  suggestions,  who  stated 
what  he  (Mr.  Forster)  could  hardly  agree 
with,  that  charital>le  organizations  had 
done  what  the  Government  ought  to 
have  done.  It  was  said  that  a  far 
better  mode  of  relief  would  be  by 
means  of  relief  works ;  and  who  could 
doubt  that  the  most  careful  exercise 
of  charity,  either  by  Poor  Law  officials 
or  benevolent  committees,  must  always 
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lords  of  Ireland  for  the  improyement  of 
their  estates,  believing  that  in  improving 
their  estates  they  would  give  labour  to 
the  poor.  Now,  he  objected  to  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund  being  applied  in 
that  way.  If  the  Government  wanted 
to  lend  more  money  to  the  landlords,  he 
had  not  the  smallest  objection  to  their 
doing  so  out  of  the  Treasury  funds. 
With  regard  to  the  second  mode  of  ad- 
vance— namely,  that  to  the  presentment 
sessions,  which  was  to  be  made  out  of 
the  Treasury  funds,  he  objected  to  it  on 
the  ground  that  it  would  throw  a  great 
wei^t  on  the  ratepayers  for  15  years. 
What,  therefore,  he  should  propose  was 
that,  instead  of  the  Government  taking 
the  loans  to  be  ffiven  to  the  landlords 
out  of  the  Chur(^  Surplus  Fund,  they 
should  take  it  out  of  the  Treasury,  and 
that  they  should  advance  money  out  of 
the  Church  Surplus  to  the  presentment 
sessions,  reconstituting  those  sessions 
and  giving  them  a  more  representative 
character,  and  then  the  money  might 
be  applied  in  a  very  useful  way  to  the 
various  localities.  But  in  any  case  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  trust 
to  the  Board  of  Works  or  to  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  made  that  ob- 
servation, because  he  regretted  to  say 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  seemed  to  be 
likely  to  fall  into  the  error  which  had 
cramped  the  energies  of  his  Predecessors 
in  Office,  of  inclining  too  much  to  the  ad- 
vice of  old  officials  in  Dublin.  The  way  in 
which  the  Local  GOvemment  Board  in 
Ireland  managed  its  business  was  a  cry- 
ing evil  and  a  gigantic  shame.  He  com- 
plained that  in  certain  districts  works 
had  been  rejected,  on  the  Eeport  of  the 
Poor  Law  Inspectors,  which  had  been 
sanctioned  by  tne  presentment  sessions, 
and  also  complaineii  of  a  system  of  go- 
vernment which  could  allow  of  such  pro- 
ceedings. K  the  Irish  people  were  not 
allowed  to  manage  their  own  local 
affairs  their  Bepresentatives  in  Parlia- 
ment ought  at  least  to  have  some  voice 
in  matters  of  this  kind.  If  the  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  were  to  be  still  carried 
on  by  the  system  of  reticence  and  secrecy 
which  had  so  long  prevailed,  ho  should 
do  all  he  could  to  make  the  English 
people  acquainted  with  the  reality  of  the 
evils  under  which  Ireland  laboured. 
There  was  also  a  third  mode  of  advance, 
which  consisted  of  the  free  gift  of 
£30,000  by  the  Treasury  for  the  con- 
struction of  fishery  harbours  and  piers. 

Mr.  MUehM  Senry 


He  had  no  objection  to  this;  but  he 
pointed  out  that  this  grant  was  merely 
an  anticipation  of  the  contribution  for 
the  purpose  which  was  authorized  by 
Parliament  for  those  useful  works  on 
the  coast.  He  highly  approved  of  the 
course  taken  by  the  Government  in  ap- 
pointing a  small  Committee  to  adjudicate 
upon  the  claims  which  had  been  sent  in 
by  various  localities  for  harbours ;  and  he 
wished  that  the  Government  would  extend 
the  system  to  other  branches  of  relief 
instead  of  leaving  the  work  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  and  other  kindred  bodies. 

Mb.  nelson  said,  his  appearance  in 
that  honourable  Parliament,  the  decisions 
of  which  influenced  more  or  less  the 
opinions  of  the  whole  civilized  world, 
was,  he  humbly  submitted,  a  speech  in 
itself.  He  believed  he  represented  pub- 
lic opinion  in  Ireland,  and  he  had  been 
sent  there  by  one  of  ike  counties  of  that 
Island  to  express  their  opinion,  and  he 
trusted  he  would  have  grace  from  Gk>d  to 
express  the  mind  of  Ireland  in  the  mi- 
nority. What  he  would  say  to  an  open- 
air  meeting  he  would  say  in  that  House. 
It  was  a  remarkable  thing  that  a  man 
like  himself,  whose  previous  groove  of 
action  was  so  removed  from  active  poli- 
tics, should  have  been  called  upon  with- 
out opposition  to  come  to  that  House  to 
express  the  opinion,  at  any  rate,  of  one 
suffering  county  of  Ireland.  However 
important  to  that  Kingdom — called  by  a 
figure  of  speech  **  United" — might  "be 
the  decision  by  which  they  might  be  led, 
there  was  not  much  evidence,  from  the 
empty  appearance  of  many  of  the  benches, 
that  the  Parliament  of  Britain  was  inte- 
rested in  the  condition  of  Ireland.  The 
Bepresentatives  of  Ireland  appeared  con- 
stantly in  the  House  as  suppliants,  and 
fond  Parliament  must  be  of  suppliants, 
when  she  compelled  them  thus  to  appear 
for  centuries,  andyear  afteryear.  Ireland 
would  not  always  thus  present  herself. 
He  was  not  sure  that  in  the  history  of 
nations  any  people  had  by  the  attitude 
of  supplipation  either  maintained  its 
libertyorrecoveredits  independence.  The 
British  Parliament  compelled  the  Bepre- 
sentatives of  Ireland  to  appear  as  sup- 
Eliants.  He  would,  however,  warn  right 
on.  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
that  they  were  walking 

**perignc« 
Soppositos  cinen  doloso." 

The  people  of  Ireland  believed  that,  by 
the  blessing  of  Heaven,  the  resources  of 
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the  Beports  that  he  got  were  more  hope- 
ful. One  day  he  might  find  a  Umon 
getting  worse — he  got  one  or  two  bad 
Beports  to-day  and  yesterday  —  bat, 
generally  roealang,  he  found  them  more 
hopeful.  The  works,  about  which  so 
muoh  had  been  said,  were  giving  much 
more  employment,  and  many  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  persons  were  coming 
oyer  to  England,  wnere  there  was  hope 
of  getting  work.  He  believed  there  was 
some  truth  in  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  that  many  of  those  who  came  in 
the  spring  were  disappointed;  but  a  good 
many  now  were  successful.  The  chief 
business  they  had  to  do  was  to  tide  oyer 
the  next  two  or  three  months.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Nelson)  had  been  rather  struck  by  the 
difference  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  His  hon.  Friend's  experience  of 
the  House  was  short ;  but  when  he  had 
been  there  a  few  years  he  would  find 
that  they  were  not  so  utterly  neg- 
lectful of  the  public  good  as  he  sup- 
posed, and  that  there  was  more  agree- 
ment in  passing  practical  measures  be- 
tween the  two  opposite  sides  of  the 
House  and  the  two  Front  Benches  than 
sometimes  appeared.  The  late  Govern- 
ment had  len  their  successors  two  or 
three  useful  measures.  The  first  was 
the  alteration  in  the  Poor  Law,  which 
enabled  out-door  relief  to  be  given.  He 
(Mr.  Forster)  was  very  much  obliged  to 
them  for  it ;  and  his  only  doubt,  looking 
to  the  past,  was  whether  it  should  not 
have  been  done  earlier.  The  result  had 
been  that  occupiers  of  above  a  quarter 
of  an  acre  could  now  receive  Poor  Law 
relief  without  losing  their  holdings. 
There  were  87  Unions  in  which  the  ne- 
cessary Orders  were  now  in  force,  and, 
aooor£ng  to  a  Betum  at  the  end  of 
last  month — he  had  a  later,  but  had 
mislaid  it — there  were  117,000  persons 
receiving  relief  in  or  out  of  the  work- 
houses. That  looked  a  large  number ; 
but  it  did  not  come  up  to  the  English 
standard.  In  England,  at  this  moment, 
there  was  just  under  3  per  cent  of  the 
population  receiving  relief;  in  Ireland 
the  number  was  about  2-1,  so  that,  in 
spite  of  everything,  the  weight  upon  the 
rates  was  not  so  great  in  &eland  as  in 
England.  The  next  measure  carried 
by  the  late  Government  was  the  Seed 
Act,  which  had  really  done  immense 
good.    So  wished*  to  take  that  oppor- 


tunity of  thanking  the  late  Oovemment 
for  it,  and  also  bis  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oalway  (Major 
Nolan),  who  had  much  to  do  with  it. 
He  would  not  say  that  there  had  not 
been  some  recklessness  in  the  use  of 
that  Act;  but  without  it  they  should 
have  been  in  the  most  imminent  danger 
next  year.  The  large  sum  of  £600,000 
had  been  lent  imder  it.  He  came  now 
to  those  debateable  matters  imder  the 
Belief  Act.  He  would  take  the  baronial 
presentment  sessions  first,  because  it 
was  only  for  the  loans  imder  these  that 
he  was  personally  responsible.  His 
Predecessor  did  not  sanction  any  baro- 
nial presentment  loans,  which  came  up 
only  just  before  he  left  Office,  and  he 
natui^ally  left  them  to  his  successor. 
The  first  thing  he  had  to  do  was  to  look 
over  the  applications,  and  in  almost 
every  case  he  found  work  going  on  under 
the  landlords  and  sanitary  authorities. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  comjplained 
of  the  mode  in  which  these  baromal  ses- 
sions were  dealt  with.  What  they  did 
was  this — they  sent  down  two  sets  of 
Inspectors,  Inspectors  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  Inspectors  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board,  to  see  that  the  works 
were  useful  and  that  employment  was 
given.  Both  those  conditions  were  ne- 
cessary. Unless  work  was  useful  it  was 
little  better  than  gratuitous  relief,  and 
the  very  object  of  lending  the  money  at 
1  per  cent  was  to  give  employment. 
Altnouffh  they  thought  they  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  sanction  all  the  loans  on 
which  the  two  Injectors  were  agreed, 
it  did  not  follow  that  they  should  not 
sanction  any  where  the  Inspectors  dis- 
agreed. Up  to  June  5,  £185,000  were 
applied  for  imder  the  baronial  sessions, 
and  of  that  £113,000  had  been  sanc- 
tioned. By  a  Betum  which  he  hoped 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  House 
within  a  day  or  two,  the  amoimt 
issued  before  the  31st  of  May  was 
£32,000,  and  he  believed  a  great  deal 
more  was  issued  by  this  time.  Hon. 
Members  would  find  that  these  works 
were  giving  considerable  employment 
even  now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Oalway 
had  said  that  1  per  cent  was  a  delusion. 
He  (Mr.  Forster;  knew  his  hon.  Friend 
was  never  likely  to  be  in  a  position  to 
require  to  borrow  money ;  but  if  he  had 
to  Dorrow  money,  he  would  not  think 
it  a  delusion  at  ail  if  he  were  to  set  it  at 
1  per  cent^  and  if  he  was  kindly  told 
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be  aooompanied  by  some  amount  of  de- 
moralization and  some  imposition  ?  The 
very  natiire  of  such  a  form  of  relief 
most  bring  some  evil  with  it.  But  he 
knew  from  some  little  study  of  benevo- 
lent action,  although  some  hon.  Gentle- 
men might  not  aeree  with  him,  that 
when  those  tremendous  calamaties  came 
upon  them  they  could  scarcely  meet 
them  by  public  labour  works  alone. 
There  must  be  charitable  relief  accom- 
panying them,  and  for  this  reason — that 
the  people  upon  whom  the  distress  most 
severely  fell  were  those  who  had  not  any 
able-bodied  man  in  their  family,  and 
who,  therefore,  could  not  work,  so  that 
public  works  afforded  them  no  help. 
After  the  date  he  had  mentioned — the 
beginning  of  May — when  he  entered 
upon  Office,  the  charitable  funds  were 
not  altogether  expended — he  trusted  they 
were  not  yet  altogeUier  expended — but 
they  were  diminishing,  and  they  must 
continue  to  diminish.  He  thus  found 
coming  upon  him  a  very  formidable  re- 
sponsibility ;  and  without  inquiring  to 
what  extent  the  distress  was  due  to  the 
sins  of  omission  or  commission  of  the 
people  themselves,  a  Government  was 
bound  to  keep  its  people  from  the  abso- 
lute and  final  results  of  destitution.  The 
Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  doubted  whether 
he  (Mr.  Forster)  was  aware  of  the  re- 
sponsibility he  had  undertaken.  He  was 
painfully  aware  of  it.  He  warned  his 
l^redecessor  before  the  Dissolution  of 
Parliament  that  this  would  happen. 
When  the  very  honourable  post  of  (Siief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was  offered  to  him 
— ^and  he  might  say  that  it  was  the  Office 
which  of  all  others  he  would  rather  have 
had  in  any  Ministry — ^he  knew  well 
enough  that  the  first  thing  he  would 
have  to  deal  with  would  be  the  state  of 
distress  during  the  two  or  three  months 
between  the  diminution  of  these  funds 
and  the  harvest.  Accordingly  he  set  to 
work  at  once  to  do  what  he  thought  the 
only  thing  to  be  done.  He  only  stated 
what  he  had  endeavoured  to  do,  and 
what  he  had  been  supported  by  the 
officials  in  doing.  They  had  kept  the 
closest  possible  watch,  over  the  distressed 
districts,  especially  those  worst  off ;  and 
as  the  charitable  relief  must  cease,  or 
apparently  be  largely  diminished,  they 
thought  that  the  official  relief  should 
step  in.  Orders  were  sent  to  the  In- 
spectors to  keep  constantlv  looking 
through  those  ITmons,  and  tomaist  upon 
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out-door  relief  where  it  was  necessary ; 
for  they  knew  very  well  that  in  some 

g laces  where  it  was  most  wanted — ^the 
on.  Member  for  Mayo  could  point  to 
two  or  three  —  the  ratepayers  them- 
selves were  greatly  distressed,  because 
few  men  of  property  were  living  among 
them ;  and,  therefore,  the  order  to  give 
relief  was  accompanied  with  the  lend- 
ing of  money  to  enable  the  relief  to 
be  given.    That  was  the  line  they  were 
ta]ang,  and  he  really  thought  they  were 
succeeding.    The  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  said  he  (Mr. 
Forster)  must  not  be  content  with  sitting 
in  the  (Office  reading  the  Beports.   Well, 
what  more  would  the  hon.  Member  do 
if  he  were  in  his  place  than  read  the 
Beports,   bring  all  the  knowledge  he 
coidd  to  bear  upon  them,  get  s&  the 
information  he  could  from  other  sources, 
checking     them,    and     wherever     he 
thought  there  was  danger  calling  the 
attention    of    the    Local    Government 
Board    to    the    danger?     In    fact,  he 
really  could  not  charge  his  conscience 
with  not  having  done  as  much   as  he 
could.    The  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
spoke  about  young  Inspectors.  A  young 
man  was  not  necessarily  bad  for  such  a 
business  because  he  was  a  man  of  24. 
This  young  Inspector  was  the  son  of 
Mr.  Eobinson,    Vice  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board — though  that 
did  not  necessarily  qualify  him  for  the 
post — and  an  old  friend  who  had  helped 
him  in  the  Famine  years,  Mr.  Tuke,  who 
had  gone  lately  through  Donegal  and 
MayOy  who  travelled  with  him  for  some 
days,  gave  a  very  eood  account  of  the 
young  man,  and  said  it  would  be  diffi- 
cult to  find  a  better  Inspector. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HEINEY  explained, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  that  the  In- 
spector in  question  had  disallowed  more 
works  than  any  other  Inspector  in  Ire- 
land ;  that  at  least  two-thirds  of  the  re- 
fusals of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  the  counties  of  Galway  and  Mayo 
were  due  to  him. 

Mb.  W.  K  FOESTER  doubted  very 
much  whether  his  hon.  Friend  had  aU 
the  details  before  him,  or  if  the  statistics 
would  bear  out  that  statement.  Certainly, 
the  hon.  Member  did  seem  to  give  an 
impression  that  the  Local  Government 
Board  Inspectors  were  not  to  be  trusted. 
All  he  could  say,  if  confidence  could  not 
be  placed  in  them,  then  confidence  must 
very  much  disappear  altogether.    Well, 
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the  Beports  that  he  got  were  more  hope- 
fol.  One  day  he  might  find  a  Umon 
getting  worse— he  got  one  or  two  bad 
Keports  to-day  and  yesterday  —  but, 
generally  speaking,  he  found  them  more 
hopeful.  The  works,  about  which  so 
much  had  been  said,  were  giving  much 
more  employment,  and  many  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  persons  were  coming 
OTer  to  England,  where  there  was  hope 
of  getting  work.  He  believed  there  was 
some  truth  in  what  was  said  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  that  many  of  those  who  came  in 
the  spring  were  disappointed ;  but  a  good 
many  now  were  successful.  The  chief 
business  they  had  to  do  was  to  tide  over 
the  next  two  or  three  months.  His  hon. 
Friend  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Nelson)  had  been  rather  struck  by  the 
difference  between  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  His  hon.  Friend's  experience  of 
the  House  was  short ;  but  when  he  had 
been  there  a  few  years  he  would  find 
that  thev  were  not  so  utterly  neg- 
lectful of  the  public  good  as  he  sup- 
posed, and  that  there  was  more  agree- 
ment in  passing  practical  measures  be- 
tween the  two  opposite  sides  of  the 
House  and  the  two  Front  Benches  than 
sometimes  appeared.  The  late  (Govern- 
ment had  left  their  successors  two  or 
three  usefhl  measures.  The  first  was 
the  alteration  in  the  Poor  Law,  which 
enabled  out-door  relief  to  be  given.  He 
(Mr.  Forster)  was  very  much  obliged  to 
them  for  it ;  and  his  only  doubt,  looking 
to  the  past,  was  whether  it  should  not 
have  been  done  earlier.  The  result  had 
been  that  occupiers  of  above  a  quarter 
of  an  acre  could  now  receive  Poor  Law 
relief  without  losing  their  holdings. 
There  were  87  Unions  in  which  the  ne- 
ceesanr  Orders  were  now  in  force,  and, 
aocormng  to  a  Betum  at  the  end  of 
last  month — he  had  a  later,  but  had 
mislaid  it — there  were  117,000  persons 
receiving  relief  in  or  out  of  the  work- 
houses. That  looked  a  large  number ; 
but  it  did  not  come  up  to  the  English 
standard.  In  England,  at  this  moment, 
there  was  just  under  3  per  cent  of  the 
population  reoeivin^  rehef ;  in  Ireland 
the  number  was  about  2*1,  so  that,  in 
spite  of  everything,  the  weight  upon  the 
rates  was  not  so  great  in  Poland  as  in 
England.  The  next  measure  earned 
by  the  late  Government  was  the  Seed 
Aot,  which  had  really  done  immense 
good«    Be  wished*  to  take  that  oppor- 


tunity of  thanking  the  late  Oovemment 
for  it,  and  also  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oalway  (Major 
Nolan),  who  had  much  to  do  with  it. 
He  would  not  say  that  there  had  not 
been  some  recklessness  in  the  use  of 
that  Act;  but  without  it  they  should 
have  been  in  the  most  imminent  danger 
next  year.  The  large  sum  of  £600,000 
had  been  lent  under  it.  He  came  now 
to  those  debateable  matters  under  the 
Belief  Act.  He  would  take  the  baronial 
presentment  sessions  first,  because  it 
was  only  for  the  loans  under  these  that 
he  was  personally  responsible.  His 
Predecessor  did  not  sanction  any  baro- 
nial presentment  loans,  which  came  up 
only  just  before  he  left  Office,  and  he 
natuially  left  them  to  his  successor. 
The  first  thing  he  had  to  do  was  to  look 
over  the  applications,  and  in  almost 
every  case  he  found  work  going  on  imder 
the  landlords  and  sanitary  authorities. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Oalway  complained 
of  the  mode  in  which  these  baromal  ses- 
sions were  dealt  with.  What  they  did 
was  this — they  sent  down  two  sets  of 
Inspectors,  Inspectors  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  Inspectors  of  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board,  to  see  that  the  works 
were  useful  and  that  employment  was 
given.  Both  those  conditions  were  ne- 
cessary. Unless  work  was  useful  it  was 
little  better  than  gratuitous  relief,  and 
the  very  object  of  lending  the  money  at 
1  per  cent  was  to  give  employment. 
Altnough  they  thought  they  ought  un- 
doubtedly to  sanction  all  the  loans  on 
which  the  two  Inspectors  were  afi;reed, 
it  did  not  follow  that  they  should  not 
sanction  any  where  the  Inspectors  dis- 
agreed. Up  to  June  5,  £185,000  were 
applied  for  imder  the  baronial  sessions, 
and  of  that  £113,000  had  been  sanc- 
tioned. By  a  Betum  which  he  hoped 
would  be  in  possession  of  the  House 
within  a  day  or  two,  the  amount 
issued  before  the  Slst  of  May  was 
£32,000,  and  he  believed  a  great  deal 
more  was  issued  by  this  time.  Hon. 
Members  would  find  that  these  works 
were  giving  considerable  employment 
even  now.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gkdway 
had  said  that  I  per  cent  was  a  delusion. 
He  (Mr.  Forster;  knew  his  hon.  Friend 
was  never  likely  to  be  in  a  position  to 
require  to  borrow  money ;  but  if  he  had 
to  Dorrow  monev,  he  would  not  think 
it  a  ddusion  at  ail  if  he  were  to  get  it  at 
1  per  cent;  and  if  he  was  kindly  told 
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that  he  might  pay  baok  the  principal, 
not  in  large  instadments,  but  in  small 
sums  &om  year  to  year,  he  would  think 
it  still  better.  They  issued  orders  that 
they  should  have  weekly  Betums  of  the 
number  of  persons  at  work.  He  would 
not  dwell  on  the  loans  to  the  sanitary 
authorities.  It  would  appear  that  but 
a  small  proportion  of  them  had  been 
sanctioned.  He  now  came  to  the  loans 
to  the  landlords;  for  these  the  pre- 
sent Government  were  certainly  pledged, 
but  not  responsible.  The  applications 
were  made  before  the  present  Oovem- 
ment  came  into  Office.  The  terms  on 
which  these  loans  were  asked  were  em- 
bodied in  the  letter  which  practically 
formed  part  of  the  Bill  passed  at  the 
beginning  of  this  year.  They  were  in 
reality  these — that  if  the  landlords  would 
find  security  they  would  get  the  loans. 
When  he  came  into  Office  they  were 
limited  to  £1,200,000.  The  17th  section 
of  the  Act  only  provided  £750,000  for 
the  payment  of  the  obligations;  but 
what  did  the  late  Gbvemment  do  ?  They 
entered  into  larger  obligations  than  the 
£750,000  would  meet ;  and,  therefore,  the 
present  Government  found  themselves 
in  this  position — they  must  either  ask 
the  House  for  more  money,  or  break 
faith  with  those  who  applied  for  loans. 
That  was  the  real  fact  of  the  matter. 
The  House  must  not  suppose  that  this 
£  1,500,000  was  all  given  to  the  landlords. 
The  Government  were  taking  the  very 
utmost' sum  that  would  be  wanted.  He 
did  not  think  it  would  be  all  wanted. 
It  was  easy  to  be  wise  after  the  event. 
If  the  late  Government  were  now  in 
their  place,  they  would,  no  doubt,  be 
sorry  that  they  had  not  made  more  con- 
ditions. But  there  was  one  condition, 
that  if  before  the  31st  of  July  a  second 
instalment  of  the  loan  had  not  been 
issued  the  remainder  would  be  lent 
at  3^  per  cent.  The  landlords,  there- 
fore. Knew  what  their  position  was, 
and  the  condition  to  which  he  referred 
would,  no  doubt,  increase  the  employ- 
ment between  this  and  the  31st  of 
July,  because  they  would  be  anxious 
to  come  in  for  the  loan  at  1  per  cent. 
He  thought  it  was  a  pity  they  had  not 
tied  the  landlords  down  more  to  time ; 
but  the  present  Government,  he  repeated, 
were  not  responsible  for  the  condition. 
They  took  &e  condition  and  had  to 
fulfil  it.  But,  after  aU,  it  was  doing  a 
great  deal  more  good  than  the  House 
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supposed.  Up  to  the  dlst  of  May  the 
amount  issued  to  the  landlords  was 
£240,000.  The  sum  had  been  very  much 
increased  since.  The  last  week  of  which 
he  had  an  account  £20,000  was  issued ; 
and  that  sum,  he  thought,  would  repre- 
sent the  employment  of  35,000  to  40,000 
men.  He  did  not  wish  to  exaggerate 
the  importance  of  this  Bill.  It  was 
not  on  the  works,  public  or  private, 
he  relied  for  getting  over  the  diffi- 
culties between  this  and  harvest.  It  was 
upon  out-door  relief  he  relied ;  though 
he  also  looked  for  considerable  help  in 
employment.  He  trusted  the  House 
would  pass  this  Bill,  especially  the  clause 
relating  to  the  £750,000 — not  because 
it  was  a  good  bargain,  or  because  it  was 
the  best  that  could  be  made,  but  because 
it  was  a  bargain,  and  must  be  fulfilled. 
If  by  chance  the  House  should  refuse 
to  fulfil  its  bargain,  the  result  might  be 
confusion,  the  stopping  of  wQrks,  a  g^reat 
increase  of  distress,  and  an  addition  to 
the  numbers  that  would  have  to  be  re- 
lieved. It  must  be  remembered  that  it 
was  not  merely  one  Gt)vemment  taking 
up  the  acts  of  another,  but  it  was  one 
Parliament  taking  up  the  acts  of  a  pre- 
vious Parliament,  and  in  the  last  Par- 
liament there  was  no  division  against 
loans  to  the  landlords,  or  again^  the 
interest  to  be  charged  for  them.  He 
did  not  ag^ee  that  there  was  no  security 
to  the  tenants,  as  he  thought  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  would  have  a 
very  considerable  effect  in  preventing 
landlords  charging  for  the  improve- 
ments a  higher  rate  of  interest  than 
they  paid.  In  the  existing  condition  of 
things,  he  looked  round  to  see  if  any- 
thing else  could  be  done.  It  was  too 
late  to  change  the  lines  of  action 
already  taken.  It  wartoo  late  to  adopt 
loans  to  tenants  instead  of  loans  to  land- 
lords. He  saw  there  were  two  things  which 
might  do  good.  There  were  the  fishery 
piers.  Of  course,  an  Irish  Secretary  was 
anxious  to  do  what  he  could  for  Ire- 
land ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  guard  the  public  purse.  He 
succeeded  in  obtainmg  this  grant  of 
£30,000,  and  hon.  Members  who  thought 
it  ouffht  to  be  £60,000  might  leave  that 
for  the  Committee.  What  was  wanted 
was  the  Bill  to  make  it  possible  to  do 
something  at  once.  There  was  the  pos- 
sibility of  another  bad  autumn  and 
winter,  and  it  was  necessary  to  develop 
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industry  on  the  West  Coast,  bo  as  to 
giye  some  altematiye  employment  to  the 
cultivation  of  the  wretched  holdings.  To 
do  this  it  was  necessary  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  Canadian  grant.    As  to  the 
faulty  constitution  of  the  baronial  ses- 
sions, no  doubt  there  were  a  good  many 
things    in  Ireland  that  needed  to  be 
changed  or  reformed;    but  for    small 
practical  measures  they  must  make  use  of 
the  existing  machinery,  until  the  ma- 
chinery  could  be  improved.     He  be- 
lieved county  government  in  Ireland  was 
very  bad;   but  they  had  to  deal  with 
desolate  and  wild  districts  which  were, 
however,  capable  of  immediate  develop- 
ment and  improvement,  and  must  use 
the  agency  ready  to  their  hand.      He 
thought  he  had  made  out  a  case  for,  at 
any  rate,  getting  the  Bill  into  Commit- 
tee, where  the  Qovemment  would  gladly 
hear  any  suggestion  which  might  be 
offered.    If  they  could  meet  the  wishes 
of  hon.  Members,  they  would  gladly  do 
BO ;  but  he  must  confess  that  he  dia  not 
think  they  could  now  enter  on  a  new 
line  of  action.     An  hon.  Member  had 
spoken  of  the  possibility  of  another  bad 
harvest  and  winter ;  he  could  only  say 
if  that  was  to  be  so  he  should  wish  him- 
self an3rwhere  but  in  the  position  he 
held.    All  he  could  say  at  present  was 
that  it  was  impossible  for  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber from  Ireland,  even  if  he  had  just 
come  from  the  suffering  people  of  Mayo, 
to  be  more  convinced  than  ho  was  that 
if  there  came  another  bad  winter  and  a 
bad  harvest  the  Qovemment  would  have 
to  take  some  very  strong  and  summary 
measures  to  prevent  absolute   destitu- 
tion, if  not  starvation,  and  he  believed  his 
Colleagues  shared  that  opinion  with  him. 
Mr.   BLAKE  said,   that  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  that  the  sum  of  £30,000  pro- 
posed by  the  Qovemment  for  the  im- 
provement of  harbours  in  Ireland  would 
be  wholly  inadequate,  there  being  some 
40  or  50  that  required  it,  and  that  that 
sum,  even  when  supplemented  by  the  Ca- 
nadian grant,  would  not  meet  the  wants 
of  more  than  a  dozen  of  them.     The  Bill 
only  allowed  £30,000  for  harbour  piers ; 
and  the  most  that  could  be  expended  on 
any  harbour  was  £3,000.     He  contended 
that  more  money  should  have  been  de- 
voted by  the  Qovemment  to  improving 
harbours,  because   nothing   could  pay 
better  than  the  expenditure  upon  them. 
He  would  suggest  that  the  6th  clause  of 
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the  Bill  should  be  stmck  out ;  other- 
wise, as  regarded  the  fisheries  in  Ire- 
land, the  Bill  would  not  be  worth  the 
paper  on  which  it  was  printed.  He 
could  confirm  what  had  been  said  as  to 
the  Irish  officials ;  for  his  belief,  after 
a  long  experience,  was  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  find  them  trust- 
worthy, intelligent,  and  most  anxious  to 
promote  the  interests  of  the  country. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
when  a  similar  Bill  was  introduced  by 
the  late  Qovemment  he  confined  him- 
self to  the  plain  statement  of  the  fact 
that  it  seemed  to  him  queer  that  when 
£750,000  was  voted  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords  at  a  time  when  they  were  not  re- 
ceiving their  rents,  that  the  ratepayers 
should  be  asked  to  tax  themselves  for 
the  relief  of  the  people.    Although  his 
statement  was  ridiculed   at    the  time, 
many  people  had  since  said  that  there 
**  was  very  much  in  what  Pat  O'Brien 
said."    But  the  proposition  of  the  pre- 
sent Government  was  precisely  the  same 
as  that  made  by  the  late  Qovemment ; 
and  every  objection  which  he  had  urged 
against  the  proposal  of  the  late  Qovem- 
ment applied  with   equal  force  to  the 
present  Bill.     He  considered  that  the 
proposition    of    the    Qovemment    was 
incomplete,  and  did  not  meet  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case.     The  proposition 
was  one  which  no  Irishman  with  the 
feelings  of  an  Irishman  would  support 
in  the  House  if  he  thought  he  could  get 
anything  better.     [^Laughter,']    He  could 
understand  the  laugh ;  but  he  thought 
hon.  Qentlemen  ought  not  to  sneer  at 
the  distress  under  which  Ireland  was 
suffering.     What  was  the  proposition 
of  the  Uovemment  ?     It  was  to  give 
£760,000   to  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
and  that  was  not  the  way  to  meet  the 
distress.     He  was  ready  to  join  in  the 
opposition  to  the  Bill;    and,  notwith- 
standing what  might  be  written  in  the 
Irish  papers  next  Saturday,  he  should 
continue  to  do  his  duty  in  the  position 
he  held  as  the   Representative  of  the 
humblest  man  in  Ireland  as  well  as  the 
richest.     He  was  a  humble  Irish  land- 
lord,   and    the  question  was  whether 
there  was  great  distress  in  Ireland,  and 
would  the  Bill  meet  that  distress  ?    He 
should  support  the  measure  of  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  for  it  seemed  to  him 
to  afford  relief  to  Irish  landlords  by 

fiving  them  loans,  although   it  would 
o  little  to  meet  the  present  distress, 
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Mb.  WARTON,  who  rose  amid  con- 
siderable interruption y  said,  that  in  that 
debate  14  hon.  Members  had  spoken,  13 
of  whom  were  Irish,  and  the  other  was 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  It 
was  rather  hard,  therefore,  that  Irish 
Members  should  call  out  ** Agreed" 
and  "  Divide,"  when  not  a  single  Eng- 
lish Member  had  yet  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  on  that  question. 
They  heard  often  of  "justice  to  Ire- 
land." Surely  they  should  occasionally, 
once  in  a  way,  have  a  littie  justice  to 
England,  and  allow  English  Members 
to  say  a  few  words,  especially  as  they 
had  been  taunted  with  their  indifference 
to  that  subject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gkdway  f Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  sug- 
gested that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentieman 
ought  to  have  called  a  conference  of  the 
Irish  Members  on  that  measure;  but, 
looking  at  the  diversity  of  opinion  which 
appeared  to  prevail  among  those  hon. 
Members,  some  of  whom  regarded  the 
Bill  as  absolutely  worthless,  he  doubted 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  gained  great  advantage  by  adopt- 
ing that  suggestion.  He  was  anxious 
to  know  how  far  they  were  to  be  treated 
to  those  mutual  interchanges  of  compli- 
ments between  the  third  I^arty  and  the 
Chief  Secretary,  of  which  they  had 
already  witnessed  so  many.  The  right 
hon.  Gentieman  (Mr.  Forster)  must,  he 
(Mr.  Warton)  thought,  be  almost  tired — 
nay,  sick — of  those  compliments,  because 
they  had  been  paid  to  him  for  a  pur- 
pose— namely,  so  to  work  upon  his 
generous  nature  as  to  squeeze  from  him 
even  more  than  he  might  be  disposed  to 
give.  That  was  nothing  more  nor  less 
— except  as  to  the  amoimt — ^than  the 
Bill  of  the  late  Government,  which  was 
strongly  supported  by  those  Irish  Mem- 
bers who  were  now  crying  out  against 
it,  because  they  knew  that  they  would 
g^t  justice  for  Ireland  from  the  Con- 
servative Government,  but  they  hoped 
to  get  something  more  than  justice  from 
the  present  Gt)vemment.  They  had 
seen  an  hon.  Member  from  Ireland  rise 
and  make  a  suggestion.  Perhaps,  he 
said,  it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  they 
took  away  from  the  Irish  tenants  the 
opportunity  of  paying  their  rent.  Then 
the  House  would  be  told  that  that  was 
a  matter  worthy  of  consideration.  If, 
again,  a  suggestion  was  made  that  money 
should  be  lent  to  the  tenants,  instead  of 


the  landlord,  they  woiild  be  told  that 
that  also  was  worthy  of  consideration. 
The  Gt)vemment  took  1 1  days  to  make 
up  their  minds  whether  they  would  con- 
sent to  the  principle  of  the  monstrons 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),     He  had  marked  the 
action  of  the  Government,  not  in  order 
to  say  what  was  unfriendly,  but  to  see 
whether  they  would  be  firm  in  resisting 
those  monstrous  claims,  and  not  support, 
tacitiy  or  openly,  an  Irish  agitation  to 
get  the  property  of  the  landlords,  and, 
if  so,  he  would  support  them.    There 
was  no    excuse    for  the    Government 
They  were    not  driven   by    necessity. 
They  had  a  large  majority,   and  the 
Irish  Members  were  not  able  to  torn 
the  scale  against  them.    He  did  not  ob- 
ject to  the  kind  expressions  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  or  to  his  velvet 
glove ;  but  he  wanted  to  know  whether 
an  iron  hand  was  under  that  glove  when 
Irish  Members   threatened  them  with 
outrage  and  revolution  in  Ireland.    The 
Government  had  given  way  on  impor- 
tant matters.    He  hoped  they  were  not 
going  to  make  concessions  which  ought 
never   to  be  granted.    He  wanted  to 
know    whether  the    sacred    rights  of 
property  were  to  be  maintained  or  not. 
If  they  were,  the  Government  would 
have    the    support  of    the    Opposition 
against  agitators  in  Ireland.    The  most 
practical  question  for    Ireland   at  the 
present  moment  was,  were  rents  to  be 
paid  or  not  ?    The  disposition  of  a  great 
many  Irish  people  was  against  pa3ring 
rents,  and  those  who  were  able  were 
advised  not  to  pay.    He  knew  an  in- 
stance of  this  disposition,  and  warned 
the  Government  against  the  danger  of 
losing  the  confidence  and  sympathy  of 
those  who  respected  the  rights  of  pro- 
perty, which  danger  they  might  incur  if 
they  went  in  for  a  policy  of  confiscation 
for  tiie  sake  of  gettmg  a  few  votes  from 
Irish  Members. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  if  the  Bill  were 
really  what  it  proposed  to  be,  no  Irish 
Member  would  incur  the  responsibility 
of  voting  against  it ;  but  a  virtue  was 
claimed  for  it  which  it  did  not  really 
possess.  It  was  a  bad  Bill — it  was 
bastard  legislation.  The  Bill  gave 
scarcely  any  relief  to  Ireland,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tiie  Chief  Secretazy 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  not  proved 
his  case.  On  the  contrary,  he  had  proved 
his  c^ae  very  much  against  himself,  for 
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in  effect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — 
''  We  have  taken  np  the  Business 
of  the  late  Goyemment,  and  we  feel 
bound  to  carry  it  on  as  we  find  it." 
It  was  a  bad  Bill,  because  it  proposed  to 
take  money  out  of  the  Irish  Church 
Fund  instead  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
If  the  money  only  went  to  the  relief  of 
Irish  distress,  he  (Mr.  Byrne)  would 
not  object  to  the  amount  being  even 
£2,000,000;  but  the  truth  was  that  a 
considerable  proportion  of  the  grant 
would  go  to  pay  the  debt  contracted  by 
the  late  Ooyemment.  The  Qoyemment 
were  the  trustees  of  the  Irish  Ohurch 
Surplus  Fund ;  and  money  for  the  relief 
of  distress  in  Ireland  should  not  come 
out  of  that  fund,  but  out  of  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer.  The  Irish  people 
would  expect  a  rigid  account  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund,  to  which 
they  daimed  to  be  entitled. 

Mb.  gill  said,  that  for  some  time 
past  he  had  been  aware  that  the  Man- 
sion House  Belief  Committee  were  not 
in  a  position  as  regarded  the  funds  to 
attend  properly  to  their  duties.  Quite 
recently  he  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  gentlemen  who  were  some 
of  the  best  informed  of  its  Mem- 
bers ;  and  they  had  informed  him  that, 
no  doubt,  the  distress  was  increasing 
rather  than  diminishing  at  the  present, 
and  that  numerous  small  farmers  were 
requiring  relief,  their  means  being  ex- 
hausted— which  had  never  been  more 
than  scanty — who  had  not  required  re- 
lief earlier.  Taking  that  into  account, 
he  would  earnestly  impress  upon  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  do  something 
for  the  country.  The  relief  works  did 
not,  in  fact,  contribute  to  the  alleviation 
of  the  distress;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  that,  considering  the  amount  of 
distress  which  would  probably  exist  be- 
fore harvest,  they  ought  to  grant  a  sum 
of  money  to  the  Kelief  Committees 
which  were  at  present  in  existence.  In 
the^distriots  in  which  the  distress  was, 
there  were  numerous  sub-committees, 
and  reports  as  to  the  real  state  of 
the  distress  reached  the  authorities. 
The  real  way  to  alleviate  the  distress, 
he  was  convinced,  was  to  g^rant  them 
money.  He  thought  it  could  easily 
be  done  without  great  lose  to  the  Trea- 
sury or  any  other  Department.  In  fact, 
it  would  not  entail  so  much  loss  as 
would  the  Bill  which  was  now  before 
^em.    At  a  moderate  computation,  by 


lending  the  money  at  1  instead  of 
3  per  cent,  there  would  be  a  loss 
to  the  Church  Fund  of  £350,000.  He 
would  suggest  that  £200,000  or 
£250,000  mi^ht  be  given  at  once,  in- 
stead of  lending  it  to  landlords.  Two 
per  cent  might  be  charged  for  the 
money  lent  to  the  landlords  instead  of 
one  per  cent,  and  that  would  almost 
produce  the  amount  which  the  expendi- 
ture he  had  suggested  would  require. 
He  did  not  not  see  why  money  lent  to 
landlords  on  that  occasion  should  be  ad- 
vanced at  the  small  rate  of  one  per 
cent.  He  trusted  that  the  great  amoimt 
of  distress  which  did  at  present  exist 
would  soon  disappear,  but  hoped  the  (Go- 
vernment would  take  into  consideration 
the  course  he  had  suggested.  He  must 
add  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
there  was  a  considerable  substratum 
of  politics  which  entered  into  that  ques- 
tion, and  that  was  one  reason  why  the 
(Government  had  not  been  more  active 
in  the  matter.  He  hoped  that  inaction 
would  not  be  attended  with  the  terrible 
responsibility  which  would  attach  if 
there  were  deaths  from  famine  in  Ire- 
land. He  hoped  that  the  present  Go- 
vernment, by  the  course  it  was  now 
taking,  would  not  bring  that  terrible 
responsibility  upon  them.  Such  a  re- 
sponsibility had  attached  to  the  (Govern- 
ment of  1847  on  accoimt  of  the  inaction 
of  the  then  Government  and  Prime 
Minister,  and  he  trusted  that  nothing 
like    that  would  occur  now.    He  im- 

Sressed  upon  them  the  necessity  of 
oing  something  immediately ;  if  not, 
there  would  certainly  be  numerous 
deaths  before  harvest,  and,  moreover, 
the  people  would  not  have  sufficient 
strength  to  reap  their  com  and  dig  their 
potatoes  on  account  of  the  state  oiweak- 
ness  and  sickness  to  which  they  would 
be  reduced,  which  was  the  inevitable 
consequence  of  the  destitution  from 
which  they  were  at  present  suffering. 
The  reason  he  underrated  the  relief 
works  was  because  he  believed  they 
would  do  little  good  to  the  districts.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
ts^ for  Ireland  had  said  a  short  time 
ag^  that  there  could  be  no  doubt  the  re- 
lief works  would  not  relieve  everyone, 
but  only  the  able-bodied  men  who  could 
take  advantage  of  them.  He  was  afraid 
that  before  long  they  would  be  painfully 
aware  of  the  truthfidness  of  that  state- 
ment   In  1847  a  gentleman  |i|td  na^* 
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rated  to  him  some  droumstanoes  of  the 
famine  of  that  time.  That  ^ntleman 
was  engaged  as  an  engineer  on  the  re- 
lief works,  whose  could  be  relied  on; 
and  he  had  assured  him  that  he  found 
of  a  morning,  as  he  went  to  the  works, 
gproups  of  wretched  beings  huddled  to- 
gether by  the  hedges  and  in  the  ditches, 
with  the  famine  fever  glaring  in  their 
eyes ;  and  he  had  made  a  calculation  as 
to  how  many  he  should  be  likely  to  find 
alive  when  he  returned  from  his  work. 
He  assured  the  Qovemment  that  if  active 
relief  measures  were  not  taken  some- 
thing like  that  would  certainly  be  likely 
to  happen ;  and  he  was  sure  that  that 
was  a  state  of  circumstances  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  not  wish  to 
see  brought  about. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  whether 
he  proposed  to  take  the  Committee  on 
the  JSiU  to-morrow  (Friday)  ?  There  was 
not,  he  thought,  sufficient  opportunity 
afforded  for  preparing  Amendments  to 
the  Bill ;  and  although  the  Lnsh  Mem- 
bers had  done  all  they  could  to  arrange 
about  Amendments,  there  had  not  been 
sufficient  time  to  bring  them  forward, 
and  they  had,  therefore,  made  small 
prog^ress  in  that  direction.  Of  course, 
if  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oentieman  really  wished 
to  get  into  Committee,  they  could  then 
move  to  report  Progress,  with  the  un- 
derstanding that  some  days,  or  perhaps 
a  week,  later  the  matter  cotdd  come  up 
for  further  consideration.  He  trusted 
that  the  postponement  would  take  place 
— say,  until  next  week,  in  order  that 
they  might  have  the  opportunity  of 
drawing  up  Amendments  tiiat  would  be 
satisfactory.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  he 
was  sorry  the  hon.  Member  had  stated 
that  the  Amendments  were  not  ready. 
The  Bill  had  been  before  the  House 
some  time,  and  both  the  Bill  and  the 
clauses  were  veiy  short ;  and  he  thought 
that  ample  time  had  been  aUowed  for 
the  consideration  of  Amendments.  Con- 
sidering the  feeling  on  the  part  of  Lish 
Membm,  perhaps  he  ought  not  to  go 
further  than  the  present  stage  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  not  for  him  to  press  the 
Bill  forward  unduly ;  but  he  must  state 
that,  considering  the  anxiety  which  he 
had  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed  as 
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quickly  as  possible,  he  trusted  that  they 
would  allow  them  to  get  into  Com- 
mittee on  it,  and  to  make  some  real  pro- 
gress with  it  to-morrow. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUd 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


COMMON  LAW  PEOOEDimE    AND  JTJDICA- 
TT7BE  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Mbllob,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  Acta  and  the  Judi- 
uature  Acts,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Mellor,  Mr.  Gbeoory,  and  Mr.  Marriott. 

BUlpresented^and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  229.  J 

MTTNICIPALrrY  OF  LONDON  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Firth,  Bill  for  creating  t 
Municipality  and  Counlnr  of  London ;  and  for 
other  purposes  connected  therewith,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Firth,  Mr.  Thorou> 
Rogers,  Mr.  Potter,  Mr.  Jammh,  and  Mr. 
Brand. 

BiRpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  228.] 

House  adjourned  at  half  alter 
Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
IHday,  ISth  June,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— Select  CouMrmm^Firet  lUport 

— Reporting. 
Public  Bills — Fint  Reading — Local  Govern- 

ment  (Highways)  Provisional  Order  (Salop)  • 

(88). 
J^epor^— Burials  (86-89). 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION. 
MOTION  FOB  AN  ADDBB8S. 

Lord  NOETON,  in  rising  to  move— 

**That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty  will  be 
graciouflly  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Fourth 
Schedule  be  omitted  from  the  new  Code  of  Re- 
gulations issued  by  the  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council  on  Education,  and  now  Ijring  on  the 
Table  of  this  House," 

said,  the  4th  Schedule  was  a  table  of 
specific  subjects  of  instruction,  including 
mathematics,  mechanics,  animal  physio- 
logy, physical  geography,  botany,  Latin, 
Frencui,  and  German.  In  the  words  of 
the  Code — 

"  For  the  continuous  teaching  throu^out  the 
year  of  one  or  two  of  those  subjects  pm>Iic  pay* 
ment  will  be  made.'* 

As  the  Code  made  this  offer  with- 
out an^  limitation  of   age,   and  they 
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knew  the  assumptioxi  and  practice  was 
to  cariY  it  on  to  18,  tliis  was  secondary 
education  of  the  middle  classes  charged 
on  rates  and  taxes  of  the  whole  com- 
munity. But  that  was  not  within  the 
scope  of  the  elementary  education  for 
which  Parliament  had  allowed  public 
aid.  It  stood  in  the  way  of  good 
middle-class  education,  answered  to  the 
School  Commissioners'  description  as 
''  essentially  and  necessarily  superficial, 
pretentious,  and  unreal,"  and  seriously 
injured  the  elementary  education  of  the 
working  classes.  The  Endowed  Schools 
Commission  in  1868  did  not  hesitate 
even  to  attribute  the  supposed  deficiency 
of  our  artizans,  as  compared  with  those 
of  other  oountries,  to  the  want  of  a  good 
basis  of  sound  general  education  before 
special  instruction  began.  This  wretched 
assumption  by  Government  of  middle- 
class  education  under  the  name  of  ele- 
mentary, which,  after  all,  was  a  mere 
cramming  the  memory  with  the  yocabu- 
lary  of  sciences  and  alphabets  of  un- 
mastered  foreigpi  langu^es  for  evan- 
escent show  and  deceitful  prizes  on  ex- 
amination, entailed,  by  the  Eeport  of 
almost  every  Inspector,  a  very  general 
neglect  of  ordinary  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic.  The  reading  in  the  highest 
standards  was  reported  as  unintelligent, 
though  they  were  told  the  other  day  of 
the  bilinguist  children  of  Wales  improv- 
ing, they  knew  not  from  what  zero,  pro- 
hMj  through  the  very  difi&culties  they 
had  to  contend  with.  Some,  of  course, 
must  pass  in  an  examination ;  all  could 
not  be  plucked,  but  the  standard  was  ex- 
tremely low.  A  good  elementary  lesson 
in  reading  might  carry  with  it  in  its  pro- 
cess more  real  communication  of  know- 
ledge than  pretence  studies  of  science 
and  languages  imder  the  4th  Schedule — 
an  elementary  knowledge  of  nature,  for 
instance,  and  history  and  geography, 
which  were  all  included  among  class 
subjects,  if  only  the  elementary  reading- 
books  were  themselves  less  infected  with 
the  vicious  aim  at  heterogeneous  cram- 
ming. There  was  a  dear  line  between 
general  elementary  and  special  scientific 
reading,  which  they  would  do  well  to  ob- 
serve. The  Code  omitted  a  limitation  at 
the  age  of  14  of  elementary  education  as 
its  extreme  period  beyond  which  no  public 
aid  should  be  given.  This  limitation  was 
proposed,  not  that  children  who  could 
pass  the  elementary  standard  earlier 
should  remain  at  school  to  14  and  waste 


the  interval  in  incipient  science.     The 
fewness  of  those  who  could  do  so  was  a 
strange  argument  for  a  costly  training 
of  teachers  for  them.    Most  would  go 
out  to  work  and  gain  the  earliest  handi- 
ness  in  industry  and  their  share  in  keep- 
ing their  home  from  poverty  as  soon  as 
they  could ;  and  it  were  mischief  to  tax 
the  whole  community  for  machinery  to 
force  this  class  away  from  their  appren- 
ticeship and  deprive  their  parents  of 
their  earnings  to  qualify  them  for  other 
employment,  which,  after  all,  might  offer 
no  room   for   them.     Those  cdso  who 
showed  special  aptitude  for  promotion 
to  higher  employment,  and  those  who 
naturally  continued  longer  at   school, 
would  not  remain  at  elements  to   14; 
but  these,   as  soon  as  the  elementary 
standard  was  passed,  should  enter  on  a 
higher  grade.    The  best  authorities  pro- 
nounced it  a  mistake  to  suppose  either 
such  promotion  or  continuance  to  higher 
education  required  introduction  to  the 
higher  subjects,  or,  rather,  higher  kind 
of  study  of  subjects  in  the  earlier  stage. 
That  should  commence  in  the  higher 
grade.    Neither  Government  nor  public 
money  should   be    charged  with    this 
secondary  education,  except  so  far  as  by 
living  Exhibitions  or   Scholarships   to 
help  clever  boys  of  the  working  classes 
imable  otherwise  to  rise  to  it.     Official 
control  of  the  education  of  the  middle 
classes  would  be  repugnant  to  the  spirit 
of  this  country ;  and  he  held  that  a  tax  on 
the  working  classes,  in  order  to  cheapen 
the  education  of  their  employers,  was 
simply  an  inversion  of  the  principles  of 
our  national  education.      There  were 
middle  schools  springing  up  everywhere, 
to  which  the  elementary  schools  were 
feeders,  supplying  the  middle  class  at 
about  £16  a-year  for  boarders,  or  2«.  a- 
week  for  dav  scholars,  less  than  that 
class  were  formerly  paying  for  worse 
education.  There  were  also  endowments 
in  every  county  to  aid  and  lighten  this 
small  charge  on   the    middle    classes. 
Under  schemes  of  the  Charity  Commis- 
sioners, old  foundations  for  education, 
now  that  elementary  education  was  other- 
wise provided,  were  being  so  adapted. 
Technical   instruction  was  being  pro- 
vided by  the  great  corporations.     At 
Bugby  the  whole  ground  of  education 
was  fully  covered  by  elementary,  middle, 
and  classical  schools,  with  free  passage 
from  one  to  the  other.     The  President  of 
the  Council  said  he  left  the  Code  this  year 
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iintouclied  to  ayoid  controyersj ;  but  as 
the  late  Goyemment.were  committed  to 
the  improvement  which  he  asked,  he 
had  omy  to  adopt  the  same  view  to 
ayoid  controyersy,  which  the  retention 
of  the  4th  Schediile  raised.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  his  Beso- 
lution. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majes^  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Fourth 
Schedule  be  omitted  from  the  new  Code  of 
Beg^ulations  issued  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  on  Education  and  now  lying  on 
the  Table  of  this  House. — {The  Lord  Norton,) 

The  Bishop  of  EXhTJi^K  supported 
the  Motion.  He  shared  in  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  direction  in 
which  the  Education  Department  was 
drifting.  Indeed,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  expressed  that  opinion  as 
strongly  as  the  occasion  demanded ;  be- 
cause, if  Parliament  did  not  interfere 
now,  interference  would  be  impossible 
in  a  short  time  more.  The  state  of  the 
case  appeared  to  him  to  be  this:  At 
present  there  was  no  organized  system 
of  secondary  education.  ISTo  doubt  there 
was  a  great  deal  of  secondary  education 

fiven,  some  very  good  and  some  veiy 
ad;  but  there  was  no  system  which 
held  it  together,  or  put  it  into  relations 
with  the  education  above  or  below  it. 
As  regarded  the  labouring  classes,  they 
had  provided  for  them  an  education 
guaranteed  by  inspection,  and  they  had 
no  reason  to  complain.  The  same  thing 
could  not  be  said  of  the  classes  just 
above  them.  For  middle-class  educa- 
tion, there  were,  first,  the  endowed 
schools,  and,  next,  private  schools. 
The  former  were  not  connected  with 
the  elementary  schools  or  with  each 
other,  and  there  was  no  guarantee  for 
the  quality  of  the  education  given  in 
the  latter.  There  was,  consequently,  a 
large  and  practically  unoccupied  field 
into  which,  if  Parliament  did  not  inter- 
fere, the  work  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment would  inevitably  drift; ;  and  before 
becoming  aware  of  it  that  Department 
would  be  practically  takingonitself  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  secondary  educa- 
tion of  ^e  country.  As  Oovemor  of  an  en- 
dowed school,  he  had  personal  experience 
of  the  fact  that  the  Education  Department 
were  enabling,  by  drafts  on  the  public 
purse,  a  national  school  to  compete  with 
that  higher  class  school,  which  was  under 
the  supervision  of  another  public  Depart- 
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ment.  If  Parliament  did  not  interfere 
the  £30,000  granted  last  year  for  these 
national  schools  might  grow  to  £500,000, 
and  then  the  vested  interests  which  would 
have  been  created  would  effectually  pre- 
vent any  interference  at  all.  The  Code 
provided  that  children  might  be  taught 
at  the  schools  until  they  were  18  ;  and  if 
they  were  to  keep  children  at  school 
until  they  were  18  they  might  as  well 
give  up  calling  it  elementary  education. 
The  manner  in  which  the  chUdren  in  the 
national  schools  were  allowed  to  present 
themselves  for  examination  was  some- 
thing like  what  would  be  the  going  up 
of  undergraduates  at  the  Universities  for 
their  "great  go"  before  they  had  been 
examined  for  **the  little  go."  Those 
children  might  present  themselves  in 
mathematics,  Latin,  and  animal  physio- 
logy before  they  had  been  passed 
in  elementary  reading.  He  was  not 
averse  from  the  admission  of  history, 
geography,  and  grammar  in  the  Bevised 
Code ;  because  in  acquiring  reading, 
which  was  the  most  important  brandi 
of  elementary  education,  children  must 
read  something,  and  in  the  first  two 
of  those  subjects  they  would  use  ordi- 
nary reading  books,  while  grammar 
brought  them  to  understand  what  they 
were  reading.  Therefore,  he  thought 
that  in  the  introduction  of  those  subjects 
there  was  no  departure  from  the  orig^cJ 
intentions  of  the  Legislature ;  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  introduction  of  the 
subjects  in  the  4th  Schedule  was  a 
serious  injury  to  the  imparting  of  ele- 
mentary instruction.  Such  systematic 
smattering  did  not  cultivate  the  intel- 
ligence of  the  child,  but  merely  culti- 
vated its  memory  in  filling  it  with  a 
knowledge  which  well  deserved  to  be 
called  **  cram,"  because  in  a  very  little 
time  afterwards  it  was  entirely  forgotten. 
Another  evil  arising  from  the  introduc- 
tion of  those  subjects  was  the  demand 
for  masters  who  could  teach  them  in  the 
elementary  schools  to  the  exclusion  of 
masters  who  could  not,  but  who  might 
be  very  much  better  fitted  to  give  ele- 
mentary instruction,  because  elementary 
teachers  were  not  improved  by  a  super- 
ficial knowledge  of  such  subjects.  He 
was  for  having  a  provision  by  which 
children  who  exhibited  superior  ability 
in  the  elementary  schools  might  have  an 
opening  through  which  they  might  rise 
to  superior  branches  of  education ;  but 
to  secure  that,  there  was  not  the  least 
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OGcadoii  to  enable  such  oliildren  to  com- 
mence in  the  elementary  schools  those 
more  advanced  subjects  which  they  ought 
to  learn  in  the  secondary  schools.  Such 
children  were  sure  to  be  discovered,  be- 
cause they  would  be  found  to  be  at  the 
head  of  their  classes  in  the  primary 
schoob,  and  the  masters  of  the  secondary 
schools  would  rather  receive  such  child- 
ren before  they  had  learnt  any  mathe- 
matics, Latin,  or  animal  physiology.  In 
conclusion,  he  had  io  express  his  opinion 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State  to  or- 
ganize, as  soon  as  possible,  the  secon- 
dary education  of  the  countiy. 

The  Duke  of  ABGYLL  said,  he  came 
down  to  the  House  for  the  purpose  of 
listening,  and  with  not  the  least  intention 
of  speaking,  to  see  what  objection  any 
human  being  could  have  to  the  intro- 
duction into  elementary  schools,  per- 
missively  (not  compulsonly),  of  the  list 
of  subjects  in  the  Minute.  He  had 
listened  to  the  speeches  of  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  right  rev.  Friend  with 
the  most  profound  astonishment.  In 
Scotland  they  had  had  some  experience  of 
the  ^ghtfiu  dangers  which  had  been 
held  out  to  frighten  them  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  made  the  Motion  and  by 
the  right  rev.  Prelate.  Scotchmen  had 
some  right  to  speak  on  this  subject.  In 
England  elementary  education,  as  con- 
ducted by  the  State,  was  a  thing  which 
was  to  bo  dated  by  some  10,  20,  or  30 
years  back.  In  Scotland  they  had  it 
for  300  years  in  active  operation ;  and 
they  knew  what  had  been  the  effect  of 
introducing,  not  merely  slightly  and  per- 
missivelv,  but  almost  compulsorily, 
many  of  these  higher  subjects  into  the 
primary  education  of  the  country.  That 
effect  had  been  most  admirable.  By  the 
consent  of  all  the  world,  the  primary 
education  system  of  Scotland  had  been, 
until  the  population  outran  it,  one  of  the 
most  successful  in  the  world.  He  would 
explcdn  what  that  system  was.  At  (the 
time  of  the  Keformation,  the  Beformers 
demanded  three  things  of  Parliament. 
They  demanded  that  in  every  parish 
there  should  be  an  elementary  school. 
They  demanded  that  in  every  principal 
town  there  should  be  a  secondary  school; 
and  they  demanded  that  in  all  great 
cities  of  the  Kingdom  there  should  be 
Universities  for  the  education  of  the 
people.  The  system  of  primary  educa- 
tion was  adopted  by  Parliament;  but, 
unfortunately,  the  secondary  education 


remained  much  in  the  same  poidtion  as 
in  England.  No  system  of  secondary 
education  was  adopted.  But  in  the  ele- 
mentary schools  of  the  country  it  had 
been  the  custom  from  the  Beformation 
to  include  the  systematic  teaching  of 
those  children  whose  parents  applied 
for  it,  in  Greek,  Latin,  geography, 
mathematics,  and  in  other  higher 
branches  of  education;  and  in  the 
parish  schools  of  Scodand  they  had 
almost  all  classes,  omitting  the  highest 
of  all.  They  had  the  children  of  paupers 
sitting  on  the  same  benches  with  the 
children  of  the  parish  minister,  and  of 
the  medical  practitioner.  Those  who 
wished  to  go  no  further  were  contented 
with  the  ordinary  instruction ;  but  those 
who  wished  to  go  further  paid  a  higher 
fee  and  went  on,  and  under  the  system 
some  of  the  poorest  men  in  Scotland 
had  been  able  to  rise  to  the  highest 
positions  both  in  the  academical  institu- 
tions of  the  country  and  in  the  service 
of  the  State.  He  was  himself  ac- 
quainted with  many  men  who  had  risen 
to  distinguished  positions  in  the  law, 
the  Church,  and  the  State,  who  de- 
rived the  whole  of  their  education  at  the 
beginning  of  their  lives  in  the  parish 
schools  of  Scotland.  He  would  assure 
his  rifi^ht  rev.  Friend  that  none  of 
the  evus  he  feared  had  been  experienced 
in  Scotland.  On  the  contrary,  it  had 
been  recognized  that  the  vitality  of  the 
country  had  been  immensely  improved 
by  the  fact  that  the  teachers  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  instructing  their  classes 
in  the  higher  subjects.  There  was 
another  point  to  which  he  wished  to  di- 
rect attention,  and  that  was  thb  hard 
and  sharp  line  which  his  right  rev. 
Friend  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
would  place  between  the  lower  and  the 
middle  classes.  There  was  in  nature 
none,  and  there  should  be  none  in  edu- 
cation. The  classes  in  nature  gra- 
duated into  each  other.  If  this  Motion 
passed  with  regard  to  the  elementary 
schools,  a  poor  man  would  have  no 
chance  for  even  interesting  his  child  in 
regard  to  any  of  these  higher  branches 
of  education.  It  seemed  to  him  that 
there  would  thus  be  a  great  hardship 
to  the  working  classes.  Let  them  look 
at  the  Schedule  of  Instruction  that  had 
been  spoken  of.  There  was  English 
literature.  "Was  it  not  possible  to  teach 
English  literature  in  the  course  of  school 
reading  ?  There  was  mathematics,  which 
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untouclied  to  avoid  controversy ;  but  as 
the  late  Qovemment.were  committed  to 
the  improvement  which  he  asked,  he 
had  omy  to  adopt  the  same  view  to 
avoid  controversy,  which  the  retention 
of  the  4th  Schedule  raised.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  his  Beso- 
lution. 

Moved,  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majei^  will 
be  graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  the  Fourth 
Schedule  be  omitted  from  the  new  Code  of 
Regulations  issued  by  the  Committee  of  the 
Pnvy  Council  on  Education  and  now  lying  on 
the  Table  of  this  House.— (2%^  Lord  Norton.) 

The  Bishop  of  EXETEE  supported 
the  Motion.  He  shared  in  the  opinion 
of  the  noble  Lord  as  to  the  direcnon  in 
which  the  Education  Department  wets 
drifting.  Indeed,  he  thought  the  noble 
Lord  had  not  expressed  that  opinion  as 
strongly  as  the  occasion  demanded ;  be- 
cause, if  Parliament  did  not  interfere 
now,  interference  would  be  impossible 
in  a  short  time  more.  The  state  of  the 
case  appeared  to  him  to  be  this:  At 
present  there  was  no  organized  system 
of  secondary  education.  No  doubt  there 
was  a  g^at  deal  of  secondary  education 

fiven,  some  very  good  and  some  veiy 
ad;  but  there  was  no  system  which 
held  it  together,  or  put  it  into  relations 
with  the  education  above  or  below  it. 
As  regarded  the  labouring  classes,  they 
had  provided  for  them  an  education 
guaranteed  by  inspection,  and  they  had 
no  reason  to  complain.  The  same  thing 
could  not  be  said  of  the  classes  just 
above  them.  For  middle-class  educa- 
tion, there  were,  first,  the  endowed 
schools,  and,  next,  private  schools. 
The  former  were  not  connected  with 
the  elementary  schools  or  with  each 
other,  and  there  was  no  guarantee  for 
the  quality  of  the  education  given  in 
the  latter.  There  was,  consequently,  a 
large  and  practically  unoccupied  field 
into  which,  if  Parliament  did  not  inter- 
fere, the  work  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment would  inevitably  drift; ;  and  before 
becoming  aware  of  it  that  Department 
would  be  practically  takingonitself  a  very 
large  proportion  of  the  secondary  educa- 
tion of  the  country.  As  Gk> vemor  of  an  en- 
dowed school,  he  had  personal  experience 
of  the  fact  that  the  Education  Department 
were  enabling,  by  drafts  on  the  public 
purse,  a  national  school  to  compete  with 
that  higher  class  school,  which  was  under 
the  supervision  of  another  public  Depart- 
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ment.  If  Parliament  did  not  interfere 
the  £30,000  granted  last  year  for  these 
national  schools  might  grow  to  £500,000, 
and  then  the  vested  mterests  which  would 
have  been  created  would  effectually  pre- 
vent any  interference  at  all.  The  Code 
provided  that  children  might  be  taught 
at  the  schools  until  they  were  18  ;  and  if 
they  were  to  keep  children  at  school 
until  they  were  18  they  might  as  well 
give  up  calling  it  elementary  education. 
The  manner  in  which  the  children  in  the 
national  schools  were  allowed  to  present 
themselves  for  examination  was  some- 
thing like  what  would  be  the  going  up 
of  undergpraduates  at  the  Universities  for 
their  "great  go"  before  they  had  been 
examined  for  "the  littie  go."  Those 
children  might  present  themselves  in 
mathematics,  Latin,  and  animal  phjrsio- 
logy  before  they  had  been  passed 
in  elementary  reading.  He  was  not 
averse  from  the  admission  of  histoiy, 
geography,  and  grammar  in  the  Revised 
Code;  because  in  acquiring  reading, 
which  was  the  most  important  brandi 
of  elementarv  education,  children  must 
read  something,  and  in  the  first  two 
of  those  subjects  they  would  use  ordi- 
nary reading  books,  while  grammar 
brought  them  to  understand  what  they 
were  reading.  Therefore,  he  thought 
that  in  the  introduction  of  those  subjects 
there  was  no  departure  from  the  original 
intentions  of  the  Legislature ;  but  he  was 
of  opinion  that  the  introduction  of  the 
subjects  in  the  4th  Schedule  was  a 
serious  injury  to  the  imparting  of  ele- 
mentary instruction.  Such  systematic 
smatterinc;  did  not  cultivate  the  intel- 
ligence of  the  child,  but  merely  culti- 
vated its  memory  in  filling  it  with  a 
knowledge  which  well  deserved  to  be 
called  "  cram,"  because  in  a  very  littie 
time  afterwards  it  was  entirely  forgotten. 
Another  evil  arising  from  the  introduc- 
tion of  those  subjects  was  the  demand 
for  masters  who  could  teach  them  in  the 
elementary  schools  to  the  exclusion  of 
masters  who  could  not,  but  who  might 
be  very  much  better  fitted  to  give  ele- 
mentary instruction,  because  elementary 
teachers  were  not  improved  by  a  super- 
ficial knowledge  of  such  subjects.  He 
was  for  having  a  provision  by  which 
children  who  exhibited  superior  ability 
in  the  elementary  schools  might  have  an 
opening  through  which  they  might  rise 
to  superior  branches  of  education ;  but 
to  secure  that,  there  was  not  the  least 
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designed  as  a  basis  on  which  some  addi- 
tional structures  might  be  built.  But 
who  had  provided  these  additions  to  the 
present  structure?  Was  it  some  en- 
thusiasts in  the  cause  of  education  ?  No, 
far  from  it.  The  proposal  was  made, 
not  by  himself,  as  suggested  by  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Eich- 
mond  and  Gordon),  but  by  the  Conser- 
vative Government.  As  to  those  addi- 
tional subjects — such  as  geography,  his- 
tory, &c. — the  introduction  of  which  had 
been  objected  to  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, it  was  not  the  Liberal  Government, 
but  the  noble  Duke  opposite  who  was 
responsible  for  having  made  payments 
in  respect  of  those  subjects.  Those 
innovations  were  not  brought  forward 
by  him,  but  by  his  successor  in  Office. 
By  whom  was  this  further  addition  then 
before  their  Lordships  introduced  ?  By 
the  noble  Duke  opposite.  The  noble 
Lord  then  read  extracts  from  the  Code 
of  1880  in  which  it  appeared  that  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  some  discretion 
in  dealing  with  the  additional  subjects 
should  be  intrusted  to  the  teachers  in 
elementary  schools.  It  seemed,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  was 
responsible  for  these  additions,  as  they 
were  found  for  the  first  time  in  the 
Code  for  1880.  His  noble  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Council  naturally  ob- 
jected to  be  called  upon  to  make  a  retro- 
grade step.  It  seemed  to  him  that  after 
a  measure  of  that  sort  had  been  carried 
by  their  political  opponents  it  scarcely 
became  the  Liberal  Government  to  go 
backwardH  in  the  cause  of  education. 
It  was  objected  that  the  province  of 
middle-class  schools  was  being  interfered 
with.  But  there  was  no  satisfactory 
system  of  middle-class  education  in 
existence.  And  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  endowed  schools  were  very 
unequally  distributed  as  regarded  the 
different  parts  of  the  country,  and  that 
schools  originally  intended  for  the  poor 
had  been  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the 
rich.  Nor  must  it  be  imagined  that 
the  additional  subjects  were  taught 
indiscriminately,  and  that  the  sons  of 
rustics  were  made  to  attempt  tasks  in 
which  they  could  not  succeed.  To  whom, 
then,  were  the  extra  subjects  taught? 
He  thought  it  would  be  found  that  they 
were  almost  exclusively  confined  to  those 
who  intended  to  devote  themselves  to 
the  profession  of  teaching,  and  who 
completed  their  education  lor  that  pur- 


pose in  Training  Colleges.  Nor  could 
the  cost  of  such  further  instruction  be 
6bjected  to  on  the  ground  of  the  addi- 
tional burden  to  the  rates,  for  the 
persons  who  availed  themselves  of  it 
were,  for  the  most  part,  ratepayers  of 
the  middle-class.  This  Besolution  could 
not  be  passed  without  interfering  with 
the  perfected  arrangements  of  years. 
He  hoped  they  woi3d  not  close  down 
the  hatches  on  the  largest  class  of  our 
population.  There  were  three  counties 
in  Scotland  —  Aberdeen,  Banff,  and 
Moray — which  had,  owing  to  the  Dick 
and  other  bequests,  applied  themselves 
to  paying  greater  salaries  to  teachers  of 
higher  qualifications,  and  special  advan- 
tages in  regard  to  secondary  teaching  in 
the  parish  schools.  He  had  attended 
these  schools,  and  had  seen  children  in 
them  able  to  construe  Latin  and  read 
German  better  than  children  of  the 
same  age  of  the  higher  classes  in 
England.  Could  it  be  said  that  these 
counties  had  not  been  benefited  by  this  ? 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  undo 
the  work  which  had  been  initiated  by 
the  late  Government,  and  that  any 
retrograde  step  would  be  looked  upon 
with  great  jealousy  by  their  Lordships. 
He  felt  sure  that  much  disappointment 
would  be  felt  in  the  country  if  they  did 
not  go  on  in  the  course  upon  which  they 
had  entered. 

Eakl  FORTESCUE  said,  he  felt  sur- 
prised, after  hearing  the  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  that 
the  noble  Duke  could  have  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  which  passed  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869,  and  the 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1870,  both 
based  on  principles,  not  only  different,  but 
absolutely  opposed,  to  those  which  he  had 
j  ust  so  eloquently  defended.  The  Endowed 
Schools  Act  professed  in  its  Preamble  to 
be  founded  on  the  statesmanlike  Beport  of 
the  School  Inquiry  Commissioners,  which 
was  based  upon  a  long  and  exhaustive 
investigation  made  by  themselves,  and  by 
travelling  Assistant  Commissioners,  into 
the  state  of  secondary  and  middle-class 
education  at  home  and  abroad ;  and  that 
Report  most  positively  recommended  the 
maintenanceand  extension,  but  improved 
and  invigorated,  of  secondary  as  distin- 
guished from  elementary  education  in 
schools  quite  distinct  from  elementary 
schools.  The  Elementary  Schools  Act 
of  1870,  to  which  the  noble  Duke  was 
equally  a  party,  professed  to  be  intended 
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had  long  been  a  branoli  tauffht  in  the 
Scotch  schools.  Some  of  tne  poorer 
children  rose  in  mathematics  sufficiently 
high  to  enable  them  to  enter  the  Scotch 
Universities.  Greek  was  admitted  here ; 
but  both  Latin  and  Greek  had  long 
been  taught  in  the  parish  schools.  His 
noble  Friend  (Viscount  Sherbrooke), 
who  was  so  efficient  in  the  learned  lan- 
guages, had  in  many  recent  speeches 
decried  the  utility  of  instruction  in  these 
languages  as  given  in  schools  of  this 
kind  ;  and  he  (the  Duke  of  Argyll)  did 
not  deny  that  they  were  of  comparatively 
limited  use,  because  it  was  most  import- 
ant that  those  parents  who  chose  to 
have  their  children  educated  should 
have  a  little  instruction  given  to  them  in 
French  and  Gorman  and  other  modern 
languages.  They  were  simply  taught, 
and  were  most  useful  in  their  applica- 
tion in  the  intercourse  of  life.  As  to 
the  principles  of  mechanics,  these  might 
have  a  powerful  application  in  auer 
life,  and  as  to  animal  physiology,  botany, 
Ac,  these  were  permissive ;  but  what 
more  useful  branches  of  knowledge 
could  there  be  ?  In  many  of  the  parish 
schools  of  Scotland  botany,  which  had  only 
recently  been  introduced,  excited  the 
greatest  interest.  With  regard  to  the 
effect  upon  the  masters,  he  must  say 
he  could  hardly  understand  how  any 
intelligent  man,  or  any  man  of  educa- 
tion, could  retain  his  reason  if  he  was 
obliged  to  g^nd  for  ever  at  the  three  B's. 
He  thoroughly  believed  it  was  immensely 
for  the  advantage  of  the  teachers  that 
they  should  have  the  intellectual  relief, 
and  the  intellectual  delight  of  occa- 
sionally going  to  the  other  subjects, 
and  teaching  some  of  the  more  intelli- 

fent  and  amDitious  the  higher  branches, 
[e  maintained  that  in  this  Code  his 
noble  Friend  was  simply  following  at  a 
long  distance  behind  in  the  course  which 
for  200  years  had  been  taken  in  Soot- 
land.  In  that  country  they  had  expe- 
rienced none  of  the  evils  feared  by  his 
right  rev.  Friend.  He  agreed  with  the 
statement  that  it  was  impossible  to  con- 
duct secondary  education  as  it  should  be 
conducted  in  these  schools,  and  that  the 
money  of  the  State  should  not  be  ^ven, 
properly  speaking,  to  the  teaching  of 
secondary  education;  but  he  thought 
the  line  could  not  be  drawn  so  sharply 
either  between  the  classes  or  the  sub- 
jects as  the  right  rev.  Prelate  and  the 
noble   Lord  advocated.     He    did    ear- 
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nestly  hope  that  this  House  would  not, 
as  regarded  the  education  of  England^ 
put  a  stop  to  an  attempt  to  introduce 
some  portion,  at  least,  of  the  system  of 
education  which  had  been  one  of  the 
great  national  blessings  of  Scotland. 

The  Duke  of  SOMEESET  confessed 
that  he  was  astonished  at  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Duke.  If  the  system  pointed 
out  by  him  was  to  go  on  in  England  all 
classes  would  be  obliged  to  be  educated 
together ;  but  the  fact  was  the  system 
now  proposed  by  the  Department  had 
entirely  outgrown  the  intentions  of  Par- 
liament. Could  anybody  seriously  con- 
tend that  boys  in  the  national  schools 
should  be  taught  to  read  by  making 
them  learn  Latin?  The  noble  Duke 
had  told  them  that  the  subjects  now 
objected  to  had  been  taught  in  Scotland 
for  the  last  300  years ;  but  surely  they 
did  not  teach  geology  and  Germcm  in 
Scotland  300  years  ago.  Boys  in  the 
national  schools  ought  to  be  taught  what 
would  be  useful  to  them  in  their  station 
in  life,  and  not  what  made  them  unfit 
for  their  position.  When  the  Colonies 
wanted  emigrants  from  this  country  they 
said — ''  Don't  send  us  any  scholars;  send 
us  men  with  strong  arms  and  le^s." 
Under  the  present  (^de  a  child  could  be 
kept  at  school  until  18  years  of  age,  by 
which  time  he  was  too  old  for  a  trade. 
As  to  the  engineers  and  other  profes- 
sional men  who  had  risen  from  humble 
life,  they  had  risen  by  their  own  ener- 
gies, and  such  men  would  continue  to 
rise  by  their  own  exertions,  without 
such  education  as  that  in  the  4th  Sche- 
dule being  provided  in  the  elementary 
schools.  If  that  Schedule  should  be 
insisted  upon,  and  teachers  with  high 
salaries  appointed  to  rural  schools,  there 
would  be  much  discontent  amongst  the 
ratepayers  of  the  country  generaUy. 

Lord  ABERDABE  said,  he  was  not 
astonished,  like  the  noble  Duke,  at  the 
speeches  they  had  heard,  because  he 
had  long  been  used  to  hear  such  dis- 
tortions of  the  subject.  He  wished  to 
bring  the  House  to  what  was  the  real 
subject  before  the  House.  He  was  most 
anxious  that  justice  should  be  done  to 
those  to  whom  it  was  due.  He  was  most 
desirous  that  nothing  should  be  done  to 
impair  the  usefulness  of  the  Hevised 
Code.  That  Code  had  been  highly 
useful  as  an  instrument  of  education ; 
but  it  was  not  intended  to  be  the  be-all 
and  the  end-all  on  the  subject.    It  was 
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designed  as  a  basis  on  which  some  addi- 
tional structures  might  be  built.  But 
who  had  provided  these  additions  to  the 
present  structure?  Was  it  some  en- 
thusiasts in  the  cause  of  education  ?  No, 
far  from  it.  The  proposal  was  made, 
not  by  himself,  as  suggested  by  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond and  Gordon),  but  by  the  Conser- 
vatire  Gk>yemment.  As  to  those  addi- 
tional subjects — such  as  g^graphy,  his- 
tory, &c. — the  introduction  of  which  had 
been  objected  to  by  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site, it  was  not  the  Liberal  Oovernment, 
but  the  noble  Duke  opposite  who  was 
responsible  for  having  made  payments 
in  respect  of  those  subjects.  Those 
innovations  were  not  brought  forward 
by  him,  but  by  his  successor  in  Office. 
By  whom  was  this  further  addition  then 
before  their  Lordships  introduced  ?  By 
the  noble  Duke  opposite.  The  noble 
Lord  then  read  extracts  from  the  Code 
of  1880  in  which  it  appeared  that  it  was 
thought  desirable  that  some  discretion 
in  dealing  with  the  additional  subjects 
should  be  intrusted  to  the  teachers  in 
elementary  schools.  It  seemed,  there- 
fore, that  the  noble  Duke  opposite  was 
responsible  for  these  additions,  as  they 
were  found  for  the  first  time  in  the 
Code  for  1880.  His  noble  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Council  naturally  ob- 
jected to  be  called  upon  to  make  a  retro- 
grade step.  It  seemed  to  him  that  after 
a  measure  of  that  sort  had  been  carried 
by  their  political  opponents  it  scarcely 
became  the  Liberal  Government  to  go 
backwardK  in  the  cause  of  education. 
It  was  objected  that  the  province  of 
middle-class  schools  was  being  interfered 
with.  But  there  was  no  satisfactory 
system  of  middle-class  education  in 
existence.  And  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  the  endowed  schools  were  very 
unequally  distributed  as  regarded  the 
different  parts  of  the  country,  and  that 
schools  originally  intended  for  the  poor 
had  been  appropriated  to  the  use  of  the 
rich.  Nor  must  it  be  imagined  that 
the  additional  subiects  were  taught 
indiscriminately,  and  that  the  sons  of 
rustics  were  made  to  attempt  tasks  in 
which  they  could  not  succeed.  To  whom, 
then,  were  the  extra  subjects  taught? 
He  thought  it  would  be  found  that  they 
were  almost  exclusively  confined  to  those 
who  intended  to  devote  themselves  to 
the  profession  of  teaching,  and  who 
completed  their  education  lor  that  pur- 


pose in  Training  Colleges.  Nor  could 
the  cost  of  such  further  instruction  be 
6bjected  to  on  the  ground  of  the  addi- 
tional burden  to  the  rates,  for  the 
persons  who  availed  themselves  of  it 
were,  for  the  most  part,  ratepayers  of 
the  middle-class.  This  Resolution  could 
not  be  passed  without  interfering  with 
the  perfected  arrangements  of  years. 
He  hoped  they  woiud  not  close  down 
the  hatches  on  the  largest  class  of  our 
population.  There  were  three  counties 
in  Scotland  —  Aberdeen,  Banff,  and 
Moray — which  had,  owing  to  the  Dick 
and  other  bequests,  applied  themselves 
to  paying  greater  salaries  to  teachers  of 
higher  qu^fications,  and  special  advan- 
tages in  regard  to  secondary  teaching  in 
the  parish  schools.  He  had  attended 
these  schools,  and  had  seen  children  in 
them  able  to  construe  Latin  and  read 
German  better  than  children  of  the 
same  age  of  the  higher  classes  in 
England.  Could  it  be  said  that  these 
counties  had  not  been  benefited  by  this  ? 
He  hoped  the  House  would  not  undo 
the  work  which  had  been  initiated  by 
the  late  Government,  and  that  any 
retrograde  step  would  be  looked  upon 
with  great  jealousy  by  their  Lordships. 
He  felt  sure  that  much  disappointment 
would  be  felt  in  the  country  if  they  did 
not  go  on  in  the  course  upon  which  they 
had  entered. 

Earl  F0RTE8CUB  said,  he  felt  sur- 
prised, after  hearing  the  speech  of  his 
noble  Friend  the  Lord  Privy  Seal,  that 
the  noble  Duke  could  have  been  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  Cabinet  which  passed  the 
Endowed  Schools  Act  of  1869,  and  the 
Elementary  Education  Act  of  1 870,  both 
based  on  principles,  not  only  different,  but 
absolutely  opposed,  to  those  which  he  had 
just  so  eloquently  defended.  The  Endowed 
Schools  Act  professed  in  its  Preamble  to 
be  founded  on  the  statesmanlike  Beport  of 
the  School  Inquiry  Commissioners,  which 
was  based  upon  a  long  and  exhaustive 
investigation  made  by  themselves,  and  by 
travelling  Assistant  Commissioners,  into 
the  state  of  secondary  and  middle-class 
education  at  home  and  abroad ;  and  that 
Report  most  positively  recommended  the 
maintenanceand  extension,  but  improved 
and  invigorated,  of  secondary  as  distin- 
guished from  elementary  education  in 
schools  quite  distinct  from  elementary 
schools.  The  Elementary  Schools  Act 
of  1870,  to  which  the  noble  Duke  was 
equally  a  party,  professed  to  be  intended 
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only  to  secure  to  all  the  children  in  the 
land  instruction  in  the  three  B's,  omitting, 
unfortunately,  the  fourth  E — ^Religion. 
And  that  it  wets  intended  to  do  no  more 
was  conclusively  proved  by  its  movers  an- 
nouncing that  the  probable  cost  of  educa- 
tion under  it  to  the  ratepayers  would  cer- 
tainly not  exceed  Zd,  in  the  pound.  If  the 
noble  Duke's  present  views  were  then 
entertained  by  himself  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  that  Cabinet,  then  it  could  not 
be  denied  that  consciously  or  uncon- 
sciously they  had  induced  Parliament  to 
pass  those  two  Acts  under  erroneous  im- 
pressions resulting  from  their  delusive 
professions.  It  WEts  quite  true  that  the 
difficulty   in    which    the    country  was 

S laced  resulted,  as  he  had  Session  after 
ession  tried  to  impress  upon  the  House, 
from  B£r.  Gladstone's  Government,  while 
professing  to  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  Lord  Taunton's  Commission, 
having  omitted  the  most  important  of 
them — ^that  upon  which,  in  the  words  of 
the  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners, 
whom  they  appointed  to  carry  out  the 
Act,  the  plan  of  the  Schools  Inquiry 
Commission  mainly  rested.  He  meant 
the  establishment  of  provincial  authori- 
ties, who  would  have  administered  the 
£20,000,000  of  educational  endowments 
mudi  more  advantageously  than,  by  their 
own  confession,  the  Endowed  or  Charity 
Commissioners  without  their  aid  had 
been  able  to  do ;  and  would  have  supplied 
exactly  that  organization,  for  want  of 
which  secondary  education  m  England 
was  suffering  in  the  way  so  vividly 
described  by  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  The 
secondaiy  education  of  this  country  had 
remainea  unorganized ;  and  now  step  by 
step,  through  the  instrumentality  of  the 
last  two  centralizing  Qovemments,  fol- 
lowed by  the  present  centralizing  Go- 
vernment, an  attempt  was  being  made 
by  the  very  able  and  earnest  permanent 
officials  of  the  Council  Office  to  get  into 
the  hands  of  that  Government  Depart- 
ment the  regulation  and  control  of  the 
whole  of  the  secondary  education,  as 
they  had  already  succeeded  in  getting 
that  of  the  primary  education  of  the 
country.  The  management  would  gene- 
rally continue,  as  under  successive  chiefs 
of  the  Department  it  had  practically 
been,  in  the  hands  of  those  permanent 
officials,  conscientiously  bureaucratic  en- 
thusiasts. But  every  now  and  then,  upon 
some  change  of  Gt>vemment,  some  Minis- 
ter might  be  placed  at  the  head  of  the 
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Department,  who  would  suddenly  make 
enormous  changes  in  the  educational  sys- 
tem of  the  country — secondary  as  well  as 
elementary.  They  would  have  education 
in  England  assimilated,  as  regards  State 
interference,  to  the  education  in  France, 
and  that  quite  needlessly.  For  with 
good  local  organization,  our  Universities, 
not  unaffected  by  the  deliberate  tide  of 
public  opinion,  though  exempt  from  the 
direct  action  of  the  sudden  revulsion  of 
political  feelings  which  so  powerfullj 
affect  the  Government  of  the  day,  might 
supply  much  of  that  useful  guidance  and 
influence  to  the  secondary  education 
which  they  had  long  so  powerfully 
exerted  over  the  highest  education  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Duke  said  that 
Scotland  had  had  a  complete  system  of 
education  for  300  years  of  primary 
schools,  secondary  schools,  and  Universi- 
ties. But  of  these  the  State  only  regulated 
the  primary  or  elementary  schools.  Do 
not  let  it  be  supposed  that  the  sum 
granted  for  these  special  subjects  at  all 
adequately  represented  the  enormous 
additional  expense  which  the  system 
would  entail.  The  grants  under  the 
4th  Schedule  represented  only  a  very 
small  part  of  the  extra  expense  which 
it  entailed  in  the  higher  salaries  rea- 
sonably required  for  masters  compe- 
tent to  teach  those  subjects  in  the  village 
schools  throughout  tLe  country  to  an 
utterly  insieniflcant  number  of  children 
who  might  learn  those  subjects  far  better 
and  cheaper  in  middle-class  schools,  if 
poor,'with  the  aid  of  Exhibitions ;  if  of  the 
middle  class,  defrajring  the  cost  of  their 
education.  The  consequence  of  the 
present  system  would  be  that  they 
would  find  the  self-reliant,  self-support- 
ing character  of  the  middle  class  veiy 
much  sapped  by  means  of  these  educa- 
tional gprants — giving  them  an  education 
out  of  the  rates  and  taxes  at  very  much 
less  than  the  cost  price ;  and  this  self- 
reliant  spirit  would  be  sapped  in  spite 
of  all  they  heard  of  the  strongly  dis- 
paupenzing  influences  of  this  higher 
education.  Do  not  let  it  be  said  that 
those  who  advocate  some  restrictions  on 
the  utterly  imreasonable  development 
recently  g^ven  to  the  system,  and  now 
proposed  to  be  continued  by  the  present 
Gt)vemment,  were  opposed  to  the  up- 
ward progress  of  the  children  of  the 
wage  class.  In  the  same  admirable  Be- 
port  Lord  Taunton's  Commission  spe- 
cially recommended  that  a  sufficient  part 
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Department  in  defining  what  primary 
education  was.    He  heM  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  one  of  the  chief  school  boards 
in  England,  and  one  which  had  received 
the  panegyrics  and  encomiums  of  a  late 
Vice   President  of  the  Council   (Lord 
George  Hamilton).    That  letter  said  that 
of  all  the  children  in  the  primary  schools 
at    Sheffield    only    15    were    over    14 
years  of  age.    There  was  another  test 
as  to  whether  the  primary  schools  were 
being  diverted  from  their  proper  pur- 
pose. They  had  analyzed  the  occupations 
of  the  fathers  of  all  the  children  who 
were  in  the  higher  grade  schools,  and  by 
far  the  great  majority  of  the  children  were 
children  of  artizans.  He  admitted  that  in 
Birmingham  there  was  a  different  state 
of  thines,  because  there  was  a  secondary 
school  m  the  town  which  gave  education 
to  poor  children ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
the  Birmingham  School  Board  was  one 
of  the  most  influential  in  the  country, 
and  would  not  take  into  their  schools 
children  above  a  certain  age.    In  that 
town  there  were  65  school  departments, 
with  an  attendance  of  21,947  children, 
and  the  total  number  of  children  over  14 
years  of  age  was  only  150.    The  number 
of  children  in  the  schools  of  England 
above  14  years  of  a^e  was  ezoeediuKly 
small.     It  was  said  that  by  encouraging 
secondary    instruction    in    elementary 
schools  they  were  increasing  the  expenses 
of  the  State.     He  thought  they  must  not 
ffrudge  an  increased  expenditure  for  giv- 
ing sufficient  and  proper  education  to  the 
children  throughout  the  country.    It  had 
been  said  by  tne  right  rev.  Prelate  (the 
Bishop  of  Exeter)  that  the  secondary 
education  given  in  the  schools  was  a 
systematic  smattering  of  science;   but 
he  (Earl  Spencer)  on  the  other  hand,  con- 
tended that  though  many  of  the  subjects 
comprised  in  the  4th  Schedule  had  long 
names  they  were  still  very  simple,  and 
that  some  of  them  were  of  a  character 
which  would  specially  interest  agricul- 
tural children.     He  would  be  the  first  to 
oppose  these  subjects  being  taught  in  the 
elementary  schools  if  he  considered  the 
result  would  be  simply  '*  cram  " ;  but  if 
the  regulations  were  carefully  examined 
it  would  be  found  that  every  kind  of  con- 
dition and  stipulation  was  put  upon  the 
grant  to  prevent  the  occurrence  of  such 
a  result.    A  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  attacked  geology.    He  would 
venture  to  correct  his  noble  Friend  by 
saying  that  geology  was  not  one  of  the 


subjects  mentioned  in  the  Schedule  re- 
ferred to.    He  would  remind  the  noble 
Duke  of  what  Dr.  Johnson  said.    He 
said  ''that  if  they  gave  a  child  in  a 
village    a    gold   laced   waistcoat   they 
made  him  very  conceited ;   but  if  they 
gave  all  the  children  in  the  village  gold 
laced  waisteoats  he  would  no  longer  be 
conceitod."    If  they  g^ve  education,  as 
far  as  possible,  to  all  children  there 
would  not  be  the  daneer  to  which  the 
noble  Duke  referred.  A  very  larg^  pro- 
portion indeed  of  the  children  passed  in 
reading.     He  maintained  that  he  had 
made  no  alteration  of  any  practical  im- 
portance   in    the    Oode  of  1879.    He 
added  certain  subjects  for  class  teach- 
ing apart  from  Schedule  IV .  in  order  to 
give  more  latitude  to  the  toachers,  who 
should  not  be  bound  to  toach  subjects 
in  which  they  had  no  interest  whatever. 
Since  the  last  debate  took  place  on  this 
subject  Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
received  17  Memorials  from  important 
school  boards  against  the  limit  of  age  to 
14  years,  and  from  six  school  boards 
against  any  alteration  as  to  specific  sub- 
jects in  Standard  IV.    These  were  ex- 
pressions of  opinion  from  very  important 
educational  centres ;  and  were  they,  he 
asked,  to  disregard  them  ?    The  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gor- 
don) had  taken  up  a  position  which  he 
found  it  difficult  to  understand.    The 
noble  Duke  would  vote  for  the  omission 
of  Schedule  IV.  from  the  Code.     That 
Schedule  had  been  first  introduced  into  it 
when  the  noble  Duke  was  Lord  Presi- 
dent.  Why  did  he  now  propose  to  strike 
out  these  subj  ects,  which  had  been  for  five 
years  or  more  part  of  the  education  of 
the  country  ?  He  surely  ought  rather  to 
have  moved  an  Amendment  to  put  in 
the  Kesolutions,  which  in  the  Code  now 
in  the  title  had  been  omitted.    It  had 
been  stated  in  the  debate  that  Scholar- 
ships had  been  provided  for  the  children 
of   poor    parents;    but    they    were    in 
very  few  instances  available  for  lower 
class  children,  however  deserving  they 
might  be,    and    these    would    be    de- 
prived of  all  chance  of  any  high  grade 
of  education  if  the  Government  were  to 
act  on  the  advice  given  by  the  noble 
Duke.  For  his  part,  he  protested  against 
such  a  course  being  adopted.     It  would 
have  an  exceedingly  bad  effect  on  the 
country,  and  would  place  the  labouring 
and  manufacturing  classes  at  a  great 
disadvantage,  not  only  as  compared  with 
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the  Sootoh,  who,  as  his  noble  Friend  (the 
Duke  of  ArffjU)  had  said,  had  long 
ago  enjoyed  higher  education  in  their 
primary  schools,  but  also  as  compared 
with  the  working  classes  of  other  coun- 
tries. He,  therefore,  implored  their 
Lordships  not  to  take  to  take  the  step  to 
which  they  had  been  invited.  He  would 
take  care  to  inquire  fully  into  the  sub- 
ject, and  might  say  that  he  did  not  at  all 
disparage  the  opinions  that  had  been 
expressed  in  the  course  of  the  debate; 
and  if  he  should  come  to  the  condnsion 
that  it  was  desirable  to  propose  some 
condition  in  order  to  prevent  our  drifting 
into  secondary  education  in  elementary 
schools,  he  certainly  should  not  shrink 
from  doing  so. 

On  Question  ?  their  Lordships  divided : 
— Contents  98 ;  Non-Contents  50 :  Ma- 
jority 48. 
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London,  L.  Bp.  Sudelev,  L. 
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and  Orrery.)  [Teller.']    Wrottesley,  L. 

Revoked  in  the  Affirmative, 

Thesaid  Address  to  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty  by  the  Lords  witn  White  Staves. 

THE   NATIONAL   GALLERY  —  EXTEX- 
SIGN  OF  HOURS  OF  ADMISSION. 
MOTION  FOR  A   PAPEB. 

Viscount  HARDINGE  moved  for 
Copies  of  the  Resolution  passed  by  the 
Trostees  of  the  National  Qidlery,  with 
their  explanatory  remarks,  on  the  ques- 
tion of  keeping  the  (Gallery  open 
throughout  the  year,  and  the  admiasion 
of  the  public  on  students'  days.  The 
noble  Viscount  admitted  that  tne  quee- 
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lion  was  one  of  much  difflotdty  and  deli- 
caoy ;  but  said  he  understood  that  the 
Trustees,  though  not  desiring  to  change 
the  existing  system,  were  anxious  to  act 
up  to  the  spirit  of  any  deliberately  ex- 
pressed opinion  of  Parliament  in  refer- 
ence to  the  question. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  he  was  not 
able  to  give  the  noble  Viscount  any 
positive  assurance  as  to  the  course  which 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  miKht  think 
it  necessary  to  take ;  but  he  could,  at  any 
rate,  promise  that  the  question  should 
have  mil  and  careful  consideration. 

Motion  a^0§d  to, 

BURIAI^  BILL. 

(The  Lord  CJumtellor.) 

(noS.  78,  86.)      BEFOBT. 

The  Bishop  of  OABLISLE  said' 
there  was  a  strong  feeling  throughout 
the  country  that,  after  the  passing  of 
that  Bill,  the  cost  of  maintaining  the 
burial-grounds  should  be  put  upon  some 
public  rate.  He  did  not  propose  any 
Amendment  in  this  direction  himself; 
he  thought  there  were  obvious  objections, 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  upon 
the  Woolsack  would  be  able  to  adduce ; 
but  he  had  brought  forward  the  ques- 
tion as  it  had  been  strongly  pressed  upon 
him  by  others. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOE  said,  he 
was  not  aware  that  the  passing  of  this 
Bill  would  increase  the  expense  of  main- 
taining the  churchyards,  or  that  it  could, 
therefore,  be  necessary  to  change  the 
present  system  of  providing  for  the  cost. 
He  did  not  sav  that,  if  it  were  necessary, 
Parliament  might  not  be  willing  to  pro- 
vide for  the  maintenance  of  churchyards 
still  in  use,  as  well  as  of  those  which  had 
been  closed  by  public  authority,  though 
the  cases  were  substantially  different. 
But,  before  he  could  come  to  the  con- 
clusion that  this  was  desirable,  he  must 
bo  satisfied  that  the  conditions,  on  which 
alone  Parliament  could  be  expected  to 
agree  to  it,  would  be  generally  accept- 
able to  the  clergy.  If  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance was  put  upon  a  public  rate,  the 
management  of  the  churonyards  must  be 
taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the  parochial 
clergy,  who  took  a  very  great  interest  in 
thenif  and  put  in  oha^;e  of  a  public 
body  elected  bv  the  ratepavers,  a  course 
which  he  shouid  not  himseu  wish  to  see 
adopted,  unless  it  could  be  proved  to  be 
uecessary,  or,  at  least,  very  generally 


desired  by  Church  people,  which  he  did 
not  believe  to  be  the  case. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK  agreed  with 
the  noble  and  learned  Loia  on  the 
Woolsack  in  thinking  that  it  would  be 
unwise  to  take  any  step  which  could 
have  the  effect  of  taking  the  manage- 
ment of  the  churchyards  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  parochiiu  clergy. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order. 

Clause  1  (After  passing  of  Act,  no- 
tice may  be  given  that  burial  will  take 
place  in  churchyard  or  grav^ard  with- 
out the  rites  of  the  Churoh  of  England. 
Ghraveyard  to  include  cemetery). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lobd  Chan- 
cellor, the  following  Amendments 
made: — 

In  page  1,  leave  out  after  (''writ- 
ing ")  in  line  10  to  (''  Act ")  in  line  12 
inclusive ;  after  line  25  insert — 

''Such  notice  shall  be  in  writing,  plainly 
signed  with  the  name  and  stating  the  address 
of  the  person  gLving  it,  and  shedl  be  in  the 
form  or  to  the  effect  of  Schedule  (A.)  annexed 
to  this  Act;" 

Page  2,  line  2,  at  end  of  clause  add — 

*'  Save  as  herein  provided,  the  word '  grave- 
jrard'  in  this  Act  shall  mean  anv  burial  ground 
or  cemetery  vested  in  any  burifJ  board,  or  pro- 
vided under  any^  Act  relating  to  the  burial  of 
the  dead,  in  which  the  parishioners  or  inhabi- 
tants of  any  parish  or  ecclesiastical  district  have 
rights  of  bunal,  and  of  which  no  part  is  left  un- 
consecrated ;  and  in  the  case  of  an^r  such  burial 
ground  or  cemetery,  if  a  chaplain  is  appointed 
U)  perform  the  bunal  service  of  the  Church  of 
EIngland  therein,  such  chaplain  shall  be  deemed 
to  be  the  incumbent  or  officiating  minister,  to 
whom  notice  is  to  be  given  under  this  Act ;  and 
such  notice  as  aforesaid  shall  also  be  given  to  the 
clerk  of  the  burial  board,  if  any,  in  whom  anv 
such  burial  ground  or  cemetery  may  be  vested/' 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Time  of  burial  to  be  stated, 
subject  to  variation). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chan- 
cellor, Amendment  made  in  page  2, 
line  22,  before  ("usual"),  by  inserting 
("  address  or  "). 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to* 

Clause  6  (Burial  may  be  without  reli- 
gious sendee). 

Moved,  in  page  3,  line  20,  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  alter  (<'  Christian  ")  to  the 
end  of  the  clause,  and  re-insert  them 
with  the  exception  of  the  WQrds  ^'*  Pro* 
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vided  always  ")  as  a  separate  clause  to 
follow  Clause  6. — {The  Lwrd  Chaneellor.) 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said|  he  was  still  of  opiniou  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl 
of  Moimt  Edgoumbe)  was  objectionable, 
inasmuch  as  the  Act  containing  it  would 
not  put  cm  end  to  the  difficulty,  out  would 
keep  the  question  open  in  every  parish 
where  there  was  an  unconsecrated  burial 
ground,  and  cause  an  agitation  for  an 
unconsecrated  burial  ground  where  one 
did  not  now  exist.  Where  there  was  no 
unconsecrated  ground  every  effort  would 
be  made  to  get  a  little  bit,  in  order  to 
prevent  Nonconformists  being  buried  in 
the  churchyards.     

Thb  Earl  of  FEVERSHAM  believed 
that  the  retention  of  the  Amendment, 
instead  of  creating  controversies  as 
dreaded  by  the  most  rev.  Primate,  would 
promote  good  feeling  and  harmony  be- 
tween different  denominations  of  Chris- 
tians throughout  the  country.  He  there- 
fore supported  the  Amei^dment. 

The  Bishop  OF  LONDON  also  feared 
that  the  Amendment  would  perpetuate 
the  g^evance,  because  Dissenters  having 
possessed  and  used  the  risht  of  burial  in 
the  churchyards,  would  lose  it  when  a 
cemetery  was  made,  so  that  families 
would  not  be  buried  together. 

The  Eabl  of  MOUNT  EDQCUMBE 
thought  that  the  Amendment  would 
work  well,  and  he  hoped  that  it  would 
be  agreed  to,  subject  to  an  alteration, 
that  the  Act  in  this  respect  should  not 
come  into  operation  until  July  1881. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
thought  that  some  delay  in  bringine  the 
Act  into  operation  would  be  gratenil  to 
many  members  of  the  Church. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
that  he  would  consider  the  suggestion. 

Amendment  a^fed  to ;  words  itruek  out 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

New  clause  (Act  to  apply  only  to 
parish,  &c.,  where  no  unconsecrated 
burial  ground  for  parishioners)  agreed  to, 
and  inserted  in  the  Bill. 

Clause  7  (Burials  to  be  conducted  in 
a  decent  and  orderly  manner,  and  with- 
out obstruction). 

Moved,  after  clause,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing daose  :«- 


( Potcert  for  prevention  of  disorder.) 

"  All  powers  and  authorities  now  existing  by 
law  for  the  prcserration  of  order,  and  for  the 
prevention  and  puniahment  of  disorderly  heha* 
viour  in  any  churchyard  or  g^veyard  may  be 
exercised,  in  any  case  of  burial  under  this  Act, 
in  the  same  manner  and  by  the  same  persons  as 
if  the  same  had  been  a  burial  according  to  the 
rites  of  the  Church  of  England."— (TA*  lord 
ChcateeUor,) 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  clause  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause  8  (Act  not  to  g^ve  right  of 
burial  where  no  previous  right  existed). 

Moved,  That  the  following  words  be 

added  to  the  clause : — 

'*  Or  without  performance  of  any  express  con- 
dition on  which,  by  the  terms  of  any  trust  deed, 
any  right  of  interment  in  any  burial  ground 
vested  in  trustees  under  such  trust  deed  may 
have  been  granted." — {TJte  Lord  Chaneellor.) 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  added 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  12  (Relief  of  clergy  of  Church 
of  England  from  penalties  in  certain 
cases). 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chaij- 
CELLOR,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  page  5,  line  17,  after 
("  dead  ")  insert  (*'  the  first  six  of  which 
were");  line  21,  leave  out  (''such  of 
the  same"),  and  after  (** recommenda- 
tions ")  leave  out  (*'  as  are  ")  and  insert 
("to  the  same  effect  with  those");  line 
27,  leave  out  ('*no")  and  insert  ('*it 
shall  be  lawful  for  any  ") ;  line  28,  leave 
out  from  (**  shall ")  to  ("  also  ")  in  line 
35  inclusive,  and  insert — 

("  In  any  of  the  cases  and  matters  provided 
for  by  the  several  forms  of  altered  and  addi- 
tional rubrics  contained  in  the  said  Schedule 
(C),  to  act  in  conformity  therewith  without 
being  subject  to  any  ecclesiastical  or  other  cen- 
sure or  penalty :  Provided  always.'*) 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN,  in 
moving,  as  an  Amendment,  to  leave  out 
the  clause,  and  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

**  No  minister  in  holy  orders  in  the  Church  of 
England  shall  be  subject  to  any  censure  or 
penalty  for  declining  to  officiate  in  any  ease 
with  the  service  prescribed  by  law  for  the 
burial  of  the  dead  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
said  church  in  any  churchvard,  burial  ground, 
or  cemetery.  It  shall  not  be  unlawful  for  the 
minister,  at  the  request  or  with  the  consent  of 
the  kindred  or  friends  of  the  deceased  to  use 
only  the  following  service  at  the  burial — pra3rers 
taken  from  the  Book  of  Common  I^yer  and 
portions  of  Holy  Scripture  approved  by  the 
Ordinary," 
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said,  the  schedule  to  which  the  clause 
referred  was  objectionable,  in  that  it 
altered  the  rubrics  in  a  partial  manner. 
An  alteration  of  the  rubrics  was  an  ex- 
treme course,  not  to  be  adopted  without 
great  care,  and  should  make  the  rubric  as 
perfect  as  possible.  If  this  Amendment 
were  aocepted,  he  should  move  the  omis- 
sion of  the  schedule  also.  The  grievances 
of  the  laibr  had  to  be  considered,  but  he 
thought  those  of  the  clergy  ought  to  be 
regarded.  The  Bill  would  authorize 
three  or  four  different  burial  services. 
There  was,  first,  the  ordinary  burial 
service ;  second,  a  shorter  service,  which 
was  to  be  used  in  cases  where  the  clergy- 
man might  object  to  use  the  present 
service,  when,  perhaps,  the  deceased  had 
been  a  drunkard,  or  otherwise  disrepu- 
table; thirdly,  there  was  the  service 
over  excommunicated  or  imbaptized  per- 
sons, or  those  who  had  md  violent 
hands  on  themselves.  He  obiected  to 
placing  the  unbaptized  in  tne  same 
category  with  the  excommunicated  or 
suicides ;  and  as  to  the  second  kind  of 
service,  he  thought  difficulties  would 
arise  which  his  proposal  would  relieve 
the  clergy  of  and  tnmsfer  to  the  friends 
of  the  deceased.  Both  clause  and  sche- 
dule were  designed  to  relieve  the  clergy- 
man from  the  necessity  of  reading  the 
service  where  he  had  conscientious  ob- 
jections to  it,  and  he  proposed  to  ^e 
him  relief  in  a  different  way.  His 
next  objection  to  the  schedule  was 
that  there  was  very  little  chance  of 
its  passing  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Bill  would  be  sent  back  to  their 
Lordships  with  all  those  clauses  gone 
which  relieved  the  consciences  of  the 
clerffv,  and  simply  that  portion  of 
the  Bill  retained  which  allowed  other 
services  than  those  of  the  Church  of 
England  to  be  ^rformed  in  the  church- 
yard. It  would  then,  no  doubt,  be  in 
their  Lordships'  discretion  to  deid  with 
the  Bill  as  they  thought  fit ;  but  sup- 
pose they  threw  out  the  Bill,  they 
would  have  this  discussion  renewed 
next  year,  and  that  he  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  would  be  very  sorry  to 
see.  If  they  were  to  give  relief  to  the 
clerffy,  let  them  do  it  in  a  way  that 
woiud  be  effectual,  and  in  the  way  that 
the  clergy  wished.  The  clause  he  pro- 
posed would  enable  them  to  decline,  if 
they  chose,  to  perform  the  service 
over  a  deceased  person.  For  the  first 
time,  ministers  of  other  denominations, 
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equally  with  the  clergymen  of  the 
Church  of  England,  were  to  be  al- 
lowed to  enter  the  churchyard  and  per- 
form services.  The  responsibility  for 
the  conduct  of  the  funerals  was  trans- 
ferred from  the  clergyman  to  the  friends 
of  the  deceased,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  could  not  see  any  good 
reason  why  they  should  say  to  the 
clergyman  of  the  Church  of  England 
alone  that  he  must  read  the  service 
whenever  he  was  called  upon.  Any 
other  clergyman  could  decline,  and  why 
should  not  the  clergyman  of  the  Church 
of  England  ?  In  the  second  part  of  the 
clause  he  provided  for  the  case  of  the 
unbaptized,  where  the  clergyman  might 
feel  imwilling  to  read  the  whole  ser- 
vice, but  was  perfectly  ready  to  use  a 
shorter  form  of  service.  He  could  not 
conceive  that  in  the  Commons  there 
would  be  any  difficulty  in  accepting  the 
clause  he  proposed.  He  wished  to  deal 
with  the  clergy  as  reasonable  and  sensible 
men,  and  he  could  not  help  feeling  that 
many  of  their  difficulties  had  arisen 
from  the  rubrics.  If  Parliament  en- 
abled the  clergy  to  exercise  their  discre- 
tion, he  did  not  think  the  liberty  would 
be  abused.  The  noble  Earl  concluded 
by  moving  the  Amendment. 

Moved,  to  leave  out  Clause  12,  and 
insert  the  following  Clause : — 

"  No  minister  in  holy  orders  of  the  Church 
of  EngUnd  shall  be  snoject  to  anj  censure  or 
penalty  for  declining  to  officiate  in  any  case 
with  the  service  prescribed  by  law  for  the 
burial  of  the  dead  according  to  the  rites  of  the 
said  church  in  any  churchyard,  burial  ground, 
or  cemetery. 

"  It  shall  not  be  unlawful  for  any  minister, 
at  the  request  or  with  the  consent  of  the 
kindred  or  friends  of  the  deceased,  to  use  only 
the  following  service  at  the  burial :  Prayers 
taken  from  the  Book  of  Common  Prayer  and 
portions  of  Holy  Scripture  approved  by  the 
Ordinary." — {The  Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  said, 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Camper- 
down) had  made  a  very  bold  proposal. 
It  amounted  to  nothing  less  than  mis — 
that  every  clergyman  might  refuse  to  per- 
form the  burial  office  whenever  he  pleased ; 
that  the  laitv  no  longer  should  have 
the  right  to  the  services  of  the  clergy  in 
the  burial  office.  If  Convocation  did 
not  see  its  way  to  propose  anything  of 
the  kind,  it  could  scarcely  be  thought 

Srobable  that  Parliament  would  be  in- 
uced  to  pass  it.    The  noble  Earl  seemed 
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to  fear  that  the  other  House  would  not 
agree  to  the  clause  as  it  stood.  He 
hoped  there  was  no  sufficient  reason  for 
that  fear.  But,  if  there  was,  the  more 
violent  course  proposed  by  the  noble 
Earl  would  have  still  less  Hkelihood  to 
being  agreed  to.  If  they  were  to  allow 
the  parish  clergyman  to  have  a  right 
to  refuse  to  pedorm  the  service,  there 
should,  at  least,  be  given  a  right  to  any 
other  clergymcm  of  the  Churcn  of  Eng- 
land, who  was  ready  to  do  so,  to  perform 
that  service  in  the  absence  of  the  clergy- 
man who  originally  refused.  That,  the 
noble  Earl's  Amendment  did  not  give ; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  it  gave  to  the  parish 
clergyman  an  unbounded  discretion  to  do 
as  he  liked  as  to  performing  or  not  per- 
forming the  service,  and  did  not  provide 
for  any  substitute,  if  he  refused. 

The  Aechbishop  of  CANTERBUEY 
gave  his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Cam- 
perdown)  credit  for  desiring  to  confer  a 
boon  upon  the  clergy ;  but  he  was  afraid 
it  was  one  which  the  clergy  would  have 
serious  difficidty  in  accepting.  The 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack so  fully  expressed  his  (the  Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury's)  views,  that  he 
need  not  further  refer  to  the  clause. 

On  Question  ?    Resolved  in  the  Nega- 
tive. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lokd  Chan- 
cellor, the  following  clause  was  in- 
serted, after  Clause  12 : — 

(Saving  as  to  Ministers  of  Church  of  England.) 

"  Save  as  in  this  Act  expressly  provided  as  to 
ministers  of  the  Church  of  England,  nothing 
herein  contained  shall  authorise  or  enable  any 
minister  who  shall  not  have  become  a  declared 
member  of  any  other  Church  or  denomination, 
or  have  executed  a  deed  of  relinquishment 
under  the  **  Qerical  Disabilities  Act,  1S70/*  to 
do  any  act  which  he  would  not  by  law  have 
been  authorised  or  enabled  to  do  if  this  Act  had 
not  passed,  or  to  exempt  him  from  any  censure 
or  penalty  in  respect  thereof.*' 

On  the  Motion  of  The  Lord  Chait- 
CELLOR,  the  following  Amendment 
made : — In  Schedule  C,  leave  out  para- 
graph 7. 

Schedule,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  be  read  3'  on  Thursday  next, 
and  tobej?rtii^(/  as  amended.   (No.  89.) 

House  a4joumed  at   half   past 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday 

next,  Eleven  o'clock. 

The  Lord  Chancellor 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  IBthJune,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

MINTJTES.]  --  Sblect  Committeb  —  Law  of 
Newspaper  Libel,  re-appointed  and  nominaUi. 

Wats  and  Means — eotuidered  iu  Committer— 
£4,925,320,  Consolidated  Fund. 

Public  Bills — Ordered^Firtt  Reading — Public 
Health  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Blan- 
tyTO)*[233];  Public  Health  (ScotlandJ  Pro- 
visional Order  (Lanark)  *  [234]  ;  Inclosure 
Provisional  Order  (Steventon  Common}* 
[235];  Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (LUui- 
aegley  JRhos  Common)  *  [236] ;  Inclosure  and 
Begulation  Provisional  Order  (Li^^rd  Com- 
mon)* [2371;  Inclosure  Provisional  Order 
(Hendy  Banlc  Common)  *  [238]  ;  Compenaa- 
tion  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  r232]. 

Firtt  JJ^orfiW— Settled  Land*  f280];  Convey- 
ancing and  Law  of  Property  *  [231]. 

Second  Beading— S^Ymga  Banks  [188],  dehatt 
adjourned;  Union  Assessment  Committee 
(Single  Parishes)  *  [212]. 

Committee  —  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 
(1880)  Amendment  [205]— r.p. 

Third  Meading — Drainage  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  flrdand)  Provisional  Oraer  (No.  2)* 
[1871 ;  Gas  and  Water  Orders  Confirmation* 
[176] ;  Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Abingdon,  &c.)  *  [129] ;  Metropolitan  Com- 
mens  Supplemental*  [112],  and jNMfr</. 

REPORTINa. 

Message  from  The  Lords  ri5tli  June], 
requesting  this  House  to  give  leave  to 
Peter  Stewart  Madiver,  esquire,  to 
attend  as  a  Witness  before  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  the  House  of 
Lords  on  Heporting,  considered : — Leare 
given. 

QUESTIONS. 


FISHERY  PIERS  (IRELAND). 

Itf  R.  LEA  asked  the  Financial  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  a  fact  that 
the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  was  given 
some  time  ago  for  grants  towards  three 
piers  in  county  Donegal:  —  at  Bally- 
saggart,  Poalhunin,  and  Bunnatroohan ; 
that  the  one-fourth  reqtured  was  paid  to 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  all  prelimi- 
naries required  by  the  Act  complied 
with ;  and,  if  so,  what  reason  exists  for 
delay  in  conmienoing  works  in  those 
localities  where  employment  is  so  mud^ 
required? 
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LoKD  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  the  preliminaries  in  respect  of  the 
piers  mentioned  were  completed  on  the 
14th  of  April,  the  Treasuiy  having 
previously  given  their  sanction  for  grants 
in  aid,  and  ue  local  contribution  having 
been  paid  in.  Difficulties  have,  how- 
ever, been  met  with  in  obtaining  con- 
tracts for  the  works;  but  contracts 
were  entered  into  for  Bunnatroohan  on 
the  28th  of  May,  for  Ballysaggart  on  the 
let  of  June,  and  for  Poalhurrin  on  the 
11th  of  June.  The  contractors  are  now 
collecting  materials  for  the  works,  and 
the  BoaKl  of  Works  will  urge  upon  them 
the  desirability  of  proceeding  with  them 
as  soon  as  possible.         

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  Whether  the  Departmental 
Oommittee  appointed  to  report  on  the 
most  desirable  places  on  the  Irish  Ooast 
for  the  construction  of  Fishery  Piers 
and  Harbours  had  yet  made  a  report ; 
and,  if  not,  when  they  may  be  ex- 
pected to  do  so;  and,  whether  the 
Board  of  Works  will  be  in  a  posi- 
tion to  secure  the  Canadian  Ghrants  by 
having  the  works  which  shall  be  de- 
cided on  proceeded  with  before  the  1st 
of  August  ?  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Committee  had  not  yet  made  their 
Report,  as  they  had  very  many  applica- 
tions to  take  into  their  consideration. 
They  were,  however,  quite  aware  of  the 
necessity  which  existed  for  expedition, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  they  would 
arrive  at  a  conclusion  as  soon  as  possi- 
ble. In  answer  to  the  second  Question, 
he  had  to  state  that  it  would  depend 
entirely  on  whether  the  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress Bill  would  be  passed  in  suffi- 
cient time  to  enable  the  preparatory 
notices  to  be  g^ven  whether  the  works 
would  be  proceeded  with  before  the  date 
named. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  as 
the  present  was  the  second  time  he  had 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a 
Question  about  the  Committee,  he  sus- 
pected it  was  doing  absolutely  nothing. 
He  would  now  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  the  Committee  was  ac- 
tually sitting,  and  had  taken  any  steps 
to  carry  out  the  object  for  which  it  was 
appointed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  PORSTER  said,  that 
unofficially  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
pittee  was  working  in  the  matter,  al- 


though he  was  not  sure  in  the  case  of 
the  Representative  of  the  Admiralty. 
Whether  the  Committee  had  held  an 
official  meeting  or  not  he  did  not  know  ; 
but  there  was  not,  at  all  events,  the 
slightest  danger  that  any  of  the  Cana- 
dian grants  would  be  lost  owing  to  any 
remissness  in  the  action  of  the  Com- 
mittee.   

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWERgaveNotice 
that  on  the  Motion  for  g^ing  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Irish  Relief  BiU  he  would 
call  attention  to  the  inefficiency  of  the 
Irish  Fishery  Piers  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, and  to  the  necessity  of  improv- 
ing the  machinery  for  administering  the 
provisions  of  that  Bill,  part  of  which  had 
reference  to  this  Irish  Fishery  Com- 
mittee. 


DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— BELIEF  WORKS 
IN  GALWAY. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Tableof  theHousea  Copy  of  the  ordnance 
map  showing,  the  relief  works  autho- 
rised by  the  Government  in  the  county 
of  Qidway  up  to  the  16th  June,  to- 
gether wiili  a  Return  of  the  number  and 
estimated  cost  of  the  works  presented 
for  at  the  Special  Sessions  in  each  of  the 
baronies  of  Ballynahinch,Moycullen,  and 
Ross ;  and  a  Return  of  the  niimber  of 
these  works  passed  by  the  Board  of 
Works,  but  subsequently  rejected  by 
the  Local  Government  Board,  together 
with  their  estimated  cost,  and  showing 
also  the  works  allowed  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  actually  in  progress,  with  the 
number  of  men  employed  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  would 
ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  put  the 
Question  on  Monday,  as  I  only  saw  the 
Notice  this  morning,  and  have  not  had 
time  to  communicate  with  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  subject. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  ATALANTA  ♦'— THE 

PAPERS. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  instructions 
issued  to  the  Court  of  inquiry  on  the 
loss  of  H.M.S.  "  Atalanta  ?  " 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  Sir,  there 
will  be  no  difficulty  in  producing  the  in- 
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structions  referred  to ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  will  move  for  them,  they  shall 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND). 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  circular  issued  by  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  bearing  date 
9th  June  inst  and  addressed,  in  the  form 
of  instructions,  to  the  justices  and  asso- 
ciated cesspayers  at  extraordinary  baro- 
nial presentment  sessions,  and  which 
directs  that,  where  no  tender  for  the 
execution  of  certain  works  shall  have 
been  accepted,  the  secretary  of  the  grand 
jury  shall  give  the  work  in  charge  to  the 
county  surveyor,  who  is  requii^d  forth- 
with to  execute  the  same ;  whether  such 
direction  does  not  directly  conflict  with 
the  discretion  of  the  legally  constituted 
tribunal;  and,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  procure  the  recall  of  the  cir- 
oularf  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  Sir,  I  have 
seen  the  circular,  and,  in  fact,  I  may 
say  I  am  responsible  for  it.  The  direc- 
tions contained  in  it  will  not  conflict 
with  the  discretion  of  any  legally  consti- 
tuted tribunal,  and  I  have  no  intention 
to  take  any  steps  to  procure  its  recall. 
It  was  issued  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
under  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act  of  1880, 
to  avoid  the  evil  of  any  delay  in  proceed- 
ing with  the  relief  works  already  autho- 
rized at  baronial  sessions. 

EMPLOYERS'    UABIUTT   BILL- 
GOVERNMEKT  DOCKYARDS. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney General,  If  persons  that  are  em- 
ployed in  the  docKyard  and  other  public 
works  of  the  Government  fall  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Employers'  Liability 
bill ;  and,  if  they  do  not,  if  he  would 
explain  why  are  they  excluded  from 
Ihe  protection  intended  for  other  work- 
men? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HszmY  James),  in  reply,  said,  the  work- 
men referred  to  did  not  come  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  It  was  not  in- 
tended that  they  should  be  included  in 
its  provisions,  for  it  was  a  well-known 
legal  principle  that  the  Crown  could  not 
be  proceeded  against  by  a  subject  in 
respect  of  any  alleged  wrong;  so  that  if 

Mr,  Shaw  Lefivr^ 


workmen  in  the  Government  Dockyards 
were  brought  within  the  scope  of  the 
Bill,  they  would  be  placed  in  a  bett«r 
position  than  the  rest  of  the  public. 

THE  IRISH  LAND  ACT,  1870. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  begged  to  give  Notice 
that  he  should  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  If  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Copy  of  the  Letter  which 
he  referred  to  on  Thursday,  in  his  reply 
to  a  Question,  addressed  to  the  Duke  of 
Richmond  and  Gordon,  the  President  of 
the  Roval  Commission  on  Agriculture, 
intimatmg  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  to  appoint  a  Special  Royal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  Insh 
Land  Act  of  1870,  and  which  statement 
was  laid  before  the  Royal  Commission 
at  the  meeting  on  Wednesday. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  might 
save  his  hon.  Friend  some  trouble  by 
stating  that  if  he  liked  to  move  for  it, 
there  would  be  no  objection  to  its  pro- 
duction.     

Mr.  sexton  said,  that,  perhaps,  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  not 
object  to  state  whether  the  Royal  Com- 
mission would  be  instructed  to  report 
with  a  view  to  legislation  next  year? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  replied,  that  he 
had  not  heard  of  the  Question  until  that 
morning,  so  he  must  ask  if  it  appeared 
in  the  Notice  Paper  yesterday  ? 

Mr.  SEXTON:  I  gave  the  Notice 
yesterday.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  must  ask 
for  it  to  be  placed  upon  the  Paper  in  the 
usual  course. 


HARES  AND  RABBITS  BILL. 

Mr.  HENEAGE  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  When  he  proposes  to 
take  the  adjourned  discussion  on  the 
Hares  and  Rabbits  Bill;  and,  whether 
he  will  place  it  as  a  first  Order  for  some 
day  previous  to  the  commencement  of 
Quarter  Sessions  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  state  of  Public  Business  did  not 
allow  him  at  present  to  fix  a  day  for  pro- 
ceedine  with  the  adjourned  discussion  on 
this  Bui.  When  tne  Government  were 
able  to  fix  a  day,  they  would  endeavour 
to  fix  it  in  sudi  a  way  as  to  meet  the 
convenience  of  all  hon.  Members  who 
were  particularly  interested  in  the  mea- 
sure. 


297  Tr$aty  of  BirUn--  (Juke  18,  1880]     Execution  of  the  Articles.    298 

^       present  time  nothine  like  a  violation  of 

THE  TREATY  OF  BEELIN-EXECTJTION    f^e  Treaty  of  BerUn.    No  inteUigence 
OF  THE  AETICLES.  ^^  reached  me  to  the  efPect  that  Batoum 

is  not  established  as  a  free  port.  I  know 
nothing  on  the  subject.  It  is  our  inten- 
tion, with  regard  to  the  whole  of  these 
subjects,  to  adhere,  as  far  as  we  fLre  able, 
both  in  the  letter  and  in  the  spirit,  to 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  There  is  one 
point,  I  believe,  provided  for  by  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  with  regard  to  the  de- 
molition of  fortresses.  That  is  a  matter 
of  some  expense  and  difficulty,  and  there 
may  be  some  pleas  for  time,  which  itself, 
in  some  respects,  does  the  work  of  demo- 
lition. At  the  same  time,  I  agree  that 
the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
ought  to  be  faithfully  and  folly  carried 
out  in  that  respect.  As  regards  the  last 
paramph  of  the  Question,  I  have  to 
say  mat  it  is  the  business  of  the  Turkish 
Government  to  send  back  to  Eastern 
Boumelia  and  to  Bulgaria  the  refugees 
whom,  most  unhappily,  during  the  war 
the  Turkish  (Government  used  me  strong- 
est measures  to  remove  from  the  country. 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  learn  that 
the  return  of  these  refugees  is  unduly 
obstructed  or  resisted  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Bulgaria  or  Eastern  Eoumelia 
when  they  are  duly  sent  back  with  proper 
provisions  for  their  establishment,  un- 
doubtedly it  will  be  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  use  their  best  exertions  to 
procure  their  return  and  their  equitable 
treatment. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  :  Sir,  the  announce- 
ment  just  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, that  the  Government  would  in- 
sist uDon  the  Treal^  of  Berlin  being 
carried  out  irrespective  of  nationalities 
and  creeds,  must  have  been  received  by 
the  House  with  satisfaction.  Now,  I 
wish  to  ask  this  Question.  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  wiUi  the  other  Powers  of 
Europe  at  the  Conference  now  sitting, 
are  seeking, to  extend  the  territory  of 
Greece  ana  to  confirm  the  boundaries 
of  Montenegro.  In  doing  so,  they  must 
necessarily  encroach  upon  the  nationality 
of  Albania ;  and  I  should  like  to  learn 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
the  Government  are  prepared,  in  seeking 
to  extend  the  territories  of  the  Greeks 
and  Montenegrins,  to  pay  due  regard  to 
as  distinct  and  as  noble  a  State  as  now 
exists  in  Europe,  and  which  has  nothing 
in  conmion  in  olood,  language,  or  man- 
ners with  its  neighbours?  [**  Order !  "] 
I  was  only  stating  enough  to  explain  my 


Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
GK>vemment  to  enforce  the  fulfilment  of 
those  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
which  ensure  justice  to  Turkey  and  to 
the  Mussulman  population  equally  with 
those  provisions  which  deprive  the  Otto- 
man Empire  of  portions  of  its  territory; 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
enforce  the  establishment  of  Batoum  as 
a  free  port  and  the  demolition  of  the 
new  Bussian  fortifications,  the  removal 
of  the  Busso-Bulgarian  flotilla  from  the 
Danube,  the  dismissal  of  Bussian  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  from  the  Bulgarian 
forces,  the  demolition  of  the  fortresses 
in  Bulgaria,  especially  of  Schunla,  Yama, 
Bustohuk,  and  Sileetria,  the  g^arrisonry 
of  the  Balkans  by  Ottoman  troops ;  and, 
whether  Her  Majesty's  (Government  will 
take  effectual  measures  to  restore  the 
remnant  of  the  Mussulman  population 
of  Bulgaria  and  of  Eastern  Boumelia 
to  their  homes  and  property,  and  to  secure 
adequate  protection  for  their  persons 
and  propeiW? 

MR.GLADSTONE:  Sir,Ihopethehon. 
(Gentleman,  as  he  has  only  very  recently 
entered  this  House,  will  excuse  me  if  I 
suggest  to  him  a  change  in  the  method 
of  framing  his  Questions.  It  is  very  in- 
convenient to  the  House  that  a  Minister 
who  has  to  answer  a  Question  should, 
instead  of  giving  a  direct  and  simple 
answer,  be  compelled  to  enter  into  ex- 
planations for  the  purpose  of  obviating 
inferences  which  otherwise  must  neces- 
sarily be  drawn.  In  answer  to  the  first 
part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question,  I 
have  to  say  that  Her  Mi^est/s  (Govern- 
ment have  never  made  any  declaration 
whatever  about  enforcing  any  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  ^  BerHn. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  :  I  am 
quite  willing  to  substitute  the  words 
••  press  for,"  in  the_plaoe  of  **  enforce." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  It  is  undoubtedly 
our  intention  to  proceed  with  perfect  im- 
partiality as  between  Turkey  and  Bnssia, 
as  between  the  Mussulman  and  Christian 
populations  in  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  In  tne  second 
paragnqph  of  his  Question,  the  hon. 
Memoer  enumerates  various  particulars 
with  reffard  to  which  I  am  not  cognizant 
of  the  UMjts.    There  has  been  up  to  the 
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Question.  I  simply  wish  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther, in  seeking  to  extend  Montenegrin 
territory  in  the  north  and  Qreek  terri- 
tory in  the  south,  regard  will  be  had  to 
the  nationality  in  the  centre  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  think  the 
Question  and  criticism  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber really  amounts  to  this — whether,  in 
my  answer  to  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Ashmead-Bartlett),  I  meant  what  I 
said,  or  did  not.  Of  course,  if  I  meant 
what  I  said,  we  are  bound  to  have  the 
same  fair  regard  to  all  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  to  the  element  of  nationa- 
lity and  to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Albania,  as  we  should  do  in  reference  to 
any  other  portion  of  territory. 

GLOUCESTER  ELECTION. 

Mb.  monk  :  As  I  do  not  see  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  in  his  place,  I  beg 
to  give  Notice  of  a  Question  which  I 
intended  to  ask  him  to-day.  The  noble 
Lord  did  not  adopt  the  usual  practice  of 

giving  Notice  to  an  hon.  Member  that 
e  would  on  a  future  day  bring  forward 
what  he  was  pleased  to  call  **  the  grave 
imputation  of  the  learned  Judge"  on  the 
conduct  of  that  Member.  Therefore,  I 
give  Notice  that  on  Monday  I  will  ask 
the  noble  Lord  why  he  defers  for  a  whole 
week  the  Motion  of  which  he  has  g^ven 
Notice,  and  which  now  stands  on  the 
Order  Book,  instead  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward at  the  earUest  possible  opportu- 
nity? 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


BELIEF  OP  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)   ACT 

(1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(Mr,  W,  K  Fortter^  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

[bill  205.]    ooioaiTES. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (Ifr.  W.  E.  Foreter.) 


Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  hoped  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Lreland  would  aban- 
don his  intention  of  proceeding  with 
that  stage  of  the  Bill  at  present,  be- 
cause he  thought  the  Lrisn  Members 
should  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing the  situation  and  line  of  action  thev 
proposed  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  It 
was  important  they  shoidd  know  the 

Mr.  J.  Cowm 


intention  of  Government  in  the  matteri 
both  as  regarded  the  interests  of  Ire* 
land  and  the  saving  of  the  time  of  the 
House.  If  they  were  compelled  to  go 
into  a  premature  discussion  upon  the 
Committee  stage  of  that  Bill  at  that  mo- 
ment, they  might  be  obliged  to  give  the 
debate  cm  extent  and  a  tendency  which 
they  might  find  themselves  in  a  position 
to  avoid  hereafter.  The  course  of  the 
Qovemment,  in  any  case,  was  unusuaL 
The  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  taken 
last  night  after  fim  and  fair  time  had 
been  allowed  for  its  consideration,  and 
then  the  Committee  stage  was  put  down 
for  to-day,  without  affording  any  time 
to  Members  to  place  Amendments  upon 
the  Notice  Paper.  He  saw,  however, 
that  some  Members,  endowed  with 
greater  activity  than  the  generality  of 
Irish  Members,  did  succeed,  in  the  five 
minutes  that  had  elapsed  between  the 
second  reading  and  the  rising  of  the 
House,  in  placing  some  Amendments 
upon  the  Notice  Paper ;  but  a  very  large 
number  of  Amendments  which  had  been 
prepared  by  the  Irish  Members  it  was 
utterly  impossible  to  place  on  the  Paper. 
It  had  always  been  the  custom  of  the 
House  to  take  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  on  a  Bill  at  a  time  when 
it  was  possible  that  Amendments  might 
appear  on  the  Notice  Paper ;  but  by  the 
present  action  of  the  Government  they 
were  entirely  debarred  from  the  ad- 
vantages which  the  Bules  of  the  House 
usually  afiEbrded  to  Members.  He 
thought  it  would  be  a  course  that  would 
be  convenient  to  the  House  to  postpone 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  he  asked 
that  that  should  be  done  in  the  interests 
of  Ireland.  It  would  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  House  that  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Land  Act  Bill  intro- 
duced by  his  hon  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  the 
GK)vermnent  received  it  in  a  friendly 
spirit,  and  Uiere  was  nothing  that  took 
place  at  that  time  that  could  have  led 
the  House  to  suppose  that  the  CK>vem- 
ment  intended  subsequently  to  oppose 
it ;  but,  after  a  week  or  so,  in  obedi- 
ence to  a  pressure  of  a  section  behind 
the  Gbvemment,  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  announced,  without  waiting  to 
hear  the  reasons  that  might  be  urged  in 
debate,  that  the  Government  could  not 
accede  to  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  and  stated  that  it  was  intended  to 
amend  the  present  measure  for  the  re* 
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lief  of  the  Irisli  distress  by  the  introduc- 
tion  of  a  supplementary  clause  giving 
power  to  County  Court  Judges  to  award 
compensation  for  eviction.  The  Notice 
of  the  introduction  of  the  clause  in- 
volved a  very  important  change  in  the 
policy  of  the  Government  as  regarded 
the  relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland. 
It  was  true  that  the  distress  in  Ireland 
could  not  be  satisfactorily  relieved  with- 
out some  amendment  of  the  law  between 
landlord  and  tenant ;  but  they  found  in 
the  vacillation  that  had  marked  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  conduct  6f  this  matter 
a  want  of  firmness,  a  want  of  belief  that 
they  had  any  force  behind  them  on  which 
they  could  rely,  because,  in  obedience  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
linooln  (Mr.  Chaplin),  the  Qovemment 
could  change  their  policy,  and  abandon 
their  intention  of  introducing  the  clause 
that  had  been  announced.  He  found 
now  that  the  subject  intended  to  have 
been  introduced  in  the  Bill  by  the  Go- 
vernment was  to  be  brought  forward  in 
a  fresh  Bill,  of  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tiie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  given  Notice.  All  they  knew 
was  that  he  had  given  Notice  of  it, 
though  no  further  guarantee  in  respect 
of  it.  They  had  no  surety  that  in  a 
few  days  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
would  not  come  and  announce  that  owing 
to  the  pressure  of  Public  Busines  he  felt 
unable  to  proceed  with  the  Bill.  If  they 
allowed  the  present  Bill  to  go  through 
without  some  assurance  that  the  other 
Bill  would  not  be  abandoned,  they  might 
be  left  entirely  in  the  lurch.  Under  aU 
these  circumstances,  in  view  of  all  these 
changes  of  front  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, three  in  number  during  the 
last  three  or  four  days,  he  thought  the 
Irish  Members  should  be  afforaed  an 
opportunity  of  meeting  together  and 
considering  what  policy  uiey  would 
adopt  on  the  Committee  stage  of  the 
Irish  Belief  Bill;  whether  they  would 
permit  it  to  go  through  on  the  vague 
assurance  they  had  received  from  the 
Government  of  the  introduction  of 
another  measure  of  the  terms  of  which 
they  knew  nothing,  or  whether  they 
would,  adopt  some  special  course.  He 
had  seen  enough  already  to  be  able  to 
indicate  that  it  would  be  a  saving  of  the 
time  of  the  House  to  afford  the  Irish 
Members  the  opportunity  they  asked 
for.  Even  without  the  very  exceptional 
oiroumstances  he  had  mentionea,  they 


were  entitied  by  the  ordinary  practice 
of  the  House  to  more  than  12  hours' 
Notice  of  the  Committee  stage  of  that 
important  measure.    The  constituencies 
represented  felt  very  deeply  upon  the 
matter,  and  would  not  be  satisfied  un- 
less the  course  he  proposed  were  adopted. 
He    could  understand    the    difficulties 
under  which  the  Government  laboured 
in  dealing  with  any  Irish  question ;  he 
could  understand  that  they  had  a  ma- 
jority that  was  not  well  acquainted  with 
the  condition  of  affairs  in  Ireland — ^not 
so  well  acquainted  as  even  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  himself — and  that 
those    difficulties    only    made  it    more 
difficult  for  the  Chief  Secretary  to  carry 
out  his  views  as  to  what  was  right  and 
proper  for  the  government  of  Ireland. 
At  the  same  time,  the  Irish  Members 
had  their  difficulties ;  and  they  felt  that ' 
they  must  stand  firm  in  respect  to  this 
question,  that  they  should  lose  no  op- 
portunity of  pressing  their  views  upon 
the  House  for  endeavouring  to  revise 
the  practice  that  formerly  existed  with 
respect  to  Irish  affairs,  and  of  trying  to 
strengthen  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  his  good  intentions  with  regard 
to  the  good  government  of  the  country 
he  had  adopted.    He  trusted,  therefore, 
the  right  hon.  Gentieman  would  consent 
to  postpone  the  present  stage  of  that 
importimt  measure  until  they    had    a 
further  opportunity  of  considering  what 
course  they  should  adopt.     There  was 
no  particular  hurry  about  the  matter, 
because    the    money    Parliament    was 
asked  to  grant  was  not  going  to  buy 
bread  for  a  single  person  wanting  it  in 
Ireland,  and,  as  regarded  the  fishery 
piers,  any  period  of  the  season  would  do 
as  well  for  the  passing  of  the  measure. 
Therefore,  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  postpone  the  Committee  stage 
of  the  Bill  until  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  the  other  Belief  of  Distress  in 
Ireland  Bill  which  it  was  proposed  to 
introduce,  and  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  Government  really  intended  to  press 
it  forward.    He  moved,  therefore,  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Mr,  Parnell.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the  re- 
marks  of  the  hon.  Member  were  doubt- 
less inspired  by  admirable  motives,  which, 
however,  had  to  be  stated  somewhat 
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plainly  in  order  to  be  discoverable  in  the 
general  object  of  his  speech.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  thehon.  Member  wished 
to  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  Gt>yem- 
ment,  but  should  not  have  inferred  from 
the  previous  part  of  his  speech  that  he 
had  any  such  intention.  He  should, 
therefore,  take  no  notice  of  the  conten- 
tious portions  of  the  hon.  Member's 
speech,  whether  as  regarded  his  com- 
ments on  the  action  of  the  Qovemment 
or  on  the  prejudices  which  he  ascribed 
to  the  majority  sitting  on  that  side  of 
the  House.  The  hon.  Member  had  re- 
ferred to  one  subject  on  which  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  he  should  say  a  word  or  two. 
The  hon.  Member  had  stated  that  there 
was  no  fixityof  purpose  with  regard  to  the 
supplemental  clauses  of  the  BiU,  and  that 
he  did  not  know  whether  or  not  they  were 
to  be  abandoned.  The  hon.  OenUeman 
would  be  best  satisfied  with  the  reality  of 
the  intentions  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  when  he  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  Notice  at  the 
earliest  time  in  his  power — namely,  to- 
night— for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 
If  he  allowed  the  Bill  to  be  read  a  first 
time  to-night,  it  would,  in  the  usu{tl 
cour6e,beinthehandsof  hon.Members  to- 
morrow morning.  As  they  were  pledged 
to  assign  next  Tuesday  mommg  for 
the  consideration  of  the  subject,  the  Ohief 
Secretary  would  put  the  Bill  down  for 
that  day.  The  hon.  Member,  therefore, 
would  have  the  earliest  opportunity  of 
testing  the  views  and  intentions  of  the 
Government  in  the  matter.  With  regard 
to  the  particular  Bill  before  the  House, 
the  view  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
Gx)vemment  was  that  its  main  object  was 
to  fulfil  the  engagements  and  to  redeem 
the  pledges  of  the  late  Government,  and 
they  inferred  from  that  fact  that  the  main 
discussion  upon  it  would  be  taken  in 
Committee.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had 
added  two  clauses  on  points  he  regarded 
as  subsidiary ;  but,  in  proposing  to  take 
the  Committee  immediately  after  the 
second  reading,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  really  proceeding  on  the  principle 
he  had  stated.  He  was  quite  aware, 
however,  that  it  would  not  be  just  and 
fair  to  the  Irish  Members  to  force  on 
them  a  discussion  of  the  clauses.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  last 
night  expressed  an  opinion  that  it  would 
be  perfectly  aUowable  to  ti^e  the  Com- 
mittee to-day.  [Mr.  Pakrell  dissented.] 
The  hon.  Member  would  see  that  on 

Mr.  Olad9Um$ 


account  of  all  these  Irish  queationB  they 
had  really  consigned  to  virtual  suspen- 
sion the  rest  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.  Last  night  they  devoted  to  a 
debate  on  the  second  reading ;  they  had 
appropriated  to-day  to  the  Committee ; 
and  on  Tuesday  morning  they  were 
pledged  to  take  into  consideration  and 
ask  the  decision  of  the  House  upon  the 
matter  proposed  by  his  right  hon.  Friend 
with  regaid  to  ejectments.  If  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Gentleman  to  speak  on 
behaH  of  himself  and  hon.  Members 
near  him,  the  Government  would  be 
content  if  Mr.  Speaker  were  allowed  to 
leave  the  Chair;  but  he  was  not  pre- 
pared at  present  to  name  a  day  for  taking 
the  clauses. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that,  after  the 
very  satisfactory  and  kind  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister,  he  would  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
the  difficulties  in  the  progress  of  this 
measure  ought  to  be  very  instructive  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  teach 
them  that  when  they  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  the  Land  in  Ireland 
their  proposals  ought  tb  be  of  a  definite 
character.  The  Government  had  adopted, 
in  the  construction  of  the  Bill,  the 
policy  of  their  Predecessors,  whidi  ap- 
peared to  be  a  policy  of  give  and  take, 
only  that  the  giving  was  to  the  class 
that  were  in  the  least  in  need  of  it — 
namely,  the  landlord  class.  He  merely 
made  that  remark  because  he  thought 
the  occasion  called  for  it.  In  order  to 
fulfil  the  promise  which  he  made  a  while 
ago,  and  to  justify  the  Notice  which  he 
gave  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  to  him  as  to  Irish  piers  and  har- 
bours, he  wished  to  point  out  the  great 
defect  observable  in  reference  to  uioee 
relief  measures  in  Ireland.  There  was 
not  a  single  official  board  in  Ireland  that 
had  learned  the  alphabet  of  its  business 
— ^not  one  of  them.  They  were  simply 
nominations  of  individuals  who,  in  the 
maiui  had  no  practical  knowledge  what- 
ever of  the  subjects  with  which  they  had 
been  charged.  If  the  Relief  Bill  was  to 
bring  any  advantage  of  an  independent 
or  substantial  character  to  the  people  of 
Ireland,  it  would  be  the  business  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  see  that  the  provisions  of  the 
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Bill  were  properly  carried  out  by  the 
Board  of  "Works  and  the  other  authorities, 
without  whose  action  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  were  useless.  A  clause  in  the 
Bill  proposed  to  set  apart  the  sum  of 
£30,000  as  a  contribution  in  aid  of  the 
construction  of  piers  and  harbours  in 
Ireland.  There  was  a  relief  measure, 
something  that  was  to  reviye  the  fishing 
industry,  and  what  did  it  amount  to? 
A  paltry  £30,000,  as  he  was  informed, 
was  the  sum  of  money  already  due  to 
the  Irish  fisheries  in  consequence  of 
the  non-p^ment  of  an  annual  sum  of 
£5,000.  Under  these  circumstances, 
and  in  view  of  the  fact  that  after  putting 
two  Questions  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
allowing  a  week's  intemd  between  each 
Question,  and  finding  that  he  could  dis- 
cover no  official  evidence  of  that  De- 
partmental Oommittee  having  done  any 
work,  he  was  entitled  to  say  it  was  an 
insult  to  the  intelligence  of  the  people 
to  see  the  delay  in  putting  those  provi- 
sions before  the  House.  He  would  not 
resume  his  seat  without  saying  that  he 
joined  in  the  complaint  that  had  been 
made  by  several  Irish  Members  that 
the  late  Oovemment  and  the  present 
Government  had  drawn  on  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  as  the  means  of 
meeting  the  prevailing  distress  in  Ire- 
land. When  the  Vote  of  £750,000 
was  passed  on  the  Belief  Bill  of  last 
year,  everyone  in  Europe  and  America 
thought  it  represented  a  generous  con- 
tribution from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, that  it  was  the  wealthy  people 
of  England  and  Scotland,  and  the 
Exchequer  of  the  Empire,  that  handed 
out  that  large  sum;  and  he  remem- 
bered reading  some  foreign  news- 
papers which  applauded  the  English 
Government  for  their  mag^nificent  gene- 
rosity. But  what  were  the  facts  ?  The 
fact  was,  that  the  magnanimous  Govern- 
ment had  put  their  hands  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Irish  Fund;  and  then 
posed  before  Europe  and  America  as 
models  of  Christian  benevolence.  He 
mentioned  that,  to  show  that  if  he  had 
been  disposed  to  embarrass  the  Govern- 
ment in  the  slightest  degree  he,  as  well 
as  other  Members,  had  sufficient  cause 
for  complaint.  like  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Gty  of  Cork,  he  was 
disposed  to  place  a  great  deal  of  reliance 
on  the  statesmanship  of  the  Irish  Chief 
Secretary.    What  was  he  to  think  of  the 


machinery  behind  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ?  What  was  he  to  think  of  the 
officials  in  Dublin?  When  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  came  down  and  gave 
evasive  answers — p*  Oh ! "] — ^he  did  not 
mean  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  give  any  other,  seeing  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  officials  in  Dublin  had 
placed  him — ^his  conclusion  must  be  that 
this  Departmental  Committee  was  abso- 
lutely doing  nothing,  and  that  the 
Canadian  grants  never  could  be  realized 
unless  pressure  was  employed  by  the 
Government.    If  the  action  of  the  De- 

Eartmental  Committee  was  to  be  imitated 
y  other  officials  in  Lreland  charged  with 
carrying  out  other  provisions,  he  said 
they  had  better  put  the  Bill  out  of  the 
House  of  Commons  at  once.  However, 
he  was  disposed  to  assent  to  the  Motion 
that  they  formally  went  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill,  on  the  understanding  that 
they  were  not  to  consider  the  dbsiuses 
now. 

Mr.  YHiT  JERS-STUAET  :  Sir,  no 
one  acquainted  with  the  present  con- 
dition of  Ireland  doubts  that  a  largo 
addition  to  the  grant  for  relief  of  dis- 
tress is  necessary ;  but  the  question  is, 
out  of  what  fimd  that  grant  shall  come, 
and  through  what  agencies  it  can  be 
most  efficiently  distributed  ?  There  is  a 
universal  consent  among  all  classes  of 
Irishmen  that  it  ought  not  to  come  out 
of  the  Church  Surplus,  because  that  is  a 
fund  raised  from  me  entire  land  of  Ire- 
land— the  property,  therefore,  of  the 
entire  country,  and  it  ought,  therefore, 
to  be  applied  only  to  such  purposes  as 
the  whole  countnr  can  participate  equally 
in.  But  it  will  not  oe  so  applied,  u 
it  is  applied  to  the  relief  of  distress, 
because  that  is  partial — ^limited  mainly 
to  the  West  of  Ireland  and  certain 
scheduled  districts.  Of  course,  if  there 
were  no  alternative,  we  should  prefer 
even  the  sacrifice  of  this  National  Fund 
rather  than  that  our  fellow-countrymen 
should  be  left  in  a  state  of  destitution. 
But  there  are  other  alternatives.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Salford,  in  his  maiden 
speech  the  other  day,  came  forth  like 
an  infant  Hercules  of  debate,  strangling 
those  serpents — the  landlords — with  both 
hands  while  yet  in  his  Parliamentary 
cradle.  And  he  was  loudly  cheered  by 
hon.  Members  opposite ;  but  they  would 
not  have  cheered  quite  so  loudly  if  they 
had  known  a  little  more  of  his  views, 
for  he  is  one  of  those  bigoted  political 
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economists,  who  would  oppose  most 
vehemently  any  grant  to  Ireland  from 
Imperial  resources.  He  showed  the 
cloven  hoof  in  the  course  of  his  speech ; 
for  what  was  the  first  accusation  he 
brought  against  the  late  Oovemment? 
Why,  that  they  had  not  met  the  distress 
through  the  ordinary  operation  of  the 
Poor  Laws.  Had  he  been  better  ac- 
quainted with  the  present  state  of  things 
in  Ireland,  he  womd  have  known  that 
the  burden  could  not  have  been  thrown 
upon  the  ratepayers,  because  they  them- 
selves are  so  impoverished  that  even 
existing  arrears  of  poor-rates  cannot  be 
got  in  without  resorting  to  the  odious 
expedient  of  distraining  what  little  pro- 
perty is  yet  left  to  them,  and  reducing 
the  ratepayers  themselves  to  pauperism. 
The  poor-rates,  then,  are  not  an  avail- 
able resource.  But  there  is  another  fund 
to  which  Ireland  contributes  her  full 
share,  and  on  which  she,  therefore,  has 
a  daim.  I  believe  I  am  below  the  mark 
when  I  say  that  fully  one-tenth  part  of 
the  Imperial  Bevenue  is  derived  from 
Ireland.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) has  pointed  out  that  it  would  be 
an  inconvenient  precedent  if,  in  every 
difficulty,  the  Imperial  Exchequer  were 
resorted  to ;  but  the  present  crisis  is 
exceptional — it  cannot  be  met  out  of  the 
usual  resources.  If  Ireland  had  the 
management  of  her  own  finances,  could 
it  be  supposed  for  a  moment  that  she 
would  have  sanctioned  the  expenditure 
of  millions  on  foreign  wars  while  her 
own  people  at  home  were  in  dire  desti- 
tution and  distress  ?  The  Imperial  Go- 
vernment undertakes  to  manage  her 
finances  for  us,  and  they  are  bound  so 
to  manage  them  that  we  shall  have  no 
reasonable  ground  for  complaint;  but 
we  are  entitled  to  complain  if  our  con- 
tributions to  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
have  been  lavished  upon  wars  of  ag- 
gression by  the  million,  while  not  a 
shilling  of  it  has  been  devoted  to  the 
relief  of  distress  at  home.  Is  not  that 
the  fact?  Hitherto  the  distress  has 
been  met  either  from  the  donations  of 
private  charity  in  England  and  Ireland, 
or  Australia  and  Canada,  or  the  United 
States,  and  lastly,  out  of  that  purely 
Irish  fund — ^the  Church  Surplus;  but 
out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  not 
one  shilling  has  as  yet  come.  We  do 
not  ask  for  assistance  horn  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  as  a  charity,  but  as  a  right. 

Mr.  r%llm$'8tuari 


I  hope  the  Oovemment  will  re-consider 
their  decision.  No  step  they  can  take 
will  give  greater  satisfaction  in  Ireland, 
or  be  hailed  as  a  surer  earnest  of  their 
anxiety  to  meet  the  just  claims  of  Ire- 
land. The  sum  so  granted  will  not  be 
lost — every  farthing  of  it  will  be  ulti- 
mately repaid.  The  Government  of  Lord 
Beaconsfield  has  been  repeatedly  re- 
ferred to  as  the  late  GK)vemment ;  but  I 
would  rather  call  them  the  too-late  Oo- 
vemment, for  too  late  they  were  in  the 
matter  of  Irish  distress.  Most  earnest 
representations  had  been  made  to  them 
from  every  quarter — ^from  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  from  magistrates,  from  the 
clergy  of  both  denominations,  and  from 
landlords — ^but  to  no  purpose.  Twenty- 
five  Boards  of  Guardians  in  all  parts  of 
Ireland  had  agreed  to  send  their  chair- 
men to  wait  as  a  deputation  upon  his 
Excellency  to  represent  the  state  of 
things,  and  to  suggest  measures  which 
their  experience  in  dealing  with  poverty 
and  want  suggested  as  most  efficient ; 
and  no  body  of  men  were  better  quali- 
fied to  make  sug&^estions  on  this  subject. 
But  what  reply  md  they  receive  ?  iWhy, 
that  no  good  purpose  would  be  served 
by  their  attendance,  for  that  the  (Govern- 
ment were  already  well  aware  of  the 
state  of  things.  What  conclusion  are  we 
to  draw  from  this  reply?  Are  we  to 
conclude  that  his  Excellency  was  cal- 
lously indifferent  to  the  distress  ?  We 
know  that  was  not  the  case ;  for,  in  their 
private  capacities,  both  he  and  his  noble- 
hearted  consort  have  exerted  themselves 
most  zealously  to  stem  the  distress.  The 
fact  is,  his  Excellency  had  made  all  the 
representations  in  his  power  at  head- 
quarters in  London,  but  in  vain.  At 
last,  they  brought  forward  a  measure 
in  the  shape  of  loans  to  landlords  to  en- 
able them  to  give  employment.  That 
was  a  step  in  the  right  direction,  but 
it  did  not  go  far  enough.  Concurrently 
with  loans  to  landlords,  loans  should 
have  been  made  to  Boards  of  Guardians, 
and  through  them  to  tenants  for  the 
permanent  improvement  of  their  hold- 
ings, so  as  to  diffuse  the  relief  as  much 
as  possible,  and  bring  it  home,  as  it 
were,  to  every  man's  door,  and  reach 
every  remote  comer  in  which  want  and 
destitution,  from  want  of  employment, 
existed.  It  is  not  in  the  power  of  the 
landlords  to  do  everything.  I  must  re- 
monstrate with  the  hon.  Member  for  Uie 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Famell)  for  making, 
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indiBoriminatelj  against  the  landlords, 
charges  unsupported  by  evidence;  I 
deny  that  landlords  have  used  these 
loans  as  a  lever  to  exact  arrears  of  rent 
from  their  tenants.  If  any  landlord  has 
done  such  a  thing,  he  would  deserve  to 
be  shown  up ;  but  no  such  case  has 
been  proved.  They  are,  in  the  matter  of 
these  loans,  merely  acting  as  paymasters, 
and  the  distressed  labourers  get  the 
benefit  of  it.  I  myself  have  taken  out 
one  of  these  loans,  and  am  reclaiming  a 
tract  of  mountain  land  with  it,  which, 
when  reclaimed,  will  be  worth,  perhaps, 
10«.  per  acre  per  annum ;  but  as  it  costs 
about  £18  or  £20  per  acre  to  reclaim, 
the  return  will  only  be  2^  per  cent — 
whereas  I  shall  have  to  pay  £3  8«.  per 
annum  to  the  (Government  for  the  next 
35  years ;  therefore,  I  shall  be  out  of 
pocket  about  1  per  cent  per  annum  on 
the  loan  for  the  rest  of  my  life.  I  would 
be  quite  willing  to  make  over  part  of 
my  loan  to  the  Board  of  Ghiardians  if 
they  will  act  as  paymasters  instead 
of  me.  I  think  it  would  be  a  good 
thing  to  empower  landlords  to  give  up  a 
portion  of  their  loans  to  Boards  of  Ghiar- 
dians, for  they  would  constitute  a  very 
suitable  machineiyfor  the  distribution 
of  relief  funds  in  employment,  and  I 
suspect  that  many  a  landlord  would  be 
glad  to  avail  himself  of  such  a  pro- 
vision. I  will  move  that  the  following 
clauses  be  added  to  the  Bill — ["  Order, 
order !  "] — if  I  am  out  of  Order,  I  shall 
submit  them  in  Committee.  Meanwhile, 
I  hope  that  the  Oovemment  will  be  dis- 
posed to  make  important  Amendments 
in  the  Bill,  both  as  to  the  fund  out  of 
which  the  relief  is  to  come  and  as  to  the 
ag^oies  and  machinery  through  which 
it  is  to  be  distributed. 

Mb.  T.  D.  SULLIVAN  said,  there 
oould  be  no  doubt  that  the  distress  in 
Ireland  was  vei^  urgent  and  jiressing, 
but  the  present  Bill  did  not  meet  it  in  any 
adequate  or  direct  manner.  He  did  not 
believe  that  any  body  of  men  on  the 
lace  of  the  earth,  except  the  Members  of 
the  late  Government,  would  think  of  re- 
lieving Irish  distress  by  the  circuitous 
prooess  of  giving  grants  to  Irish  land- 
Wds.  They  l^  various  bodies  ad- 
ministering relief  in  Ireland;  large 
amounts  1^  been  sent  to  them  from 
London  and  from  abroad,  and  it  was 
remarkable  that  in  these  cases  no  sug- 
gestion had  been  made  as  to  applyii^ 
we  money  to  relief  thnragh.  the  land- 


lords. They  had  the  Dublin  Mansion 
House  Committee,  and  not  one  mem- 
ber of  that  body  had  ever  suggested 
such  an  extraordinary  system  of  reliev- 
ing Irish  distress.  In  like  manner  they 
had  the  Land  League  and  the  Fund  got 
up  in  connection  with  the  New  York 
Merald,  both  composed  of  practical  and 
sensible  men,  and  none  of  them  had 
proposed  to  alleviate  the  existing  suf- 
fering by  passing  money  through  the 
pockets  of  the  Irish  landlords.  He  had 
listened  with  great  pain  to  the  discus- 
sion which  had  taken  place  on  this  sub- 
ject in  the  House.  What  did  they  find  ? 
They  found  that  they  were  pleading  for 
relief  for  a  people  who  would  not  be  in 
need  of  relief  if  only  justice  were  ac- 
corded to  them — ^for  relief  to  an  industrious 
people  who  inhabited  a  fertile  country. 
Why  was  it  that  these  debates  on  Irish 
relief  should  occupy  from  time  to  time 
the  attention  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
It  was  perfectly  plain  that  something 
interfered  with  the  prosperity  of  the 
Irish  people — ^that  there  was  some  check 
and  bar  to  that  prosperity ;  and  he  found 
that  check  and  bar  in  the  system  of 
government  which  the  British  House 
imposed  upon  the  Irish  people.  The 
true  Belief  Committee  for  Lreland  would 
be  an  Irish  Parliament.  At  the  pre- 
sent time  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  condition  of  the  countir  was  one 
of  great  suffering,  and  he  feared  that 
that  suffering  might  be  accompanied 
with  serious  disturbances.  The  Irish 
Members  were  heartily  tired  of  all  these 
discussions.  They  asked  that  they  should, 
be  allowed  to  apply  the  resources  and 
revenue  of  their  own  country  to  its  neces- 
sities and  requirements ;  and  so  long  as 
they  were  prevented  doing  so,  the 
House  would  have  these  debates  amin 
and  again — humiliating  debates  such  as 
had  occurred  in  connection  with  the  pre- 
sent question.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House  would  not,  unless  it  were  modified 
and  improved  in  important  respects, 
meet  the  crisis  which  now  existed ;  and 
he  hoped  it  was  not  too  late  for  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  to  take  into  con- 
sideration whether  some  better  means 
than  it  proposed  could  not  be  devised. 
Let  the  GK)vemment  consider,  for  ex- 
ample, whether  it  would  not  be  better 
to  lend  this  money  not  to  the  land- 
lords, but  to  the  relief  of  committees 
whidh  were  now  keeping  the  people 
alive. 
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Majob  O'BEIENE  Bald,  the  Bill  had 
been  actually  described  as  a  sham.  It 
was  quite  incorrect  to  call  it  a  measure 
for  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland,  for 
it  was  perfectly  inadequate  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  it  appeared  to  be  in- 
tended ;  but  he  hoped  the  measure  would 
be  sufficiently  changed  and  amended  to 
make  it  what  it  pretended  to  be. 

Mr.  LEAMY  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  was  perfectly  right,  the 
previous  evening,  in  (uscarding  the  weak 
arguments  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  in  favour  of  the  BHl.  The  Chief 
Secretary  gave  as  his  reason  and  argu- 
ment for  the  measure  that  the  late  Go- 
vernment had  sanctioned  a  grant  of 
£500,000  which  they  had  no  authority 
to  do ;  because  of  that  sanction  Irish 
landlords  had  undertaken  works,  or  had 
incurred  expense  preliminary  to  the  pro- 
secution  of  works;  and,  in  order  that 
these  landlords  should  not  be  damnified, 
the  present  Administration  felt  com- 
pelled to  introduce  this  measure  in  order 
to  fulfil  the  promises  which  their  Pre- 
decessors made.  While  he  resetted, 
and  regretted  extremely,  that  the  late 
Government  should  have  found  no  other 
means  of  relieving  distress  than  by 
making  advances  to  the  landlords,  who 
had  become  the  hereditary  enemies  of 
the  Irish  tenantry,  and  to  whose  in- 
tolerance and  he^^  treatment  it  was 
mainly  due  that  the  tenants  went  down 
at  the  first  shook  of  the  distress,  yet  he 
still  recognized  the  force  of  the  obliga- 
tion which  the  Chief  Secretaiy  asked 
the  House  to  allow  him  to  fulfil.  They 
had  seen  the  plan  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment tested,  and  they  had  seen  that 
it  was  a  failure.  They  had  seen  that, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  £250,000 
had  been  issued  to  the  landlords,  over 
500,000  of  the  Irish  people  had  been 
kept  from  starvation — not  by  the  cir- 
culation of  the  money  consequent  on 
the  employment  given  by  the  land- 
lords, but  by  the  generous  hand  of 
foreign  charity.  If  this  country  did 
not  extend  immediate  and  timely  assist- 
ance to  the  Irish  people,  it  was  in- 
evitable that  the  present  distress  must 
deepen  into  famine  before  the  harvest. 
He  had  been  told  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  watching  the  distress.  He 
would  tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
if  he  waited  until  the  funds  of  the 
charity  organizations  were  exhausted,  he 
would  wait  until  a  terrible  famine  had 
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come  upon  the  people  before  he  was 
aware  of  it.  The  Bill  was  wholly  use- 
less for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was  in- 
tended ;  and  it  could  not  be  wondered 
at  that  they  had  some  misgivings  as  to 
placing  in  the  hollow  of  one  man's  hand 
the  lives  of  500,000  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen.  It  had  been  conceded  that 
this  Bill  could  not  meet  the  existing 
distress.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  ad- 
mitted as  i!huch.  The  obligation  on  the 
Government  was  merely  to  fulfil  the 
obligations  which  had  been  entered  into 
by  the  former  Administration.  The 
present  Government  had  a  right  to  do 
so ;  but  he  could  not  see  why,  in  order  to 
maintain  that  honourable  obligation,  tiie 
Chief  Secretaiy  and  the  present  Admi- 
nistration should  dip  their  hands  into 
the  pockets  of  the  Irish  people. 

Mr.  BIG^AB  said,  it  was  now  con- 
ceded by  the  Government  that  the  Bill 
was  not  expected  or  intended  to  alleviate 
in  any  way  the  distress  at  present  pre- 
valent in  Ireland.  It  was  only  a  Bill  to 
indemnify  the  late  Administration ;  and, 
seeing  that  that  was  the  case,  he  would 
suggest  to  the  present  Government  that 
they  would  curtail  as  much  as  possible 
the  amount  of  money  to  be  given  to  land- 
lords under  the  engagements  of  the  late 
Ministry. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  House 
had  kindly  listened  to  him  for  some  time 
on  Thursday  evening  on  this  subject, 
and  he  should  not  trouble  it  long  on  the 
present  occasion.  He  quite  admitted 
that  if  the  Irish  Members  wished  for 
more  time  to  put  on  the  Paper  their 
Amendments  to  the  Bill,  that  time  must 
be  given  to  them.  But  he  was  afraid 
that  the  delay  would  result  in  endanger- 
ing the  objects  which  he  had  in  view  in 
pressing  forward  the  measure.  The 
first  object  had  relation  to  the  guarantee 
for  railways,  which  was  a  matter  deserv- 
ing very  close  and  careful  consideration. 
His  object  in  introducing  the  railway 
clause  was  two-fold — to  endeavour  to 
facilitate  the  development  of  some  of 
the  most  distressed  districts  where  the 
tenants  experienoed  great  difficulty  in 
selling  their  produce,  owing  to  the  want 
of  railway  accommodation ;  and  to  pro- 
vide some  additional  work  for  the  next 
two  or  three  months.  He  was  afraid, 
however,  that  if  the  Bill  were  not 
allowed  to  ffo  into  Committee  and  passed 
without  delay,  its  provisions  would  not 
be  of  much  use  for  the  purposes  of  em- 


313    R$U$f  of  DUtrm  {Inhni)  [3vm  18,  1880)        Act  (1880)  ^e.  Bitt.        814 


ployment  before  the  harrest.  He  should 
very  much  regret  that  that  should  be  so ; 
but  he  was  very  greatly  relieved  by  find- 
ing that  hon.  Members  who  oame  from 
the  distressed  districts,  and  who  ought 
to  know  the  wishes  of  the  people,  did 
not  seem  to  regard  that  as  a  matter  of 
any  great  importance.  With  regard  to 
the  Fishery  grant,  he  had  no  &ult  to 
find  with  the  general  tone  of  the  re- 
marks which  had  been  made;  but  he 
might  give  a  very  strong  contradiction — 
he  was  g^ing  to  say  a  yery  strong  denial 
— to  the  statement  that  he  had  made 
erasiye  replies  as  to  the  fishery  piers,  or 
as  to  anytning  else  which  had  come  un- 
der his  oomizance  since  he  had  been  in 
Office.  Be  had  endeavoured  to  say 
exacUy  what  he  thought,  and  to  give  to 
the  House  all  the  information  m  his 
power.  There  was  no  danger  whatever 
in  reference  to  these  piers  on  account  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  Departmental 
Oommittee.  Theia  object  was  that  the 
moment  the  Bill  passed  they  might  know 
exactly  what  piers  the  Treasury  would 
give  grants  to,  so  that  the  final  meetings 
might  be  called  and  the  final  notices 
issued.  If  they  were  obliged  to  postpone 
the  Bill,  there  might  be  some  danger  as 
to  whether  the  Canadian  ffrant  womd  be 
made  use  of  or  not ;  but  ne  trusted  that 
the  dispensers  of  that  Fund,  recognizing 
the  difficulties  of  the  situation,  would 
not  allow  any  such  delay  to  prevent 
them  giving  their  money  towards  the 
relief  of  the  distress.  Me  hoped  the 
Bepresentatives  from  Ireland  itself  would 
not  take  offence  when  he  said  that,  while 
he  was  determined  to  do  everything  he 
could  fbr  the  advantage  of  the  Lrish 
people,  he  did  not  believe  he  should  be 
renaering  them  any  really  true  help  if 
he  were  to  press  upon  the  Treasury  or 
the  Imperial  Government  to  give  them 
very  large  sums  of  money.  What  he 
wanted  to  see  was  the  resources  of  Ire- 
land developed  by  loans  which  were 
properly  given,  and  which  had  the  secu- 
rity that  all  loans  ought  to  have ;  and  if 
time  were  given  for  maturing  such  a 
system,  he  did  not  think  that  g^nts 
would  ultimately  be  necessary.  It  would 
be  positively  fittal  to  be  pouring  out 
showers  of  gold  from  the  Imperiiu  Ex- 
chequer. Besides,  hon.  Gentlemen  must 
remember  that  Ireland  was  not  the  only 
country  in  which  there  had  been  dis- 
tress. There  had  been  distress  both  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  at  the  pre- 


sent moment  there  was  a  larser  propor- 
tion of  English  than  of  Irish  paupers. 
He  hoped  Mr.  Speaker  might  now  be 
allowea  to  leave  me  Chair,  and  he  would 
promise  to  bring  the  measure  forward 
a^ain  as  soon  as  the  Oovemment  could 
give  him  time,  though  he  was  aware  that 
they  had  a  sreat  deal  of  other  Business. 
With  regard  to  the  £750,000,  he  stated 
yesterday,  and  he  now  repeated,  that 
they  did  not  know  that  all  of  it  would  be 
wanted ;  but  they  did  know  that  no  larger 
sum  than  that  would  be  wanted.  The  Go* 
vemment  considered  that  they  were 
strictly  fulfilling,  not  merely  the  pledges 
of  the  late  Government,  but  the  pledges 
of  the  late  House ;  and  if  they  did  not 
fulfil  those  pledges,  they  would  adopt 
the  unpreceaent^  course  of  one  Par- 
liament refusine  to  abide  by  the  obli- 
fations  entered  into  by  a  previous 
Parliament. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  the 
statements  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  very  serious.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  were  the  obligations 
entered  into  by  the  late  Parliament, 
when  they  were  entered  into,  and  with 
whom?  The  obligations  of  the  late 
Parliament  were  on  the  Statute  Book, 
and  were  contained  in  Clause  17.  And 
the  Act  of  the  present  Parliament  was 
now  brought  in  because  of  the  violation 
of  those  oblifi'ations,  because  the  Go- 
vernment had  violated — illegally  vio- 
lated— the  obligations  which  were  placed 
on  the  Statute  Book  by  the  late  Parlia- 
ment. It  was  hard  for  Irish  Members 
to  know  what  to  do.  He  listened  to  the 
debate  yesterday,  and  he  heard  Irish 
Members  accused  of  the  high  crime  and 
misdemeanour  of  allowing  the  BUI  to 
pass  last  Session.  The  fact  was,  that 
although  they  knew  the  Bill  of  last 
Session  was  an  unreality,  and  would  not 
work,  they  had  the  menace  before  them 
that  if  they  resisted  it  they  would  be 
made  to  appear  as  if  they  were  resist- 
ing a  benevolent  intention  for  the  relief 
of  distress  in  Ireland.  With  that  menace 
before  them,  some  of  them  did  violence 
to  their  convictions — they  allowed  the 
Bill  to  pass ;  because,  if  they  had  taken 
any  other  course,  the  Press  of  England 
and  Ministers  would  say — **  We  wanted 
to  relieve  Irish  distress,  and  the  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament  prevented  ua 
from  doing  so."  In  the  face  of  those 
circumstances,  havin|f  the  convictiona 
that  experience  had  justified  this,  they 
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recorded  their  warning  aminst  the  mea- 
sure ;  but  even  that  smaU  remonstrance 
was  denounced  as  obstruction  to  the 
benevolent  intentions  of  the  Qovem- 
ment.  And  were  they  to  be  taunted  to- 
day by  some  Oentleman  who  appeared 
here  for  the  first  time,  and  who  got  his 
knowledge  of  the  subject  from  the  miser- 
able scraps  of  reports  that  he  found  in 
the  London  morning  papers — were  they 
to  be  taunted  with  me  fact  that  they 
allowed  the  Bill  of  last  Session  to  pass  ? 
There  were  English  Members  who  were 
animated  by  a  sincere  desire  to  help  the 
Govemmentinthebelief  that  this  Bill  was 
to  do  something  good  for  Ireland.  He 
warned  those  hon.  Oentlemen  that  their 
belief  was  doomed  to  dis- illusion.  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  told  them  that  they 
did  not  rely  on  this  Bill  to  relieve  the 
distress. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  interposing, 
said,  what  he  said  was  that  he  could  rely 
on  no  Bill  without  out-door  relief  to 
meet  the  distress  till  the  harvest.  He 
had  also  stated,  and  gave  figures  in 
proof,  that  a  large  amount  of  employ- 
ment had  been  given  in  consequence  of 
the  loans,  and  that  consequently  without 
the  loans  the  distress  would  have  been 
greater. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  quite 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  still  understood  him  to  say  that 
he  relied  rather  on  the  power  of  giving 
out-door  relief  than  on  anything  this 
Bill  would  accomplish.  He  put  it  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  the  BiU 
was  not  to  grapple  with  the  distress  in 
June,  July,  and  August,  what  was  the 
Bill  to  do  ?  Where  would  there  be  any 
^arantee  nven  that  the  landlord,  hav- 
ing secured  the  loan  upon  easy  terms, 
would  not  take  his  own  time  for  going 
about  the  work?  —  that  he  would  not 
wait  till  next  December  or  next  year  ? 
If  money  at  1  per  cent  was  to  go  to  the 
landlords  for  the  purpose  of  relieving 
Irish  distress,  where  was  the  clause  pro- 
viding that  the  loan  should  be  cancelled 
imless  the  work  was  commenced  within 
a  certain  time  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man told  them  that  £240,000  had  been 
"issued;"  but  do  not  let  them  run 
away  with  the  idea  that  that  was  for 
the  relief  of  Ireland.  How  much  of 
that  £240,000  had  been  issued  but  not 
spent  ?  Why,  it  was  absolutely  ofFering 
the  people  circumlocution  instead  of  re- 
lief,    in.  Committee  he  would  ask  the 
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Gt)vemment  to  put  in  a  clause  providing 
that  unless  the  landlords  availed  them- 
selves of  the  funds  within  the  proper 
time,  the  loan  should  be  recalled  and 
cancelled.  If  that  was  not  done,  the 
Bill  would  be  a  mockery,  a  delusion,  and 
a  snare.  The  Prime  Minister  com- 
plained of  the  Public  Business  being 
stopped  by  these  discussions.  That  was 
true,  but  it  was  not  the  fault  of  the 
Irish  Members ;  and  he  would  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the 
way  to  facilitate  the  passing  of  the  BOl, 
relieve  the  House,  and  insure  the  Bill 
being  made  efficacious,  was  to  refer  it  to 
a  Select  Committee  consisting  entirely  of 
Irish  Representatives,  with  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  Chairman.  The  Committee 
could  go  upstairs,  and  not  interfere  with 
English  Business  in  the  House.  There 
was  no  Minister  of  the  Crown  whom 
they  would  more  cheerfully  elect  as 
Chairman.  He  offered  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  suggestion  in  order  to 
put  an  end  to  these  discussions,  which 
were  animated  by  no  disposition  to 
thwart  good  intentions,  but  because 
they  held  that  the  Bill  would  turn  out  a 
gross  mistake. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  the  discussion  had 
proceeded  on  the  assumption  that  the 
1 7th  section  of  the  Act  of  last  Session 
was  the  governing  section,  whereas  the 
9th  section  was  that  which  governed  the 
Bill.  In  that  section  the  terms  of  the 
two  Treasury  Circulars  were  distinctly 
set  forth.  The  loans  which  had  been 
referred  to  were  equally  applicable  to 
sanitary  authorities  as  to  lan^ords ;  and 
it  must  not  be  forgotten  that  the  Trea- 
sury Circulars  incorporated  in  the  Bill 
gave  no  power  to  entertain  applications 
made  after  the  29th  of  February.  The 
present  Government  were  now  simply 
giving  effect  to  and  ratifying  the  Circular 
of  the  29th  February  last. 

Me.  PARNELL  thought  that  the  Cir- 
culars gave  power  for  additional  loans  to 
be  obtained. 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  that  the  original 
amount  of  the  loans  had  been  increased 
to  £750,000,  after  considerable  discus- 
sion in  that  House. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  in 
order  to  bring  to  a  practical  issue  the 
point  in  dispute  between  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary and  the  Irish  Members,  he  would 
propose  the  following  Amendment : — 

*'That  the  Ooxninittee  stage  of  the  BUI  in  the 
Whole  House  be  dispensed  with,  and  that  the 
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Bill  he  referred  to  a  Committee  oonnrtine  of  the 
Members  who  prepared  and  brought  in  we  Bill, 
and  of  the  Memoers  for  counties,  cities,  and 
boroughs  in  Ireland.'* 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  take  the  course  indicated  by 
this  Amendment,  he  ought  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee. The  constitution  of  the  Committee 
would  form  a  subject  for  subsequent  con- 
sideration by  the  House. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  course  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Member  was  one 
which  was  proposed  in  the  late  Parlia- 
ment by  the  then  Leader  of  the  House 
in  reference  to  an  English  Bill.  There 
was  also  a  precedent  for  it  in  a  proposal 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick,  who  was  well  acquainted 
with  the  Forms  of  the  House,  and  who 
was  a  Constitutional  lawyer.  In  the  last 
Parliament  that  hon.  Member  placed  on 
the  Paper  a  Notice  for  referring  the 
Officers  and  Courts  (Ireland)  Bill  to  such 
a  Committee.  The  Speaker,  also,  in  his 
examination  before  the  Select  Committee 
on  Public  Business,  gave  it  as  his  opi- 
nion that  it  was  undoubtedly  competent 
for  the  House  to  dispense  ^th  the  Com- 
mittee stage  of  a  Bill  in  the  Whole 
House.  It  was  only  by  the  courtesy  of 
the  House  that  he  could  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  Motion ;  but  it  seemed  to 
him  that  it  had  been  promoted  by  the 
apparent  desire  of  the  Qiief  Secretiuy  to 
put  on  the  shoulders  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers the  blame  for  the  postponement  of 
the  Bill.  The  course  suggested  would 
obviate  all  inconvenience,  and  would 
expedite  the  passage  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  EYLANDS,  as  an  English  Mem- 
ber,  felt  that  he  was  in  a  difficulty  with 
respect  to  the  Bill  considering  the  view 
he  had  taken  of  l^e  measure  of  the  last 
Session.  ["Order!''] 

Mb.  Speaker  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  only  speak  to  the  point 
of  Order.  At  the  same  time,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  an 
entire  departure  from  the  practice  of 
the  House.  He  did  not  think  it  was 
competent  on  a  Motion  for  going  into 
Committee  to  move  that  an  Amendment 
of  such  a  character  could  be  moved. 
The  proposal  to  dispense  with  the  Com- 
mittee stage  was  of  such  a  novel  cha- 
racter that,  without  the  special  instruc- 
tion of  the  House,  he  could  not  put  the 
Amendment, 


Mb.  RYLANDS  said,  the  House  was, 
no  doubt,  willing  to  pass  measures  which 
were  necessary  to  be  passed  in  the  in- 
terests of  Ireland ;  but  he  must  point 
out  to  the  Government  Ihat  if  all  the 
time  of  the  House  was  to  be  occupied  in 
discussing  Irish  questions,  there  would 
be  no  hope  of  gettine  through  some 
English  measures  which  were  before  the 
House,  and  which  were  of  great  impor- 
tance. The  question  was,  was  the  Bill 
necessary  in  the  interests  of  Ireland? 
[**No,  no!"]  Then,  if  it  was  not,  it  ought 
not  to  occupy  the  time  which  it  had  done 
in  that  House.  Contrary  to  expectation, 
a  debate  had  arisen  which  seemed  ca- 
pable of  being  prolonged  indefinitely. 
He  appealed  to  the  Government  to  have 
some  regard  for  English  Members.  He 
was  prepared  to  support  the  Gt>vemment, 
if  the  Chief  Secretary  told  the  House 
that  the  Bill  was  absolutely  necessary ; 
but  he  must  protest  against  the  waste  of 
time  which  was  talong  place  without 
making  any  progress  on  any  Business 
at  all. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  made  it  incumbent  on  Uiem  to 
vindicate  themselves  in  the  face  of  the 
country  and  the  House  from  a  very 
serious  and  grave  imputation.  Irish 
Members  had  been  charged  with  being 
guilty  of  delaying  and  obstructing  a 
measure  for  reheving  the  Irish  people. 
Did  he  need  to  remind  them  how  last 
Session,  rather  than  appear  obstructive, 
they  gave  the  measure  their  adhesion 
and  allowed  it  to  pass ;  and  what  had 
been  the  result  of  that  measure?  He 
would  call  them  back  to  the  real  ques- 
tion before  them.  He  saw  the  Prime 
Minister  the  other  night  hanging  on  the 
lips  of  a  Member  of  mat  House  when  he 
spoke  of  the  miseries  from  which  the 
Enelish'people  were  suffering,  and,  after 
he  had  dwelt  on  the  imagined  wrongs 
which  would  be  done  to  ^glish  work- 
men if  certain  things  were  not  done,  he 
saw  the  Prime  Minister  go  to  that  hon. 
Member  and  compliment  him  on  the 
way  he  had  spoken.  But  did  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen in  that  House  listen  with  wrapt 
attention  when  the  wrongs  and  griev- 
ances under  which  the  Irish  people 
suffered  were  spoken  of?  A  sum  of 
£750,000  had  been  granted  by  the  Bill ; 
but  how  much  of  that  sum  had  reached 
the  pockets  of  the  starving  people  ?  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  c^t  on  the  Irish 
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Members  the  responsibility  of  delaying 
the  Bill ;  but  he  oould  assure  the  House 
that  the  Irish  Members  were  anxious  to 

Srevent  the  misery  and  mistakes  of  last 
ession,  and  they  were  anxious  to  bring 
real  help  to  the  suffering  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  would  not  hesitate  to  grant 
the  people  relief  from  the  Irish  Church 
Fund;  out  the  faot  was,  that  he  was 
afraid  of  that  fund.  It  was  a  dangerous 
fund  for  a  Ooyemment  to  haye  always 
at  hand ;  because,  if  they  always  had  a 
fund  like  that  at  hand,  they  would  not 
take  the  precautionary  measures  they 
ought  to  take  to  preyent  the  recurrence 
of  such  eyils.  It  had  been  forgotten 
how  many  millions  had  been  spent  in 
the  Famine  of  1847,  and  how  fruitless 
that  expenditure  was.  It  had  done  no 
permanent  good,  and  it  sayed  no  liyes. 
With  re^ara  to  the  fishery  proposals, 
they  womd  probably  be  good  for  Ire- 
land prospectiyely,  and  as  far  as  trade 
and  industry  went ;  but  they  would  not 
meet  the  present  distress  and  feed  the 
starying  people.  The  construction  of  the 
piers  would  require  skilled  labour;  it 
would  employ  diyers,  skilled  stone- 
dressers,  and  other  such  labour,  but  it 
would  not  giye  the  people  of  Ireland  the 
relief  which  they  required.  It  might  be 
called  a  Land  Lnproyement  Bill  —  a 
Eailway  Extension  Bill,  to  take  effect 
some  years  hence ;  but  a  prompt  Belief 
Bill  it  was  not.  There  was  no  clause  in 
the  Bill  to  stand  between  the  people  and 
destruction.  They  had  to  proyide  for  the 
four  months  which  still  interyened  be- 
tween the  present  time  and  the  haryest. 
Would  that  Bill  proyide  for  that  four 
months  ?  If  not,  it  was  a  futile  measure. 
The  Bill  was  oaUed  the  Belief  of  Irish 
Distress  Bill ;  but  he  asked  if  it  appeared 
in  one  dause  from  beginning  to  end,  that 
it  effected  that  purpose  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOkSTEB  said,  it  was 
the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 
Amendment  Bill. 

Mb.  DAWSON  said,  the  cure  was 
worse  than  the  disease.  He  apologized 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  for  intruding  the 
affairs  of  Ireland  so  much  upon  the 
House ;  but  they  were  ready  to  relieye 
the  House  of  Irish  affairs  at  any  moment. 
The  question  was  whether  the  Bill  was 
intended  to  r^eye  distress,  and  whe* 
ther  it  would  do  so  in  the  next  four 
months ;  because  if  it  would  not  do  that, 
it  would  not  carry  out  the  object  for 
which  it  was  ostensibly  intended.    It 

Mr.  Dawion 


was  hard  to  pretend  to  giye  the  people 
of  Ireland  a  great  boon  when,  in  reality, 
it  was  nothing  of  the  sort. 

Mb,  JUSTIN  M'CABTHT  s^d,  he 
was  extremely  anxious  to  bring  this  long 
discussion  to  a  dose,  and  not  to  haye  any 
more  time  wasted  by  the  debate.  He 
rose  for  the  purpose  of  moying  that  the 
Bill  be  refeired  to  a  Select  Committee. 
He  understood  that  this  was  the  proper 
stage  at  which  to  make  that  Motion ;  and 
it  was  his  intention,  if  the  Motion  were 
carried,  to  propose  that  the  Select  Com- 
mittee be  composed  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  and  the  Gentlemen 
who  had  brought  in  the  Bill.  He  did 
not  know  how  he  or  his  Friends  could 
answer  better  the  appeal  made  to  them 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands).  He  was  the  more  desirous  to 
respond  to  that  appeal,  because  all  the 
Irish  Members  knew  that  eyery  measure 
for  the  promotion  of  the  good  of  Ireland 
had  his  hon.  Friend's  sympathy  and 
support.  It  was  impossible  for  Irish 
Members  wishing  to  see  this  made  a 
beneficent  measure  to  aUow  it  to  pass  in 
its  present  condition.  It  was  equally 
impossible  that  a  Committee  of  that 
House  should  discuss  with  adyantage  all 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  and  dispose  of 
the  Amendments  the  Irish  Members  pro- 
posed to  introduce.  The  time  of  the 
House  would  be  lost  in  spoiling  and 
marring  the  measure.  What  he  pro- 
posed was  that  the  Irish  Members  should 
oe  allowed  to  take  the  Bill  upstairs,  and 
there  endeayour  to  make  it  a  genuine 
and  usefrd  measure,  without  occupying 
the  time  and  attention  of  the  House  in 
general,  or  laying  themselyes  open  to 
tiie  objection  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley.  The  defectiye  local  ma- 
chinery in  Ireland  preyented  Irish  Mem- 
bers from  sanctioning  the  Bill  as  it  stood. 
If  they  had  proper  local  machinery  in 
Ireland  the  Bill  might  be  worked ;  but 
there  was  none  which  they  could  trust 
for  carrying  out  a  measure  like  that 
That  fact  made  it  necessary  to  endeayour 
to  shape  the  Bill  so  that  it  might  be  of 
some  practical  use  eyen  with  we  defec- 
tiye local  machinery  in  Ireland,  and  that 
could  only  be  done  by  means  of  a  Select 
Committee  composed  of  those  who  best 
understood  this  practical  question.  He 
begged  to  moye  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.    O'SHAUOHNESSY   seconded 
the  Amendment, 
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Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  ont  from  the  word  "That**  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
•*  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,"— 
{Mr.  Juttin  M'CMMf^) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

An  hon.  MmniKR  said  that  the  Irish 
Members  did  not  wish  to  impede  the 
Bill,  so  far  as  thej  considered  it  useful, 
but  to  add  materifdly  to  its  use  by  the 
Amendments  th^  intended  to  propose. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  haye  heard 
with  some  surprise  the  proposal  which 
has  been  submitted  to  the  House  within 
the  last  half-hour.  I  really  thought  by 
this  time  that  some  consideration  would 
have  been  shown  for  the  mode  in  which 
the  Business  of  the  House  is  to  be  con- 
ducted. Shortly  after  2  o'clock  an  ex- 
planation took  place  in  the  House  be- 
tween the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  and  myself.  I  stated  that  we 
had  understood,  and  that  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  understood,  it  to  be  agreed  that, 
on  the  one  side,  you.  Sir,  should  leaye 
the  Chair,  and  on  the  other  side  the  Oo- 
yemment — for  the  hon.  Member  spoke 
on  the  part  of  his  Friends  around  him — 
expressed  their  willingness  not  to  press 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill  to-day,  but  would 

rmtpone  the  Bill  until  some  future  day. 
need  not  go  into  Airther  detail.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  said  the  state- 
ment and  the  proposal  made  by  the  Oo- 
yemment  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to 
him.  My  reference  was  not  to  himself 
indiyidusJly,  but  to  him  as  speaking  on 
the  part  of  his  Friends,  and  my  state- 
ment was  so  entirely  satisfactory  that  he 
at  once  accepted  my  suggestion  and 
withdrew  the  Motion  he  hM  made  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate.  When 
I  recollected  how  this  week  had  been 
spent  I  was  extremely  glad  that  such  a 
course  had  been  agreed  upon  between 
us;  but  now  I  find  that  nearly  three 
hours  haye  been  spent  in  a  debate  on 
the  BiU  after  the  non.  Oentleman  had 
accepted  my  proposal,  and  now  at  the 
close  of  thee^  three  hours  a  proposition 
is  made  openly  on  an  entirely  new  sub- 
ject— namely,  that  the  Bill  be  referred 
to  a  Select  Uommittee.  Nor  is  that  all, 
for^  at  the  same  time,  indications  are 
giyen  of  the  ulterior  steps  connected 
with  the  reference  to  the  Select  Com- 

VOL.  CCIJn.    [Tontp  scans.] 


mittei.    It  is  not  to  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee  in  the  ordinary  sense 
— that  is  to  say,  to  a  limted  number  of 
Gentlemen  who  are  to  go  through  the 
dauses  of  the  Bill,  but  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, to  be  composed,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  two  or  three  Gentlemen  whose 
names  may  be  on  the  Bill,  of  the  105 
Gentlemen  who  claim  to  represent  the 
interests  of  Ireland  in  this  House.    That 
is  not  a  Select  Committee  in  the  usual 
and  well  understood  meaning  of  the 
term  in  this  House.    What  is  under- 
stood to  be  the  object  of  this  Select  Com- 
mittee?    If  I  comprehend  the    hon. 
Gentlemen's  purpose,  it  is  that  in  lieu 
of  charging  uiis  relief  upon  the  Church 
Surplus  in  prosecution  of  the  determina- 
tion of  the  last  Parliament,  it  is  to  be 
charged  upon  an  Imperial  fund.   But  why 
it  is  to  be  charfi;ed  on  an  Imperial  fund 
is  a  question  which  interests  the  rest  of 
the    United    Elingdom — ^England    and 
Scotland — who  are  to  be  represented  on 
that  Committee  by  the  two  or  three 
Gentlemen  who  haye  obstructed  the  Bill 
in  the  face  of  105  Irish  Members.    Both 
on  account  of  the  nature  of  the  yista 
thus  opened  to  us,  and  my  sense  of  duty 
in  the  matter,  as  well  as  the  necessity  I 
feel  of  securing  some  regularity  in  the 
transaction  of  Public  Business,  I  must 
certainly  decline  to  accede  to  such  a 

Motion.         

Mb.  PASNELL  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  appeared  to  complain  of  a 
breach  of  understanding,  which  he  had 
described  as  haying  been  entered  into 
at  the  commencement  of  the  day's  pro- 
ceedings. He  correctly  stated  mat, 
upon  his  undertaking  that  the  clause  of 
the  Bill  should  not  be  proceeded  with  in 
Committee,  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  expressed 
his  perfect  satisfaction.  The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  also  said  he  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  expressed  his  willingness  to  with- 
draw his  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man treated  him  rather  unfairly  when 
he  intimated  to  the  House  that  the  de- 
bate which  ensued  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  was  brought  on 
y  mm  (Mr.  Pamell),  or  tiiat  it  had 
been  controlled  by  him.  When  he  spoke, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  assumea  that 
he  was  representing  the  yiews  of  those 
hon.  Memoers  who  sat  behind  him.  It 
should  be  borne  in  mind  that  the  debate 
which  ultimately  ensued  on  the  Bill  was 
continued   by    hon.   Members   on  the 
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Ministerial  side  of  the  House,  with 
whom  he  had,  personally,  no  influence 
whatever.  It  was  not  until  the  Chief 
SecretcLry  made  a  statement  that  he  con- 
sidered it  necessary  that  some  action 
should  be  taken.  What  was  the  state- 
ment of  the  Chief  Secretary  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  pointed  out  that  the 
result  of  carrying  out  the  arrangement 
made  between  the  Prime  Minister  and 
himself  (Mr.  Pamell)  would  be  to  put 
off  the  further  stages  of  the  Bill  until  a 
very  late  period  of  the  Session,  and  that 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  be  deprived 
of  the  benefit  of  the  Bill ;  and,  amongst 
other  things,  they  would  be  deprived  of 
the  grant  for  fishery  piers,  and  that, 
consequently,  the  filshing  industry  on 
the  North- West  and  West  coasts  of  Ire- 
land would  be  materially  injured,  and 
the  starving  population  suffer  during 
the  ensuing  season.  What  was  this 
statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  but 
quibbling  ?  He  must,  therefore,  throw 
uie  blame  of  the  subsequent  discussion  on 
the  Chief  Secretary.  Why  should  they 
tacitly  accept  the  blame  which  was  due 
to  the  right  hon.  GFentleman  ?  It  was 
to  point  out  some  practical  way  to 
making  progress  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  rose  and  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  con- 
sisting of  the  Irish  Members,  which 
would  naturally  save  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  enable  them  to  arrive  at 
a  satisfactory  conclusion.  That  discus- 
sion had  arisen  because  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary had  cavilled  at  the  arrangement 
which  had  been  made,  entered  into  two 
hours  ago.  It  was  not  likely  that  the 
Irish  Members  would  sit  under  the  im- 
putation which  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
thrown  on  them ;  they  therefore  threw 
back  on  him  the  odium  of  breaking  the 
arrangement  and  impeding  the  progpress 
of  the  measure. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  would 
reply  to  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  temperately  as  he  could.  The  hon. 
Member  said  the  remarks  he  had  made 
were  "  cavilling,"  and  he  cast  on  him 
the  " odium"  of  the  course  which  had 
been  taken ;  he  must  inform  the  House 
what  really  had  happened.  The  hon. 
Member  had  made  a  not  unreasonable 
appeal  that  more  time  should  be  s^ven 
for  Amendments,  and  said  no  harm 
would  arise  from  postponing  the  con- 
sideration of  the  BiU  in  Committee. 

Mr,  Famell 


right  hon.  Friend,  admitting  the  appeal 
for  more  time  to  consider  further  Amend- 
ments, stated  that,  considering  the  othw 
Business  before  Parliament,  it  would  be 
impossible,  if  the  Committee  were  not 
disposed  of  to-day,  or  some  substantial 
progress  made,  to  take  up  the  Bill  again 
for  some  time.  But  he  said  his  regret 
at  that  cause  was  diminished  by  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member,  whose 
knowledge  of  Ireland  must  be  great, 
and  speaking,  as  no  doubt  he  did,  for 
those  who  ad;ed  with  him.  But  when 
the  debate  went  on,  it  became  necessary 
for  him  to  reply  to  several  statements 
which  were  made,  especially  by  the  hon. 
Memberfor  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
Perhaps  it  would  have  been  better  that 
he  had  not  replied  to  the  allusions  made 
to  himself;  but  he  did  not  think  it  would 
be  quite  respectful  if  he  had  not  done 
so.  He  stood  up  just  to  confirm  what 
his  rieht  hon.  Friend  had  said — that 
was  aU  he  did.  He  did  not  think  it 
deserved  the  imputation  of  '*  cavilling," 
or  that  any  "  omum  "  should  be  cast  on 
him  in  consequence.  With  regard  to 
the  proposal  for  submitting  the  Bill  to 
a  large  Irish  Committee,  it  would  ob- 
viously be  unwise  and  unfair  to  English 
and  Scotch  Members,  and  it  was  scarcely 
fair  to  attempt  to  start  such  a  sugges- 
tion suddenly  iipon  the  House. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  was  quite 
prepared  to  admit  that  the  question 
whether  the  relief  should  come  from 
Imperial  funds  or  the  Irish  Church  Sur- 
plus should  be  left  to  be  determined  by 
the  House ;  but  as  regarded  other  parte 
of  the  Bill  he  thought  there  should  be 
but  one  opinion .  The  Bill  was  a  measure 
to  continue  an  Act  which  had  admittedly 
failed  for  its  purpose.  Therefore,  it  was 
asked  that  it  should  be  referred  to  the 
103  Members,  who,  knowing  the  actual 
circumstances  of  the  country  which  the 
measure  concerned,  were  best  able  to 
consider  its  provisions.  Such  a  Com- 
mittee was  desirable,  because  the  great 
majority  of  English  and  Scotch  Members 
ba^ed  up  the  Government  when  the 
present  Act  was  passed,  on  the  lines  of 
which  this  Bill  proceeded.  That  Act 
had  ended  in  failure,  and  he  anticipated 
the  same  result  from  this  Bill  unless  it 
were  referred  to  a  Select  Committee  aa 
proposed. 

Colonel  BAENE  thought  the  pro- 
posal made  would  facilitate  the  progress 
of  the  Bill,  and  also  of  the  general  Susi- 
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11688  of  the  House ;  and  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  when  the  Bill  came  back  from 
the  Committee,  the  House  could,  on  the 
third  reading,  reject  anj  of  the  condu- 
sions  of  the  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

« 

Bill  considered  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress;  to  sit  again 
upon  Monday  next. 

SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL.— [Bill  188.] 

{Mr.  Ol4id$Um$,  Mr,  Fawceti,  Lord  FrediricM 

Cavendish,) 

SECOlfB  BBADIHO. 


Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Ms.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  would  endeavour  to  make  a  clear 
statement  of  its  objects ;  and  he  would 
endeavour  to  distinguish  between  the 
objects  that  were  vital  to  the  Bill  and 
those  that  were  improvements  of  the 
law  and  useful  for  tne  development  of 
our  Savings'  Bank  system.   The  Bill  had 
four  distinct  objects,  the  first  of  which 
was  the  most  important    It  was  to  pro- 
vide for  the  extinction  of  the  large  defi- 
ciency upon  the   funds    available    for 
meetmg  the  demands  of   the  Trustee 
Savings' Banks.  Thisdeficiency,  in  truth, 
was  a  concealed  portion  of  the  National 
Debt  of  which  the  House  took  no  cog- 
nizance in  the  course  of  its  ordinary 
proceedings,  and  it  was  never  brought 
oefore  it  as  a  portion  of  the  national 
obligation.    A  very  important  and  wise 
step  was  taken  by  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  providing  that  the 
House  should  be  called  upon  from  year 
to  year  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  repre- 
sented by  the  interest  upon  tnis  defi- 
ciency.   The  measure  was  not  only  sound 
in  principle,  but  it  had  the  efiect  of 
calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
existence  of  the  deficiency  itself.    Acting 
in  the  spirit  of  that  proceeding,  he  now 
proposed  to  make  provision  for  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  deficiency  itself.    That 
deficiency  amounted,  as  he  reckoned  it, 
to  the  sum  of  £3,665,000.    That,  how- 
ever, was  a  larger  amount  than  the  sum 
which  stood  as  exhibiting  the  deficiency 
in  the  account  taken  last  ]November,  when 
a  statement  of  the  assets  and  liabilities 


of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  in 
account  with  the  Savings  Banks  Trustees 
was  presented  to  Parliament.  The  reason 
was  that  the  annual  account  was  natu- 
raJly  and   reasonably  based  upon  the 
price  of  the  public  securities  on  the  day 
when  the  account  was  taken.    His  object 
now  was  to  present  the  matter  to  the 
House  from  a  different  point  of  view, 
and  to  provide  a  common  measure  for 
the  values  of  different  years,  in  order 
that  the  House  might  be  inclined  to 
trace  and  to  follow  the  growth  or  dimi- 
nution of  this  deficiency.    For  this  reason 
it  was  necessary  to  fix  upon  a  valuation 
ofthefimds.  He  had  taken  as  the  valua- 
tion that  which  represented  the  intorest 
at  3^  per  cent  as  the  well-understood 
average  at  which  the  public  could  borrow, 
taking  one  year  with  another,  which 
mode  of  computation,  92  and  some  shil- 
lings, was  the  mode  of  computation  for 
the  value  of  the  Consols  laid  down  by 
the  Commissioners,  the  other  stocks  and 
securities  following   Consols.     It   was 
upon  that  basis,  which  enabled  them  to 
compare  one  year  with  another,  that 
the  deficiency  stood  at  something  over 
£3,500,000.      The  mode  in  which  he 
proposed  to  provide  for  it  was  by  con- 
stituting Annuities  which  would  pay  it 
off  in  the  course  of  about  25  years.    He 
was  sanguine  enough  to  anticipate  little 
or  no  difference  of  opinion  on  the  pro- 
priety of  getting  rid  of  this  deficiency. 
The  wound  had  been  stanched  to  a  cer- 
tain degree  already,  and  now  it  ought 
to  be  completely  healed.    The  next  pro- 
posal, which  was  also  a  vital  portion  of 
the  BiU,  was  the  proposal  to  reduce  the 
rato  of  intorest  now    payable   to  the 
Trustoesof  the  SavingsBanks  from  £3  5s, 
to  £3  per  cent.    The  principal  ground 
on  which  he  made  this  proposal  was 
that  they  could  not  afford  to  pay  £3  5s. 
He  believed  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
lato  Chancellor  of  me  Exchequer  was  of 
a  different  opinion  on  this  point ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  thought  he  should  be 
able  to  demonstrato  that  he  was  correct. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  at  times,  and  in 
certain  forms,  they  could  borrow  at  less 
than  3},  or  even  at  less  than  3 ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  at  times  the  public  had 
to  borrow  at  a  higher  rato.    In   1855 
money  was  borrowed  at  £3  I2s.  6d,, 
or  3|.    The  loan  was  made  up  partly  of 
£100  Consols  and  partly  of  Annuities^ 
and  the  3  per  cent  was  represented  by 
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was  quite  true  that  on  a  certain  occasion 
they  could  not  borrow  under  3}  per  cent ; 
but  he  thought  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  a  good  deal  relied  upon 
that  rate  of  interest  as  the  rate  they  found 
it  expedient  to  give  on  the  part  of  the 
State    to  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners.    Was  it  not  a  fair  inference  to 
draw,  that  if,  for  the  interests  of  the 
State,  and  to  purchase  Annuities,  they 
borrowed  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners at  the  rate  of  £3  15«.  per  cent, 
it  would  be  reasonable  that  £3  should 
be  paid  to  the  Trustees  of  the  Sayings 
Bai^s  ?   As  he  was  responsible  for  these 
£3  15«.  Annuities,  he  wished  to  explain 
the  thoroughly  exceptional  character  of 
the  transaction,  which  unfortunately  had 
been  lost  sight  of.   These  Annuities  were 
first  created  in  the  year  1860,  which  was 
a  period  when  the  financial  position  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
totally  difierent  from  what  it  was  now. 
He  had  then  to  deal  only  with  the  old 
Trustee  Sayings  Banks.     They  found 
him    money    to  inyest   in    prosperous 
years,  when  he  did  not  want  it,  and 
they  drew  largely  upon  him  in   years 
that  were  not  prosperous  when  he  did 
want  it.    Money  was  required  for  for- 
tifications, and  it  was  proyided  by  Par- 
liament by  Annuities ;  but  now  it  would 
only  be  necessary  to  go  to  the  National 
Debt  Commissioners  and  obtain  Annui- 
ties at  a  rate  nearly  corresponding  with 
the  rate  shown  by  Ihe  price  of  the  public 
Stocks.    In  this  case  they  were  bound  to 
haye  some  regard  to  the  terms  on  which 
they  could  haye  sold  these  Annuities  in 
the  open  market.    They  could  not  haye 
sold   them   except  upon  unfayourable 
terms,  and  they  were  bound  to  proceed 
in  the  manner  he  had  described.    The 
National    Debt    Commissioners    were 
obliged  to  sell  Stock  to  meet  the  funds 
to  be  borrowed  on  the  Annuities.    It 
would  not  be  a  fair  arrangement,  in 
that  state  of  things,  when  they  were 
bound  to  sell  Stock  at  the  time,  if  they 
did  not  giye  a  rate  of  interest  as  liberal 
as  that  they  accepted.    That  rate  of  in- 
terest was  wholly  out  of  the  question  in 
the  present  state  of  things,  when  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners  were  not 
dependent  upon  any  risk  in  the  sale  of 
Stock.   He  had  asked  himself  a  question 
still  more  radically  illustratiye  and  de- 
(dsiye  of   the    whole  matter — namely, 
whether  the  public  could  show  them- 
selyes,  from  the  accounts  of  the  Ni^tional 
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Debt  Commissioners,  able  to  afibrd  to 
pay  a  rate  of  interest  amounting  to  £3  5«. 
He  would  demonstrate  to  the  House  that 
they  could  not  afford  to  do  it.    An  opi- 
nion   had  somewhat  widely  preyailed 
that  the  existing  deficiency  in  tne  assets 
of  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  as 
compared  with  their  liabilities  to  the 
Trustees  of  the  old  Sayings  Banks  was  a 
deficiency  created  before  1844.    But  be 
thouffht  it  was  demonstrated  by  figures 
that  this  was  not  the  case,  a  considerable 
deficiency  haying  been  created  since  the 
date  mentioned.    The  deficiency  in  No- 
yember,  1844,  was  £1,633,000;  and  in 
order  to  bring  the  question  to  the  test  of 
figures  he  should  wipe  out  the  deficienoj 
then  existing.    The  mode  in  which  he 
did  this  was  by  setting  aside  in  the  ac- 
count that  sum  of  £1,633,000  and  allow- 
ing it  to  accumulate  at  a  uniform  rate  of 
interest — namely,  3^  per  cent — ^till  next 
Noyember.     That    sum  credited   with 
compound  interest  would  haye  risen  to 
a  sum  of  £5,004,000.    For  the  purpose 
of  his  computation  that  was  the  amount 
which  he  had  to  put  down  to  the  credit 
of  the  fund.    To  the  debit  he  had  to  pat 
down  all  that  they  had  giyen  to  the 
fund  since  1844  and  the  present  de- 
ficiency.   A  comparison  of  those  two 
sums  showed  what  had  been  the  loss 
since  1844.    The  actual  deficit  on  No- 
yember  28th,    1879,   was  £3,565,000; 
but  in  1863  he  proposed  to  Parliament 
as  Chancellor  of  me  Exchequer,  and 
Parliament  agreed  with  him,  to  make  a 
present  to  the  Sayings  Bank  Funds  of 
£1,644,000,  which,  of  course,  went  to 
diminish  the  then  existing  deficiency,  and 
must  now  be  reckoned  in  aetermining  the 
question  under  consideration.  The  mode 
in  which   that  was    done  was   this — 
£25,000,000  of  Stock  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  Commissioners  were  can- 
celled,  and  a  book  debt  was   created 
ajg^ainst  the    country   of    £25,000,000 
simple,  which,  as  compared  with  the 
yalue  of  Stocks  at  the  tune,  represented 
a  gift  to  the  assets  of  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  of  £  1 ,  864,000.   But  there 
was  a  further  process.    In  1867  the  Gk>- 
yemment  reconyerted  this  sum  into  An- 
nuities, and  the  effect  of  that  and  of 
giying  the  interest  upon  the  £24,000,000 
as  of  cash  instead  of^  Stock  was  to  add  a 
further  yalue  of  £974,000  to  the  gift 
conferred    upon    the    Commissioners. 
There  was  anothersmallitemof  £236,000 
to  be  taken  into  consideration ;  and,  ad4* 
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ing  those  sums  together,  he  found  that 
there  stood  at  the  debit  of  the  aooount 
£6,621,000.  The  debit  of  the  aoooimt, 
therefore,  stood  charffed  with  this  sum. 
The  value  of  the  1 844  defidenoy  accumu- 
lated at  compound  interest  would  have 
been  £5,004,000,  and  it  followed  that 
there  had  been  a  deficit  accruing  since 
1844  of  £1,617,000.  That  was  a  strict 
and  riffid  demonstration,  based  on  the 
principle  of  uniform  valuation,  of  the 
fact  tnat  bv  paying  £8  5«.  per  cent 
throughthelHationalDebtGommissioners 
in  respect  of  the  funds  of  the  Trustees  of 
the  Savings  Banks,  a  loss  had  been  en- 
tailed of  £1,617,000.  The  House  was 
now  in  possession  of  the  imperative 
reasons  why  the  rate  of  interest  should 
be  reduced.  Though  no  man  liked  to  see 
the  rate  of  interest  paid  to  himreduced, 
he  had  not  found  that  there  was  any 
general  disposition  to  complain  of  his 
measure.  He  had  heard  it  argued  that 
the  public  should  pay  more  than  the 
market  rate  in  Savings  Banks,  and  many 
people  said  that  the  public  ought  to  pay 
88  much  as  they  could  afford  to  pay.  But 
he  had  shown  what  the  public  could  not 
afford  to  pay;  and  even  if  that  were 
otherwise  ne  would  still  be  of  opinion 
that  that  was  not  the  right  principle  to 
proceed  upon.  The  right  prmciple  was 
that  a  rate  of  interest  should  be  padd 
sufi^ent  to  attract  a  depositor.  The 
old  Savings  Banks  had  done  a  great  deal 
of  good  in  their  time,  and  were  entitled 
to  their  respect  and  g^titude ;  yet  now 
the  State  bad  hit  upon  and  largely  de- 
veloped another  rfstem,  greauy  pre- 
ferred by  the  public,  and  which  was, 
certainly,  fkr  preferable,  there  was  no 
reason  why  two  classes  should  not  re- 
ceive considerable  equality  of  treatment. 
The  main  objection  to  the  old  system  as 
compared  wim  the  new  was  summed  up 
in  tnis :  Under  that  system  the  State 
gave  to  the  depositor  an  imperfect  se- 
cnri^,  and  yet  failed  to  convey  to  his 
mind  the  knowledge  that  that  was  the 
case.  He  believed  that  not  1  in  10  of 
the  depositors  in  the  old  Savings  Banks 
knew  that  his  security  was  inrperfect. 
Since  1844  this  singular  state  of  things 
had  existed — ^that  while  there  had  been 
an  absolute  security  for  what  was  due 
firom  the  State  to  the  Trustees,  the  obli- 
gations of  the  Trustees  to  the  depositors 
had  only  been  secured  by  their  pcKrsonal 
honour.  He  could  not  help  thinking 
that  this  was  a  serious  disadvantage  to 


the  system.  There  was  another  con- 
sideration which  he  wished  to  bring 
before  the  House— namely,  that  these 
Trustee  Savixigs  Banks  were  not  purely 
public  establishments.  Besides  hold- 
mg  as  assets  the  sums  to  which  they 
were  entitled  from  time  to  time  at  the 
hands  of  the  National  Debt  Oommis- 
sioners,  and  besides  holding  real  pro- 
perty which  had  gradually  come  into 
their  hands,  they  had  a  most  important 
function — one  mat  might  at  any  time 
greatly  change  their  position  relatively 
to  the  State.  They  were  permitted  by 
law  to  make  investments  in  other  than 
the  public  securities  on  behalf  of  de- 
positors who  desired  them  to  do  so. 
They  were  entitled,  by  obtaining  the 
assent  of  their  depositors,  to  call  upon 
the  State  for  the  liquidation  of  any 
amount  of  claims,  and  to  invest  in  other 
securities  in  a  manner  virtually  indepen- 
dent  of  State  control.  He  ooiUd  not  but 
feel  that  these  circumstances  gave  great 
additional  force  to  the  other  and  broader 
considerations  which  he  had  alleged — 
namely,  that  the  sum  of  3^  per  cent  was 
greatOT  than  in  a  long  series  of  years  the 
State  could  afford  to  pay.  As  to  the  old 
Savings  Banks,  it  was  quite  feur  to  say 
that  their  management  was  quite  as 
good  as  that  of  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks.  But  the  state  of  things  as  be- 
tween the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
and  the  old  Savings  Banks  was  this : — 
In  the  case  of  the  old  Savings  Banks  the 
State  paid  £3  5«.,  and  the  trustees  paid, 
accorcung  to  the  latest  computation,  to 
their  depositors  £2  18#.  4(i.,  showing  a 
difference  of  6«.  U.  In  the  Post  Office 
Saving  Banks  the  State  gave  to  the 
depositors  £2  10«.,  the  expenses  were 
reckoned  at  11«.  \d.  per  £100,  making  a 
total  of  £8  U.  Id.  It  would  be  observed 
that  the  difference  in  the  cost  of  manage- 
ment was  considerable ;  but  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  case  might  be 
stated  in  a  manner  somewhat  more 
favourable  to  Post  Office  Banks.  There 
were  other  considerations  of  great  in- 
terest in  the  comparison  of  these  banks. 
The  old  banks  held  £44,192,000;  but 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  had, 
during  the  17  or  18  years  of  their 
existence,  accumulated  no  less  than 
£82,012,000— a  very  satisfactory  result. 
Nor  had  there  ever  been  any  serious  loss 
or  difficulty  of  any  kind  experienced  in 
carrvingthe  system  out.  The  old  banks, 
on  the  wholci  exhibited  a  small  increase 
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in  tHe  amount  of  their  deposits  with  the 
National  Debt  Oommissioners.     From 
1861,  when  the  Post  Office  Banks  were 
founded,  the  average  annual  increment 
in  the  old  banks  had  been  £133,000,  and 
in  the  Post  Office  Banks  £1,769,000. 
In  fact,  fourteen-fifkeenths  of  the  new 
investments  made  by  the   public   had 
been  in  the  Post  Office  Banks.    The 
greatest  disadvantage  which  the  State 
had  to  encounter  in  connection  with  the 
old  banks  was  the  largeness  of  the  varia- 
tion of  the  annual  movement ;  and  there 
was  a  great  contrast,  in  that  respect,  be- 
tween them  and  the  Post  Office  Banks. 
In    the    year    1866,   the    old    Savings 
Banks    withdrew  from    State   control, 
over  and  above  what  they  deposited,  no 
less, than  £2,369,000.    On  the    other 
hand,  in  1874,  they  deposited,  over  and 
above   what  they  withdrew,  a  sum  of 
£991,000,  making  a  maximum  range  of 
variation  of  no  less   than  £3,370,000. 
But  the  income  of  the  Post  Office  Sav- 
ings Banks  had  been  perfectly  regular, 
though  not,  of  course,  uniform.    The 
maximum  amount  of  Post  Office  deposits 
was  £2,293,000  in  1872,  and  the  mini^ 
mum  £1,533,000  in  1865.     There  was  a 
perfect  liberty  of  transfer  given  to  the 
public  between  the  two  classes  of  Sav- 
ings Banks,  and  consequently  by  com- 
paring   the    sums    transferred    means 
existed  of  testing  the  public  favour  for 
the  two  systems.    The  sums  transferred 
from  Post  Office  Banks  to  Trustee  Banks 
since   the    foundation    of    the  former 
amounted  to  £120,000;  but  the  sums 
transferred  to  the  former  from  the  latter 
reached    a    total   of  £3,560,000.    He 
was  anxious  that  it  should  be  under- 
stood that  he  would  never  think  of  the 
old  banks  otherwise  than  as  very  valu- 
able institutions,  and  that  he  would  re- 
gret extremely  anything  which  would 
give  a  shock  to  their  system.    He  did 
not  think  that  his  propMals  would  pro- 
duce any  such  shock.    The  change  which 
he  proposed  was  required  by  the  equity 
of  the  case,  the  figures  which  he  had 
quoted  with  regard   to  the  course    of 
events  since  1844  demonstrating  that  3^ 
per  cent  was  too  large  a  rate  of  interest. 
It  miffht  be  retort^  that  the  Oovem- 
ment  lent  money  to  local  bodies  at  a 
higher  rate  than  this.    Wdl,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  he  was  unwilling  to 
recognize  that  method  of  lending  to  local 
bodies  which  had  crept  in  of  late  years 
as  a  permanent  portion  of  our  system. 
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He  objected  to  the  mixing  of  perfect 
security  with    imperfect  security,  and 
cotdd  only  look  upon  the  system  of  lend- 
ing to  which  he  was  referring  as  tem- 
porary.   It  was,  therefore,  with  great 
satisfaction  that  he  had  found  on  the 
part  of  some  large  and  public-spirited 
municipalities  a  disposition  no  longer  to 
go,  cap  in  hand,  to  the  State  for  the 
purpose  of  borrowing  money,    but  to 
go  into  the  market  on  their  own  security, 
and  there  raise  what  they  might  want 
for  their  local  purposes.    He  had  now 
enumerated  the  main  and  vital  objects 
of  the  BiU;  but  in  addition  to  these  there 
were  two  others  which  he  wotdd  men- 
tion.   He  proposed  to  enlarge  the  sum 
which  might  be  deposited  m  Savings 
Banks,  without  any  distinction  between 
the  older  Trustee  Banks  and  the  Post 
Office    Savings  Banks.    He  hoped  to 
raise  the  limit  of  total  deposits  from 
£200  to  £300,  and  the  limit  of  the  sum 
which  might  be  deposited  in  one  year 
from  £30  to  £100.    There  was  an  ob- 
jection to  this  on  the  ground  that  it  was 
competition  with  private  banking  enter- 
prize.    He  admitted  that  banking  enter- 
prize  was  of  value  to  the  ooun^,  and 
ought  not  to  be  subjected  to  undue  com- 
petition; but  he  would  not  enter  upon  this 
subject  in  detail  at  the  present  time. 
The  boast  of  the  postal  svstem  was  that 
it  carried  to  every  man's  door  the  accom- 
modation which  it  offered.    If  we  had 
in  this    country  a  banking  system  so 
largely  developed  that  it  went  into  every 
considerable  parish,  he  should  be  very 
doubtful    inoeed    about     raising    the 
limit  from  £200  to  £300.    The  parish 
in  which  he  lived  had  a  population  of 
more  than  8,000  persons  ;  out  they  had 
no  bank  there.    The  parishes  in   this 
country  were  about  10,000  in  number. 
The    Post  Office  Banks  in    the   three 
countries  were  already  about  6,000  in 
number,  and  were  rising  at  the  rate  of 
300  banks  a  year.    But  the  other  banks, 
including     branches,    hardlv    reached 
2,000,  and  were  accumulated  in  a  com- 
paratively limited  number  of  parishes. 
This,  however,  was  a  question  to  be 
considered  in  Oommittee,  and  he  should 
freely  leave  it  to  the  unbiased  judgment 
of  the  House.    There  was  a  fourUi  ob- 
ject of  the  BiU  which  he  must  briefly 
mention;  but  he  did  not  think  it  was 
likely  to  raise  any  great  difference  of 
opimon.    Power  was  given  under  the 
Bill  to  trustees  to  invest  on  behalf  of 
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depositors  in  Ooyemmeiit  securities. 
That  was  a  purpose  which,  so  far  as  he 
could  learn,  was  approyed  on  all  hands. 
Nobody  objected  to  the  Savings  Banks 
being  made  the  medium  of  communica- 
tion oetween  depositors  and  public  se- 
curities, there  bemg  at  the  present  mo- 
ment hardly  any  means  oi  convenient 
investment  for  the  public  in  the  country 
at  large.  He  anticipated  that  the  puV 
lic  economy  which  would  be  effected  by 
the  measure  would  be  very  considerable, 
not  less,  he  thought,  than  £100,000  a- 
year,  and  perhaps  somewhat  more,  con- 
tingent, however,  to  some  extent,  upon 
the  issue  of  a  question  which  had  been 
raised  that  interest  ought  to  be  allowed 
by  the  State  upon  the  separate  surplus 
fund.  He  did  not  wish  to  preclude  an 
unbiased  consideration  of  that  question ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  it  was  quite 
dear  that  they  ought  to  introduce  into 
the  minute  system  of  banking  repre- 
sented by  these  Savings  Banks  Uie  prin- 
ciples represented  by  their  legislation 
with  regard  to  the  public  fun£,  under 
which  from  time  to  tune  unclaimed  sums 
were  written  off,  without  prejudice,  of 
course,  to  the  absolute  vahdil^  of  any 
claim  which  might  be  revived.  With 
these  observations  he  bened  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEE,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Amendment : — 

**  That  the  extension  of  the  limits  of  deposits 
in  Sarings  Banks  proposed  in  this  Bill  would 
result  in  so  serioos  a  disconragement  of  private 
enterprise  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
so  sttoh  step  should  be  taken  without  careful  in- 
quiry," 

said,  he  was  sorry  to  be  obliged  to  op- 
pose that  measure,  much  of  which  had 
Ids  entire  approval ;  but  if  Clause  3  was 
retained  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to 
divide  the  House.  The  Prime  Minister 
suggested  that  that  point  might  be  dis- 
cussed in  Committee ;  but  sudi  a  clause 
formed  an  important  part  of  the  Bill,  and 
ou^ht,  therefore,  in  his  (Mr.  W.  Fowler's) 
opmion,  to  be  discussed  on  the  second 
reading.  He  considered  that  the  pro- 
posed extension  of  the  limits  of  deposits 
in  Savings  Banks  involved  a  new  com- 
petition by  the  Qovemment  with  bank- 
mf;  enterprize.  The  Bill  practi<^y 
Mtablishea  a  new  form  of  tradmg  by  the 


Oovemmenl     The  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  were  to  receive  the  savings  of 
persons  of  small  means,  as  artizans  and 
others,  and  were,  to  a  great  extent,  an 
eleemosynary  institution,  established  by 
the  Oo]|emment  in  order  to  encourage 
thrift  among  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
communiiy.    They  were  not  banks  in 
the  proper  sense  of  the  word.    They 
were  not  conducted,  as  an  ordinary  busi- 
ness would  be,  for  the  sake  of  profit,  but 
for  the  good  of  the  people.    They  had 
been  very  successful ;  but  they  had  en- 
tailed very  great  expense  on  the  country, 
and  they  were  now  practically  asked  by 
that  very  BiU  to  pay  a  large  sum  of 
money  for  what  they  had  lost  in  conferring 
this  boon  on  the  people.  They  were  prac- 
tically asked  to  start  a  Qovemment  Bank 
under  the  form  of  a  Savings  Bank.    To 
prove  how  important  the  proposed  com- 
petition with  other  banks  might  be,  he 
would  draw  attention  to  a  few  figures 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on 
Banks  of  Issue  that  was  appointed  in 
1875.    It  appeared  that  in  tne  National 
and  Provincial  Bank  of  England  there 
were,  in  the  year  1874,  122,760  deposi- 
tors.    Of  these,  83,723  were  depositors 
of  sums  under  £100;  16,780  of  sums 
ranging  between  £100  and  £200 ;  and 
7,430  of  sums  between  £200  and  £300. 
liie  total  sums  of  the  deposits  of  these 
three  classes  respectivdy  were£3, 603,289, 
£2,518,310,  and  £1,865,844.    Thus  87 
per  cent  of  the  whole  number  of  de- 
positors had  deposits  under  £300,  the 
new  limit  proposed  by  the  Bill;  and 
nearly  35  per  cent  of  the  total  amount  of 
the  whole  of  the  deposits  were  xmder  the 
same  figure.    In  the  Scotch  banks,  88 
per  cent  of  the  depositors,  numbering  in 
all  417,657,  were  under  £300,  and  35 
per  cent  of  the  total  amount  deposited — 
£76,243,000— were  under  £300.   Again, 
in  the  Munster  Bank,  out  of  22,116  de- 
positors, 15,761  were  under  £100,  and 
5,043  between  £100  and  £300.    These 
figures  proved    absolutely  the   serious 
character  of  the  measure    before  the 
House.    He  objected  to  it  entirely,  and 
for  several  reasons.    In  the  first  place, 
he  objected  to  the  trading  by  Govern- 
ment as  a  whole.    He  did  not  see  why 
the  Qovemment  should  oppose  private 
traders,  and  bring  the  capital  of   the 
whole    nation    in  competition  with  the 
comparatively  small   means   of  private 
people.     He  said,  in  all  seriousness,  he 
saw  no  difference  between  this  proposal 
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and  that  of  startiiig  a  Oo-operative 
Store  in  Bethnal  Gbeen  by  a  Oovemment 
staff.  It  was  just  as  important  that  the 
people  should  have  their  food  cheap  and 
good  as  that  they  should  have  their 
savings  taken  care  of.  Again,  he  said 
that  the  proposed  competition  was  an 
unfair   one.    Other   banks  were  com- 

felled  to  keep  reserves  of  various  kinds ; 
ut  there  was  no  suggestion  here  for  the 
maintenance  of  any  proper  banking  re- 
serve. All  the  deposits  must  be  at 
once  invested  in  Stock,  and  that  was 
really  the  reserve  proposed.  But  it  was 
not  a  proper  reserve  for  a  bank,  if  it 
was  the  sole  reserve.  He  had  known 
the  time  in  his  own  knowledge  when 
they  cotdd  not  sell  £100,000  Consols  for 
money  ;  and  they  had  heard  from  the 
Prime  Minister  that  there  had  been 
times  when  he  had  had  to  find  a  large 
sum  in  cash  on  balance  for  the  Trustees 
Savings  Bank.  He  had  told  them  that 
as  to  the  Post  Office  Banks,  so  far,  they 
had  always  received  more  than  they  had 
paid ;  but  that  wotdd  not  be  always  so. 
He  maintained  that  the  proposal,  as 
a  banking  proposal,  was  thoroughly 
unsound.  Moreover,  the  GK>vemment 
keeping  no  reserve  would  thus  compete 
with  baiiks,  and  involve  them  in  a  new 
danger.  They  had  enough  to  do  to 
provide  for  the  natural  risks  of  business ; 
but  now  they  were  asked  to  provide  for 
a  new  risk,  created  b^  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  which  no  foresight  could  have  led 
them  to  anticipate.  Another  objection 
he  made  was  that  the  rate  of  interest 
allowed  was  too  high  as  a  matter  of 
business.  Of  course,  if  it  was  an  act  of 
charity,  it  was  another  matter.  At  the 
present  moment  the  Bank  rate  of  dis- 
count was  2^,  the  very  rate  now  allowed 
at  the  Post  Office  Banks ;  and,  so  far  as 
one  cotdd  see,  it  seemed  likely  that  they 
might  have  a  long  period  of  low  in- 
teiHdst.  The  Bill  was  in  another  way 
very  dangerous.  It  was  well  known 
that  banks  collected  money  in  one  part 
of  a  district  and  lent  it  in  another,  or 
collected  it  in  one  part  of  the  countnr 
and  lent  it  elsewhere ;  but  if  this  Bill 
shotdd  pass,  many  large  sums  wotdd  be 
diverted  from  commerce  and  agricul- 
ture, and  would  be  sent  up  to  a  Govern- 
ment office,  where  they  would  be  used 
in  raising  the  price  of  Consols,  which 
was  already  hign  enotigh.  He  thought, 
again,  that  there  was  a  ffreat  danger  to 
Government  in  holding  large  sums  on 
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demand,  and  all  the  more  if  they  con- 
sisted of  the  doDOsits,  not  of  artisans, 
but  of  small  traders,  eager  to  make  the 
most  of  their  money,  l^ey  would  have 
money  on  deposit  in  prosperous  times, 
when  Consols  were  high;  they  would 
draw  out  in  order  to  buy  Stock  when 
the  funds  were  low  in  price.  So  the 
Government  must  buy  high  and  sdl  low, 
and  thus  must  lose  heai^y,  and  all  the 
more  the  more  the  proposed  scheme 
succeeded.  He  wished  also  to  remark 
that  the  change  was  not  necessary,  for 
in  the  Bill  itself  was  another  proposal 
which  met  the  need  of  any  who  might 
want  to  put  by  any  larger  sum  in  safety. 
It  was  proposed,  and  wisely  as  he 
thought,  that  facilities  should  be  given 
for  putting  small  sums  of  money  into 
Consols.  In  that  way  the  Gt>vemment 
would  not  hold  great  sums  on  demand ; 
but  Stock  would  be  held  by  investors  at 
their  own  risk,  and  without  danger  to 
the  Gbvemment.  In  France  they  had  a 
limit  of  deposit,  and  all  sums  beyond 
the  limit  pass  automatically  into  Go- 
vernment rentes.  He  did  not  know  that 
they  should  like  that  here ;  but  it  would, 
he  diought,  be  better  than  this  proposal. 
He  had  only  to  say,  further,  as  to  the 
investment  clauses  of  the  Bill,  that  he 
should  go  further,  and  he  should  allow 
a  man  to  buy  even  £l  in  Consols.  And 
he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Prime  Minister  to  Sub-section  6  of 
Clause  4,  by  which,  as  he  (Mr.  W. 
Fowler)  understood  it,  a  man  might  sell 
£500  Stock,  which  he  had  previously  in- 
vested, and  put  it  into  the  Savings 
Bank,  in  addition  to  £300  already  there; 
so  that  he  might  have  £800  on  deposit. 

tMr.  Gladstone  dissented.]  Hebeheved 
le  was  right  in  his  reading  of  the  clause, 
and  he  asked  attention  to  it.  On  the 
whole,  he  objected  so  entirely  to  the  Srd 
clause  of  the  Bill  that  he  should  take 
the  sense  of  the  House  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Questioii,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  eztennon  of  the  limits  of  depoiite  in 
Savings  Banks  proposed  in  this  Bill  would  re- 
sult in  so  serious  a  discouragement  of  private 
enterprise  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no 
such  step  should  be  taken  without  careful  in- 
quiry,"—(Jfr.  mUiam  Fowhr,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 
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Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  the  Bill, 
in  hi6  opinion,  contained  soTeral  valu- 
able provisions.    Some  portions,  how- 
ever, were  open  to  great  objection.  There 
was,  however,  much  force  in  the  arga- 
ments  of  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  jnst 
spoken  ;  and  he  was  elad  to  understand 
that  the  Government  did  not  reeard  the 
3rd  clause  as  a  vital  part  of  Sie  BiU. 
No  less  than  from  30  to  40  per  cent  of 
the  deposits  in  the  Scotch  and  country 
banks  consisted  of  sums  below  the  limit 
allowed  by  the  Bill ;  and  it  was  difficult  to 
anticipate  what  effect  on  the  public  would 
follow  the  withdrawal  from  those  banks 
of  BO  great  an  amount  of  business.    He 
did  not  think  it  dear  that  Clause  3  would 
benefit  the  Government,  while  it  would, 
of  course,  certainly  interfere  with  private 
enterprise.    The  tendency  would  oe  that 
money  would  be  paid  in  when  the  rates 
were  low  and  Consols  were  high;  and 
would  be  drawn  out  asain  when  money 
was  high  and  Consols  n>w.    At  present, 
with  the  existing  limits,  the  temptation 
to  do  this  was  much  less.    One  important 
portion  of  the  advantage  which  banks 
afforded  to  a  oountiy  was  by  advances  of 
money,  thus  assisting  trade  and  manu- 
factures.   But  the  tendency  of  this  Bill 
would  be  to  withdraw  money  from  local 
banks,  and  thus  compel  them  in  turn  to 
call  in  loans,  and  to  restrict  the  facilities 
they  offered  to    their   customers.     In 
Scotland  and  Ireland  this  would  be  felt 
with  especial  severity,   and  surely  so 
important  a  step  ought  not  to  be  taken 
without  careful  inquiiy.    The  proposed 
change  was  not  to  encourage  thrift,  but 
to  enable  Ck>vemment  to  do  banking 
business  for  the  sake  of  profit.     That 
would  quite  alter  the  character  of  the 
Savings  Banks.     Moreover,   the  large 
amount  of    money  that   this  proposal 
would  place  at  the  command  of  the  Gb- 
vemment  would   constitute  a  danger, 
unless  larger  cash  reserves  were  held 
than  was  now  customary.    It  was  the 
custom  now  to  speak  of  the  Floating  Debt 
of  the  countrv  at  £26,000,000 ;  but  in 
addition  to  tnis    sum,   for  which   the 
countrv  was  liable  at  diort  notice,  there 
was  the  sum  of  nearly  £100,000,000 
sterling  on  account  of  the  Savings  Banks 
and  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  deposits. 
No  great  difficulty  hadoccurred  hitherto ; 
but  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  danger 
would  be  greatly  increased  by  the  Bill, 
and  that  was  a  point  which  deserved  se- 
rious oonsideratum.  Again,  he  regretted 


the  proposal  to  lower  the  rate  of  interest 
in  Saving  Banks.  The  time  might  come 
when  this  would  have  to  be  done ;  but 
he  thought  the  time  had  not  yet  arrived. 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
loss  of  £4,000,000.  But  he  would  pint 
out  that  in  spite  of  this  deficiency  it  did 
not  follow  that  the  Government  had 
made  a  loss.  The  deficiency  was  not 
due  to  the  present  moderate  rate  of 
interest,  but  to  exceptionally  hi^h  rates 
paid  in  old  days,  and  to  finanoifil  opera- 
tions made  for  State  purposes,  quite 
irrespective  of  the  interests  or  require- 
ments of  Savings  Banks.  The  right 
hon.  Oentleman  at  thl9  head  of  the 
Government  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said,  in 
1861,  that— 

«<  The  money  depodted  with  Goyemment  by 
Sayings  Banks  has  enabled  successiye  Adminis- 
trations to  effect  an  economy  in  the  management 
of  pnbUo  money  transcending  ten  times  oyer 
the  charge  the  State  has  been  put  to/' 

He  did  not  see  that  a  dear  case  had  been 
made  out  for  a  reduction  of  interest. 
The  Government  proposed  to  make  good 
the  deficiency  of  £4,000,000.  On  this 
the  interest  would  be  £120,000  a-year. 
But  the  defidenqy  was  now  only  £72,600. 
The  Oovemment  could  therefore  continue 
the  present  interest,  and  yet  have  a 
surplus  of  £50,000  a-vear.  If  they 
diminished  the  interest  their  profit  would 
be  £150,000  at  least.  The  object  of  the 
proposal  was  not  to  avoid  a  loss,  but  to 
make  a  profit.  It  was  often  said — "Why 
should  the  Oovemment  allow  3^  per 
cent  to  the  old  Savings  Banks,  and  only 
2^  per  cent  to  the  Post  Office  Banks  ?  ^' 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  in  the 
one  case  the  3^  per  cent  was  allowed  to 
the  bank,  in  the  other  to  the  depositors. 
The  old  Savings  Banks  had  to  pay  the 
expense  of  working  the  business.  Giliree- 
^uarters  per  cent  was  a  moderate  es- 
timate, and  this  would  make  the  two 
rates  exactly  e^ual.  In  fact,  it  appeared 
from  the  Parhamentaiy  Paper  No.  179, 
just  issued,  that,  in  addition  to  the 
£743,000  allowed  for  interest,  the 
Post  Office  Banks  cost  the  Oovemment 
£198,000  for  expenses,  which  were  be- 
tween ^  and  }  per  cent  more ;  so  that, 
in  fact,  the  Post  Office  Banks  cost  the 
(Government  as  near  as  possible  3^  ner 
cent,  just  as  did  the  old  Savings  Banks. 
In  these  circumstances,  he  trusted  that 
the  Oovemment  would  not  use  their 
great  majoritjr  to  fbroe  a  measure  whidi 
was  reguded  by  many  as  unwise  and 
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OTen  tinjusty  at  any  rate  without  full  and 
oareful  inquiry. 

Mr.  HAECOUET  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr»  Harcourt,) 

Me.  GLADSTONE  hoped  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman  would  not 
persevere  in  his  Motion,  as  the  discus- 
sion had  turned  upon  matters  relating 
to  details  of  the  Bill.  If  the  House 
ohose  to  discuss  these  detaib  on  an 
adjournment,  well  and  good;  but  he 
did  not  think  there  had  been  any  inti- 
mation of  such  a  desire.  A  most  rea- 
sonable request  had  been  made  to  him 
to  have  the  figures  brought  out  upon 
which  he  computed  the  loss  since  1844. 
That  probably  would  take  some  days, 
but  he  would  see  that  the  Papers  upon 
the  subject  were  laid  upon  uie  Table. 
If  the  Bill  were  read  a  second  time  he 
would  not  fix  the  Committee  until  a 
fortnight  hence,  which  would  give  an 
opportunity  for  the  production  of  the 
figures  required. 

Sib  B.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
approved  of  a  great  part  of  the  Bill, 
though  he  disputed  the  Prime  Minister's 
estimate  of  the  loss  on  the  old  Savings 
Banks,  and  thought  it  rather  hard  that 

Eersons  who  had  mvested  in  them  should 
ave  this  fine  inflicted  upon  them  when 
it  was  not  necessary  for  the  purposes  of 
the  State.  Had  it  not  been  for  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  did  not  consider  the  3rd  clause 
as  the  vital  part  of  the  Bill,  he  should 
have  joined  the  hon.  Member  for  Cam- 
brid^e  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  in  opposing  it. 
To  mat  clause  he  was  wholly  opposed. 
Onthe  assumption  that  the  point  could  be 
argued  in  Committee,  he  would  support 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  asserted  that  there 
were  principles  involved  in  th^  details 
of  the  Bill  which  demanded  attention, 
and  which  could  not  be  discussed  in 
Committee.  He  hoped  it  would  not  be 
attempted  to  carry  the  clauses  of  the 
Bill  in  a  hunr. 

Mb.  baking  said,  he  was  willing  to 
consent  to  the  second  reading  on  the 
understanding  that  it  was  not  to  be 
understood  as  implying  his  agreement 
with  two  of  the  vital  principles  of  the 
BiU. 

Sir  John  Lubbock 


Mb.  harcourt  expressed  his 
willingness  to  withdraw  nis  Motion. 
[*'  No."J 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  time 
for  deciding  it  had  passed. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  Clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

ORDER   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

INTOXICATING  LIQUORS  (LICENCES). 

BESOLXTTION. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON:  Mr. 
Speaker :  I  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment— 

^*  That,  inasmuch  as  the  ancient  and  avowed 
object  of  Licensing  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  li- 
quors is  to  supply  a  supposed  public  want,  with- 
out  detriment  to  the  public  welfare,  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  a  legsd  power  of  restraining 
the  issue  or  renewal  of  lieences  should  be  placed 
in  the  hands  of  the  persons  most  deeply  ^  inte- 
rested and  affected,  namely,  the  inhabitants 
themselves,  who  are  entitled  to  protection  from 
the  injurious  consequences  of  the  present  sys- 
tem, by  some  efficient  measure  of  local  option." 


»f 


Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sorry  that  I  have 
not  been  able  to  bring  forward  this 
Amendment  as  a  substantive  Motion,  so 
that  there  would  have  been  no  need  of 
m^  opposing  the  House  going  into  Com- 
nuttee.  I  have  been  compelled  to  bring 
it  forward  now  because  I  secured  my 

flace  in  the  ballot  for  Friday,  and  were 
not  to  bring  it  forward  now  I  might 
not  obtain  any  other  day  during  the  Ses- 
sion. I  am  also  sorry  that  on  account 
of  the  Morning  Sitting  having  been  held, 
there  will  not  be  so  much  time  for  hon. 
Oentlemen  who  take  an  interest  in  this 
matter  to  express  their  views  as  I  could 
have  wished.  It  is,  perhaps,  on  this  ac- 
count more  incumbent  on  me,  as  so  many 
of  my  hon.  Friends  will  be  precluded 
on  account  of  want  of  time  firom  address- 
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ing  the  House,  to  endeavour  to  make 
my  case  as  dear  as  I  can,  so  that  there 
can    be    no    misunderstanding  in    the 
House  as  to  what  I  mean  by  the  Motion 
I  have  now  the  honour  to  propose.    I 
suppose.  Sir,  that  yerj  seldom  it  falls  to 
the  lot  of  a  Member  of  Parliament  to 
move  the  same  Besolution  in  the  House 
of  Commons  twice  within  the  space  of 
three  months ;  but  it  happens  that  now, 
although  moving  the  same  Besolution, 
I  am  moving  it  m  a  fresh  Assembly.  As 
we  all  know,  a  new  House  of  Commons 
has  been  elected.      Of  course,  there  are 
many  old  Members  here  who  must  have 
heard  me  over  and  over  again  on  this 
subject,  and  who  will  retire  to  the  ad* 
joining  rooms  and  simply  come  in  when 
the  division  is  called.    I  will  endeavour 
to  address  myself  more  especially  to  the 
new  Members,  who  will  not  have  heard 
the  subiect  thoroughly  discussed,  and 
who  wul,  no  doubt,  wish  to  know  what 
is  meant  by  Local  Option.     WeU,  I 
think  I  may  say  that  wnatever  may  be 
thought  in  this  House  of  the  question 
with  which  I  am  dealing  and  of  the 
policy  I  am  about  to  advocate-— I  think 
it  may  be  said  that  the  late  General 
Election  and  the  result  of  that  Election 
prove  that  there  is,  at  any  rate,  a  very 
general    interest  felt  in  this  measure 
throughout  the    constituencies    of  the 
Kingdom.      One  of  the  results  of  that 
interest  is  that  some  of  my  old  and  valu- 
able opponents  are  not  here  to*night  to 
oppose  me  as  they  used  to  do.    I  miss 
the  familiar  face  of  my  old  and  respected 
enemy,   Mr.  Wheelhouse,  and  I  have 
some  doubt  in  my  mind  as  to  who  will 
take  his  place.     I  am  not  at  all  certain 
who  will ;  but  I  have  been  told  that  be- 
fore the  night  is  over  it  will  be  found 
that  the  mantle  of  Mr.  Wheelhouse  has 
fallen  upon  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord  EUcho). 
Well,  we  have  Rot  a  new  House  of  Com- 
moiis,  and  we  have  got  a  new  GK>vem- 
ment,  for  which  some  of  us  are  glad 
and  some  of  us  are  sorry ;  but,  at  any 
rate,  I  am  happy  to  remember  that  the 
Prime  Minister  of  this  new  Government 
stated  some  months  ago,  when  writing 
on  political  subjects,  diat  amongst  the 
qaeations  which  the  new  Libend  Go- 
vernment, or  any  new  Government,  had 
to  deal  wiUi,  the  question  of  altering 
and  amending  the  Liquor  Laws  would 
hold  a  foremost  place.    That  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  long  list  of  we  mea- 


sures with  which  he  said  Parliament 
would  have  to  deal,  put  a  measure  for 
amending  the  LicensmgLaws  aboutfifth. 
Well,  Sir,  of  course  the  problem  is,  how 
we  are  to  deal  satisfactorily,  as  far  as 
the   law    is  concerned,  with  this  very 

feat  and  pressing  evil.  I  do  not  think 
need  waste,  or,  at  all  events,  occupy 
the  time  of  this  House  by  going  into 
details  concerning  the  extent  and  mag- 
nitude of  this  evil ;  but  if  I  let  it  go  as 
a  matter  of  course,  then  someone  will 
get  up  and  say  that  the  evU  is  not  so 
great  as  I  suppose  it  to  be,  and  that  I 
am  not  justified  in  attacking  it.  I  will, 
therefore,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  quote  only  two  authorities,  which 
I  think  deserve  weight  in  this  House. 
Now,  the  first  authority  I  will  quote  is 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  and  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  And  I  quote 
the  words  which  were  used  by  him  at  a 
place  where  he  was  not  likely  to  indulge 
m  exaggeration.  I  refer  to  words  which 
he  used  at  a  great  festival  of  Licensed 
Victuallers  down  at  Exeter.    He  said — 

**  The  evils  of  drunkenness  become  more  and 
more  patent  every  day.  If  we  examine  into 
the  matter,  we  are  more  and  more  impressed 
with  the  fxightful  evils  which  arise." 

And  then  he  said — and  I  believe  very 
truly — 

"The  conscience  of  the  country  is  fully 
aroused  upon  this  subject.'* 

Now,  that  is  the  opinion  of  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  Now,  what  did  the 
Prime  Minister  say  two  or  three  months 
later  in  this  House  f  In  the  last  speech 
which  I  heard  him  make  in  this  House 
before  Parliament  dissolved,  he  said — 

'*  It  was  stated  just  now  that  greater  is  the 
calamity  and  curse  inflicted  upon  mankind  b^ 
intemperance  than  by  the  three  great  curses — 
war,  pestilence,  and  famine.**— [3  Kantard,  ccU. 
476.] 

I  think,  Sir,  I  need  not  go  further ;  but 
I  will  say  that  if  legislation  is  able  in 
any  way  to  deal  with  such  a  state 
of  things,  producing  more  evils  than 
war,  piestilenoe,  and  famine,  then 
that^  le^slation  is  the  most  impor- 
tant subject  which  ootdd  occupy  the  time 
of  the  British  House  of  Uommons. 
Now,  I  am  not  going  to-night  to  advo- 
cate a  new  Lioensinff  Law.  I  think  I 
may  assume — I  think  I  am  justified  in 
assuminff — that  Parliament  up  to  the 
present  has  done  its  best  to  make  the 
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Licensing  Law  satisfactoiy .  The  Ooyem- 
ment  whicli  came  into  Office  in  1 868  dealt 
witli  the  Liquor  Laws.  We  all  remem- 
ber Mr.  Brace's  Bill  of  1872,  which 
made  these  laws  a  little  better.  We 
all  remember  the  late  Home  Secre- 
taiy's  Bill  in  1874,  which  made  these 
laws  a  little  worse.  Both  political 
Parties  np  to  that  time  had  tried  what 
they  could  do  to  amend  the  Liquor  Laws, 
which  stand  now  in  pretty  much  the 
same  position  as  they  stood  when  Mr. 
Bruce's  Bill  was  passed.  I  think  eyery- 
one  will  agree  with  me  that  this  trade 
about  which  I  am  talking  is  veiy  dif- 
ferent from  any  other  trade.  It  is  only 
a  Tezy  short  time  ago  that  a  statement 
appeiured  in  the  newspapers  to  the  effect 
that  during  the  last  year  £14, 000, 000  less 
than  in  me  previous  year  had  been 
spent  in  intoxicating  drinks.  This  liquor 
trade  was  £14,000,000  poorer  than  usual, 
and  everybody  rejoiced.  There  was  not 
a  good  man  in  the  country,  or  a  man 
who  took  any  interest  in  the  welfare  of 
his  fellow-men,  who  did  not  say — "  This 
is  capital  news,  £14,000,000  less  paid  to 
the  drink  trade."  But  is  there  any  other 
trade  people  wotdd  say  that  about?  No, 
Sir,  no  other  trade  in  the  country,  ez- 
ceptinff,  perhaps,  an  imdertaker's.  Every 
other  business  rejoiced  in  being  able  to 
tell  the  world  that  they  had  done  a 
large  amount  of  business — that  they 
were  extending  their  boundaries  and 
enlai^ing  their  trade;  but  this  liquor 
trade  is  on  quite  another  footing.  I  re- 
member that  when  my  rirat  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  made  some 
very  interesting  inquiries  at  Birming- 
ham, and  detailed  them  to  the  Lords' 
Committee  on  Intemperance — the  first 
inquiry  related  to  the  number  of  people 
who  went  into  public-houses  during 
certain  hours — ^the  publicans  seemed 
very  ansry.  They  said — **  Why  are  all 
these  things  raked  up  against  us?" 
But  surely  a  butcher  or  a  baker  would 
have  been  delighted  if  such  were  done 
in  his  case,  because  it  would  be  well  ad- 
vertised th^t  so  many  people  came  into 
his  establishment.  Well,  now,  there 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  trade  is  bad, 
and  that  those  who  engage  in  it  have 
an  uneaff^  feeling  themselves,  that  in- 
stead of  benefiting  the  community  they 
are  injuring  it.  I  see  in  the  papers 
sometimes  remarks  to  the  effect  that  I 
was  the  person  who  invented  the  idea 
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that  the  liquor  trade  was  a  bad  trade. 
I  assure  the  House  it  is  nothing  of  the 
kind.  People  who  are  not  fanatics  or 
enthusiasts,  but  sober,  sensible  men, 
have  described  what  this  trade  is  long 
before  I  came  on  the  scene.  Let  me 
read  a  passage  from  The  Edinhwrgh 
ItevieWf  which  is  not  enthusiastic  about 
anything.  Now,  7^  Edinburgh  Review 
stated  25  years  ago  that — 

*'  The  liquor  traffic,  and  particularly  the  re- 
tail branch  of  it,  is  a  pubhc  nuiflance,  physi- 
cally, economically,  and  morally." 

I  have  never  said  anything  stronger 
than  that.  Then  there  was  Mr.  Chanes 
Buxton,  himself  a  brewer,  and  a  Member 
of  this  House,  in  an  article  upon  drunk- 
enness, said : — 

**  The  struggle  of  the  Ohnrch,  the  library,  and 
the  school  against  the  public-house  and  beer- 
shop  is  but  one  development  of  the  war  between 
heaven  and  helL" 

I  would  not  for  anything  in  the  world 
have  used  such  language,  and  I  only 
quote  it  to  show  what  other  people  say 
of  the  trade.  I  do  not  come  here  to  at- 
tack the  traders.  I  do  not  attack  tilie 
Licensed  Victuallers.  If  you  license  a 
man  to  a  trade,  of  course  it  is  only  in 
human  nature  that  he  will  do  as  much 
trade  as  he  can;  and  you  would  set 
yourselves  an  impossible  task  if  you 
were  to  say,  "  thus  far  you  shall  go,  but 
no  further."  It  is  only  natural  l£at  the 
Licensed  Victuallers  will  do  what  they 
can  to  make  money  and  push  trade ;  and 
I  quite  agree  with  my  righthon.Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham,  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright).  I  quite  agree  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  when  he  said  the  other 
day,  addressing  some  Licensed  Victual- 
lers at  Birmingham,  he  was  much  hurt 
to  hear  the  strong  language  which  tem- 
perance advocates  used  about  the  Li- 
censed Victuallers.  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  nothing  does 
so  much  harm  to  temperance  as  the  use 
of  strong  language  againstthepublioans. 
They  are  only  doing  their  duty;  tiiiey 
are  licensed  by  law  to  canr  on  the 
trade,  and  we  who  license  them  and 
maintain  the  law  by  which  they  are 
licensed  are  really  responsible  for  the 
crime  and  misery  and  degradation  which 
the  trade  produces.  Well,  Sir,  that  is 
my  opinion  of  the  trade.  Now,  I  want 
the  House  to  bear  with  me  while  I  ex- 
plain how  it  gets  into  (^ration.    The 
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law  admits  that  it  is  such  a  dangerous 
trade  that  it  is  not  to  be  carried  on 
freely  and  openly  by  anyone  who  likes, 
BO  it  has  pronibited  the  trade  through- 
out the  country  but  to  a  very  few 
people.  The  law  allows  a  few  picked 
men — a  few  discreet  persons,  a  few 
privileged  men — ^to  say  to  their  friends 
and  neighbours,  or  to  those  in  whom 
they  take  an  interest — "  You  may  have 
a  Hcenoe;  you  may  have  the  excep- 
tional privilege  of  selling  drink ; "  and 
these  persons  are  what  are  called  the 
Xiicensmg  Magistrates.  So  I  say  your 
law  is  prohibitive  with  the  ezcepnon  of 
a  few  privileged  people.  It  is  said — 
''Oh,  no,  the  law  is  free;  free  trade 
with  restrictions."  I  am  quite  willing 
to  take  that  answer ;  but  if  that  is  so,  I 
say  make  the  restrictions  perfect,  and 
carry  them  out.  Well,  it  is  supposed 
that  these  discreet  persons  —  these 
magistrates — know  exactly  what  is 
wanted  by  their  neighbours  in  regard 
to  drink.  It  is  supposed  that  if  there 
is  a  very  poor  place,  full  of  pauperism  and 
misery,  they  are  wise  enough  to  know 
whether  the  setting  up  of  beershops  in 
that  neighbourhood  would  improve  the 
wealth  and  happiness  of  the  locality. 
They  are  supposed  to  know,  if  they  see 
a  populous  mstrict  free  from  crime,  whe- 
ther it  is  not  desirable  to  establish  drink- 
shops  to  cause  a  continuance  of  that 
prosperity  and  happiness.  It  is  said 
they  must  know  better  than  anybody 
else  what  their  friends  and  neighbours 
all  round  them  want.  Why,  we  had 
a  very  able  defence  of  the  magistrates 
only  Uie  other  day  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Sussex  (Mr.  Montague 
Scott).  lam  sorry  the  House  was  not  very 
full  when  the  hon.  Gentleman  made  his 
speech.  He  said  he  had  spent  all  his  life 
in  licensing  public-houses,  and  he  said 
magistrates  were  all  like  himself.  They 
were  men  of  moral  and  religious  views, 
who  had  brought  up  their  cmldren  well, 
and  the  loffic  and  conclusion  was  that 
they  must  know  the  wants  of  tbe  neigh- 
bourhood. That  maybe  so.  It  is  a  very 
beautiful  theory.  This  licensingsystem 
reminds  me  very  much  of  what  Voltaire 
said — "It  is  a  beautiful  theory,  never 
refitted,  except  by  facts."  And  what  are 
the  facts  P  These  discreet  persons  have 
licensed  such  a  number  of  houses  in 
the  country  that  last  year  we  had 
£128,000,000  spent  in  this  country  in  in- 
toxicating  drinks.    I  think  that   any 


hon.  Gentleman  will  agree  with  me  that 

it  would  be  a  great  blessing  and  a  great 

mercy  if  we  could  greatly  reduce  the 

expenditure  of  the  people  upon  these 

dnnks.    I  do  not  think  I  am  wrong  in 

saying  this;  because  there  is  not  a  Judge, 

there  is  not  a  clergyman,  a  Poor  Law 

Guardian,  there  is  not  a  gaoler  who  does 

not  tell  you  that  this  drmk  is  the  cause 

— the  main  cause— of  the  crime  and 

misery  of  the  people.  Only  a  very  short 

time  ago,  my  right  hon.    Friend  the 

Postmaster  General  (Mr.  Fawcett),  who 

opposes  this  measure,  because,  as  he 

says,  he  must  have  a  glass  of  beer  when 

he  takes  a  walk  out,  said  he  had  no 

hesitation  in  saying  that — 

''  Both  m  Ireland  and  in  the  back  alums  of 
Glasgow—'* 

And,  he  might  have  added,  within  a  few 

himdred  yards  of  this  House — 

**  We  could  find  scenes  of  misery  produced  by 
that  drink,  out  of  which  we  raise  reyexme,  quite 
as  humiliating  as  any  we  could  find  in  Ohina 
produced  by  opium*' 

And  I  am  quite  sure  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  speaks  the  truth  when  he  says 
that.  Proofs  of  the  evils  are  innumer- 
able. Bills  are  repeatedly  brought  into 
this  House  dealing  with  the  question, 
and  the  curious  thing  is  that  they  are 
all  in  my  direction.  They  are  all  meant 
to  restrict  the  trade  and  to  diminish  it 
more  or  less.  They  are  good  or  bad  in 
comparison  to  the  length  they  eo  with 
me,  and  they  are  brought  in  for  sJl  kinds 
of  motives  and  by  all  finds  of  people.  I 
said  eJl  kinds  of  motives.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oambridge- 
shire  (Mr.  Eodwell)  brought  in  a  Bill  that 
had  a  little  suspicion  of  the  Permissive 
Bill;  but  he  went  down  to  a  brewers' 
dinner  at  Cambridge,  and  they  did  not 
care  for  his  BiU  because  they  thought 
there  was  a  little  bit  of  **  Lawson  "  in  it. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
assured  them  that  he  did  not  intend  by 
his  Bill  to  shut  up  public-houses,  but  to 
shut  up  ike  Memoer  for  Oarlisle.  Now, 
the  House  will  perceive,  from  what  I 
have  said,  that  I  do  not  propose  a 
large  and  comprehensive  measure 
effecting  the  reform  of  the  licensing 
system.  I  do  nothing  of  the  kind.  I 
leave  that  to  clever  fellows  and  to  states- 
men, neither  of  which  I  am.  All  I 
propose  is  that  the  people  for  whom 
these  places  are  licensed — the  inhabit- 
ants for  whose  benefit  they  are  set  up-* 
shall  be  aUowed  to  say  whethei:  the^ 
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will  haye  them  or  not.  Istate  in  the  words 
of  my  Besolutiony  ''that  it  should  be 
optional,"  that  those  who  want  public- 
houses  idiould  be  allowed  to  have  them, 
or  if  they  did  not  want  them  that  they 
should  not  haye  them ;  that  they  should 
be  allowed  to  choose  whether  the  magis- 
trates, with  whom  I  find  no  fault,  should 
be  allowed  to  use  their  discretion  and 
exercise  their  power  in  those  districts  in 
which  persons  liye  who  are  interested  in 
the  matter,  and  do  not  desire  to  haye 
them.  That  explains  the  meaning  of 
the  word  "  optional."  **  Local "  means 
that  there  should  be  a  certain  district 
marked  out  in  which  the  inhabitants 
should  be  allowed  to  exercise  their  op- 
tion. Surely  there  can  be  no  harm  in 
confining  the  choice  to  g^yen  localities, 
because  the  system  alreaay  is  localized. 
I  do  not  want,  as  some  people  say,  to 
allow  small  communities  to  legislate  for 
themselyes;  but  I  want  this  House  by 
legidation  to  say  under  what  conditions 
the  licensing  authority  shall  exercise 
their  power,  and  I  want  it  to  say  they 
shall  not  exercise  that  power  where  the 
people  do  not  wish  the  power  to  be 
exercised.  Let  me  explain  a  little  further 
by  quoting  my  friends  the  Licensed 
victuallers,  who  recently  sent  out  a 
Circular  which  is  not  quite  correct.  Li 
that  Circular  they  call  upon  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  oppose  my  Motion,  because  it 
takes 

"  From  the  only  law-making  body  in  the 
nation — ^namely,  Parliament — ^its  righuul  Con- 
stitutional functiona." 

I  haye  explained  that  it  takes  away  no 
function  whateyer  from  Parliament ;  but 
I  simply  ask  Parliament  to  exercise  its 
undoubted  function,  and  say  under  what 
condition  magistrates  shall  exercise  their 
power.  Then  they  go  on  to  say  this 
measure  of  mine  tends  to  degrade  the 
magistracy — 

«  By  depriving  them  of  a  power  which  for 
more  than  three  centuries  they  have  exercised, 
in  the  main,  wisely  and  well — ^" 

And  then  say  that  the  Besolution  sub- 
stitutes for  them 

**  Bodies  of  persons  swayed  by  popular  pas- 
sions and  prejudice.** 

I  suppose  eyerybody  is  more  or  less 
swayea  by  popular  passions  and  pre- 
judice, magistrates  included.  But  I  do 
not  propose  any  new  licensing  body ;  I 
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only  want  the  opinion  of  the  people 

to  be    g^yen  to   this    licensing   body. 

And  then  they  affirm  that  I  wish  to 

confer 

«  Upon  such  bodies  despotic  powers  to  deal 
with  vested  interests  of  legal  creation,  and  give 
effect  to  all  sorts  of  crotchets  and  crazes  in  dis- 
regard of  individual  liberty  and  social  oon- 
venienoe." 

That  is  the  publican's  case,  and  a  yeir 
poor  one.    I  must  now  explain,  as  weU 
as  I  can,  what  is  the  meaning  of  this 
Besolution,  this  Local  Option  Besolu- 
tion.    Local  Option  seems  to  puzzle  a 
great  many  people.    [''  Hear,  near !  "1 
Some  one  says,  **  Hear,  hear !  "     I  win 
explain  it  for  his  benefit,  and  I  will  tell 
him  from  whom  I,  at  any  rate,  learnt  the 
words  Local  Option.  I  first  learnt  it  from 
the    right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister,  because  some  years  ago  he 
wrote    a   letter  to    some   person   who 
wrote  to  him  on  this  matter,   and  he 
said  his  disposition  was  to  let  in  Local 
Option  as  mr  as  was  practicable  and 
could  be  safely  done.    I  need  not  read 
the  Besolution    again ;    I   think    hon. 
Gentlemen  haye  it  in  their  hands  and 
know  exactly  what  it  says.    It  does  not 
emanate  from  my  own  brain.    I  could 
not  haye  inyented  anything  so  good.    It 
came  from  Oonyocation.     Conyooation  is 
a  yery  important  body,  and  upon  the 
subject  of  drunkenness  it  had  presented 
to  it  a  yezy  yaluable  Beport.    In  that 
Beport    you   find    a    recommendation 
which  I  haye  embodied  in  the  Resolu- 
tion before  the  House.    I  copied  it  word 
for  word,  with  the  exception  of  the  few 
words  at  the  end,   ''  by  some  efficient 
measure  of  local  option,"  which  I  in- 
serted in  order  to  make  the  matter  a 
little  clearer.    And  more  than  that,  after 
Conyocation  had  reported  and  used  this 
recommendation,  it  was  endorsed  in  a 
Memorial  signed  by  no  less  than  14,000 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
and  presented  to  the  Archbishop  and 
Bishops.    I  mention  this  so  that  no  one 
can  suppose  I  may  bring  forward  any- 
thing at  all  reyolutionary  or  reckless. 
The  resolution  means  what  I  haye  al- 
ready described,  and  these  rey.  gentle- 
men who  broufi^ht  in  this  Beport  stated 
that  the  Besolution   meant  this — ^that 
parishes  or  districts  should  be  allowed 
to  place  themselyes  in  the  same  oondi* 
tion  in  which  other  parishes  are  already 
placedby  the  will  of  the  landlord.  They 
said — 
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**  We  have  found  out  by  inquiry  that  when 
good  and  benevolent  landlord!  have  exercised 
Uie  power  they  poeaees,  and  laid — '  We  will  not 
hare  drink  ihopa  in  our  neighbourhood/  a  state 
of  sobriety  has  arisen,  and  people  had  been  most 
thankful  to  them  for  protecting  them  from  the 
eyil  of  drink.*' 

And  they  say  that  if  their  Beeolution 
was  adopted  by  the  House  of  OommonB, 
other  districts  and  parishes  would  haye 
a  chance  of  obtaining  the  same  benefits 
as  these  districts  hare.  Of  course,  those 
who  Tote  for  my  Resolution  will  vote 
that  it  is  wrong  for  an  irresponsible 
authority  to  force  drink  shops  on  an 
unwilling  neighbourhood ;  and  those  who 
Tote  against  it  will  Tote  that  an  irre- 
sponsible authority  ought  to  hare  the 
power  of  running  counter  to  the  wishes 
of  their  friends  and  neighbours,  and  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  mstrict  in  which 
they  Htc.  That  is  the  whole  meaning 
of  die  vote  we  shall  take  to-nieht.  8ome 

feople  prefer  the  word  "control."  Well, 
do  not  see  much  difference  between  the 
two  words.  If  you  are  able  to  control 
a  horse  you  are  able  to  stop  him  alto- 
gether. If  you  cannot  stop  him  he  is 
not  under  control.  My  object  is  to  give 
people  the  power  of  stopping  an  eyil 
altc^^her  where  they  wish  to  do  so.  I 
thins  that  if  licensing  is  really  intended 
for  the  benefit  of  the  people,  it  is  only 
logical  that  the  wishes  of  the  people 
should  be  consulted.  Now,  I  think  that 
Her  Majesty's''  Ooyemment  ought  to 
ffiye  me  some  little  help  in  this  matter, 
because  they  are  yery  strong  on  local 
self-goyemment,  and  I  am  yerj  glad  to 
see  they  are.  I  read  only  yesterday  a 
most  interesting  despatch  to  our  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople  about  Turkish 
reforms;  and  in  that  despatch  I  read 
that— 

«  The  only  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovem- 
ment  is  that  a  new  law  shall  be  so  drawn  up  as 
to  render  equal  justice  to  all  nlwsses  of  the  oom- 
mimity,  with  as  lar^  a  measure  of  self-govern- 
ment as  the  conditions  of  the  Provinces  will 
admit.*' 

Are  Albanians  and  Bosnians,  and  Eou- 
melians  and  Bulgarians,  to  be  fit  for 
self-goyemment,  and  are  the  (Ooyem- 
ment going  to  refuse  self-goyemment  to 
the  people  of  this  country  r  Surely  they 
are  as  fit  for  self-goyemment  as  the 
Albanians  and  Bulgarians.  It  is  of  no 
use  appealing  to  m^  hon.  Friends  on  the 
other  nde  of  the  ^use.  Gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  know  far  better 
than  I  do  what  is  the  best  policy  for 


them,  and  they  haye  decided  upon  takin[ 
their  stand  upon  beer,  [^'ifo,  no!"' 
But  I  ask  my  Friends  of  the  Liberf 
Party  how  they  can  possibly  object  to 
the  policy  and  the  principle  embodied  in 
this  Eesolution  ?  I  say  nothing  of  the 
details ;  but  I  ask  how  they  can  possibly 
object  to  the  principle  embodied  in  the 
Eesolution  ?  What  do  the  whole  of  us 
do  when  we  eo  stumping  the  country 
electioneering?  We  dec&re  that  the 
wicked  Tories  will  not  allow  the  county 
franchise  to  be  reduced,  but  that  we 
excellent  Liberals  can  trust  our  fellow- 
countrymen,  and  are  prepared  to  bring 
the  county  franchise  down  to  the  leyel 
of  that  in  the  boroughs.  We  are 
unanimous  on  that  point.  There  are 
only  two  of  us  who  haye  been  against 
it.  One  has  been  conyerted,  and  he  has 
been  sent  to  the  House  of  Lords ;  the 
other  is  still  xmconyerted,  and  he  has 
been  sent  to  Constantinople.  Then  I 
want  to  know  with  what  face — ^I  can 
tise  no  other  expression — with  what 
face  we  Liberals  are  to  go  up  and  down 
the  country,  declaring  that  inhabitants 
of  counties  are  entitled  to  a  choice  be- 
tween two  candidates,  when  we  cannot 
trust  them  in  a  matter  of  this  kind,  to 
say  whether  or  not  they  will  haye  a 
public-house  next  door  to  them,  inyoly- 
mg  the  morality  and  happiness  of  their 
chUdren  and  aU  that  is  dear  to  them, 
and  concerning  the  prosperity  and 
happiness  of  the  districts  in  which  they 
liye?  I  should  be  astonished  to  hear 
any  man  who  calls  himself  a  Liberal 
get  up  in  this  House  and  say  that  he  is 
in  fayour  of  reducing  the  county  fran- 
chise, and  yet  that  he  cannot  trust  these 
men  he  is  going  to  enfranchise  to  look 
after  a  matter  such  as  the  licensing  of  a 
beerhouse.  I  do  not  belieye  that  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  would  do  that.  I  know 
that  many  of  my  hon.  Friends  look  with 
suspicion  upon  the  Resolution,  and  say 
that  it  is  the  Permissiye  BiU  in  disguise. 
p*  Hear,  hear!"]  I  knew  that  some- 
body would  cheer  that.  But  I  want  to 
ask  those  Gentlemen  who  cheer  how  it 
is  possible  in  human  nature,  or,  at  any 
rate,  in  Parliamentary  nature,  that  a 
Besolution  can  be  a  Bill  ?  It  is  a  thing 
impossible.  I  used  to  bring  in  a  Per- 
missiye Bill,  as  the  House  is  aware.  I 
annoyed  hon.  Members  oyer  and  oyer 
again  with  it.  Hon.  Members  did  not 
approye  of  the  details.    I  haye  come 
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to  the  oondasioii  that  if  you  want  an 
argument  for  opposing  a  thing  you  do 
not  quite  understand,  the  proper  course 
isto  say  you  do  not  approve  of  tne  details. 
Under  these  droumstanoes,  I  said — **  Let 
us  have  the  principle  in  regard  to  this 
question,  and  let  us  leave  afi  the  details 
over."    I  can  show  my  hon.  Friends  how 
this  cannot  be  their  old  Mend,  the  Per- 
missive Bill.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  D^ohy  of  Lancaster 
^Mr.  John  Bright)  has  often  openly  and 
laur   and  above   board,  in    his   usual 
straightforward  manner,  written  letters 
strongly  condemning  the  Permissive  Bill 
itself ;  but  he  always  said  at  the  same 
time  that  he  thoroughly  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  Permissive  Bill.    Well, 
then,  I  say  —  ''Do  not  condemn  the 
Besolution.    Do  not  give  it  up  because 
there  are  no  details."    I  do  not  wish  to 
make  anv  secret  about  it.    I  will  not 
deceive  me  House;  I  believe  tiiiat  the 
Besolution  does  contain  the  principle  of 
what  I  used  to  call  the  Permissive  Bill, 
and  that  is,  that  the  licensing  of  public- 
houses  should   only   be   permitted   in 
places  where  the  innabitants  of  the  dis- 
tricts desire  the  existence  of  licensed 
houses  in  their  midst  for  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  drinks.    That  has  always 
been  my  policy  and  principle.    That  is 
why  I  propose  this  Besolution,  because 
I  wish — ^I  must  repeat  it  in  order  to 
make  it  dear — ^because  I  wish  to  lay 
down   the  prindple  that  public-house 
licences  ought  not  to  be  forced  upon 
unwilling  communities.    That  is  enough 
for  me,  and  it  makes  me  like  the  Besolu- 
tion.   But  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  say 
that  it  means  some^ing  more.    If  it 
does,  I  am  exceedingly  pleased ;  I  am 
delighted.    If  it  does,  so  much  the  better 
for  ike  Besolution.    Let  anyone  explain 
what  it  means  in  the  best  way  he  can, 
and  I  shall  be  most  happy  to  hear  his 
explanation,  so  long  as  he  votes  for  it. 
I  say,  again,  let  there  be  no  licensing 
where  the  people  do  not  want  it.    That 
is  my  prind|ple,  and  I  leave  the  details 
over.    That  is  why  I  propose  a  Besolu- 
tion instead  of  a  Bill.    I  want  now  to 
explain  to  the  House  that  this  prindple 
of  mine  was  really  understooa  by  me 
Sdect  Gommittee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
on  Intemperance,  and  I  do  so  because  I 
quoted  a  sentence  the  last  time  I  moved 
tnis  Besolution  in  this  House.    I  quoted 
it  as  endorsing  the  poli^  which  1  then 
advocated,  and  which  1  now  advocate. 
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The  noble  Marquess  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington)  who  then  led  the  Opposi- 
tion, but  who  is  now  Secretary  of  State 
for  India,  seemed  to  think  that  that 
quotation  did  not  do  my  cause  much 
good,  because  he  said  the  Lords'  Com- 
mittee had  condemned  the  Permisdve 
Bill.  I  will  quote  the  paragraph  aMin, 
for  that  is  the  reason  why  I  quoted  it. 
The  Lords'  Committee  oondenmed  the 
Permisdve  Bill.  Th^  condemned  the 
Permisdve  Bill  utterly;  but  they  en- 
dorsed the  prindple  of  the  Besolution 
also  thoroughly ;  and  because  they  con- 
demned the  old  Permisdve  Bill,  I  think 
it  makes  the  case  all  the  stronger.  It  is 
an  admirable  sentence,  pointing  out  the 
enormity  of  the  evil,  and  the  unsuccessful 
efforts  which  have  hitherto  been  made 
to  remove  it ;  and  that  fact  will,  I  think, 
justify  me  in  reading  the  passage  once 
more  to  this  House.    It  says — 

«  When  great  coxnmiinitiefl,  deeply  sendble  of 
the  xniaeries  caused  by  intem^rance,  witneoM 
of  the  crime  and  pauperism  which  directly  spring 
from  it ;  conscious  of  the  contamination  to  -whi^ 
their  younger  citizens  are  exposed;  watching 
with  graye  anxiety  the  growth  of  female  in- 
temperance on  a  scale  so  vast  and  at  a  rate  of 
progression  so  rapid  as  to  constitute  a  new  re- 
proach and  danger,  beUering  that  not  only  the 
morality  of  their  citizens  but  their  commercial 
prosperity  is  dependent  on  the  diminution  of 
these  evils;  seeing  also  that  all  that  general 
legislation  has  been  hitherto  able  to  effect  has 
been  some  improTcment  in  public  order,  while 
it  has  been  powerless  to  produce  any  perceptible 
decrease  of  intemperance ;  it  would  seem  some- 
what hard  when  such  communities  are  willing 
at  their  own  cost  and  hazard  to  grapple  with 
the  difficulty,  and  undertake  their  own  purifica- 
tion, that  the  Legislature  should  refuse  to  create 
for  them  the  necessary  machinery  or  to  entrust 
them  with  the  requisite  powers.'* 

I  say  there  never  was  a  stronger  sen- 
tence written  in  flavour  of  the  policy 
which  I  am  advocating  to-night.  I  hope 
I  have  explained  deany  that  the  Besolu- 
tion is  not  the  Permissive  Bill.  So  far 
as  the  Oentlemen  are  concerned  who 
will  follow  me  in  opposition  to  the  Beso- 
lution, I  woidd  advise  them  to  confine 
themselves  pretty  much  to  abuse  of  the 
old  Permissive  Bill.  That  is  what  they 
did  on  the  last  occasion,  and  it  very 
satisfactorily  relieved  their  own  minds ; 
it  was  also  satisfactory  to  the  brewers, 
it  shows  a  good  deal  of  in^nuity,  it 
does  no  harm  to  the  Besolution,  and  it 
is  complimentary  to  me  in  showing  how 
prudent  I  was  to  propose  a  Besolution 
instead  of  a  Bill.  I  now  come  to  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  placed 


853 


Intoxicating 


[Junk  18,  1880J         Liquort  {Licences).  354 


upon  the  Paper,  but  which,  owing  to  the 
IPorniB  of  the  House,  cannot  be  proposed. 
I  have  no  particular  objection  to  them. 
The  first,  which  stands  in  the  name  of 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
foi:  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  tells 
the  magistrates  that  they  ought  to  do 
what  they  already  ought  to  do.  I  do 
not  yery  much  object  to  it.  Then  comes 
the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease), 
whom  I  regret  to  say  a  domestic  affliction 
has  kept  from  the  House.  I  will  there- 
fore not  allude  to  his  Amendment.  There 
is  one  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Scarborough  (Sir  Harcourt  John- 
stone), which  says — 

**  That  such  local  option  will  be  beat  exer- 
cised by  associating  the  ratepayers  with  the 
magistrates  as  a  licensing  authority." 

Very  good ;  I  see  no  objection  to  that. 
If  tne  House  decides  in  fayour  of  it  let 
them  haye  that  licensing  authority.  I 
haye  no  objection  to  any  of  these  schemes. 
They  cannot  make  things  much  worse 
than  they  are.  All  I  say  is  do  not 
let  any  of  the  proposed  licensing  bodies 
force  drink  shops  on  places  which  do  not 
want  them.  I  come  last  to  the  Amend- 
ment of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell),  and  as 
I  do  not  quite  understand  it  I  will  say 
nothing  about  it.  There  is  another 
strong  obj ection  to  the  Besolution.  Most 
Houses  of  Oommons  do  not  like  an 
abstract  Besolution.  But  I  belieye  there 
are  cases  where  an  abstract  Besolution 
is  laudable.  There  are  exceptions  to  all 
rules,  and  I  can  quote  cases  which  haye 
occurred  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
where  some  of  the  most  important  legis- 
lation of  recent  years  has  been  based 
upon  abstract  Besolutions.  I  recollect 
the  celebrated  Besolution  brought  in  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  ibr  South 
Deyonshire  (Sir  Massey  Lopes)  upon 
Local  Taxation.  When  the  Oonserya- 
tiye  Goyemment  came  into  power  sub- 
sequently they  acted  upon  it.  The  pre- 
sent Prime  Minister,  some  years  ago, 
moyed  an  abstract  Besolution  in  this 
House  condemning  the  Lish  Church. 
When  the  opportunity  offered,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  a  majority  at 
his  back,  he  yery  properly  carried  out 
the  policy  inaugurated  in  that  abstract 
Besolution.  There  is  another  case  which 
is  still  more  in  point.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers,  who  were  Members  of  the  old 
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House  of   Commons,  will  haye  a  re- 
spectful remembrance  of  a  worthy  Mend 
of  mine — the  late  lamented  Professor 
Smyth.      He  took   up  the  question  of 
Sunday  Closing  in  L*eland,  and  he  pro- 
ceeded in  the  first  instance  by  way  of 
Besolution.    He  carried  his  Besolution, 
and  a  year  or  two  afterwards  he  brought 
in  a  Bill,  and  was  enabled  to  carry  that 
measure    in    this    House;    which   has 
already  worked  such  wonders  in  the  way 
of  benefiting  Lreland.     That  case  af- 
forded another  argument  in  fayour  of 
abstract  Besolutions.     Hon.  Members 
tell  me  that  there  ought  to  be  -some- 
thing about  compensation  in  my  Beso- 
lution.    If  I  would  only  do  that  they 
could  find  it  in  their  hearts  to  yote  for 
me.    Now,  I  do  not  want  to  condemn 
compensation;  but  it  is  not  the  ques- 
tion which  is  before  the  House.    The 
question    is,    whether    it    is    right    to 
force  these  houses  upon  an  unwilling 
neighbourhood?    and  if   it  cannot  be 
done  without  compensation,  let  us  haye 
compensation.    I  am  quite  sure  that  if 
eyer  my  Besolution  is  crystallized  into 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  this  House  will 
neyer  refuse  a  fair  demand  from  any 
body  of  men.    I  was  elad  to  see  what 
the  Prime  Minister  said  upon  the  matter 
in  his  electioneering  speeches.     He  said 
that  the  publicans  had  not  been  yery 
good  friends  of    his;    but  he   would, 
neyertheless,  treat  them  fairly.     I  am 
just  as  anxious  as  the  Prime  Minister  to 
treat  them  fairly,  and  to  let  them  haye 
eyery  penny  of  compensation  they  are 
entiUeci  to.    But  what  were  we  told  in 
regard  to  the  Sunday  Closing  Bill  for 
Ireland  ?    The  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
rick  (Mr.  O'Sulliyan),  who  knows  all 
about  the  publicans  in  Ireland,  was  con- 
tinually speaking  about  them  in  this 
House,  and  he  told  us  distinctly  that  if 
that  Bill  passed  16,000  publicans  in  Ire- 
land would  be  ruined.  We  passed  theBiU. 
Somebody  proposed  compensation,  and 
the  proposal  was  laughed  out  of  the 
House.      My  right  hon.  Friends   who 
sit  on  the  front  Opposition  Bench  ulti- 
mately afi^eed  to  the  passing   of  that 
Bill  for  closing  public-houses  in  Ireland 
on  Sunday,  and  they  neyer  gaye  a  penny 
of  compensation  to  these  men,  although 
they  were  told  they  would  be  reduced  to 
staryation.      Then    there  was    another 
Bill.     I  am  not  now  arguing   against 
compensation ;  but  I  am  trying  to  proye 
that  I  was  not  called  upon  to  put  it  in 
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the  Besolution.     My  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  brought  in  a 
Bill  which  did  away  with  a  great  num- 
ber of  beerhouses  in  England.     It  did  a 
great  deal  of  good,  and  prevented  old- 
established  houses  having  licences  that 
were  below  a  certain  rent.     My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  brought 
forward    a  Bill  during   the  tenure  of 
power  by  the  late  Government  which 
did  away  with  a  great  number  of  beer- 
shops  in  Dublin ;  but  not  one  penny  of 
compensation  did  the  House  of  Commons 
consent  to  give.    I  do  not,  then,  see  any 
reason  at  all,  if  these  hon.  Gentlemen 
could  bring  in  Bills  without  proposing 
to     give    any    compensation,    why    in 
moving  my  Besolution  I  was  obliged  to 
include  compensation.   I  have  only  now, 
in  conclusion,  to  say  that  there  must  be 
something    in  •this    demand   that   the 
people  so  persistently  send  up.     This 
House  knows,  as  well  as  I  do,  that  it  has 
sprung  from    the  poor  and  from  the 
working  people  of  fius  country.     There 
are   hfurdly  any  rich  men,  hardly  any 
great  men,  hardly  any  statesmen,  who 
take  an  active  part  in  the  matter.    The 
rich  and  influential  have  treated  us  with 
Bcom.    The  Press,  up  the  last  year  or 
two,  has  been  generally  against  us ;  but 
lately  things  have  all  changed.    In  past 
times  our  cause  found  few  advocates 
even  in  the  pulpit;   we  had  no  great 
orators  goinff   about  the  country  as  in 
the  days  of  the  Anti-Corn  Law  League ; 
we  had  no  great  subscriptions  poured 
in  to  aid  us  in  getting  rid  of  this  mono- 
poly.     The  great    interest  principally 
affected,  and  which  is  so  powerful  in  the 
country,  steadily  exerted  itself  against 
us.    The  hon.  Member  for  Derby — not 
the    Home   Secretaiy,    but  the  senior 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  M.  T.  Bass)— 
told  us  that  for  every   pound  we  put 
down  they  could  put  down  £100 ;  and 
BO  they  could.    We  had  all  that  to  con- 
tend with ;  and  yet  these  men  know,  as 
well  as  I  know,  that   I  am  not  over- 
stating the  case  when  I  say  that  in  the 
constituencies  at  largo  no  subject  at  this 
moment  excites  so  much  interest  as  this. 
And  how  can  we  have   got  it  in  that 
position  with  all  the  obstacles  which  I 
have  described?     There  is  no  way  in 
which  we  could  have   got  it  into  that 
position  except  this — that  our  cause  was 
just,  and  our  demand  right  and  reason- 
able.    Now,  Sir,  I  know  perfectly  well 
that  the  Government  have  many  intricate 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson 


and  troublous  questions  to  deal  with, 
and  I  am  very  sorry  to  force  any  further 
matters  upon  them ;  but  I  do  say  that 
this  is  one  which  they  cannot  very  long 
delay  dealing  with.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  in  some  able 
writing  upon  this  subject  years  ago, 
said  that  if  nothing  was  done  the  vexr 
stones  would  cry  out.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  exag- 
gerated the  necessity  of  the  demand. 
But,  as  I  have  said,  I  do  not  wish  to 
embarrass  the  Government.  Far  from 
it.  They  have  enough  on  their  hands  at 
the  present  moment,  and  I  want  by  this 
Motion  to  aid  them  in  dealing  with  the 
question.  I  was  glad  to  see  that  the 
Prime  Minister,  in  several  of  his 
speeches,  stated  that  this  was  a  matter 
in  which  public  opinion  must  be  para- 
mount. No  Government  can  go  before 
public  opinion.  Far  be  it  from  me  to 
urge  them  to  do  so.  Any  Government 
that  did  so  would  not  do  itself  any  great 
credit.  I  do  not  even  ur^e  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  to  vote 
for  the  Motion ;  but  I  do  ask  him  most 
respectfully  to  leave  it  to  the  unbiassed 
opinion  of  this  House  to  reflect  the  views 
of  the  country.  I  believe — nay,  I  am  sure 
— that  the  House  is  not  insensible  of  the 
value  of  the  course  I  am  advocating.  I  am 
sure  hon.  Members  of  this  House  are 
convinced  there  are  sound  reasons  for 
this  policy  which  I  propose;  and  I 
am  not  without  hope  that  the  result 
of  our  decision  to-night  will  be  such 
that  this  House  will  lay  the  foundation 
of  a  great  reform,  the  full  accomplish- 
ment of  which  hereafter,  will,  I  believe, 
entitle  this  House  to  a  memorable  and 
an  honourable  place  in  the  annals  of  the 
Parliaments  of  Flngland.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman concluded  by  moving  his  Besolu- 
tion. 

Mb.  HUGH  MASON :  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
second  the  Motion.  I  am  sure  the 
opinion  in  the  House  and  in  the  country 
is  universal  that  something  ought  to  be 
done  to  check  the  great  evil  of  intem- 
perance, which  prevails  so  extensively 
among  us,  and  I  am  equidly  sure  that 
we  only  differ  as  to  the  means  to  be 
adopted  to  carry  out  our  purpose.  I  feel 
that  a  great  responsibility  will  rest  upon 
this  House — upon  every  Member  of  Uiis 
House — ^if  they  do  not  propose  any  mea- 
sure themselves  to  check  this  growingmis- 
chief,  and  yet  decline  to  help  tliose  of  us 
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who  do  bring  forward  measures  which  we 
think  will,  in  some  degree,  tend  to  pro- 
mote public  sobriety.  I  will  not  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  by  quoting 
statistics  which,  oyer  and  over  again, 
haye  shown  how  extensiyelj  intemper- 
ance does  preyail  in  the  country.  Blue 
Books  haye  placed  before  us  the  facts  of 
the  ease ;  their  statistics  haye  been  read 
by  eyery  intelligent  man  in  the  country, 
and  eyery  thoughtful  man  who  has  read 
them  must  deplore  the  extent  of  the 
mischief  these  statistics  haye  reyealed. 
This  sad  yice  of  drunkenness  is  the 
source  and  the  foundation  of  a  great 
proportion,  to  say  the  least,  of  the 
misery,  the  pauperism,  and  the  crime 
which  we  all  haye  to  lament,  and  which 
preyail  to  so  large  an  extent  in  the 
country.  I  know  there  are  some  good 
men  who  haye  said  that  legislation  will 
be  inoperatiye  to  check  this  eyil,  and 
that  we  must  be  content  to  wait  for  the 
slow  growth  of  habits  of  sobriety  before 
we  shall  see  any  improyement  in  the 
state  of  the  people  as  regards  this  yice. 
But  we  are  forced  to  admit,  at  the  same 
time,  that  the  Acts  which  haye  been 
passed,  giying  to  Scotland  and  Ireland 
the  power  of  closing  public-houses  only 
on  one  day  of  the  week,  haye  accom- 
plished a  considerable  amoimt  of  good ; 
and  if  we  can  only  haye  a  similar  mea- 
sure for  England  and  Wales — which  I 
earnestly  hope  we  shall  haye  by-and- 
bye — the  good  effects  will  be  still  more 
apparent.  We  do  not  wish  to  introduce 
any  new  principle  of  legislation ;  but  we 
do  wish  to  extend  a  principle  of  legisla- 
tion which  has  preyculed  in  this  country 
for  centuries ;  K>r,  in  regard  to  the  buy- 
ing and  selling  of  intoxicants,  it  is  a  trade 
wMoh  has  been  goyemed  by  Acts  of  Par- 
liament for  hundreds  of  years.  I  think 
we  may  daim  for  those  who  haye  done 
BO  much  for  temperance  organization 
and  temperance  reform  that  they  are 
neyer  backward  in  the  discharge  of  their 
duty,  by  sending  money  and  by  giying 
their  seryices  for  o&er  useful  purposes 
— for  the  promotion  of  education,  for 
the  opening  of  rational  places  of  amuse- 
ment for  the  people,  and  for  other 
means  which  haye  an  indirect  tendency, 
at  least,  in  assisting  those  who  seek  to 
put  down  this  eyil.  We  are  told  our 
proposal  is  an  instance  of  class  legisla- 
tion. Now,  if  I  thought  this,  1,  for 
one,  would  not  for  a  moment  haye  any- 
thing to  do  with  it.    It  is  said  that  it  is 


an  endeayour  to  establigh  a  law  which 
will  control  the  poor,  but  which,  at  the 
same  time,  wiU  exempt  the  rich  from  its 
operation.  Now,  I  think  the  phrase 
''class  legislation,"  as  applied  in  this 
case,  is  a  yeiy  loose  one,  and  will  not 
stand  the  test  of  examination.  What 
is  it  we  seek  to  do  ?  We  wish  to  take 
the  power  of  forcing  these  licences  on  a 
distnct  from  the  hands  of  a  few  magis- 
trates, and  we  wish  to  put  that  power 
into  the  hands  of  the  people  at  large. 
We  dare  trust  the  people  with  the  exer- 
cise of  this  power.  They  beg  to  be 
trusted  with  this  power,  and  to  be  free 
from  a  power  oyer  which  they  haye  no 
control.  Is  it  not  too  late  to  tell  us  we 
dare  not  trust  the  people  with  the  exercise 
of  this  power,  when  we  haye  g^yen  them 
the  power  to  elect  all  the  Members  of 
this  House,  to  elect  members  of  Muni- 
cipal Councils,  and  we  haye  intrusted 
them  with  duties  and  responsibilities  of 
the  hi^est  and  most  important  charac- 
ter ?  But,  I  ask,  who  are  they  that  use 
strong  words  in  reference  to  us,  in  ac- 
cusing us  of  bringing  forward  a  mea- 
sure of  class  legislation  ?  I  must  say 
their  adyocacy  of  the  poor  is,  to  me,  sur- 
rounded with  suspicion  and  misg^ying. 
They  talk  of  confiscation  in  reference  to 
our  measure ;  but  I  am  quite  sure  that, 
if  any  principle  of  confiscation  were  in- 
yolyed,  this  House  would  neyer  be  a 
party  to  sanctioning  it.  I  know  that  in 
past  generations  tms  House  has  passed 
a  measure  for  granting  a  large  sum  to 
the  slaye  holders,  who  held  a  kind  of 
property  which,  certainly,  was  acknow- 
ledged by  the  laws  of  the  country ;  but 
which,  in  my  opinion,  was  neyer  sanc- 
tioned by  Uie  laws  of  God.  Parlia- 
ment is  always  tender,  and  always 
has  been,  for  the  protection  of  class 
interests;  and  I,  for  one,  neyer  will 
be  a  party  to  closing  these  public- 
houses  forcibly  by  law  without  render- 
ing that  amount  of  compensation  which 
the  circumstances  would  seem  to  justify. 
I  am  equally  certain  that  a  Parliament 
of  the  present  day  would  neyer  sanction 
such  a  measure.  The  eyil  we  deplore  is 
80  great,  is  so  mischieyous,  that  if  buy- 
ing up  for  their  fall  yalue  all  the  licensed 
houses  in  the  country  would  extinguish 
the  enormous  eyil  connected  with  the 
traffic  in  intoxicants,  I  should  be  ready 
to  pay  the  enormous  price  which  such  a 
measure  would  require ;  and  I  am  sure 
that,  morally,  commercially,  politically, 
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and  socially,  the  gain  of  such  a  trans- 
action would  be  beyond  all  price.  We 
groan  under  financial  burdens  which  the 
evils  and  follies  of  past  generations  have 
imposed  upon  us ;  but  we  sit  down,  al- 
most without  a  murmuring  word,  under 
this  great  burden,  the  drink  traffic  in 
its  various  ramifications.  We  grumble 
at  the  present  day  because  the  Govern- 
ment seeks  to  impose  the  additional  \d, 
on  the  Income  Tax  to  relieve  the  suffer- 
ing farmer ;  yet  we  bear,  and  do  little 
or  nothing  to  remedy,  this  other  and  far 
greater  evil.  I  know  of  many  instances 
where  adjoining  property  has  been 
greatly  depreciated  by  the  opening  of  a 
tavern.  I  know,  also,  of  many  instances 
where  working  men  and  working  women, 
who  must  live  near  the  factory  where 
they  earn  their  daily  brqad,  have  been 
compelled  to  leave  their  cottage,  where 
they  have  dwelt  for  years,  and  to  live 
fartiier  away  from  their  work,  in  order 
to  escape  the  annoyance  and  temptation 
to  their  sons  and  daughters  and  to  them- 
selves which  are  inherent  in  the  public- 
house.  Our  object  is,  as  I  have  said,  to 
take  away  the  power  from  the  magis- 
trates, and  place  it  in  the  hands  of  an- 
other class  of  people;  and  I,  for  one, 
am  greatly  surprised  that  the  publicans 
and  beer-sellers  object  to  our  proposed 
change.  The  magistrates  are  not  the 
consumers ;  it  is  the  working  classes  who 
are  the  publicans'  patrons  and  con- 
sumers, and  it  is  to  these  we  wish  to 
give  the  power  to  control  the  issue  of 
licences.  I  know  of  many  public-houses 
where  the  accommodation  is  altogether 
insufficient  for  the  business,  and  where 
the  social  and  domestic  arrangements 
are  utterly  xmfit  for  life ;  and  I  know  of 
oases  where  a  canvas  of  magistrates  for 
new  licences  has  frequently  taken  place 
for  the  purpose  of  seeking  for  pohtical 
votes.  And  I  know  of  cases — for  I 
have  for  20  years  taken  an  interest, 
as  a  magistrate,  in  the  proceedings  of 
our  licensing,  or  Brewster  Sessions — I 
know  of  cases  where,  the  law  having 
been  defiantly  broken  by  the  publican, 
the  licence  has  been  taken  away  bv  the 
magistrates;  and,  on  an  appeal  being 
maae  to  the  Quarter  Sessions,  the  de- 
cision of  the  magistrates  has  been  re- 
versed, and  at  one  Quarter  Sessions  there 
was  a  "  whip "  of  the  maeistrates  for 
that  purj^se,  the  owner  of  the  public- 
house  being  a  Peer  of  the  Eealm.  I 
say,  let  us  have  working  men  for  this 
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tribunal,  rather  than  such  a  licensing 
authority  as  that  to  which  I  have  re- 
ferred. But,  perhaps,  we  need  not  be 
surprised  when  we  know  how  mams- 
trates  are  too  frequently  appointed — 
appointed  for  political  purposes,  or  as  a 
reward  for  political  services,  where  spe- 
cial fitness  for  the  duties  they  would  be 
called  upon  to  discharge  has  been  dis- 
regarded. Even  in  these  modem  days 
we  see  instances  of  appointments  such 
as  I  have  described.  In  Manchester, 
for  nearly  20  years  we  have  had  no  in- 
crease whatever  in  the  number  of  licensed 
public-houses,  and  yet,  at  the  present  day, 
there  are  there  more  than  enough  for  the 
wants  and  necessities  of  the  community. 
Within  these  two  decades  we  know  that 
the  population  of  that  place  has  enor- 
mouslv  increased,  and  yet  this  multipli- 
city of  licences  was  granted  by  a  Bench 
of  Ma&;istrates.  From  whatever  direc- 
tion I  look  at  our  present  licensing  sys- 
tem, the  more  I  feel  it  cannot  go  on, 
and  that  a  vital  change  must  be  made 
in  it.  In  the  borough  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  (Ashton-under- 
Lyne)  I  can,  in  the  course  of  a  10 
minutes'  walk,  pass  20  houses  licensed 
for  the  sale  of  drink,  and  yet  all  these 
licences  have  been  granted  by  former 
Benches  of  Magistrates,  supposed  to 
have  regard  to  the  wants  and  necessities 
of  the  people.  And  for  some  years  it 
has  been  the  practice  of  the  big  brewers 
to  buy  up  extensively  these  licensed 
houses,  adding  enormously  to  their  own 
trade.  In  some  instances  I  know  where 
the  value  of  such  property  has  been 
increased  fivefold.  We  talk  of  moral 
means,  apart  from  legislation,  for  the 
accomplishment  of  the  good  end  we 
seek — the  putting  down  of  drunken- 
ness ;  but  I  have  Uved  long  enough  to 
see  that  moral  means  are  insufficient. 
As  the  excellent  Bishop  of  Manchester 
said,  we  build  churches  and  we  found 
schools ;  but  experience  shows  that  the 
drunkenness  of  the  country  more  than 
keeps  pace  with'  all  the  good  measures 
we  adopt  for  the  improvement  of  the 
people.  We  institute  modes  by  which 
they  can  invest  their  monev  in  savings 
banks  and  in  building  dubs;  we  start 
co-operative  societies;  and  yet  we  see  ths 
temptation  to  spend  their  earnings  in 
intoxicants  is  so  great  that  at  a  time  of 
cessation  of  labour  a  large  proportion  of 
our  working  people  are  plunged  into 
droumstanoes  of  the  deepest  distress. 
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The  working  men  appeal  to  this  House 
in  order  that  they  may  have  conferred 
on  them  the  power  to  protect  themselves. 
In  that  appeal  I  earnestly  and  sincerely 
join;  and  1  implore  the  House  not  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  their  ory. 

Amendmend  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  inasmuch  as  the  ancient  and  avowed  object  of 
Licensing  the  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  is  to 
supply  a  supposed  public  want,  without  detri- 
ment to  the  public  welfare,  this  House  is  of 
opinion  that  a  legal  power  of  restraining  the 
issue  or  renewal  of  Licences  should  be  placed  in 
the  hands  of  the  persons  most  deeply  interested 
and  afiected,  namely,  the  inhabitants  them- 
selves, who  are  entitled  to  protection  from  the 
injurious  consequences  of  the  present  system, 
by  some  efficient  measure  of  local  option," — 
{Sir  Wilfrid  LawtoH,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  rise  at 
this  early  period  of  the  debate  with 
either  the  idea  or  the  desire  of  checking 
the  course  of  this  discussion.  On  the 
contrary,  I  think  that  the  delivery  of 
speeches,  full  of  argument  and  fuU  of 
information  on  a  matter  of  this  enor- 
mous social  interest,  is  a  thing  highly 
valuable  and  important  to  the  publin 
welfare.  But  I  rise  at  this  time  because 
I  thought  it  my  duty  to  meet  without  a 
moment's  delay,  so  far  as  it  depended 
upon  me,  the  courteous  and  encouraging 
invitation  addressed  to  me  by  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Mover  of  the  Amenament. 
I  understood  my  hon.  Friend  to  say,  at 
the  close  of  his  speech,  he  did  not  pro- 
pose, and  he  did  not  much  expect  me, 
to  give  a  vote  in  favour  of  the  adoption 
at  the  present  time  of  the  Motion  ;  but 
he  hoped  no  attempt  would  be  made  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  to  bring 
whatever  authority  belongs  to  the  Exe- 
cutive Government,  as  such,  to  bear  on 
the  deliberations  of  the  House,  but  that 
everybody  should  be  encouraged  to 
declare  his  own  sentiments,  and  to  vote 
according  to  his  own  belief  and  judg- 
ment in  tne  matter.  I  can  meet  that  in- 
vitation or  challenge  of  my  hon.  Friend 
in  a  manner  that  I  hope  will  not  be  un- 
satisfiactory  to  my  hon.  Friend.  The 
opinion  he  entertains  on  that  subject — 
namely,  as  to  the  course  the  Qt)vernment 
ought  to  take,  is  an  opinion  to  which 


we  ourselves  had  arrived.  We  do  not 
desire  to  bring  any  pressure  whatever 
to  bear  upon  the  House.  I  recognize 
with  pleasure  the  statement  of  my  hon. 
Friend  that  it  is  not  in  the  power  of 
the  Government  to  take  largely  into  its 
own  hands  the  decision  of  a  question 
such  as  this ;  that  it  must  be  content  to 
march  with  a  close  and  'sedulous  regard 
to  the  progress  of  public  opinion ;  and 
that,  even  if  it  be  true — as  it  is  true — 
that  the  Government  may  at  a  certain 
stage  do  something  towards  ripening  or 
giving  form  to  that  public  opinion,  yet 
if  it  places  itself  in  a  position  entirely 
apart  from,  whether  in  advance  or  in 
the  rear,  it  mistakes  its  functions,  and 
a  premature  attempt  would  probably  re- 
sult in  reaction  or  recoil.  There  are  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  who  have  voted 
already  in  favour  of  the  Resolution  of 
my  hon.  Friend;  and  those  Members 
will,  so  far  as  I  know,  renew  that  vote 
to-night.  I  shall  not  follow  my  hon. 
Friend  into  the  Lobby ;  and  I  may  tell 
him  at  once  frankly  the  reason  that  will 
lead  me  to  pursue  the  course  which  he 
hinted  at  as  probable  on  my  part.  He 
quotes  a  case  in  which  I  was  the  Mover 
of  an  abstract  Besolution — namely,  the 
series  of  Besolutions  in  1868  on  the  Lish 
Church  Establishment.  That  is  perfectly 
true ;  but  my  hon.  Friend  will  do  me 
the  justice  of  saying  that  those  abstract 
Besolutions  were  simply  the  preface  to  a 
Bill  which  I  proposed  to  introduce,  and 
did  introduce  and  carry  through  this 
House.  [Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  :  In  the 
same  Session  ?]  Yes.  Not  the  Bill  to 
disestablish  the  Lish  Church,  because  I 
considered  that  a  dying  Parliament  was 
unequal  to  such  a  task ;  but  a  Bill  to 
arrest  all  appointments  in  the  Irish 
Church  until  after  the  Election  then 
approaching,  in  order  that  legislation 
might  be  reserved  to  the  next  Parlia- 
ment. And  even  as  in  1868,  when,  in 
proposing  a  Besolution  of  this  kind,  I 
was  prepared  to  give  practical  effect  to 
it  in  a  definite  form,  on  which  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House  could  be  tested,  the 
very  same  expectation  would  be,  I  think, 
legitimately  entertained  of  me,  espe- 
cially in  the  place  I  have  now  the  honour 
to  fill,  if  I  were  now  to  vote  in  favour 
of  the  abstract  Besolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  My  hon.  Friend  will  also  per- 
ceive that  I  have  a  greater  facility  in 
adopting  the  course  I  proposed  to  take, 
because  the  Forms  of  the  House  require 
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my  hon.  Friend  to  bring  on  his  Motion 
as  an  Amendment  to  Supply,  which  en- 
ables me  to  deal  with  him  very  much  as  if 
the  Previous  Question  were  raised.  He 
will  not  suppose  that  in  vindicating  this 
liberty  for  myself,  and  in  thus  conveying 
my  view  of  my  own  duty,  I  intend  to 
censure  him.  Great  as  is  the  incon- 
venience which  attaches  to  the  adoption 
of  abstract  Resolutions  by  this  House, 
yet  I  am  free  to  confess  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers must  naturally  be  disposed  to  exer- 
cise their  own  judgments  as  to  the 
best  means  of  advancing  what  they  think 
a  great  public  cause,  ^  and  in  many 
cases  they  may  think  they  can  best  at- 
tain their  purpose  by  means  of  an  ab- 
stract Besolution.  I  am  far  from  ques- 
tioning the  correctness  of  their  judgment 
in  that  respect;  but  the  expectations 
which  will  follow  their  votes  are  en- 
tirely different  from  those  which  would 
be  founded  on  the  vote  of  one  occupy- 
ing my  position.  I  should  have  been  better 
pleased  with  the  matter  of  the  Besolution 
if  my  hon.  Friend  had  included  in  it  some 
reference  to  the  principle  of  equitable 
compensation.  I  do  not  want  my  hon. 
Friend  to  commit  himself  upon  that  point ; 
but  I  want  a  frank  recog^tion  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  we  are  not  to  deny  to  publicans, 
as  a  class,  the  benefits  of  equal  treat- 
ment, because  we  think  their  trade  is 
at  so  many  points  in  contact  with,  and 
even  sometimes  productive  of,  great  pub- 
lic mischief.  Considering  the  leg^lative 
title  they  have  acquired,  and  the  recog- 
nition of  their  position  in  the  proceed- 
ings of  this  House  for  a  long  series  of 
years,  they  ought  not  to  be  placed  at  a  dis- 
advantage on  account  of  the  particular 
impression  we  may  entertain — in  many 
cases  but  too  justly — in  relation  to  the 
mischiefs  connected  with  the  present 
lioensine  system  and  the  consumption  of 
strong  Uquors  as  it  is  now  carried  on. 
Having  said  this  much,  it  is  unnecessary 
for  me  to  follow  my  hon.  Friends  into 
the  argument  which  they  are  more  com- 
petent to  conduct  than  myself ;  but  a  few 
words  I  will  say  expressive  of  my  general 
sympathy.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Mover 
of  the  Ajnendment  read  at  the  close  of 
his  speech  from  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  a  very 
striking  passage ;  and  I  am  bound  to  say 
that,  individually,  I  do  not  think  there 
is  a  word  in  that  passage  which  I  am 
not  prepared  to  adopt.  My  difficulty  in 
this  case  is  not  the  ordinary  difficulty  of 
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of  a  Gbvemment — ^namely,  the  want  of 
time  and  the  recent  time  since  we  as-x  4 
sumed  Office — it  is  the  intricacy  with  Y 
which  the  question  itself  is  surrounded.  ^ 
I  do  not  as  yet  see  my  way  to  any  parti-  / 
cular  measure  by  which  just  effect  can^ 
be  given  to  the  principle  of  my  hon. 
Friend.  To  that  principle  itself  I  am  ' 
friendly.  My  hon.  Friend,  indeed,  as- 
signs me  a  very  interesting  position  in 
regard  to  his  Motion.  He  attributes  to 
me  the  parentage  of  the  words  in  which 
it  is  expressed.  A  man  readily  forgets 
his  sins,  and  occasionally  he  appears  to 
forget  his  good  deeds;  but  I  was  not 
aware  I  had  any  claim  to  the  originality 
and  production  of  that  phrase.  But  be 
that  as  it  may,  I  earnestly  entertain  the 
hope  that  at  some  not  very  distant  period 
it  may  be  found  practicable  to  deal  with 
the  Licensing  Laws,  and  in  dealing  with 
them  to  include  the  reasonable  and  just 
application  of  the  principle  for  which 
my  hon.  Friend  contends,  yfe  all  go 
together  up  to  a  certain  point.  We  all 
recognize  and  allow  that  the  evils  of 
intoxication  are  not  merely  grave,  but 
monstrous.  Their  extent,  and  their 
depth,  and  their  intensity,  need  hardly 
,be  described;  but,  having  made  that 
admission,  our  paths  beg^  to  diverge. 
There  are  those  who  say,  as  has  been 
justly  stated  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Seconder  of  the  Motion,  that  nothing 
can  be  done  by  legislation ;  that  me- 
chanical means  cannot  cure  moral  evils ; 
that  we  must  not  deal  with  the  subject 
by  mere  prohibition,  but  must  trust  to 
the  progress  of  civilized  habits  and 
moral  convictions.  I  do  not  agree  with 
those  who  say  that  legislation  is  of  no 
avail  in  this  matter.  Legislation  has 
great  power  in  removing  positive  sources 
of  temptation,  and  the  question  will  be 
to  what  extent,  in  what  manner,  and 
under  what  conditions  legislation  can  be 
employed  at  the  suitable  moment  for  the 
purpose  of  lessening  or  removing  those 
sources  of  temptation  either  in  cases 
where  the  principles  adopted  are  capable 
of  a  universal  application,  or  in  cases 
where  it  may  be  thought  requisite  to 
five  to  the  local  judgment  of  uie  popu- 
lation an  influence  in  the  matter.  I 
do  not  affree  with  those  who  say  that 
any  legislation  in  the  direction  of  my 
hon.  Friend's  wishes  must  be  class 
legislation;  because  I  think  he  and 
the  Seconder  of  the  Besolution  are 
right  in  holding  that  it  is  eminently  and 
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peculiarly  from  among  the  people  them- 
selves that  the  movement  and  the  ex- 
pression of  sympathy  and  desire  for  a 
measure  of  this  kind  proceeds.  It  is 
not  among  the  great,  it  is  not  among 
the  rich,  it  is  not  among  the  wealthy,  it 
is  not  exclusively,  at  any  rate,  among 
the  educated  and  enlightened.  It  is,  to 
a  great  extent,  a  true  genuine  instinct  of 
the  popular  mind  which  disposes  so 
many  of  our  fellow-citizens  to  desire  to 
call  in  the  action  of  external  restraints 
in  aid  of  their  own  best  inclinations, 
and  to  assist  them  in  resistance  to  those 
inclinations  which  they  regret.  For  my- 
self, I  certainly  am  one  of  those  who, 
regarding  the  general  structure  of  the 
Licensing  Law,  are  thoroughly  and  radi- 
cally dissatisfied  with  it.  But  here  I 
must  say  what  will  not  eive  pleasure  to 
my  Friends,  I  am  no  believer  in  mono- 
poly, either  in  this  or  any  other  matter. 

I  JParliament  has  been  busy  for  about  10 
years  in  building  and  bolstering  up 
monopolies,  in  adding  to  the  artificial 
values  which  attach  to  property  invested 
in  public-houses,  and  which,  in  my  opi- 
nion, are  by  far  the  most  deadly  and  in- 
veterate enemies  with  which  my  hon. 
Friend  has  to  deal ;  and,  therefore,  I  do 
not  claim  any  credit  from  my  hon.  Friend 
for  beine  individually  indisposed  to  work 
in  the  direction  of  those  measures  with 
regard  to  monopoly  which  appear  to 
proceed  upon  the  assumption  that  by  in- 
creasing its  range  you  restrict  and  miti- 
gate its  miseries.  I  believe  the  exact 
reverse.  I  believe  that  in  proportion  as 
you  mount  up  higher  and  nigher,  these 
simply  prohibitory  laws,  tending  to  re- 
strict numbers  and  enhance  and  aug- 
ment values,  you  multiply  and  raise  to 
a  higher  point  the  obstacles  with  which 
you  have  to  deal.    I  do  not  wish  to  be 

'  drawn  into  any  premature  conclusion ; 
but  it  is  only  fair  to  make  the  admission. 
But  with  regard  to  the  question  which 
my  hon.  Friend  has  brought  before  us, 
I  will  say  these  two  things  in  conclusion. 
First  of  all,  that  I  believe  that  one  of 
the  great  subjects  which  will  call  for  the 
attention  of  the  Executive  at  as  early  a 
period  as  the  heavy  competing  pressure 
of  some  other  subjects  will  permit  will 
be  the  reform  of  the  Licensing  Laws ; 
and,  secondly,  I  believe  that  that  reform 
is  so  eminently  called  for,  and  is  so 
favoured  by  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  now  stand,  that  I  regard  it  as  an 
essential  part  of  the  work  and  mission 


of  the  present  Parliament.  I  have  no 
prejudices  upon  this  subject ;  but  I  am 
glad  to  have  at  least  the  pardon,  if  not 
the  approval,  of  my  hon.  Friend,  if  I 
decline  to  express  by  my  vote  distinct 
adhesion  to  an  expression  of  abstract 
principle  on  the  subject  until  I  feel  my- 
self armed  with  the  possession  of  some 
practical  plan  that  I  am  in  a  condition 
to  recommend  for  the  approval  of  Parlia- 
ment. With  these  observations,  I  re- 
commend the  question  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Sib  EOBEET  CUNUFFE  :  Sir,  I 
rise  to  ask  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
for  a  few  moments  whilst  I  refer  to  ^e 
reasons  why  I  think  the  proposition 
which  is  now  before  the  House  deserves 
its  favourable  consideration,  and  to  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  regard  to 
this  question.  Now,  Sir,  I  think  no  one 
will  deny  that  there  exists  outside  ^s 
House  a  very  strong  opinion  in  favour 
of  some  legislation  wim  regard  to  this 
matter ;  and  I  think  it  is  true  to  say  that 
that  strong  opinion  exists  not  only  with 
regard  to  those  who  may  be  considered 
the  supporters  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Oarlislo,  in  regard  to  the 
measure  before  us,  but  it  exists  widely 
throughout  the  whole  country.  Al- 
though we  have  had  within  the  last  10 
years  two  Licensing  Acts,  and  although 
these  have  done  much  to  improve  me 
licensing  system,  yet  I  think  we  stand  in 
reg^d  to  this  gpreat  evil  of  intemper- 
ance in  a  very  unsatisfactory  position. 
Now,  Sir,  I  should  not  presume  to  make 
that  statement  to  the  House  as  embody- 
ing my  own  opinion  or  any  knowledge 
of  my  own ;  but  I  will  take  two  autho- 
rities whose  opinion,  I  think,  will  be 
treated  with  respect.  The  first  authority 
I  quote  is  a  sentence  from  a  speech  of 
Lord  Aberdare,  in  introducing  the  Bill 
of  1 87 1 .    Lord  Aberdare  said — 

**  He  would  not  paiise  to  ask  whether  drunken. 
nesB  was  or  was  not  on  the  increase,  for  he  felt 
satisfied  that  the  evil  was  so  great  as  to  be  a 
blot  upon  our  social  system,  and  a  disgrace  to 
our  civilization."— [3  Samard,  ccv.  1063.] 

He  was  then  the  Home  Secretary,  speak- 
ing from  his  place  in  Parliament.  Now 
nearly  10  years  have  elapsed,  and  what 
is  the  state  of  the  question  now  ?  I  will 
only  refer  to  the  paragraph  which  has 
been  already  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle,  and  which  has 
made  a  great  deal  of  impression  upon 
the  Prime  Minister.    The  Committee  of 
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tlie  House  of  Lords  saj  in  a  paragraph 
where  they  discuss  the  Bill  founded  on 
the  Gothenburg  system  brought  in  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade— 

<«A11  that  general  legialation  has  hitherto 
been  able  to  effect  has  been  some  improvement 
in  general  order,  while  it  has  been  powerless  to 
produce  any  perceptible  decrease  of  intemper* 
anoe." 

And,  Sir,  it  cannot  be  said  that  public 
attention  has  not  constantly  been  called 
to  this  question,  which  I  take  to  be  an- 
other proof  of  the  strong  feeling  out-of- 
doors.  I  think  on  10  different  occasions 
since  1869  the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle 
has  brought  this  question  before  us.  It 
has  come  up  before  the  House  year  after 
year  like  a  nardy  perennial,  only  to  be 
rejected ;  but  still  he  has  brought  it 
up.  In  addition  to  that  we  have  had  an 
interesting  Bill  brought  in  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  founded  on 
the  Gh)thenburg  system;  and  we  have 
had  a  BUI  for  licensing  Boards,  brought 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Mjt.  J.  Cowen),  which  has  produced  an 
interesting  discussion.  Lastly,  we  have 
had  a  Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Scarborough  (Sir  Haroourt 
Johnstone),  which  I  regretted  to  see  the 
other  day,  in  consequence  of  the  pres- 
sure of  Business,  pioduced  only  a  short 
discussion  in  this  House.  These  are  all 
more  or  less  based  on  the  principle  we 
are  asked  to  vote  upon  to-night.  I  am 
one  of  many  persons  who  have  never 
been  able  to  persuade  themselves  that 
the  measure  wnich  was  brought  in  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  is  the  best 
that  could  be  adopted  to  solve  the  diffi- 
culty. Although  I  shall  g^ve  my  vote 
in  favour  of  his  Motion,  I  shall  consider 
myself  perfectly  free  on  some  future  oc- 
casion to  take  a  different  course  on  some 
other  Bill  that  may  be  brought  forward. 
I  may  quote  some  words  used  on  the 
last  occasion  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright),   who 


'*  He  should  vote  for  the  present  Resolution, 
and,  having  Toted  for  it,  would  feel  that  he  was 
just  as  free  to  deal  with  the  drink  question  .  .  . 
as  if  he  had  never  heard  of  the  PermiasiTe  Bill, 
and  as  if  the  present  Besolution  had  never  been 
before  them.*'— [/^W.  odi.  497.] 

Now,  I  will  venture  to  quote  one  more 
passage  from  the  speech  of  Lord  Aber- 
dare  in  1871,  whidi  appears  to  me  to 
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cover  the  ground  for  the  reasons  why 
we  should  vote  for  some  measure  of  Local 
Option.  Lord  Aberdare  said  we  should 
create  some  strong  vigorous  opinion  in 
the  different  localities,  and  he  concluded 
with  these  words — 

'*  He  was  satisfied,  therefore,  that  if  they  wen 
to  create  a  wholesome  and  vigorous  pubuc  opi- 
nion on  that  subject,  they  must  give  the  rate- 
payers of  the  country  some  direct  control  over 
it,  and  that  the  more  widely  that  control  could, 
without  injustice,  be  extended,  the  greater  would 
be  the  social  advantage." — [Ibid,  ccv.  1076.] 

I  think  the  words  I  have  read  to  the 
House  afford  ample  grounds  for  the  Be- 
solution now  before  us.  It  has  been  re- 
marked in  the  debate  that  this  proposal 
appears  to  cast  some  blame  on  the  magis- 
trates as  the  present  licensing  autho- 
rities. I  am  not  able  to  follow  that; 
but  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  that  the 
Lords'  Committee  speak  with  approval 
of  **  confirming  authority,'*  and  they 
think  the  value  of  their  confirming  au- 
thority is  acknowledged  by  severad  wit- 
nesses as  a  check  on  the  granting  autho- 
rity. It  is  thought  some  check  should 
be  placed  on  the  licensing ;  but  I  think 
the  magistrates  have  erred  by  allowing 
too  many  licences.  But  if  we  can  by 
some  measure  give  the  ratepayers  some 
means  of  bringing  power  to  bear  on  the 
licensing  authorities,  we  shall  get  rid  of 
those  difficulties  and  evils  which  occur 
under  the  present  system.  I  should  like 
to  refer  for  a  moment  to  a  speech  made 
by  a  Gentleman  who  is  greatly  respected 
by  this  House — Mr.  Rathbone.  The  few 
words  I  wish  to  quote  were  delivered  in 
this  House  during  the  discussion  on  the 
Motion  by  the  hon.  Member  for  New- 
castle. Mr.  Bathbone  gave  an  interest- 
ing account  of  what  had  taken  place  in 
the  suburban  district  of  Woolton,  near 
Liverpool,  where,  during  nine  years,  the 
''Free  licensing  svstem "  had  been 
adopted.  He  said  they  steadily  refused 
renewal  to  disorderly  houses,  and  they 
kept  the  same  numbers  in  spite  of  in- 
crease of  population.    He  a<&ed — 

**I  do  not  hesitate  to  sav  that  the  magirtrates 
and  police  of  England,  if  they  would  only  en- 
force the  existing  laws,  have  ample  powers  in 
their  hands  to  shut  up  one-third  of  the  public- 
houses,  and  reduce,  by  at  least  a  quarter,  the 
crime  of  the  Kingdom  by  simply  refusing  to  re- 
new the  licences  of  any  houses  doing  a  dis- 
orderly tnde^^Uid.  ccxxix.  908.] 

But  do  not  we  require  more  direct 
and  complete  pressure  put  upon  the 
licensing  authorities  in  this  country  by 
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those  more  immediately  affected  by  the 
consequences  ?  Mr.  Kathbone  gave  an 
interesting  account  of  a  very  respectable 
licensed  victualler  in  Liverpool,  said  to 
be  doing  a  high-class  trade  there  ;  but 
who  stated  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
greater  stringency  of  the  police  and  the 
magistrates,  his  takings  bad  been  re- 
duced  by  £700  a-year.  I  think  that 
shows  that,  although  the  present  law  is 
imperfect,  it  is  possible  to  administer  it 
in  a  better  manner  to  meet  the  social 
requirements  of  the  age.  Mr.  Bathbone 
asked  the  House  to  consider 

"  What  aa  amount  of  evil  and  demoralization 
preventible  under  the  present  law,  if  strictly 
administered,  that  £700  a-year  represents.*' — 
[Ibid.] 

What  is  the   recommendation  of  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  wbo 
obtained  great  weight  in  this  House 
because  of  tiie  noble  Lords  composing 
the    Committee,   and    because    of   the 
moderation  of  the  Report  they  brought 
up?    The  Committee  were  unable  to 
recommend  Licensing  Boards ;  but  they 
recommended  that  County  Boards  or 
Local    Boards    should    be    established 
with  an  extensive  area,  and  that  the 
licensine  power  should  be  transferred 
to  those  bodies.     I  think  in  those  Boards 
there  would  be  an  elective  element  to 
represent  the  ratepayers.    If  that  is  so, 
Sir,  we  should  have  that  elective  prin- 
ciple introduced  in  the  Licensing  Boards 
of  the  country,  which  will  give  the  rate- 
payers that  control  over  the  licensing 
which  is  so  much  wanted  at  the  present 
moment.    Now,  Sir,  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  any  longer;  but  I  would  just 
point  out  that  the  Committee  further 
recommended  that  legislative  facilities 
should  be  afforded  for  the  local  adoption 
of  the  Ghothenburfl^  and  Mr.  Chamber- 
lain's schemes.    I  think  that  is  a  high 
recommendation  of  the  principle  of  Local 
Option,  in  some  measure  to  be  approved 
by  the  legislation  of  this  House;  and 
the  object  of  that  would  be  to  control 
and  absorb  some  of  the  licences  now 
existing.     The  Prime  Minister  alluded 
to  that  difficult  point,  how  compensation 
could  be  g^ven  if  Parliament  determined 
to  reduce  the  number  of  public-houses. 
That  brings  me  to  the  seventh  recom- 
mendation  of   the    Committee  of   the 
House  of  Lords,  in  which  they  point  out 

**That  a   considerable  increase    should  be 
made  in  the  Ucence  duties." 


Many  hon.  Members  are  aware  that  by 
the  Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Scarborough  it  was  proposed  to 
devote  a  portion  of  the  funds  derived 
from  licences  for  compensation  to  the 
existing  public-houses.  The  Committee 
say,  further,  that  the 

«  Size  of  the  premises,  the  profits  of  the  trade, 
and,  consequently,  the  value  of  the  licences, 
have  increased  enormously  during  the  last  10 
years." 


If  that  is  true,  I  think  it  is  an  element 
which  we  might  fairly  take  into  con- 
sideration when  we  come  to  deal  with 
this  question  in  some  prcustioal  Bill ; 
because,  as  the  Committee  say — 

**  The  public  are  fairly  entitled  to  a  larger 
share  thui  they  have  hitiierto  received  of  Uie 
profits  of  a  monopoly  thus  artificially  created.'* 

I  will  not  detain  the  House  any  loneer* 
I  thank  you  for  listening  to  me  with  so 
much  patience.  I  will  only  venture  to 
add  that  I  rose  principally  to  express 
my  earnest  hope  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  will,  at  some  future  day, 
be  able  to  deal  with  this  important 
question;  and  I  think,  from  what  has 
fallen  from  the  Prime  Minister,  we  may 
venture  to  anticipate  that  something 
will  be  done.  If  the  Government  wifl 
deal  with  the  question,  I  am  sure  they 
will  have  attempted  to  achieve  an  object 
worthy  of  the  ambition  of  any  Ministry, 
and  which  will  entitle  them  to  the  last- 
ing gratitude  of  the  whole  country. 

Captatst  AYLMEE  said,  thepr  were  all 
agreed  as  to  the  ill  effects  of  intemper- 
ance, and  they  would  all  be  glad  to 
know  of  some  means  by  which  they 
could  be  remedied  without  injury  to 
vested  and  existing  interests.  But  all 
this  Besolution  pretended  to  do  was  to 
transfer  the  power  of  granting  licences 
from  one  boay  to  another.  That  would 
not  put  an  end  to  intemperance.  The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  said  his  Resolu- 
tion had  its  beginning  in  a  Resolution 
of  Convocation;  but  his  experience  of 
life  was  that  a  clergyman  was  the  worst 
man  in  the  world  to  grapple  with  a 

Practical  difficulty.  The  proposal  of  the 
on.  Baronet  came  before  them  in  the 
objectionable  form  of  an  abstract  Reso- 
lution, which  appeared  to  be  aimed 
somewhat  at  the  magistrates.  The  hon. 
Baronet  wanted  to  give  the  power  now 
possessed  by  the  magistrates  to  the  rate- 
payers of  each  district ;  but  it  must  be 
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remembered  that  the  ratepayers  were 
only  about  one-third  of  the  inhabitants 
of  a  district.  That  was  stopping  half- 
way ;  but  if  the  hon.  Baronet  went  to 
the  extreme,  he  would  give  the  licensing 
power  to  a  much  worse  authority  than 
the  magistrates.  The  licensing  power, 
if  Local  Option  were  carried  out,  would 
be  g^ven  to  those  who  used  public- 
houses  most,  and  that  was  like  giving  a 
child  a  knife  to  play  with  because  he 
had  cut  his  fingers.  The  logical  con- 
clusion of  this  Besolution  was  that  be- 
cause men  got  drunk,  therefore  those 
men  should  have  the  power  to  license 
public-houses.  It  had  been  said  that 
there  were  too  many  public-houses  in  the 
land,  and  why  did  not  the  magistrates 
put  them  down?  Well,  since  1869,  the 
magistrates  had  closed  9,000  public- 
houses.  He  had  received  a  paper  from 
Manchester  asking  him  not  to  vote  for 
this  Besolution,  and  it  came  from  the 
National  Union  for  the  Suppression  of 
Intemperance.  Surely  such  a  Society 
knew  whether  Local  Option  would  pro- 
mote temperance  or  not ;  and  he  found 
they  were  against  this  Motion.  This 
Resolution  was  a  slight  on  the  magis- 
tracy— a  slight  on  a  body  of  men  who, 
as  the  **  great  unpaid,"  had  done  their 
work  in  a  most  worthy  and  exemplary 
manner.  No  one  would  believe  that  an 
elective  bodjr  would  be  so  independent 
as  the  ma^strates,  and  they  ought  to 
go  to  the  hieher  classes  rather  thian  to 
the  lower  classes  to  find  a  proper  H- 
censing  body.  He  maintained  that  the 
magis^ates  were  the  best  licensing 
authority ;  they  lived  in  the  place,  and 
were  independent  of  any  improper  in- 
fluence that  might  be  brougnt  to  bear 
upon  them.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
vote  against  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle,  and  in 
favour  of  the  Motion  that  the  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  :  The  hon. 
and  ffallant  Member  who  has  just  sat 
do  wnhas  delivered  a  eulogy  on  the  magis- 
trates of  this  country  which  I  am  very  far 
from  saying  they  do  not  generally  de- 
serve. In  reference  to  the  administration 
of  their  functions  in  connection  with 
licensing,  the  magistrates  deserve,  I 
think,  as  much  praise  as  they  do  in  regard 
to  the  performance  of  any  part  of  their 
business.  It  is  quite  clear  from  all  the 
Reports  before  the  House  that  they 
have  not  extended  the  distribution  of 
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licences  unduly,  and  that  they  have  had, 
BO  far  as  they  could  have,  general  regard 
for  the  rights  of  those  whose  capital  is 
invested  in  this  description  of  property, 
and  that  they  have  also  exercised,  on  the 
whole,  a  judicious  and  careful  control, 
so  far  as  they  could,  over  the  manage- 
ment of  public-houses.  When  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  com- 
menced his  speech  he  said  that  Local 
Option  was  a  mysterious  term.  I  quite 
agree  with  him  in  that.  I  should  have 
much  preferred  to  hear  him  use  the 
words  ''local  control,"  because  that 
part  of  his  Resolution  which  is  most  in* 
telligible  to  myself,  and  with  which  I 
am  in  perfect  and  entire  accord,  is  that 
which  says  that  the  representation  of 
the  people  in  this  matter — which  is  to 
them  of  such  deep  and  vital  social  im- 
portance— should  be  in  their  own  hands 
— that  they  should  have,  as  I  contend 
they  have  a  right  to  have,  local  control 
in  this  matter.  Now,  the  people  of  this 
country  are  not  represented  by  the  ma- 
gistrates. However  excellent  may  be 
character  and  conduct  of  those  who  are 
appointed  to  the  magistracy  in  this 
country,  I  repeat  that  the  people — the 
working  men  and  working  people  gene- 
rally, of  whom  I  have  the  honour  to  re- 
present a  large  section  in  the  House  to- 
night— ^have  not  confidence  in  the  repre- 
sentation they  possess  in  this  great  mat- 
ter. It  has  happened  to  me,  m  a  much 
shorter  political  experience  than  that  of 
many  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  to 
feel  it  my  duly  twice  to  call  the  attention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  ap- 
pointment of  certain  magistrates.  In 
1873,  when,  as  now,  the  country  had  the 
advantage  of  the  services  of  the  distin- 
guished ornament  of  this  House,  in  the 
Office  of  Prime  Minister,  I  had  a  tempo- 
rary and  interesting  connection  with  the 
borough  of  Huntin^on.  On  one  occa- 
sion in  that  year  I  felt  it  my  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Prime  Minister 
to  the  neglect  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to 
give  a  fair  representation  to  a  large  mi- 
nority in  the  county  who  were  Noncon- 
formists. The  Prime  Minister  thought 
proper  to  reply  to  me  condemning  the 
conduct  of  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Hunt- 
ingdonshire, in  regard  to  the  fact  that 
there  was  not  a  single  Nonconformist 
on  the  Bench  of  the  county.  Well,  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Huntin^onshire  took 
cognizance  in  a  very  carenil  manner  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman's  complaint. 
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and  within  a  year  or  18  months  he 
BO  far  saw  the  error  of  his  ways  as  to 
make  the  magistracy  of  the  county  more 
representative  by  placing  two  Noncon- 
formists on  the  Bench,  in  the  present 
year,  again,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy 
of  Jjancaster  TMr.  John  Bright)  to  the 
appointments  in  that  county  with  which 
I  have  now  a  happy  and  I  hope  a  per- 
manent connection.  Now  the  boroug^h 
of  Southport — and  I  am  glad  to  see  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South- West  Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton 
Cross)  in  his  place,  because  this  matter 
is  of  peculiar  interest  to  himself — the 
borough  of  Southport,  I  say,  is,  as  the 
late  Home  Secretary  knows  perfectly 
well,  and  as  is  known  in  the  county  of 
Lancaster,  thoroughly  liberal  in  its  sen- 
timents. The  Town  Council  of  South- 
port,  or  a  large  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers of  it,  is  Liberal  in  opinion;  but 
when  it  was  proposed,  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  to  grant  a 
Commission  of  the  Peace  to  the  through, 
Her  Majesty's  late  Gk)vemment  thought 

E roper  to  place  1 1  Conservatives  and  4 
iberals  on  the  Bench.  Now  this  Bench 
of  Magistrates  is  the  licensing  authoritv 
for  the  borough  of  Southport.  I  shall 
be  extremely  ^ad  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross)  will  tell 
me  that  in  this  borough,  where  three- 
fourths,  or  nearly  three- fourths,  of  the 
Town  Council  are  Liberals,  and  which, 
as  he  knows  ver^'  well  in  regard  to  the 
late  Election,  is  thoroughly  Liberal,  the 
character  of  the  magistracy  is  represen- 
tative. I  should  like  him  to  tell  me 
this,  for  I  have  no  doubt  he  intends  to 
take  part  in  this  debate.  I  myself 
know,  on  the  best  authority — that  the 
people  of  Southport  have  no  confidence 
in  the  appointments  made  by  the  late 
Government  as  to  the  magistracy.  Let 
me  suppose  that  the  magistrates  of 
Southport  thought  proper  to  imitate  the 
example  of  the  ma^strates  of  another 
portion  of  South  -  West  Lancashire — 
namelv,  Livefpool.  It  is  not  long  ago 
since  Liverpool  magistrates  declared  free 
trade  in  liquor.  Suppose  the  magis- 
trates of  Southport,  tnrough  a  freak  of 
fancy  of  their  own,  were  to  sav  that  the 
people  of  that  borough,  should  in  future 
have  free  trade  in  uquor.  I  say  that 
these  magistrates  have  no  right  to  claim 


in  regard  to  such  subjects  that  they  re- 
present the  people.  This,  I  consider, 
would  be  a  gross  travestie  of  representa- 
tive power.  When  I  listened  to  the  hon . 
Member  for  Carlisle,  I  must  say  I  re- 
gretted that  he  was  not  more  explicit  in 
regard  to  the  terms  of  this  Resolution, 
and  I  would  ask  the  House  to  bear  with 
me  while  I  endeavour  to  state  what  is  the 
interpretation  which  I  place  upon  them. 
Many  people  who  read  the  words  of  this 
Kesolution — which  is  somewhat  dark  in 
its  phraseology — are  inclined,  especially 
in  country  districts,  to  suppose  that  it  has 
some  concealed  intention  of  confiscating 
the  licences  which  have  been  given 
throughout  the  country.  Now,  I  want  to 
speak  very  plainly  indeed  upon  this 
subject.  What  is  the  position  of  the 
man  who  possesses  a  licence  for  a  public- 
house  ?  We  know  very  well  that  that 
licence  is  renewable  from  year  to  year ; 
and  that  it  is  impossible  to  disguise 
from  ourselves  that  there  is  a  belief 
largely  spread  throughout  the  country 
that  this  Besolution  means,  or  may  be 
held  to  mean,  that  these  licences  wiU 
be  liable  to  be  forfeited  by  a  popular 
vote  given  in  regard  to  that  particular 
matter.  Now,  I  can  only  say  for 
myself  that  I  regard  a  licence  pos- 
sessed by  the  man  who  has  the  privi- 
lege of  holding  that  licence  for  the 
sale  of  wino  and  spirits  as  a  very  sub- 
stantial  property — and  I  will  tell  the 
House  why — because  there  is  in  regard 
to  that  licence  every  feature  of  property. 
Men  have  made  investments  from  time 
to  time  upon  the  faith  of  those  licences. 
The  houses  to  which  the  licences  belong 
are  bought  and  sold  every  day  at  very 
large  prices,  and  men  exhibit,  in  the 
confidence  with  which  they  deal  in  pro- 
perty of  this  description,  and  in  the  con- 
fidence with  which  their  investments  are 
made,  and  through  the  neglect  of  Parlia- 
ment to  issue  any  substantial  warning 
to  the  contrary,  a  belief  that  they  are 
deaUng  with  what  is  real  and  substan- 
tial property,  and  I  hold  and  maintain 
that  these  men  have  in  these  licences  a 
substantial  property,  which  has  been 
treated  and  aealt  with  as  property.  A 
newspaper  of  very  large  circulation  and 
great  iimuenoe  in  the  neighbourhood  I 
have  the  honour  to  represent  spoke  of 
me  not  very  long  ago  in  regard  to  some- 
thing I  had  written  about  the  land,  and 
•aid  I  was  almost  too  tender  with  regard 
to  the  rights  of  property.    I  think  it  is 
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impoBsible  for  anyone  who  attempts 
senoudy  to  undertake  the  work  of  re- 
form to  deal  too  tenderly  with  the  rights 
of  property.  The  foundation  of  suc- 
cess in  regard  to  the  work  of  reform  is 
to  pay  due  and  proper  and  consistent 
respect  to  the  ri^ts  of  property. 
^CMersJ]  Well,  now,  the  cheers  of  the 
House  lead  me  to  believe  that  there  is  a 
very  general  belief  and  impression  on 
the  part  of  the  majority  that  I  rightly 
describe  the  condition  of  licences  when 
I  say  that  they  are  substantial  property. 
If  they  are  admitted  to  be  such,  then  I 
pass  on  to  say  that  I  hold  it  to  be  one  of 
the  most  important  functions  of  Parlia- 
ment to  remember  at  all  times  that  this 
House  is,  first  and  above  all,  the  trustee 
of  i>roperty  throughout  the  country. 
A  primary  duly  of  l^arliament  is  to  re- 
member that  every  description  of  pro- 
perty is  held  in  trust  by  this  House.  No 
man's  title-deed  is  worth  much  if  the 
opinion  of  this  House  is  against  him; 
and  therefore  this  House  must  always,  I 
humbly  submit,  remember  that  its  clear 
duty  is  to  regard  the  rights  of  property 
as  its  own  possession,  and  never,  under 
any  circumstances  whatever,  to  delegate 
the  dealing  with  these  rights  of  pro- 
perty to  any  other  authority  in  the  coun- 
try. I  have  heard  it  said  that  inasmuch 
as  a  licence  is  granted  by  local  authority, 
that  that  which  the  local  authority  has 
conceded  that  also  it  should  be  able  to 
take  back  at  any  time ;  that  it  should  be 
able  to  decree  Uiat  the  person  to  whom 
it  eranted  a  licence  should  at  any  time 
for^it  that  licence.  I  should  like  to 
show  the  House  why  in  this  matter  that 
is  an  unsound  and  unsafe  doctrine.  It 
is  true  the  local  authority  is  empowered 
to  grant  licences  under  certain  condi- 
tions ;  but  if  the  House  holds,  as  I  cer- 
tainly do,  that  these  licences  when  granted 
constitute  a  property,  then  we  must  re- 
member that  the  local  authorities  are  not 
empowered  under  the  conditions  on 
which  theproperty  is  intrusted  to  them 
by  this  House  to  withdraw  the  con- 
cession they  have  made.  The  local 
authority  is  empowered  to  make  streets 
and  ways  through  the  town  —  to  im- 
prove the  means  of  intercommunication 
throughout  the  town ;  but  when  the 
local  authority  has  made  a  street — for 
which  purgpose  it  need  not  apply  to  Par- 
liament— it  has  not  the  power  subse- 
quently to  disturb  the  property  built 
upon  the  street  which  has  been  opened, 
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and  declared  to  be  the  use  of  the  public 
for  ever.  There  is  no  power  in  the  local 
authority  to  deal  with  that  property 
except  by  an  application  to  Paniament. 
We  have  in  this  House  almost  every  day 
Provisional  Orders  lying  on  the  Table, 
which  are  to  sanction  the  exercise  by 
these  local  authorities  of  special  powers 
for  taking  property  under  the  sanction  of 
Parliament.  Having  laid  it  down  that 
there  is  a  property  in  the  licences,  I  say 
it  is  not  competent  for  the  House  to  g^ve 
to  any  local  authority  the  power  of  con- 
fiscating that  proper]^  without  compen- 
sation in  the  usual  way.  But  there  is 
one  description  of  property  connected 
with  licences  which  I  certainly  desire  to 
see  taken  advantage  of  by  the  local 
authority  for  the  benefit  of  the  public. 
I  will  give  an  instance  which  came  under 
my  own  observation  the  other  day.  In 
a  suburb  of  London  a  piece  of  land  was 
laid  out  for  a  building  estate,  and  the 
builder  thought  proper  to  devote  a  cen- 
tral position  to  a  licensed  public-house. 
The  erection  of  the  house  cost  him 
about  £1,900,  all  told,  and  he  obtained 
a  licence  for  it,  and  there  was  a  strict 
condition  in  connection  with  the  building 
estate  that  there  should  be  no  other 
licensed  house  upon  the  property.  Well, 
having  expended  only  £1,900  on  the 
building  of  this  house,  the  builder  sold 
it  last  week  to  a  gentleman  I  know  very 
well,  who  is  a  brewer,  for  £4,000.  So 
that  he  pocketed  £2,100  for  the  privilege 
of  the  exercise  of  the  monopoly  of  selling 
intoxicating  drink  in  this  country.  I  am 
most  anxious  that  a  due  and  proper  share 
of  large  sums  of  this  sort  accruing  in  that 
manner  should  be  taken  for  the  public 
advantage,  and  I  should  very  much  in- 
deed like  to  see  that  £2,100,  or  a 
proper  proportion  of  it  in  the  exercise 
of  local  control,  taken  for  the  advantage 
of  the  public.  I  want  only  to  say,  in 
conclusion,  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Cajptain  Avlmer) 
referred  to  this  matter  bemg  settled  by 
something  like  a  simple  counting  of 
heads  or  votes.  If  I  understood  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  rightly,  his  com- 
plaint was  that  we  had  Jiot  universal 
suffrage,  and  his  contention  that  all 
men  and  women  should  have  votes.  If  he 
were  to  make  a  proposition  of  that  kind 
at  any  time,  I  think  he  would  find  less 
objection  to  it  on  this  side  of  the  House 
than  on  the  other.  He  said  there  was  no 
good  reason  whatever  why  the  people 
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should  take  this  matter  in  some  form  or 
other  under  their  own  control.  What 
eood,  I  believe  he  asked,  could  follow 
m>m  it?  Surely  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  has  had  no  experience  of  the 
▼alue  of  the  uses  of  responsibility.  If  the 
people  were  in  some  degree  responsible 
for  all  that  is  obnoxious  in  connection 
with  this  trade,  would  they  not  be  more 
careful  and  critical  with  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  trade  is  carried  on  ? 
I  wish  before  I  sit  down  to  pay  such 
tribute  as  I  may  to  the  services  in  the 

freat  cause  of  temperance  which  have 
een  rendered  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  and  those  who  co-operate  with 
him.  I  think  it  a  great  and  honourable 
and  useful  thing  in  all  matters  connected 
with  the  social  well-being  of  the  people 
that,  as  far  as  possible,  an  ideal  should 
be  lifted  up  before  their  eyes.  There  is 
not  a  loftier  idea  of  virtue  conceivable  by 
many  of  the  people  than  the  idea  of 
total  abstinence.  I  honour  that  idea. 
It  is  never  likely  that  the  people  will 
worship  or  follow  ideals  too  readily. 
Ideals  may  be  brought  before  them ;  and 
it  is  possible  that  the  men  who  spend 
their  lives  in  upholding  these  uncom- 
promising ideals  will  do  more  than 
their  fellows  towards  bringing  about  the 
time  when  we  shall  make  some  approach 
towards  that  blessed  ideal  of  life  when 
force  shall  be  used  always  in  concert 
with,  and  controlled  bv,  reason,  when 
strength  shall  be  used  K>r  its  most  legi- 
timate purpose — the  protection  and  the 
welfare  of  the  weak — to  that  blessed 
time  when  there  shall  be  no  complaining 
in  our  streets,  and  when  our  gamers 
shall  be  full,  yielding  all  manner  of  store. 
Lord  ELCHO  congratulated  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  upon  the 
very  healthy  and  welcome  views  ne  had 
enunciated  with  regard  to  the  rights  of 
property,  views  which  could  not  be  traced 
m  the  DiU  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment,  which  was  in  the  course  of 
its  second  reading,  nor  in  the  clause 
which  had  formed  part  of  it,  but  which 
was  now  about  to  re-appear  in  shape  of 
a  new  Bill.  But  he  would  not  pursue 
that  matter  farther.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  had  suggested  that  he  (Lord 
Elcho)  had  inherit^  the  Parliamentary 
mantle  of  Mr.  Wheelhouse,  the  late 
Member  for  Leeds.  He  laid  claim  to 
no  such  inheritance ;  and  the  only  reason 
why  he  ventured  to  address  the  House 
for  the  first  time  on  this  subject  was 


that  he  had  had  the  honour  of  being  in- 
trusted with  a  Petition  for  presenta- 
tion against  the  Kesolution  by  the  Scot- 
tish Wine,  Spirit,  and  Beer  Trade  De- 
fence Association.  Why  it  should  have 
been  intrusted  to  him  he  knew  not. 
The  hon.  Member  who  last  spoke  seemed 
to  think  that  everybody's  chance  of  suc- 
cess at  the  late  Election  turned  upon  the 
question  of  Local  Option.  He  could  only 
say  that  during  the  Election  it  was  not 
heard  of  in  East  Lothian ;  but  he  was 
not  able  to  speak  for  Mid  Lothian.  He 
agreed  to  present  the  Petition  because 
he  hecurtily  approved  of  its  terms,  and  of 
the  reasons  why  the  Petitioners  were 
opposed  to  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.  They  were  opposed  to  it  be- 
cause they  objected  to  this  transfer  of 
the  licensing  power  ^m  what  they 
called  a  judicial  body  to  such  an  in- 
judicial body,  if  he  might  so  use  the 
term,  as  a  majority  simply  of  the  rate- 
payers. The  Petitioners  stated  that 
those  who  now  administered  the  licensing 
system  exercised  their  power  with  judg- 
ment and  fairness,  and  where  they  couM 
they  suppressed  licences  with  the  view, 
as  far  as  they  could,  of  making  them 
proportioned  to  the  number  of  inhabit- 
ants, and  that  if  this  system  were  de- 
parted from  they  would  have  an  arbi- 
trary and  capricious  system  of  constant 
agitation,  constant  voting,  and  the  ex- 
penses of  another  Local  Board.  But  it 
was  not  the  publicans  only  who  took 
that  view.  An  Association  which  had 
existed  for  years  for  the  suppression  of 
intemperance  were  exactly  of  the  same 
opinion,  and  he  rather  gathered  from 
the  Prime  Minister  that  he  favoured  the 
view  taken  by  that  Association.  The 
opinion  of  the  Petitioners  was  that  if 
this  question  was  referred  to  the  de- 
cision of  a  majority,  it  would  be  to  in- 
fringe liberty  and  endanger  property. 
He  quite  agreed  with  that.  The  last 
speaker  had  said  he  did  not  understand 
the  Motion,  and  that  it  was  indistinct. 
The  Motion  might  be  indistinct;  but 
nothing  could  be  clearer  than  the  speech 
it  which  it  was  introduced.  They  were 
urged  to  vote  for  Local  Option  because  it 
did  not  necessarily  mean  suppression, 
but  only  restriction.  His  hon.  Friend, 
however,  was  too  honest  to  stop  there, 
and  he  added  that  he  wished  to  suppress 
the  liquor  traffic  altogether.  In  this  free 
country  it  would  be  an  intolerable  state 
of  things  to  establish  that  a  majority  of 
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the  ratepajers — ^half  the  ratepayers  of  a 
distriot  plus  one — should  lay  aown  a  law 
which  would  prevent  the  other  half, 
minus  one,  who  might  be  most  tem- 
perate men,  from  being  able  to  take  a 
glass  of  beer  or  spirits  in  that  district. 
Some  years  ago  he  had  the  pleasure  of 
reading  in  an  essay  written  by  the 
present  Postmaster  General  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  strongly  opposed  to  otate 
intervention  in  matters  such  as  were 
proposed  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle ;  and  in  the  same 
article  the  writer  stated  that  individual 
liberty  had  been  "  constantly  subject  to 
attacks  from  various  phases  of  fana- 
ticism." Interesting  information  on 
this  subject  was  also  to  be  found  in  a 
small  book  called  Prohibitory  LegUlation 
in  the  United  States,  recently  published  by 
Mr.  Justin  McCarthy,  who  had  visited 
the  State  of  Maine  with  the  view  of 
studying  the  question,  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  ''  this  legis- 
lation had  not  only  failed,  but  had  in- 
cidentally produced  very  serious  mis- 
chief." He  (Lord  Elcho)  had  a  very 
nice  gentleman  as  one  of  his  constituents, 
a  man  unconvicted  of  any  crime,  who 
was  not  a  Boman  Oatholio,  who  therefore 
did  not  necessarily  fast ;  he  believed  he 
was  a  United  Presbyterian  or  a  Free 
Churchman— he  doubted  whether  he 
was  a  member  of  the  Established  Church 
— and  what  did  they  think  this  gentleman 
had  done  ?  He  had  put  himseS  on  bread 
and  water,  and  occasionally  he  indulged 
in  the  luxury  of  an  apple.  That  was  his 
sole  subsistence,  and  he  had  never  seen 
a  more  healthy  man,  or  one  who  looked 

Jrounger  for  his  years.  And  why  did  he 
ive  in  that  wav?  Because  he  was  con- 
vinced that  all  the  ills  to  which  flesh 
was  heir  came  from  eating  meat,  and 
they  had  almost  half  a  convert  to  that 
system  in  the  Home  Secretary,  who  ob- 
jected to  their  eating  hares  ana  rabbits. 
If  this  principle  of  Ik^  Option  was  to  pre- 
vail, wnat  was  to  prevent  hon.  Members 
from  coming  to  Parliament  and  moving 
a  Local  Option  Besolution  which  would 
enable  a  majority  of  the  ratepayers  of 
any  district  to  put  the  rest  of  the  inhabit- 
ants of  that  district,  every  man,  woman, 
and  child,  on  bread  and  water,  with  an 
occasional  apple?  The  principle  was 
exactly  the  same,  and  he  protested  alike 
against  the  one  and  the  other  in  the 
interest  of  liberty  and  freedom  in  this 
country.  The  property  objection  had  been 
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gone  into  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford 
(Mr.  Arnold),  and  was  also  touched  upon 
by  the  Prime  Minister,  who  deprecated  all 
idea  of  confiscation.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle  was  not  so  clear  on  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation  and  confiscation. 
He  was  mucn  clearer  on  the  question  of 
suppression  altogether.  From  his  speech 
they  might  gather  that  he  was  opposed 
to  compensation.  The  hon.  Member 
looked  upon  every  publican  as  such  a 
criminal  that  he  thought  it  his  duly  to 
take  his  property  from  him,  and  fine 
him  in  every  farthing.  But  the  Prime 
Minister  had  a  different  view.  He  was 
clear  upon  the  question  of  compensation. 
Everything  else  was  dark,  but  compensa- 
tion was  very  clear.  He  recollected  the 
''  Ten  Minutes  Licensing  Bill"  of  Mr. 
Bruce  (now  Lord  Aberdare)  in  the  Parlia- 
ment before  last,  in  which  there  was  a 
clause  which  shook  every  man's  notions 
and  feelings  of  security  as  regarded 
prop^*ty,  because  it  empowered  either 
ratepayers  or  the  State  to  forfeit  every 

Eubucan's  licence  at  the  end  of  10  years, 
f  there  was  anything  which  turned  out 
the  Liberal  Government  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  (Mr.  Gladstone),  andbrought 
in  the  Conservatives,  it  was  the  shook 
which  legislation  such  as  that  gave. 
[Laughter,"]  Yes;  they  might  laugh. 
That  was  his  honest  conviction,  for  it 
was  the  climax  to  the  harassing  of 
interests.  Every  other  interest  was  in- 
duced to  fear  for  itself  in  consequence  of 
the  way  in  which  it  was  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  Licensed  Victuallers.  He  was 
inclined  to  think  that  the  habit  of  harass- 
ing interests  had  grown  so  inveterate 
that  the  Gt>vemment  had  found  it 
stronger  than  themselves.  They  were 
at  their  old  work  again ;  and,  if  they  did 
not  take  care,  it  would  produce  the  old 
results.  The  Prime  Minister  declined 
to  vote  for  Local  Option.  [Mr.  Gladstoks 
said,  he  voted  for  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply.]  He  (Lord  Eloho)  was  correct 
in  stating  that  the  right  hon.  Gentieman 
would  not  vote  for  the  Local  Option 
Besolution.  He  preferred  the  poHoy 
which  was  the  favourite  policy  of  his 
first  Government  upon  the  North  West 
Frontier  of  India — a  policy  of  masterly 
inactivity.     He  wished  to  hold  a  middle 

Sosition.  He  did  not  consider  it  the 
ut^  of  the  (Government  to  take  up  a 
position  in  advance,  but  in  media  tutim- 
mui  to  follow  a  policy  of  masterly  in- 
activity.   That  was  not  the  policy  for  a 
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GoTemmeut  to  pursue  on  a  great  ques- 
tion. It  was  their  duty  to  endeavour  to 
ffuide  public  opinion  even  at  the  risk  of 
defeat ;  and,  if  they  could  not  maintain 
a  principle  which  they  believed  to  be 
rignt,  rather  than  yield  to  the  stream, 
they  should  abide  the  consequences. 
That  was  his  idea  of  the  duty  of  a 
Government.  It  might  be  a  wrong  one ; 
but,  individually  speaking,  he  would 
rather  fall,  taking  such  a  view  of  the 
duties  of  Government,  than  stand  up  for 
any  number  of  years  for  a  policy  of 
masterly  inactivity.  He  believed  this 
legislation  was  proposed  at  a  time  when 
it  was  not  necessary.  He  heartily 
sympathized  with  every  Member  who 
desired  by  every  possible  means  to  re- 
press intemperance.  But  the  Eesolution 
was  introduced  at  a  time  when  far  from 
intemperance  being  on  the  increase  there 
were  many  signs  of  improvement.  About 
50  years  ago,  when  he  was  a  boy,  it  was 
the  custom  in  the  hospitable  North  for 
the  butler  to  allow  four  bottles  for  every 

frivate  guest.  [An  Irish  Mehbeb  : 
'our  bottles  of  what  ?]  Of  wine.  In 
his  own  family  there  was  a  china  bowl 
around  which  his  ancestors  had  sat  for 
three  days  and  three  nights  draining  the 
whisky  punch  the  bowl  contained.  He 
only  mentioned  these  things  to  show 
what  the  state  of  matters  was  in  the 
upper  classes  of  society  100  years  ago, 
and  to  show  the  improvement  that  had 
taken  place  since.  On  Whit  Monday 
two  years  ago  he  visited  the  Alexandra 
Palace.  The  building  was  crowded,  and 
yet  up  to  6  o'clock  when  ho  left  he  could 
swear  that  he  had  not  seen  a  single 
drunken  person.  Of  course,  he  did  not 
vouch  for  what  occurred  cdterwards.  He 
believed  the  same  could  be  said  of  the 
crowd  at  the  Crystal  Palace.  A  time  when 
such  an  improvement  was  taking  place 
in  the  habits  of  society  was  not  a  time 
to  propose  legislation  of  this  kind — 
le^slation  which  he  held  to  be  wrong  in 
principle,  as  wrong  as  if  a  Member  of 
that  House  were  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prohibit  the  Queen's  subjects  from  eating 
roast  beef. 

Mb.  CAINE  :  I  have  listened  for  two 
hours  and  three  quarters  to  the  debate 
in  the  hope  of  hearing  a  single  argu- 
ment against  the  Eesolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend;  but  beyond  the  fact  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Elcho)  went  to  the 
Alexandra  Palace,  when  it  was  full  in- 
side and  out,  and  that  up  to  6  o'clock  on 


a  Whit  Monday  he  saw  no  drunkenness* 
I  have  not  hecurd  anything  against  the 
Eesolution.  The  noble  Lord,  however, 
did  not  tell  us  what  occurred  at  the 
Alexandra  Palace  after  the  time  at 
which  he  left;.  I  can  assure  the  noble 
Lord  that  if  such  a  Bill  as  he  has  re- 
ferred to  were  introduced,  and  it  was 
shown  that  roast  beef  did  as  much  harm 
to  the  community  as  it  is  abundantly 
proved  is  done  by  strong  drink,  I,  for 
one,  would  cordially  support  a  measure 
to  prohibit  its  public  sale.  I  am  as  sen- 
sible of  the  rights  of  property  as  any 
man  in  this  House ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  am  equally  as  mindful  of  the 
rights  and  aspirations  of  the  poor.  This 
is  essentially  a  working  man^s  question. 
They  ^ire  unable  to  get  away  from  the 
evil  influences  of  the  public-houses  that 
surround  them.  There  is  a  district  well 
known  in  Liverpool,  comprising  Addison 
and  other  streets  and  the  court43  off 
them.  The  death-rate  in  those  streets 
was  45  per  1,000.  I  have  had  the  front- 
age of  them  measured  up,  and  the  front- 
age of  the  private  houses  is  2,514  feet, 
wnilst  the  frontage  of  the  pubHc-houses 
in  those  streets  is  425  feet,  so  that  the 
public-house  frontage  is  a  seventh  of 
the  whole.  In  the  same  year  in  which 
the  death-rate  was  45  per  1,000,  the 
death  rate  in  the  district  m  which  I  re- 
sided was  11  per  1,000,  and  in  that  dis- 
trict there  were  no  public-houses.  The 
Corporation  was  naturally  alarmed  at 
such  a  death-rate,  and  sent  for  two 
scientific  men,  whose  names  are  well 
known — Dr.  Parkes  and  Dr.  Sanderson 
— to  investigate  the  condition  of  the 
town.  This  is  what  they  said  in  regard 
to  it — 

**  We  found  the  landlord  of  a  small  jpublic- 
house  who  had  been  for  years  in  the  district  and 
knew  the  habits  of  the  people  who  resided  there, 
and  he  told  us  that  for  one  man  who  did  not 
drink,  50  took  their  share,  they  starved  their 
wives  and  children,  who  had  to  beg  for  what 
they  got.  We  examined  a  few  cases,  one  of  a 
tinplater  who  earns  22«.  a^week,  and  he  said  he 
dnmk  a  little,  and  then  owned  he  drank  very 
heavily.  The  wife  told  us  that  sometimes  he 
brought  home  8«.,  sometimes  12«.,  and  some- 
times drank  it  all,  and  she  said  she  should  be 
very  happy  and  comfortable  if  she  could  have 
the  whole  of  the  22*.  a-week.  They  were  living 
in  a  back  room  for  which  they  paid  3«.  6d.  a. 
week.  In  the  front  room  of  the  same  house,  the 
rent  of  which  was  2$.  a-week,  a  man,  his  wife, 
his  son  and  daughter  lived.  The  man  earned 
24*.  a-week,  and  spent  it  in  drinking,  and  the 
wife  drank  all  she  could  get." 

And  so  on  instance  after  instance.    But 
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there  are  other  districts  in  Liyerpool 
equally  beset  bypublic-houses.  Hon. 
Members  in  this  House  very  often  speak 
about  the  welfare  of  the  seamen,  and 
let  me  tell  them  that  within  a  few  yards 
of  the  Sailors*  Home,  completely  sur- 
rounding it,  there  are  47  liquor  shops, 
and  there  are  99  within  200  yards  of  the 
Liverpool  Exchange.  In  a  single  year 
in  Liverpool,  the  year  1874,  no  less  than 
23,803  persons  of  both  sexes  were 
brought  up  before  the  ma^trates 
charged  with  being  drunk  and  disor- 
derly. Now,  the  law  states  if  any  person 
permits  drunkenness  he  shall  be  liable 
to  a  penalty  not  exceeding,  for  the  first 
offence,  £10,  and  for  any  subsequent 
offence  not  exceedins^  £20.  I  will  not 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  di- 
lating on  the  evils  that  arise  in  society 
at  large  from  23,303  persons  being  found 
drunk  in  a  single  year  in  one  town ;  but 
I  will  state  that  the  number  of  publicans 
who  were  proceeded  against  in  that  year 
for  permitidng  drunkenness  were  only 
three.  Under  the  existing  laws  working 
men  cannot  get  away  from  the  public- 
house.  There  are  trams,  'buses,  and 
increased  railway  facilities  now  in  nearly 
all  our  large  towns,  so  that  the  working 
men  are  getting  away  from  the  centres 
of  the  towns ;  but  the  public-houses  fol- 
low them.  For  some  time  the  Bench  of 
Magistrates  at  Liverpool  refused  to 
license  more  public-houses;  but  some 
way  or  other  in  time  past  they  have 
licensed  over  2,500  of  them.  When  a 
district  is  formed  and  built  upon  in  the 
suburbs  of  Liverpool  the  public-houses 
manage  to  get  out  to  them,  under  the 
law  of  "removals;"  and  during  the 
last  15  or  20  years  I  have  collected  a 
great  number  of  such  cases  at  the  an- 
nual Licensing  Sessions.  Thomas  Elidd, 
a  publican,  at  the  comer  of  Cecil  Street 
and  the  Wavertree  Hoad,  applied  at  the 
annual  Licensing  Session  for  the  removal 
of  the  licence  from  a  house  in  town  to 
this  house  in  the  suburbs.  Mr.  Picton, 
one  of  the  magistrates,  opposed  the  re- 
moval, and  went  into  the  witness-box 
and  gave  evidence.  He  stated  that  he 
had  no  personal  interest  in  the  matter ; 
but  there  was  an  average  of  one  public- 
house  for  every  30  yards  already,  and 
unless  the  whole  neighbourhood  were 
abandoned  drunkards  he  did  not  see 
how  it  was  possible  for  a  landlord  to  get 
a  living.  The  end  of  the  matter  was 
that  the  magistrates  refused  to  remove 
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the  licence ;  but  at  the  Licensing  Ses- 
sions held  six  months  afterwards  the 
same  application  was  renewed,  and  the 
decision  previously  given  was  reversed, 
and  the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Whitley)  voted  with  the  majority  for 
the  granting  of  the  transfer.  That 
course  of  action  has  been  pursued  by 
the  Liverpool  Bench  of  Magistrates  over 
and  over  again.  I  do  not  desire  to 
impute  any  motives  to  those  magistrates 
who  act  in  this  matter ;  the  freaks  of 
the  licensing  magistrates  are  so  various 
that  we  should  never  be  surprised  at  any- 
thing they  do ;  but  the  fact  is  dear  from 
this,  that  when  working  men  desire  to 
get  out  of  the  temptation  that  besets 
them,  the  public-houses  follow  them 
under  the  existing  laws,  and  in  conse- 
quence their  failure  is  due  to  the  Bench 
of  Magistrates.  I  have  no  desire  to  take 
up  the  time  of  the  House  any  longer. 
What  we  ask  for  by  this  Kesolution  Ib 
that,  instead  of  the  granting  and  re- 
newing of  public-houses  being  continued 
in  the  hands  of  the  Bench  of  Magis- 
trates, who  are  responsible  onl^  to  the 
Home  Secretary,  it  will  be  infinitely 
better  that  the  whole  question  be  rele- 
gated to  the  ratepayers  themselves,  and 
that  they  ^ould  nave  the  power  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  the  evils  of  the 
liquor  traffic. 

Colonel  BABNE  said,  he  must  con- 
gratulate the  Prime  Minister  on  the 
course  he  had  taken  in  saying  that  he 
should  not  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson).  No 
explanation  had  been  given  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  of  the  manner  in 
which  he  proposed  that  licences  should 
be  granted.  Did  he  mean  that  licensing 
power  was  to  be  given  to  the  majority 
of  the  ratepayers  r  The  question  was 
essentially  one  for  the  working  man: 
and  such  beine  the  case,  he  (Colonel 
Bame)  maintained  that  a  Parliament 
formed  upon  household  sufi&age  would 
be  much  more  capable  of  settling  it  than 
the  present.  In  agricultural  districts 
there  were  very  few  ratepayers  in  pro- 
portion to  the  number  oi  inhabitants; 
m  some  instances  only  five  or  six  in  a 
population  of  200  or  300.  If,  therefore, 
the  licensing  power  were  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  ratepayers,  a  great  in- 
justice would  be  done  to  the  labouring 
population.  He  opposed  the  Besolution 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  an  interference 
with  the  liberty  of  the  subject. 
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Colonel  BTJBNABY  said,  as  a  mem- 
ber of  the  body  of  4,500  magistrates  in 
the  country,  he  denied  that  there  was  any 
truth  in  the  statement  that  they  had  not 
faithfully  discharged  the  duties  com- 
mitted to  their  trust  in  the  matter  of 
licensing.  He  maintained  that  the  main 
body  of  hb  fellow-oountiymen  had  im- 
plicit confidence  in  the  integrity  of  the 
manstracy,  and  would  sum  up  his  re- 
marks by  sayings — "  Trust  us  in  all,  or 
not  at  all." 

Mb.  WABTON,  who  rose  amid  loud 
cries  of  "  Divide,"  expressed  his  opi- 
nion that  the  discussion  on  this  import- 
ant Motion,  which  might  lead  to  mo- 
mentous consequences,  ought  not  to  be 
cut  short.  The  subject  was  worth  a  few 
hours,  if  not  a  longer  time,  for  discus- 
sion. ["Divide!"]  He  could  not  un- 
derstand the  reason  of  those  noises, 
which  were  beautiful  in  their  variety, 
but  which  would  not,  in  the  slightest 
deg^ree,  change  his  determination  to  ad- 
dress the  House.  He  stood  there  to  give 
utterance,  to  the  best  of  his  ability,  to 
what  seemed  to  him  to  be  worthy  of  con- 
sideration. The  sooner  the  noises  ceased, 
the  sooner  he  should  finish  his  speech. 
It  was  in  the  discretion  of  his  hon. 
Friends  opposite  to  prolong  his  remarks 
for  an  hour,  or  to  allow  them  to  come  to 
a  close  in  the  course  of  20  minutes.  It 
had  been  said  that  no  arguments  of  im- 
portance had  been  adduced  against  the 
Motion  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
[**  Divide !"]  If  his  hon*  Friends  oppo- 
site would  allow  hin\.  to  be  heard  he 
would  try  to  adduce  some  arguments 
against  it.  He  complained  of  the  in- 
terruption with  which  he  was  met,  and 
expressed  a  hope  that  the  Speaker  would 
check  it.    ["Order!"  "Chair!"] 

Mb.  SPfeAKKR  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  addressing  himself  to  other 
Members  of  the  House,  and  not  to  the 
Chair. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  the  noise  had 
confused  him.  He  humbly  accepted  the 
correction.  Local  Option  meant  an  as- 
sumed right  of  the  majority  of  a  district 
to  control  the  rights  of  Uie  minority. 
There  were  many  cases  in  which  a 
minority  ought  to  give  way;  but  not  in 
matters  of  personal  conduct,  of  which 
each  man  was  himself  the  best  judge. 
The  prinoipleof  Local  Option  involved  an 
act  of  tyrannv  that  was  peculiarly  cha- 
raoteristic  of  the  libem  Party,  who 
were  the  friends  of  freedom  in  theory 
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rather  than  in  practice.  He  protested 
against  Local  Option  also  on  the  ground 
that  it  was  based  on  an  ethical  fallacy, 
and  held  that  true  morality  permitted 
moderate  indulgence  without  avowing 
distrust  in  a  man's  power  of  self-con- 
trol. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  203 ;  Noes 
229:  Majority  26. 

AYES. 


Amhent,  W.  A  T. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  B. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W,  B. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,  H. 
Bateeon,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bentinok,  it.  hn.  G.  C. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Birkbeck,  £. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Blennerhassett,  Sir  R. 
Brasaey,  H.  A. 
Broadlev,  W,  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooks,  W.  0. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bnmaby,  Ck>l.  £.  8. 
Boxton,  Sir  B.  J. 
Garden,  Sir  B.  W. 
Carington,  hon.  B. 
Gartwright,  F. 
Cavenduh,  Iiord  F.  C. 
Cecil,  Lord  £.  H.  B.  G. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  B. 
Clive,  CoL  hon.  G.  W, 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddington,  W. 
Colthorst,  Col.  D.  la  T. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  £. 
Cotes,  0.  C. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  B. 
Crompton-BobOTts,  C. 
Cross,  rt.  hn.  Sir  B.  A. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Daly,  J. 

Davenport,  W.  B. 
Dawnuy,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
Dawson,  C. 
De  Wonns,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Maior  A.  G. 
Digby,  CoL  hon.  £. 
Doogms,  A.  Akert- 
Dockham,  T. 
Dyott,  Colonel  B. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Kgerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Emlyn,  Yisoount 
Estcourt,  G.  8. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Ewing,  A.  O. 

() 


Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Fawoett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
FeildenjMajor-General 

B.  J. 
Fellowes,  W,  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Fihner,  Sir  E. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fit^>atrick,  hn.BJS.B. 
Fitzwilliazn,  hn.  W.  J. 
Fitzwilliam,  hon.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Flover,  J. 

Folkestone,  Yisooimt 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  B.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Galway,  A^scount 
Ghurdner,  B.  Bichard- 

son- 
Garfit,  T. 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gifiard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Gladstone,  rt  hn.W.£. 
Goldney,  SirlG. 
Grantham,  W. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  B. 
Gordon,  B.  T. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
,  Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Harcoort,  E.  W. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Harvey,  Sir  B.  B. 
Helmaley,  Viscount 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hicks,  £. 
Hildyard,  T.  B.  T. 
Hinchingbrook,  Yifc 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Kingsoote,  Col.  B.  N.  F. 
KnighUey,  Sir  B. 
Knowles,  T. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  K. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  'I 
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Lawrence,  W. 
Leamy,  E. 

Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lever,  J.  0. 
LewiBham,  Yisoomit 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
AuuMlonald,  A. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  SirJ. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Manner8,rt.hon.LordJ. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
MaxweU,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
MoBS,R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

J.R. 
Mulholland,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Mnsgraye,  Sir  R.  C. 
Newdegate,  0.  N. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
Onslow,  B. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  R. 

Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleaton,  J.  H. 
Pullejr,  J. 
Rankin,  J. 
Reid,R.T. 


Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  SirN.M.de 
St.  Aubyn.  W.  M. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seeljr,  C. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,   Sir 

H.  J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt.  hn.  Col.  T.E. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.F 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Whitley,  B. 
Wi|:«n,H. 
WilUams,  O.  L.  C. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortlev,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Aylmer,  Capt  J.  F.  E. 
Bame,  CoL  P.  St.  J.  N. 


NOES. 


Affar  -  Robartes,  hon. 

Af^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  B. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Armitage,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J, 

Baxter,  rt  hon.  W.  E. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 


Birley,  H. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Blennerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Brand,  H.  R. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bryoe,  J. 
Burt,T. 
Buxton,  F.\T. 
Oaine,  W.  8. 


Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Chadwick,  B. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Cliffcid,  C.  C. 
aose,  M.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 
Collins,  J. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
Corbett,  W.  J. 
Cony,  J.  P. 
Cowan,  J. 
Creyke,  R. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  B. 
Bayey,  H. 
Bayies,  B. 
Bavies,  R. 
Bavins,  W. 
Be  Ferrieres,  Baron 
Bilke,  A.  W. 
Bilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Billwyn,  L.  L. 
Bodds,  J. 

Buff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E.  G. 
Bundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  B. 
Ewart,  W. 
Farquharson,  Br.  R. 
Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
FitzwiUiam,   hon.    C. 

W.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foley,  J.  W. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  8. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fry,  L. 
Fnr,T. 
GiU,  H.  J. 
Ghulstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  S.  C. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gordon,  Lord  B. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  £.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.W. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  B. 
Greer,  T. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Harrison,  C. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Ha  yelock- Allan,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  B. 
HendevBoo,  F. 
Heneage,£. 
HerschelLSirF. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 


Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 
Holland,  S. 
HoUond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  W. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Hutchinson,  J.  B. 
Hlingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
James,  C. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  B.  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Joioey,  Colonel  J. 
Laing,  S. 
Lalor,  R. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawley,  hon.  B. 
Laycock,  R. 
Lea,  T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Madde,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,.P.  8. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M<Arthur,  A 
M*aure,  Sir  T. 
M'Coan,  J.  C. 
M*Lagan,P. 
McLaren,  B. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Maijoribanks,  £. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Maxwell,  J.  H.  M. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Middleton,  R.  T. 
MUbank,  F.  A. 
Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 
Morley,  8. 

MundeUa,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Noel,E. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Conor,  B.  M. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Peddie,  J.  B. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
PhiUps,  R.  N. 
Playiair,rt.hon.  L. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  Sir  C. 
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Reed,  E.  J. 
RendeI,S. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Rogers,  J.  £.  T. 
Rassell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Anbyn,  Sir  J. 
Samnelson,  B. 
Sexton,  T. 
Shield,  H. 

Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Slagfir,  J. 
Smith,  £. 

Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 
Stewart,  J. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  T. 
Tavistock,  Marq.  of 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomaason,  J.  P. 

Words  added. 


Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  a 

Hanbory* 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  Br.  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  1). 
Whitwell,  J. 
WhitworUi,  B. 
Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  S.  0.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Woodall,  W. 

TBLLBBS. 

Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Maaon,H. 


Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Jittohedf  That,  inasmuch  as  the  ancient  and 
avowed  object  of  Lioensing  the  Sale  of  Intoxi- 
cating liquors  is  to  supply  a  supposed  public 
want,  without  detriment  to  the  public  wel&re, 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  a  legal  power  of 
restraining  the  issue  or  renewal  of  Licences 
should  be  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  persons 
most  deeply  interested  and  affected,  namely,  the 
inhabitants  themselves,  who  are  entitled  to  pro- 
tection from  the  injurious  consequences  of  the 
present  system,  by  some  efficient  measure  of 
focal  option. 


MOTIONS. 


DUNGANNON  WRIT. 

ICOnOI?  FOB  NEW  WBTT. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

«  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  (Ireland^  to  make  out  a 
new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve 
in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of 
Dungannon,  in  the  room  of  Thomas  Alexander 
Dicluon,  esquire,  whose  Election  hath  been  de- 
termined to  be  y<nd,'^—{Lord£ichard  Orotvenor.) 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
hoped  that  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
would  consent  to  postpone  the  issuing  of 
this  Writ  for  a  few  days,  in  the  same 
way  that  the  Writ  at  Evesham  had  been 
proposed.  He  was  aware  that  there  was 
this  small  difference— that  in  the  Betum 


of  the  Judges  in  the  Eyesbam  case,  there 
was  a  peculiar  phrase  used — 

**  That  from  the  evidence  before  us,  and  to 
which  we  confined  our  attention,  we  have  no 
reason  to  believe  that  extensive  bribery  and 
corruption  prevailed  in  this  case.'* 

The  Judges,  however,  did,  in  the  present 
case,  not  say  that  they  actually  were 
satisfied  that  corruption  had  not  pre- 
vailed, but  merely  that  it  was  so  on  the 
evidence  placed  before  them.  He  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  had  been  looking  at 
two  or  three  Election  Betums,  and  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Judges ;  and 
it  was  perfectly  clear  that,  in  a  great 
majority  of  cases,  the  Judges  did  not 
consider  themselves  bound  to  make  any 
inquisition  into  the  actual  facts  of  the 
election,  but  only  considered  the  evidence 
the  parties  chose  to  give.  Now,  it  was 
notorious  that,  in  the  great  majority  of 
cases,  the  parties  petitioning  merely 
proved  enough  to  serve  their  own  pur- 
pose, and  did  not  at  all  care  to  give 
evidence  from  which  general  bribery  and 
corruption  might  be  inferred.  They 
were  asked,  in  this  case,  to  issue  a  new 
Writ  without  knowing  whether  or  not 
extensive  bribery  and  corruption  pre- 
vailed. Li  illustration  of  the  point  he 
wished  to  make,  he  might  allude  to  the 
GravesendEleotion,  wherenotonly  the  two 
Parties  abstained  from  giving  evidence 
on  the  question  whether  general  bribery 
had  prevailed,  but  the  Judges  actudly 
stopped  parties  who  were  going  to  give 
evidence,  and  declared  that  a  sufficient 
case  had  been  made  outwithoutgoinginto 
the  minutia  which  one  of  the  counsel  had 
alluded  to.  On  a  suggestion  of  that  kind 
coming  from  the  Judge,  the  counsel  for 
the  Petitioner  did  stop  his  case,  and  was 
content  not  to  adduce  further  evidence ; 
but  the  displaced  Member  wanted  to 
go  on,  and  tne  Judges  actually  warned 
him  that  if  he  did  so  it  would  be  at  his 
own  peril.  He  must  draw  attention  to 
the  very  peculiar  words,  for  instance, 
used  by  one  of  the  Judges,  when  he  re- 
marked that  that  was  not  an  inquisitorial 
tribunal  sent  there  to  make  an  abso- 
lutely exhaustive  Beport  to  the  Speaker 
of  the  House  of  all  the  ramifications  and 
details  of  election.  They  had  it  on  the 
authority  of  one  of  the  Judges  them- 
selves that  they  did  not  consider  it  ne- 
cessary for  them  to  go  into  all  the  details 
connected  with  each  election.    Then  h^ 
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might  ag^ain  allude  to  another  case,  that 
of  Bandon.  There  a  Petition  was  pre- 
sented and  was  abandoned.  The  Judges 
asked  why  it  was,  and  then  they  re- 
ported that  there  was  no  evidence  to 
show  that  the  abandonment  of  the  Peti- 
tion was  the  result  of  a  corrupt  bargain; 
but  it  was  perfectly  notorious  what  the 
reason  was  for  the  abandonment  of  that 
Petition.  The  case  was  notoriously  so 
bad|  that  the  sitting  Member  could  not 
defend  his  seat;  and  the  bargain  was 
that,  on  the  Petition  being  withdrawn, 
he  should  apply  for  the  Qiiltem  Hun- 
dreds. Surely  that  was  oondusiTe  evi- 
dence that  the  Judges  did  not  consider 
it  was  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  real 
facts  of  this  election.  He  (Sir  Oeorge 
Campbell)  did  not  say,  in  the  particular 
case  of  Dungannon,  there  had  been  ex- 
tensive bribery ;  but  they  knew  perfectly 
well  that  in  point  of  numbers  it  was  a 
rotten  borough,  and  rotten  in  the  ex- 
treme. The  place  only  contained  about 
3,800  inhabitants,  which  was  one- 
twentieth  part  of  the  average  of  the 
oonstituenoieB  of  England  and  Scotland ; 
and,  therefore,  it  was  not  a  case  in  which 
there  was  any  real  necessity  for  the 
issue  of  a  Writ  immediately.  He  only 
asked  to  have  time  to  examine  the  evi- 
dence returned  by  the  Judges,  in  order 
that  the  House  might  see  whether  there 
had  been  such  bribeiy  or  corruption  as 
to  make  further  inquiry  desiraDle.  He 
would  move  that  the  issue  of  the  Writ 
be  postponed  for  a  week. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  the 
inne  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough  of  Dongannon 
be  postponed  for   one  week,"  —  {Sir  Georg$ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 

8roposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  trusted  the 
House  would  not  accede  to  this  request. 
He  must,  in  the  first  place,  protest 
M^ainst  the  position  which  the  hon. 
Member  (Sir  Oeorge  Campbell)  had 
taken  up  in  thus  attacking  and  stigma- 
tizing a  borough  of  which  he  confess- 
edly knew  nothmg.  He  must  remind 
the  House  that  every  constituency  had  a 
right  to  return  its  Representative  or 

Sir  Georpe  Camphll 


Representatives  to  Parliament ;  and  he 
trusted  that  no  one  would  be  permitted 
to  deprive  the  electors  of  the  borough  of 
Dungannon  of  their  legal  •rights.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  actually  wanted  the  issue 
of  the  Writ  to  be  delayed  for  a  week, 
xmtil  the  shorthand  notes  and  evidence 
should  be  printed;  and,  no  doubt,  if  th^ 
were  not  ready  by  the  end  of  the  week 
which  he  now  asked  for,  he  would  then 
seek  to  postpone  the  Writ  for  another 
week,  until  he  was  able  to  get  those 
notes  and  consider  the  evidence,  that 
evidence,  be  it  remembered,  which  had 
already  been  considered  by  two  Judges 
in  Ireland,  but  which  the  hon.  Member 
wished  to  see,  in  order  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther he  miffht  not  find  an  excuse  for 
differing  with  the  Report  of  those 
Judges.  They  had  reported  that  there 
was  no  corrupt  practice  proved  on  either 
side  save  this — that  an  agent  of  whom 
the  sitting  Member  knew  nothing,  with- 
out his  Imowledge,  mve  a  man  a  small 
sum  of  money  to  abstain  from  voting. 
[Sir  Geoboe  Oahpbsll  said,  there  was 
nothing  of  that  in  the  Judge's  Report.] 
With  great  respect  to  the  hon.  Member, 
he  could  assure  him  that  if  he  took  Uie 
trouble  of  reading  the  certificate  of  the 
learned  Judges  he  would  find  that  they 
so  stated.  The  result  of  the  inquiry 
was  that  out  of  the  whole  borough  one 
man  was  found  to  have  taken  a  bribe 
without  the  sitting  Member's  knowledge, 
whilst  the  Judges  certified  that  they  had 
no  reason  to  believe— and  as  they  heard 
the  evidence  he  (the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland)  submitted  they  were  quite 
as  capable  of  considering  it  as  the  hon. 
Member — that  corrupt  practices  exten- 
sively prevailed.  The  hon.  Member 
wanted  this  Writ  to  be  postponed  for  an 
indefinite  period,  and  that,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  electors  should  be  deprived  of 
their  Constitutional  rights.  He  (the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland)  protested 
against  the  proposal,  and  trusted  that  it 
would  not  be  accepted  by  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  tu^reed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  anda^#Mf  to, 

IU*oh4d,  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  iaroehia  War- 
rant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  (Ireland)  to 
make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a 
Member  to  ferre  in  this  preaent  Parliamant  for 


the  Borough  of  Dongannon,  in  tha  room  of 
Thomas  Alexander    DidDKm.    eequire,   wh 
Election  hath  been  detenninedto  he  roid. 
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EABLDOM  OF  MAR— THE  RESOLU- 
TION.—QUESTION. 

The  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY:  I 
wish  to  put  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
I  wish  to  know.  Whether  any  intimation 
had  been  made  to  the  Lord  Clerk  Eegis- 
ter,  in  accordance  with  the  Besolunon 
adopted  by  the  House,  relative  to  the 
Earl  of  Mar  Peerage,  on  the  14th  in- 
stant?   

The  lord  OHANCELLOE:  I  be- 
lieve  no  intimation  has  been  made,  and 
that  none  properly  can  be  made,  to  the 
Lord  Olerk  Beeister  with  regard  to  this 
Eesolution.  The  Eesolution  adopted  by 
the  House  was — ''  It  is  incumbent  on  the 
House  to  rescind  their  Order  of  the  26th 
February,  1875."  Before  the  House  can 
rescind  that  Order  there  must  be  a  Motion 
and  a  vote  to  do  so.  There  has  been  no 
such  vote  passed  -,  and  if  any  noble  Lord 
should  propose  one,  I  must  assume  that 
he  would  come  prepared  to  recommend  to 
the  House  the  adoption  of  what  he  may 
consider  a  more  proper  form  of  Order  to 
be  substituted  for  mat  which  has  been 
made.  The  Order  that  was  made  was 
consequential  on  a  judicial  act  of  the 
House,  founded  on  aBeport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges ;  and  if  that  is  re- 
scinded, beyond  all  question  some  other 
must  be  made.  I  hope  that  anyone  who 
moves  such  Order  will  consider  whether 
it  shall  be  in  a  form  which  will  put  on  the 
Union  Boll  of  Scotland  two  Earldoms  of 
Mar,  or  in  a  form  which,  leaving  only 
one  Earldom  of  Mar,  will  change  its  pre- 
cedence, and  whether  there  are  not  ob- 
jections of  the  gravest  character  to  either 
of  those  courses. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  :  My 
Lords,  I  gave  Notice — a  full  fortnight's 
Notice— of  my  intention  to  move  that  the 
Order  be  rescinded,  and  that  was  fully 
debated  on  Monday  last.  I  had  origi- 
nally put  down  ''  and  it  is  hereby  re- 
scinded ; "  but  I  afterwards  thought  that 
would  be  rather  offensive  in  form,  and  I 
considered  that  if  the  House  adopted  the 
Besolution  saying  that  it  was  '*  incum- 
^  bent  on  them  to  rescind  the  Order,''  that 
was  virtually  the  same  as  saying  they 
intended  to  rescind  it ;  and,  therefore,  I 
still  hold  that  the  division  that  took 
place  a  week  ago  was,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  a  decision  of  the  House  that 
the  Order  should  be  rescinded.  Of  course. 


after  what  has  fallen  from  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  all  I  can 
do  is  to  fi;ive  Notice  that  on  the  first 
available  day  I  shall  move  that  due  effect 
be  given  to  the  Motion  of  Monday  last, 
the  14th  instant,  which  stands  already 
officially  recorded  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House  as  having  been  resolved  in  the 
affirmative. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— DISARMAMENT  OF 
THE  BASUTOS.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  OADOOAN  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  a  Question,  of  which  he  had 
given  him  private  Notice  —  namely, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  had 
received  an  official  confirmation  of  the 
telegram  which  appeared  in  The  Times  of 
that  morning,  stating  that  the  Basuto 
Chief  had  agreed  to  the  disarmament  of 
the  Tribes,  and  had  offered  to  surrender 
his  own  arms;  and,  whether  an  order 
had  been  issued  directing  that  all  those 
having  arms  in  their  possession  should 
surrender  them  after  a  certain  extension 
of  time? 

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  confirmation  of  the  telegpram 
in  The  Times  had  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office.  It  was  in  these  terms : — 

«*  Sir  B.  Frere  to  Secretary  of  State. 
<'  Keceived  June  21, 1880. 

*'  19th. — Letsea  accepts  decision  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  regarding  disarmament  as 
final.  Orders  all  his  people  to  surrender  arms  ; 
will  surrender  his  own.  Asks  extension  of 
time  for  voluntary  surrender,  which  has  been 
granted." 

DOMESTIC  SERVITUDE  IN  HONG 
KONG— THE  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 
ORDINANCE,  1867.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  difiPerences  of  opinion  between  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Governor  of 
Hong  Kong,  and  between  the  Attorney 
General  ana  the  Chief  Justice  of  Hong 
Kon^,  as  to  the  purchase  and  detention 
of  children  and  so-called  domestic  servi- 
tude in  Hong  Kong ;  and  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Commissioners  appointed  by  the 
Governor  of  Hong  Kong  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinance  of  1867,  said :  in  calling  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  this  subject,  I 
shall  not  have  occasion  to  remark  upon 
anything  more  unsavoury  than  the  con- 
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WAYS  AJSTD  1CSAK8. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Reeolvedt  That,  towards  making  good  Uie 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  service 
of  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1881,  the  sum  of  £4,925,320  be  jpranted  oat  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 

PX7BLI0    HEALTH  (sOOTLAKD)  PBOYISIONAL 
OBDEB  (bLANTTRE)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  ProYisional  Order  made  under  ''  The 
Public  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1867,"  relating 
to  the  parish  of  Blantyre,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl  and  Secretary  Sir 
"William  Habcoubt. 

WSipreeeniedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill 233.] 

PUBLIC    HEALTH  (SCOTLAND)  PB0VI8I0NAL 
OBDEB  (LAKABK)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthttb  Pbbl,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  under  **  The 
PubHc  Health  (Scotland)  Act,  1887,"  relating 
to  the  borough  of  Luoark,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl  and  Secretary  Sir 
William  Habcoubt. 

Billi»r#fMitMf,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  234.] 

nrOLOSUBE  PBOVISIOirAL    OBDEB  (STEVEN- 
TON  OOIOCOK)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  ProTiaional  Order  for  the  indosure 
of  certain  lands  known  as  the  Common  Fields, 
the  Common  Meadow  Lands,  the  Cow  Common, 
the  Gdeen,  the  Meres,  Baulks,  and  other  waste 
lands,  situate  in  the  parish  of  Steventon,  in  the 
county  of  Berks,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of 
the  Inclosure  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Abthub 
Pbbl  and  Secretary  Sir  William  Habcoubt. 

BiUpr«MfiM,and  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill235.] 

IKCLOSXJBE  PBOYISIOKAL  OBDEB  (lLAK- 
DEOLET  BH08  OOKMON)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provisional  Order  for  the  Inclosure 
of  certain  lands  known  as  Llandeffley  Rhos 
Common,  situate  in  the  parish  of  GuMCwm,  in 
the  county  of  Radnor,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report 
of  the  Inclosure  CommissioneTB  for  England 
and  Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Abthub  ISol  and  Secretary  ^  William 
Habcoubt. 

BilliMif«M(M^  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  236.] 

IKCL08T7BX  AND  BEOTTLATIOIT  PBOYISIOKAL 
OBDEB  CLIZABD  OOIOCON)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthub  Pebl,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provisional  Orden  for  the  re^^ola- 
Hon  of  certain  lands  forming  part  of  the  Lixard    last) 


Common,  and  situated  in  the  parish  of  Lande- 
wednack,  in  the  county  of  Cornwall,  and  the 
Provisional  Orders  for  the  Indosure  of  certain 
other  lands  forming  the  remainder  of  the  said 
common,  and  situated  in  the  same  parish,  in 
pursuance  of  a  Report  of  the  Indosure  Commis- 
sioners for  Engird  and  Wales,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl  and  Secretary 
Sir  William  Habcoubt. 
Billi^«MfiM,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  237.] 


nrOLOSUBB    PBOYISIONAL    OBDEB    (] 
BANK  OOKMON)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abthub  Pbbl,  Bill  to 
confirm  the  Provisional  Order  for  the  indosure 
of  certain  lands  Imown  as  Hendv  Bank  Com- 
mon, situate  in  the  parish  of  Cefullys,  in  the 
county  of  Radnor,  in  pursuance  of  a  Report  of 
the  Bidosure  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Abthub 
Pbbl  and  Secretary  Sir  Willluc  Habooubt. 

BiUi^MM^,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill238.] 

LAW  OF  LIBEL. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  be  re- 
appointed to  inquire  into  the  Law  of  Newspaper 
Xibd: — ISt.  Attobnby  Gbxebal,  Sir  Joror 
HoLKBB,  Mr.  CouBTNBT,  Mr.  Stavblbt  Hill, 
Mr.  AxBXANDBB  SuLLTVAN,  BaroH  Hbnbt  db 
WoBMS,  Mr.  Edwabd  Lbatham,  Mr.  Gbboobt, 
Mr.  Blbnkbbhabsbtt,  Mr.  Floyeb,  Dr.  Camb- 
BON,  Mr.  RiCHABD  Paobt,  Mr.  Ebbinotos, 
lir.  Mastbb,  and  Mr.  Hutchinsox: — Power 
to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five 
to  be  the  quorum. — (Mr,  Hutehineon.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o*dodE  till  Monday  next. 
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HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Mondojf,  2Ut  June,  1880. 


BiINTJTES.J  —  Sblect  Committbb— Highway 
Acts,  Mpotnted, 

Public  Bills  —  Firet  Reading  —  Great  Seal  * 
(90) ;  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Camlnidge 
(Limited  Tenures)  *  (91} ;  Universities  and 
CJoUege  ^Istatee  Act  Amendment  *  (92) ; 
Drainage  and  Improvement  of  Lands  (Ir«- 
land)Provi8ional  Order  (No.  2) •  (93) ;  (Ha 
and  Water  Orders  Confirmation*  f94) ;  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Abingdoot 
&c)  *  (96) ;  Metropolitan  Commons  Sapide- 
mental^  (96). 

REPORTING. 

MessagB  from  the  Oommons  giying 
leaye  to  Peter  Stewart  Madiyer,  Esquire 
(a  Member),  to  attend  the  Select  Oom- 
mittee  (pursuant  to  message  of  Tuesday 
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EABLDOM  OF  MAR— THE  RESOLU- 
TION.—QUESTION. 

The  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY:  I 
wish  to  put  to  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  Woolsack  a  Question  of 
which  I  have  given  him  private  Notice. 
I  wish  to  know,  Whether  any  intimation 
had  been  made  to  the  Lord  Clerk  Eegis- 
ter,  in  accordance  with  the  Besolution 
adopted  by  the  House,  relative  to  the 
Earl  of  Mar  Peerage,  on  the  14th  in- 
stant?   

The  LOBD  OHANCELLOE:  I  be- 
lieve no  intimation  has  been  made,  and 
that  none  properly  can  be  made,  to  the 
Lord  Olerk  Eegister  with  regard  to  this 
Eesolution.  The  Eesolution  adopted  by 
the  House  was  — ''  It  is  incumbent  on  the 
House  to  rescind  their  Order  of  the  26th 
February,  1876."  Before  the  House  can 
rescind  that  Order  there  must  be  a  Motion 
and  a  vote  to  do  so.  There  has  been  no 
such  vote  passed ;  and  if  any  noble  Lord 
should  propose  one,  I  must  assume  that 
he  would  come  prepared  to  recommend  to 
the  House  the  adoption  of  what  he  may 
consider  a  more  proper  form  of  Order  to 
be  substituted  for  mat  which  has  been 
made.  The  Order  that  was  made  was 
consequential  on  a  judicial  act  of  the 
House,  founded  on  aiteport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges ;  and  if  that  is  re- 
scinded, beyond  all  question  some  other 
must  be  made.  I  hope  that  anyone  who 
moves  such  Order  will  consider  whether 
it  shall  be  in  a  form  which  will  put  on  the 
Union  Boll  of  Scotland  two  Ei^ldoms  of 
Mar,  or  in  a  form  which,  leaving  only 
one  Earldom  of  Mar,  will  change  its  pre- 
cedence, and  whether  there  are  not  ob- 
jections of  the  gravest  character  to  either 
of  those  courses. 

The  Eabl  of  GALLOWAY  :  My 
Lords,  I  gave  Notice — a  fuU  fortnight's 
Notice-— of  my  intention  to  move  that  the 
Order  be  rescinded,  and  that  was  fully 
debated  on  Monday  last.  I  had  origi- 
nally put  down  **  and  it  is  hereby  re- 
scinded;" but  I  afterwards  thought  that 
would  be  rather  offensive  in  form,  and  I 
considered  that  if  the  House  adopted  the 
Kesolution  saying  that  it  was  '*  incum- 
^  bent  on  them  to  rescind  the  Order,"  that 
was  virtually  the  same  as  saying  they 
intended  to  rescind  it ;  and,  therefore,  I 
still  hold  that  the  division  that  took 
place  a  week  ago  was,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  a  decision  of  the  House  that 
the  Order  should  be  rescinded.  Of  course. 


after  what  has  fallen  £rom  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  all  I  can 
do  is  to  give  Notice  that  on  the  first 
available  day  I  shall  move  that  due  effect 
be  given  to  the  Motion  of  Monday  last, 
the  14th  instant,  which  stands  already 
officially  recorded  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House  as  having  been  resolved  in  the 
affirmative. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— DISARMAMENT  OF 
THE  BASUTOS.— QUESTION. 

Eabl  OADOOAN  wished  to  ask  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  a  Question,  of  which  he  had 
given  him  private  Notice  —  namely, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  had 
received  an  official  confirmation  of  the 
telegram  which  appeared  in  The  Times  of 
that  morning,  stating  that  the  Basuto 
Chief  had  agreed  to  the  disarmament  of 
the  Tribes,  and  had  offered  to  surrender 
his  own  arms;  and,  whether  an  order 
had  been  issued  directing  that  all  those 
having  arms  in  their  possession  should 
surrender  them  after  a  certain  extension 
of  time  ?  

The  Eabl  of  KIMBEBLEY,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  confirmation  of  the  teleg^m 
in  Th$  Times  had  been  received  at  the 
Colonial  Office.  It  was  in  these  terms : — 

«*  Sir  B.  Frere  to  Secretary  of  State. 
**  Received  June  21, 1880. 

*'19th. — Letsea  accepts  decision  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoYemment  regarding  disarmament  as 
final.  Orders  all  his  people  to  surrender  arms  ; 
will  surrender  his  own.  Asks  extension  of 
time  for  voluntary  surrender,  which  has  been 
granted." 

DOMESTIC  SERVITUDE  IN  HONG 
KONG— THE  CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES 
ORDINANCE,  1867.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET,  in 
rising  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  differences  of  opinion  hetween  the 
Attorney  General  and  the  Oovemor  of 
Hong  Kong,  and  hetween  the  Attorney 
General  ana  the  Chief  Justice  of  Hong 
Kong,  as  to  the  purchase  and  detention 
of  cluldren  and  so-called  domestic  servi- 
tude in  Hong  Kong ;  and  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Oommissioners  appointed  by  the 
Gt)Temor  of  Hong  Kong  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of  the  Contagious  Diseases 
Ordinance  of  1867,  said :  In  calling  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  this  subject,  I 
shall  not  have  occasion  to  remarK  upon 
anything  more  unsavoury  than  the  con- 


399 


DofMitio  Servitude 


(LOEDSl 


in  Hong  Kong. 


400 


duot  of  some  of  the  police  and  officials, 
of  Hong  Kong.  I  am  going  to  con- 
fine myself  to  the  treatment  of  tlie 
Chinese,  and  to  complain  of  the  con- 
duct of  some  police  officials,  and  I 
shall  ask  the  Secretcury  of  State  to  sup- 
port the  Eeport  of  Mr.  Pope  Hen- 
nessj's  Commissioners.  The  Papers  to 
which  I  ask  attention  are  Beports  of 
Commissioners  appointed  by  the  Go- 
vernor of  Hong  Kong  in  November, 
1877,  to  inquire  into  the  working  of  the 
Contagious  Diseases  Ordinances.  I  am 
glad  of  this  opportunity  of  testifying  to 
Sie  good  service  rendered  in  this  matter 
by  file  Gbvemor,  Mr.  Pope  Hennessy, 
since  the  colonial  newspapers  have  lately 
attacked  him  for  disturbing  that  Colony ; 
and  if  the  other  matters  which  he  has 
disturbed,  and  for  which  he  has  been 
complained  of,  are  like  the  abuses  re- 
ported in  these  Papers,  he  is  deserving 
of  the  highest  praise.  This  Eeport  has 
been  laid  before  the  other  House  *on  a 
Motion  of  Mr.  Stansfeld.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  the  strongest  oppo- 
nent of  the  Acts  in  question ;  hitherto 
I  have  been  in  favour  of  them ;  but  these 
Acts  will  become  impossible  if  they  are 
to  be  accompanied  by  the  tyranny  and 
official  corruption  set  forth  in  this  Eeport; 
a  tyranny  wnich  has  for  its  object  to  in- 
crease the  Eevenue,  and  not  the  sanitary 
objects  which  could  alone  iustify  the 
passing  of  these  Acts  and  Ordinances. 
The  !E^port  states  (p.  16)  that  it  was 
shown — 

"That  reyeniie  would  be  derived  from  the 
tainted  soorcea  of  prostitiition  amongst  the 
Chinese,  while  it  had  been  dedded  not  to  en- 
force against  the  houses  for  the  Chinese  only 
those  sanitary  clauses  of  the  Ordinance  which 
f onned  its  only  rai^on  d^itre** 

This  statement  of  the  Eeport  is  con- 
firmed by  the  large  sum  mentioned — 
(111,149  profit — ^whioh  has  accrued  to 
the  Colonial  Treasury  firom  this  source 
from  1857  to  1877.  It  is  this  raising  of 
revenue,  of  licensing  and  of  recognizing 
as  a  condition  or  profession,  whicm  is  de- 
moralizing, and  which  hais  made  this 
mtem  so  hateful  in  France.  When 
Vespasian  replied  to  the  remonstrances 
of  his  more  scrupulous  and  sensitive  son, 
Non  olet  nummue  he  referred  to  ma- 
terial, not  to  moral  taint.  The  raising 
of  revenue,  moreover,  always  brings 
with  it  the  use  of  informers  and  spies. 
These,  again,  are  most  hateful  in  France, 
and  if  resorted  to  in  this  country  the 
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Acts  would  not  be  tolerated  any  longer* 
But  at  Hong  Kong  spies  and  inform^n 
have  flourished  beyond  anything  known 
elsewhere.  Some  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police  have  been  drafted  off  to  Hong 
Kong  to  assist  in  the  pursuit  of  unfortu- 
nate women,  and  higher  officials  appear 
to  have  joined  in  the  chase,  as  a  pas- 
time apparently.  Such  is  the  terror  in- 
spired oy  these  informers  that  in  1877 
two  women  in  trjdng  to  escape  from 
them  fell  over  the  roofs  of  their  houses, 
and  were  killed  outright.  The  inquest 
on  them  gave  rise  to  this  inquiir.  In 
other  years  several  women  risked  their 
lives  by  escaping  through  windows  firom 
the  inspectors,  and  several  were  severely 
injured  by  falls.  It  is  the  practice  of 
these  informers  to  offer  marked  dollars 
to  Chinese  women,  and  if  accepted  to 
prosecute  them;  though  the  Keport 
states  that  there  is — 

"  Most  serious  suspicion  whether  the  money 
was  not  placed  by  the  informers  where  the  in- 
spector could  find  it,  or  that  it  was  not  giren  for 
the  puiposes  subsequently  deposed  to." 

The  Eeport  also  states  that  in  1861  the 
acting  Begistrar  General  personally 
acted  as  detective,  and  secured  a  convic- 
tion by  means  of  a  European  constable. 
In  the  following  year  a  woman  was 
fined  by  the  action,  as  informers  and 
detectives,  of  the  Inspector,  a  policeman, 
and  the  bailiff  of  the  Supreme  Court. 
This  bailiff  of  the  Supreme  Court  had 
received  a  diamond  ring  from  this 
woman,  so  that  he  must  have  been  guilty 
either  of  having  received  a  bribe,  or  else, 
what  is  worse,  of  having  betrayed  a 
woman  to  whom  he  was  indebted.  It 
is  not  clear  on  what  g^unds  the  woman 
was  fined,  as  the  usual  order  of  things 
was  reversed  in  this  case,  as  she  had 
given  instead  of  receiving  the  diamond 
ring,  and  the  Beport  does  not  state  in 
whose  possession  the  diamond  rins;  re- 
mained eventually,  though  it  com^uains 
of  the  police  for  illegally  depriving  the 
women  of  money  which  had  been  given 
to  them.  Such  is  the  haphazard  way  of 
proceeding  of  these  informers,  and  so 
much  do  they  invade,  and  break  into 
private  houses,  that  in  1872  and  1874 
the  Inspectors  arrested  three  girls;  sub- 
sequently it  was  proved  conclusively 
that  they  were  immaculate  and  innocent, 
and  had  never  been  otherwise ;  perhaps 
the  police  might  set  up  the  defence  that 
they  might  have  become  otherwise  later 
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On.  I  would  ask  whether  Inspectors 
Horton  and  Whitehead,  who  figured  in 
these  a&irs,  had  belonged  to  the  Me- 
tropolitan Police?  The  Eeport  dwells 
at  length  on  the  great  difference  between 
the  Chinese  houses  and  those  used  by 
Europeans,  and  on  the  fact  that  the 
Chinese  houses  are  not  dealt  with  from 
a  sanitary  point  of  view,  and  it  recom- 
mends that  they  should  continue  to  be 
let  alone,  and  therefore  not  be  subjected 
to  taxation.  But,  it  is  said,  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  philanthropy  that  these 
Chinese  houses  should  be  licensed,  for 
the  sake  of  protection  of  Chinese  women 
and  children.  No  such  protection,  how- 
ever, has  been  afforded  by  the  police, 
and  the  Attorney  General  refused  to  ex- 
tend his  protection,  when  it  was  required, 
andhadbeen  called  for  by  the  Governor  of 
Hong  Kong.  A  Chinaman,  under  stress 
of  poverty,  had  sold  his  daughter,  aged 
six  years,  to  another  Chinese,  in  Octo- 
ber, 1877  ;  in  1878  he  claimed  her  back, 
having  reason  to  fear  that  the  pur- 
chaser was  going  to  sell  her  and  ship 
her  away  to  another  port.  The  father 
petitioned  the  Governor  for  the  restora- 
tion of  his  child,  the  purchaser  also 
petitioned  him  against  being  deprived  of 
the  child.  The  Governor  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  Attorney  General  to  what 
appeared  to  him  to  be  an  illegal  trans- 
action. The  Attorney  General  denied 
that  there  was  any  illegality  May  31. 
The  Governor,  June  19,  19day8^ter, 
desired  the  Attorney  General  to  pro- 
secute the  purchaser  of  the  girl  on 
his  behalf.  This  the  Attorney  General 
declined  to  do ;  after  that  there  was 
more  correspondence  between  the  Go- 
vernor and  the  Attorney  General.  A 
Chinese  society  for  the  protection  of 
women  and  children  was  organized 
under  the  ausmces  of  two  police  magis- 
trates and  Dr.  JBitel,  at  the  instigation  of 
the  Governor.  Mr.  Pope  Hennessy  has 
taken  the  right  methoa  of  dealing  with 
the  Chinese,  in  instituting  this  society, 
and  in  asking  for  the  oo-operation  of 
the  leading  Chinamen.  The  Spaniards 
in  Mamlla  have  foimd  it  answer  very 
well  to  give  some  authority  and  a  staff 
of  office  to  Chinese  headmen ;  and  if  this 
method  were  adopted  at  Singapore  and 
Penang,  similar  good  results  wotdd 
follow.  Meantime,  the  Chief  Justice 
(Sir  John  Smale)  came  into  action  and 
delivered  a  judgment  from  the  Bench  of 
the  Supreme  Court  against  the  whole 


practice  of  the  Chinese  of  purchasing 
either  male  or  female  children,  and 
stated  that  there  were  10,000  slaves  in 
Hon^  Kong ;  and  that  all  slavery — do- 
mestic, agrarian,  or  for  immoral  pur- 
poses— comes  within  one  and  the  same 
category.  He  also  inflicted  some  very 
heavy  sentences  of  18  months  with 
hard  labour  on  two  women  for  de- 
taining a  boy  of  13.  The  Chief  Jus- 
tice also  expressed  his  wish  for  the 
committal  to  trial,  and  for  the  oppor« 
tunity  of  sentencing  a  druggist  who  had 
bought  an  orphan  boy  for  SI 7^,  who  had 
remained  witn  him  as  his  servant  about 
20  days.  The  Chinese  Committee,  mem- 
bers and  leading  merchants,  then  pre- 
sented a  Petition,  which  very  ably  stated 
all  the  facts  of  a  subject  which  has 
been  looked  upon  with  such  different 
eyes  by  the  Attorney  General  and  the 
Chief  Justice,  and  Dr.  Eitel  made  an 
equally  able  Beport  upon  this  Petition. 
Now,  there  can  oe  little  doubt  that  the 
Attorney  General  was  wrong  in  his 
British  law,  and  wrong  in  declining  to 
carry  out  the  Minute  of  the  Gt)vemor. 
The  Attorney  General  ought  to  air  his 
Habeas  Corpus  more  frequently;  Habeas 
Corpus  is  often  referred  to  in  the  Corre- 
spondence, and  that  instrument  ought  to 
have  been  used ;  in  this  case,  in  which 
the  Governor  called  upon  him  to  act,, 
the  purchaser  of  the  girl  was  about  to 
commit  a  breach  of  Chinese  law  and 
custom  if  he  was  going  to  send  away 
the  child  from  his  house.  Every  Chinese 
woman  or  child  in  Hong  Kong  ought  to 
be  able  to  clin^  to  the  skirts  of  the  At- 
torney General  and  find  safety  under 
British  law.  If  that  were  so,  and  with 
the  help  of  the  Society  instituted  by 
Mr.  Pope  Hennessy,  the  degrading  pro- 
tection  of  the  Licensing  Ordinance,  even 
if  such  protection  existed,  would  be  un« 
necessary.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
Chief  Justice,  I  regret  to  say,  has  rushed 
into  wild  exaggeration.  If  his  judgment 
were  to  be  carried  out,  he  would  be  sepa- 
rating many  married  couples,  and  dis- 
solving what  are  after  all  apprentice- 
ships, which  are  beneficial  to  lol  parties. 
I  have  been  authorized  by  responsible 
persons  in  the  Chinese  Embassy  in  Lon- 
don to  stato  that  the  Chinese  custom  of 
Eurchasing  children  is  most  beneficial  to 
umanity,  and  that  it  is  the  great  check 
on  infanticide,  especially  female  infanti- 
cide. That  which  I  hea^  at  the  Chinese 
Embassy  is  set  out  in  the  Petition  of  the 
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Chinese  of  Hong  Kong,  and  in  Dr.  Eitel's 
Beport.  I  must  say  that  Hong  Kong 
is  to  be  congratulated  on  the  possession 
of  Dr.  Eitel.  I  know  nothing  more  of 
him  than  what  I  find  in  the  official 
Papers.  He  is  a  man  of  enlarged  mind, 
well  acquainted  with  Chinese  customs, 
and  desirous  of  acting  in  harmony  with 
them,  and  of  improving  them  where 
possible ;  and  I  entreat  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  to  give  the  utmost 
attention  to  his  recommendations.  The 
noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  for  the 
production  of  the  Correspondence  and 
^Papers. 

Thb  Earl  of  KBfBEELEY  regretted 
that  the  Correspondence  on  the  subjects 
referred  to  was  not  yet  complete,  and 
therefore  could  not  be  produced.  The 
questions  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
raised  were  questions  of  considerable 
interest  and  difficulty.  It  was  the  prac- 
tice throughout  China  and  in  Hong  Kong 
to  purchase  children  for  adoption.  That 
was  to  say,  children  were  adopted  into  a 
family,  and  a  sum  of  money  was  paid  on 
the  occasion  to  the  parents.  The  Chief 
Justice  of  Hong  Kong  had  expressed 
himself  very  strongly  against  those  prac- 
tices; but  he  had  done  so  extra-judiciallv. 
He  said  that  both  domestic  servituae 
and  the  purchase  of  children  for  the 
purpose  of  adoption  were  contrary  to  the 
English  laws  against  slavery  and  the 
Slave  Trade.  TheGk)vemor  of  the  Colony 
took  the  matter  into  consideration,  and 
required  the  Attorney  General  to  insti- 
tute a  prosecution  in  a  case  where  a 
father  wished  to  get  back  an  adopted 
child.  The  Attorney  General,  however, 
difiPered  in  opinion  from  both  the  Gover- 
nor and  the  Chief  Justice.  Writing  on 
May  1,  1878,  he  said— 

'*The  transaction  referred  to  could  not  be 
recognized  by  our  law  as  giving  any  rights, 
except,  perhaps,  those  of  guardianship ;  but  I 
am  unable  to  say  there  is  anything  illegal  in 
the  matter.  I  ao  not  think  it  is  a  criminal 
offence  if  it  goes  no  f  urUier  ihsin.  the  adoption 
of  the  child,  and  the  payment  of  money." 

The  acting  Attorney  General  had  since 
given  a  smiilar  opinion,  and  the  point 
being  one  of  great  difficulty,  he  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  had  written  to  the 
Governor,  requesting  him  to  communi- 
cate with  the  Chief  Justice,  and  ask  for 
the  grounds  of  his  opinion ;  but,  as  they 
had  not  yet  been  received,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  state  what  course  Her  Ma- 
jes^s  Government  would  adopt.     At 
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the  same  time,  he  thoufi^ht  it  right 
to  say  that  if  those  institutions  had 
existed  from  time  immemorial  among 
the  Chinese,  he  thought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  ought  to  be  careful  not  to 
confound  the  institutions  and  practices 
of  that  people  with  our  own.  K  they 
were  told  that  those  were  institutions 
closely  interwoven  with  Chinese  life  and 
habits,  it  might  be  difficult  to  interfere ; 
but  if  there  were  at  Hong  Kong  any 
practices  which  were  contrary  to  our 
laws  against  slavery,  those  laws  would 
be  enforced.  Their  Lordships  would  see, 
however,  that  before  taking  any  action 
in  the  matter  it  was  necessary  to  ascer- 
tain what  the  facts  really  were.  As  to 
the  other  branch  of  the  noble  Lord's 
subject — that  referring  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Commissioners  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  Ordinance  of  1867 — he  was 
able  to  exonerate  the  police  entirely. 
He  could  not  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
Eeport  from  the  nature  of  the  subject. 
There  had,  however,  been  some  revolt- 
ing practices  arising  from  the  employ- 
ment of  informers,  which  was  now 
stopped.  To  prevent  the  kidnapping  of 
girls  an  offer  had  been  made  by  some 
Chinese  gentiemen  to  form  themselves 
into  a  society  to  put  it  down,  and  of  this 
he  entirely  approved.  The  whole  ques- 
tion would  require  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration of  tne  Government.  He  was 
not  at  present  in  a  position  to  produce 
any  further  Papers  on  the  subjects  of 
his  noble  Friena's  inquiry. 

NAVY— THE  BREAKWATER  AT  ALDER- 
KEY.— QUESTION. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET,  in  putting 
a  Question  to  the  Gt>vemment  on  the 
condition  of  the  breakwater  in  Aldemey, 
stated  that  be  understood  the  end  of 
the  breakwater  had  been  washed  away, 
and  had  created  a  dangerous  shoal  at  the 
mouth  of  the  harbour,  on  which  some 
vessels  had  been  wrecked.  He  did  not  ask 
the  Gt>vemment  to  repair  the  break- 
water, or  even  to  remove  tli^e  shoal ;  but 
only  to  fix  a  buoy  on  the  shoal,  in  order 
to  warn  vessels  of  the  duiger  of  the 
navigation. 

The  Eael  of  NORTHBROOK,  in 
reply,  said,  that  in  January,  1879,  a 
portion  of  the  breakwater  at  Aldemey 
gave  way.  Notice  was  given  at  once  to 
mariners  as  to  the  danger  caused  by  the 
breach,  and  inquiry  was  made  whether 
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AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS 
(IRELAND). 

MOTION  FOB  A  BETUBK. 

LoBD  VENTEY  moved  for  a  Eetum 
showing  the  number  of  |  Agricultural 
Holdings  in  each  Poor  Law  Union 
scheduled  under  the  Belief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Act,  1880,  valued  at  under 
£4;  £4  and  not  exceeding  £10;  £10 
and  not  exceeding  £15;  £15  and  not 
exceeding  £20.  The  noble  Lord  said,  it 
was  nmioured  that  legislation  of  a  rather 
unprecedented  character  might  shortly 
be  proposed  to  their  Lordships ;  and  he 
beheved  that  the  contemplated  measure 
would  be  limited  to  the  Unions  scheduled 
under  the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Act,  and  would  thus  affect  the  occupiers 
of  the  holdings  described  in  his  Ques- 
tion. The  Betum,  therefore,  if  made, 
would  give  the  number  of  those  likelv 
to  be  so  affected.  He,  however,  with 
the  assent  of  the  Government,  would 
extend  it  by  including  holdings  exceed- 
ing £20  and  not  exceeding  £50. 

Eabl  SFENCEB  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  eranting  the  Betum  in  the 
amended  K>rm  proposed  by  the  noble 
Lord. 

Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Return  ahowiiig  the  number  of  Agnricultural 
Holdings  in  each  Poor  Law  Union  scheduled 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act, 
1880,  valued  at  under  £4  ;  £4  and  not  exceeding 
£10 ;  £10  and  not  exceeding  £16 ;  £16  and  not 
exceeding  £20 ;  £20  and  not  exceeding  £60. — 
(The  Lord  Ventry,) 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 


STATE  OF   IRELAND  — THE  IRISH 
SPRING  ASSIZES.— QUESTION. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITBIM  asked  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  to  name 
the  seven  counties  in  Ireland  which 
the  Judges  of  the  Spring  Assizes  de- 
clared to  be  in  a  bad  or  exceedingly 
bad  state 

Ea»l  SPENCEB  said,  he  wished  in 
regard  to  this  Question  to  make  an 
explanation.  The  noble  Earl  asked  him 
to  name  the  coimties  which  the  Judges 
had  declared  to  be  bad.  It  was  quite 
true  that  in  the  reports  which  appeared 
upon  the  occasion  referred  to  these  words 
were  put  into  his  mouth,  and  he  could 
not  absolutely  say  whether  he  used  them 
pr  not ;  but  what  he  intended  to  say  was 


that  he  considered  the  Judges'  Oharges, 
which  referred  to  the  seven  counties  in 
question,  declared  them  to  be  in  a  bad 
state.  It  was  his  opinion,  and  not  that 
of  the  Judges.  He  had  no  objection  to 
give  the  names  of  those  counties  which, 
inhis opinion,  were  bad — ^namely,  Cavan, 
Clare,  Galway,  Leitrim,  Limerick,  Mayo, 
and  Sligo. 

RELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND.) 

MOTIOir  FOB  A  BBTUBK. 

The  Eabl  of  LEITBtM  moved  for 
a  Betum  of  the  number  of  unskilled 
labourers  employed  during  the  week 
ending  the  12m  of  June  by  landlords  or 
sanita^  authorities,  or  on  works  xmder- 
taken  by  baronial  sessions,  in  the  sche- 
duled districts  in  Ireland  under  the  Be- 
lief of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1 880.  The 
noble  Earl  said  the  Motion  would  ap- 
pear to  be  of  an  inquisitorial  kind ;  but 
the  most  grossly  erroneous  statements 
had  been  made  with  regard  to  landlords 
in  Ireland,  not  only  upon  this  subject 
but  upon  every  other,  feut  these  wicked 
and  raise  statements  had  never  before 
been  supported  by  facts  and  figures.  He 
alluded  particularly  to  a  resolution  come 
to  by  what  he  considered  a  semi-official 
body — namely,  the  Dublin  Mansion 
House  Belief  Committee,  which  resolu- 
tion was  forwarded  to  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.  It  referred  to  the 
number  of  men  employed  on  the  relief 
works  started  by  the  late  and  confirmed 
by  the  present  Government,  and  stated 
that  the  net  result  of  the  borrowinjg  of 
£1,500,000,  out  of  which  £250,000liad 
been  issued,  was  that  15,000  men  only 
were  employed  out  of  a  starving  popula- 
tion of  358,000.  This  was  a  most  serious 
matter,  because  he  frankly  admitted  that 
if  that  statement  was  true  the  action  of 
the  late  Government  was  entirely  mis- 
taken in  making  advances  in  the  first 
instance  by  an  Order  in  Council,  and,  in 
the  second  place,  coming  to  Parliament 
for  authority  to  make  advances.  He  very 
much  feared  that  if  that  were  the  case  it 
was  equally  wrong  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  extend  such  a  system  of 
relief.  But  he  believed  that  the  state- 
ment was  entirely  calumnious,  as  were 
also  certain  statements  that  had  been 
made  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
He  had  only  just  received  a  telegram 
from  a  well-known  gentleman  in  Ireland, 
I  who  was  only  doing  what  many  others 
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Local  Government  Board  saw  no  objec- 
tion to  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Earl, 
believing,  as  they  did,  that  a  great  deal  of 
valuable  evidence  would  be  collected  by 
the  Committee.  The  Acts  in  question 
were  manifestly  incomplete.  He  hoped 
that  one  result  would  be  that  some  con- 
solidating Act  would  be  brought  for- 
ward, and  trusted  that  if  their  Lord- 
ships assented  to  the  proposal  of  the 
noble  Earl,  he  would  give  the  Oom- 
mittee  the  benefit  of  ms  ability  and 
knowledge  in  assisting  at  their  delibera- 
tions. Since  the  passing  of  the  former 
Acts,  the  highway  and  sanitary  districts 
had  been  made  coterminous ;  but  the  new 
system  had  not  been  in  operation  long 
enough  to  enable  the  Oommittee  to  make 
their  inquiry  complete  this  year ;  there- 
fore, he  would  suggest  that  the  labours 
of  the  Committee  should  be  continued 
next  Session,  and  then  they  would  be 
able  to  learn  how  the  Act  of  1878  had 
worked,  especially  with  respect  to  the 
financial  burdens  upon  the  ratepayers  in 
different  parts  of  the  Kingdom. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

And,  on  July  2,  the  Lorda  following  were 
named  of  the  Committee : 


Ld.  Steward. 
£.  Hardwicke. 
E.  De  La  Warr. 
£.  Forteacue. 
Y.  Hardinge. 
L.  Clinton. 
L.  Meldrom. 


L.  Strafford. 
L.  Leigh. 
L.  Aberdare. 
L.  Cottesloe. 
L.  Norton. 
L.  Shute. 


The  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 
And,  on  July  9,  E.  Onslow  added, 

MABBIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER  (NATAL). 

QUESnOir.      OBSSBVATIONS. 

Lord  BBABOUENE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
a  Bill  legalising  marriage  with  a  de- 
ceased wife's  sister,  received  in  1878 
from  the  Colony  of  Natal,  was  or  was 
not  carried  only  by  the  Speaker's  cast- 
ing vote  in  the  Legislature  of  that 
Colony,  such  having  been  the  g^unds 
stated  by  the  then  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  for  declining  to  advise 
Her  Majesty  to  sanction  the  measure ; 
and  whether  a  similar  Bill  has  since 
been  passed  by  the  Legislature  of , Natal, 
and,  if  so,  whether  it  has  received  the 
Eoyal  Assent?  The  noble  Lord  ex- 
plained that  he  had  occasion  to  ask  a 
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Question  in  1878  in  ''another  place" 
upon  this  subject,  and  was  told  by  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
that  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  increasing 
minorities  in  the  Natal  Colony,  and  was 
only  carried  by  the  casting  vote  of  the 
Speaker,  and  therefore  he  declined  to 
advise  Her  Majesty  to  sanction  the 
measure  ;  but  the  information  which 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  received  turned 
out  to  be  incorrect.  The  Bill  was,  in 
fact,  passed  by  considerable  majorities, 
and  he  would  now  be  glad  to  hear 
what  course  the  Government  would 
pursue. 

Eabl  CADOGAN  wished,  before  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  re- 
plied to  the  Question,  to  explain  that 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  aid  state  that 
the  first  Bill  referred  to  was  passed  only 
by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Speaker,  but 
subsequently  learnt  that  that  was  an 
error,  the  fact  being  that  it  was  carried 
by  a  majority  of  6  or  7.  The  smallness 
of  the  majority  was  not  the  only  reason 
for  not  advising  Her  Majesty  to  sanc- 
tion the  Bill,  but  also  because  it  was 
felt  that  a  difiPerent  law  of  marriage 
ought  not  to  be  introduced  in  Natal 
from  that  which  prevailed  in  the  other 
South  AMcan  Colonies  before  the  ques- 
tion of  Confederation  was  settled. 

The  Eakl  op  KIMBEELEY  observed, 
that  his  answer  to  the  Question  had  been, 
in  a  great  measure,  anticipated  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down.  The 
first  Bill  referred  to  in  the  Question  was 
rejected  on  the  ground  stated  by  the 
noble  Earl.  A  second  Bill,  which  waa 
carried  by  a  majority  of  14  to  4,  had 
been  in  this  country  for  a  year,  and  un- 
less action  was  taken  with  regard  to  it 
the  Bill  would  lapse,  as  the  former  one 
had  done.  This  was  not  an  ordinary 
case.  It  had  been  determined  not  to 
object  to  the  laws  which  had  been  passed 
for  legalizing  these  marriages  in  some 
of  the  Colonies ;  but  the  question  as  re- 
garded Natal  was  peculiar.  The  mar- 
riage law  was  one  of  the  sulnects  specially 
reserved  for  the  Federal  Parliament  in 
the  event  of  Confederation  ;  and,  there- 
fore, at  the  moment  when  Confederation 
was  under  discussion  in  South  Africa,  he 
did  not  think  it  desirable  that  this  Natal 
Bill  should  be  sanctioned.  If  Confeder- 
ation should  not  be  adopted  or  should 
be  indefinitely  postponed,  the  matter 
would  have  to  be  again  taken  into  con- 
sideration. 
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CRIMB  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  ATTACK  ON  MR.  AOHESON. 
QUESTION.       0B8EBVATI0NS. 

The  Earl  of  LEITEIM  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  whether  they  they 
intend  to  send  down  an  additional  force  of 
constabulary  to  protect  Mr.  Aoheson  and 
his  property ;  and,  whether  in  such  an 
event  the  expense  will  be  charged  upon 
the  district  ?  He  ^the  Earl  of  Leitrim) 
had  protested  against  the  non-renewal 
of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  but  as 
it  been  allowed  to  expire,  his  only  wish 
was  that  the  Govemment  might  succeed, 
under  the  ordinary  law,  in  preserving 
that  order  and  peace  which  they  in  Ire- 
land so  much  desired,  but  which,  alas ! 
they  knew  so  little  of.  Electricity  must 
daily  and  nightly  convey  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gtjvemment  the  news  of  the  con- 
tinual outrages  which  were  occurring  in 
that  country;  and  it  must,  he  thought, 
make  them  doubt  whether,  after  all, 
their  scheme  of  dealing  with  the  grave 
situation  in  Ireland  was  the  right  one. 
He  could  only  imagine  that  when  the 
Cabinet  met  in  Ooimcil,  and  when  that 
happy  circle  was  complete,  they  must 
receive  such  severe  shocks  and  starts  as 
could  only  be  figuratively,  though  not 
lightly,  compared  with  the  shocks  and 
starts  of  a  galvanic  battery  worked  by 
Mr.  Pamell.  The  case  of  Mr.  Acheson 
was  this.  The  late  Mr.  Acheson,  in  the 
spring  of  1879,  evicted  a  tenant  of  2^ 
acres  of  land  because  he  owed  three 
years'  rent«  That  was  not  a  harsh  or  capri- 
cious proceeding.  The  late  Mr.  Acheson 
was  succeeded  in  that  property  by  his 
youngest  son,  who  was  about  21  years  of 
age,  and  he  proceeded  to  exercise  his 
xmdoubted  right  to  fence  round  the  land. 
He  was  met  by  a  party  of  men  with 
blackened  faces,  fired  upon,  and  obliged 
to  retreat.  On  the  second  attempt, 
though  guarded  by  IS  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  about  1,400  people 
gathered  on  the  hHls  in  the  neighbour- 
hood, apparently  in  response  to  gim 
signals,  and  swept  down  on  the  party. 
Mr.  Acheson,  having  been  hunted  weU- 
nigh  to  death,  in  self-defence  turned 
upon  his  pursuers,  and  warned  them 
that  if  they  advanced  he  would  fire. 
One  of  those  people,  more  foolhardy  than 
Uie  rest,  pursued  that  unfortunate  young 
man,  in  spite  of  repeated  warning, 
when  Mr.  Acheson  fired  and  the  victim 
fell.    He  would  not  attempt  to  prejudge 


that  case ;  but  it  illustrated  the  unhappy 
state  of  that  particular  district.  l£eir 
Lordships  had  had  an  assurance  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  that  the  Govemment 
would  take  such  precautions  as  wotdd 
give  security  to  life  and  property  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  confident  mat  the  Go- 
vemment had  the  best  intentions  in  that 
matter;  but  he  asked  for  a  statement 
from  them  that  would  satisfy  the  House 
and  the  country  that  life  and  property 
would  be  secure,  and  that  this  persecu- 
tion of  landlords — ^he  would  call  it  by 
no  other  name— was  not  to  be  continued, 
and  that  they  were  not  to  be  stoned  like 
the  Apostles  of  old  in  that  cruel  and  un- 
grateml  manner.  He  warned  the  Go- 
vemment that  if,  by  weakness,  they 
alienated  the  sympathies  of  the  respect- 
able, the  good,  ana  the  true  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water,  they  wotdd  have  so 
much  fat  in  the  fire  that  they  would 
never  again  know  what  was  a  peaceable 
and  loyal  Ireland.        

The  Eakl  op  LIMERICK  wished, 
before  the  Lord  President  rose  to  answer 
that  Question,  also  to  inquire  whether 
he  had  received  information  of  a  serious 
collision  between  a  large  number  of 
Militiamen  and  the  body  of  police  who 
were  protecting  Mr.  Acheson  on  his  way 
from  the  court  ? 

Earl  SPENCER:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  Question  put  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  last.  I  have  had  no 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  it,  and  no 
facts  have  come  to  my  knowledge  on  the 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  first,  I  have 
to  say  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vemment to  give  personal  protection  to 
Mr.  Acheson  and  also  to  protect  him  in 
his  property.  It  is  behoved  that  the 
ordinary  county  police  will  be  sufficient 
for  the  purpose ;  out,  if  not,  the  Govem- 
ment will  send  a  force  from  the  Reserve, 
and  a  moiety  of  the  expense  will  be 
charged  on  the  district. 

Lord  HARLECH  hoped  the  expense 
would  be  put  on  a  restricted  area  so  as 
to  make  it  felt,  and  not  on  those  parts  of 
the  district  which  were  known  to  be 
orderly  and  loyal. 

Earl  SPENCER :  I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  answer  my  noble  Friend  on  that 
point.  No  inquiry  has  been  made  as  to 
the  exact  area  of  the  district ;  but  if  the 
noble  Lord  wishes  to  have  information 
in  that  form  I  will  endeavour  to  obtain 
it. 
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of  his  olass  were  doing,  to  bslj  that  lie 
was  this  week  employing  1^00  men, 
and  last  week  1,000.  These  works  had 
been  going  on  since  last  October,  before 
the  Government  offered  any  loans  at  aU. 
He  knew  that  the  noble  Marquess  oppo- 
site (the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne),  and 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Kenmare), 
and  many  others,  had  been  employing 
workmen  byhundredsduring  theoistress. 
He  himself  had  employed  845  men  in 
Donegal,  as  well  as  some  on  a  smaller  es- 
tate in  Leitrim.  He  had  had  to  borrow 
the  money  and  go  into  debt  to  carry  out 
those  works ;  and  in  one  case,  where  241 
men  were  employed,  he  was  assured 
beforehand  that  the  work  could  neyer 
repay  the  outlay.  Nevertheless,  he  had 
felt  bound  to  cany  it  out,  because  the 
place  swarmed  with  people  like  a  bee- 
hive or  a  rabbit  warren.  It  had  been 
alleged  in  ^'another  place"  that  although 
£250,000  had  been  granted  in  loans  to 
landlords,  little  of  that  money  had 
reached  the  people  actually  distressed ; 
but  he  could  say  that  in  his  own  case, 
and  in  the  case  of  other  landlords  who 
had  been  loyally  supporting  the  efforts 
of  the  Ooverument  to  deal  with  the  sad 
state  of  affairs,  they  had  been  spending 
the  money  on  works  before  they  could 
really  get  the  loans  from  the  Board  of 
Works;  and  he  was  sorry  to  see  that 
the  Government,  having  encouraged  the 
landowners  to  incur  these  responsioilities, 
seemed  now  to  be  favouring  legislation 
which  would  subject  them  to  such  in- 
conveniences that  they  would  never  be 
able  to  meet  their  engagements. 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Houae, 
Return  of  the  number  of  nwlriiiftH  labourers 
employed  during  the  week  ending  the  12th  of 
June  by  landlords  or  sanitary  authorities,  or  on 
works  undertaken  by  baronial  sessions,  in  the 
scheduled  districts  in  Ireland  under  the  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1S80.— (7^  £arl  of 
Leitrim,} 

Lord  OEANMOEE  and  BROWNE 
wished  to  point  out  that  it  was  impos- 
sible at  this  time  of  the  year  to  carry 
on  any  of  these  works,  as  aU  the  able* 
bodied  men  were  in  England.  Many 
drains  would  remain  unfinished  until 
after  the  harvest ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
be  hard  to  require  that  payments  made 
after  July  should  bear  a  higher  rate. 
He  bore  testimony  to  the  conduct  of 
Irish  landlords  in  their  endeavours  to 
relieve  the  distress,  many  of  them 
having  spent  three  times  the  amount 
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they  had  received  from  the  Board  of 
Works. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  he  was  unable 
to  follow  the  noble  Earl  in  some  of  the 
observations  which  he  had  addressed  to 
the  House.  He  was  not  aware  what 
passed  at  the  Dublin  Mansion  House, 
it  seemed  that  some  statements  were 
made  there  underrating  the  amount  of 
work  done  by  landlords  in  Ireland.  He 
was  not  aware  of  what  passed  in  the 
House  of  Oommons  on  this  subject.  It 
was  unusual  to  refer  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  other  House,  and  he  felt  the  in- 
convenience  at  that  moment  of  the  re- 
ferences of  the  noble  Earl.  He  was 
unable  to  answer  the  Question  as  to  the 
higher  rate  after  July ;  but  he  was  glad 
to  recognize  the  patriotism  and  pm>lio 
spirit  of  many  noble  Lords  and  others 
with  regard  to  the  present  distress. 
Many  landlords  had  expended  very  large 
sums  on  improvements  in  order  to  meet 
the  distress ;  and  he  was  sure  everybodv 
must  appreciate  the  public  spirit  with 
which  tney  were  actuated.  With  regard 
to  the  Return  asked  for,  he  thought  it 
would  be  difficult,  almost  impossible,  for 
the  Gk)vemment  to  obtain  the  informa- 
tion referred  to  in  the  first  part  of  that 
Return.  How  were  the  (Government  to 
obtain  a  Return  from  the  landlords  of 
the  number  of  people  employed  by 
them  ?  With  regcurd  to  the  other  part 
of  the  Return,  he  was  afraid  also  he 
must  refuse  it.  At  the  present  moment 
there  was  such  a  pressure  on  the  De- 
partments in  Ireland  that  there  was  not 
any  time  to  spare.  The  Ohief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  lieutenant  had  ordered  a 
Return  to  be  prepared  of  the  number 
of  persons  employed  on  the  different 
kinos  of  relief  works,  and  when  that 
was  obtained  he  thought  his  noble 
Friend's  Question  would  be  practieedly 
answered.  

The  Earl  op  LEITRIM,  in  with- 
drawing the  Motion,  said,  his  only  object 
in  plaomg  it  on  the  Paper  was  to  call 
attention  to  the  misstatements  which 
had  been  made.  He  must  be  allowed 
to  express  his  surprise  that  the  noble 
Earl  knew  nothing  of  a  semi-officiid 
document  issued  by  the  Mansion  House 
Committee  and  forwarded  to  the  Chief 
Secretary. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tnVA- 
drawn. 
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CRIME  AND  OUTRAGE  (IRELAND)— 
THE  ATTACK  ON  MR.  ACHESON. 

QUESTION.       OBSEBYATIONS. 

The  Earl  of  LEITEIM  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Govemment  whether  they  they 
intend  to  send  down  an  additional  force  of 
constabulary  to  protect  Mr.  Aoheson  and 
his  property ;  and,  whether  in  such  an 
event  the  expense  will  be  charged  upon 
the  district  ?  He  (the  Earl  of  Leitrim) 
had  protested  against  the  non-renewid 
of  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  but  as 
it  been  allowed  to  expire,  his  only  wish 
was  that  the  Gbvemment  might  succeed, 
under  the  ordinary  law,  in  preserving 
that  order  and  peace  which  they  in  Ire- 
land so  much  desired,  but  which,  alas ! 
thev  knew  so  little  of.  Electricity  must 
daily  and  nightly  convey  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gk)vemment  the  news  of  the  con- 
tinual outrages  which  were  occurring  in 
that  country ;  and  it  must,  he  thought, 
make  them  doubt  whether,  after  all, 
their  scheme  of  dealing  with  the  grave 
situation  in  Ireland  was  the  right  one. 
He  could  only  imagine  that  when  the 
Cabinet  met  in  Council,  and  when  that 
happy  circle  was  complete,  they  must 
receive  such  severe  shocks  and  starts  as 
could  only  be  figuratively,  though  not 
hghtJy,  compared  with  the  shocks  and 
starts  of  a  galvanic  battery  worked  by 
Mr.  Pamell.  The  case  of  Mr.  Acheson 
was  this.  The  late  Mr.  Acheson,  in  the 
spring  of  1879,  evicted  a  tenant  of  2^ 
acres  of  land  because  he  owed  three 
years'  rent.  That  was  not  a  harsh  or  capri- 
cious proceeding.  The  late  Mr.  Acheson 
was  succeeded  in  that  property  by  his 
youngest  son,  who  was  about  21  years  of 
age,  and  he  proceeded  to  exercise  his 
undoubted  right  to  fence  round  the  land. 
He  was  met  by  a  party  of  men  with 
blackened  faces,  fired  upon,  and  obliged 
to  retreat.  On  the  second  attempt, 
though  guarded  by  13  of  the  Boyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  about  1,400  people 

fathered  on  the  h^  in  the  neighbour- 
ood,  apparently  in  response  to  gun 
signals,  and  swept  down  on  the  party. 
Mr.  Acheson,  having  been  hunted  weU- 
nigh  to  death,  in  self-defence  turned 
upon  his  pursuers,  and  warned  them 
that  if  they  advanced  he  would  fire. 
One  of  those  people,  more  foolhardy  than 
the  rest,  pursued  that  unfortunate  yoimg 
man,  in  spite  of  repeated  warning, 
when  Mr.  Acheson  fired  and  the  victim 
fell.    He  would  not  attempt  to  prejudge 


that  case ;  but  it  illustrated  the  unhappy 
state  of  that  particular  district.  Their 
Lordships  had  had  an  assurance  in  the 
Queen's  Speech  that  the  Govemment 
would  take  such  precautions  as  would 
give  security  to  life  and  property  in  Ire- 
hmd.  He  was  confident  that  the  Go- 
vemment had  the  best  intentions  in  that 
matter;  but  he  asked  for  a  statement 
from  them  that  would  satisfy  the  House 
and  the  country  that  life  and  property 
would  be  secure,  and  that  this  persecu- 
tion of  landlords — he  would  call  it  by 
no  other  name— was  not  to  be  continued, 
and  that  they  were  not  to  be  stoned  like 
the  Apostles  of  old  in  that  cruel  and  un- 
grateml  manner.  He  warned  the  Go- 
vemment that  if,  by  weakness,  they 
alienated  the  sympathies  of  the  respect- 
able, the  good,  and  the  true  on  the  other 
side  of  the  water,  they  would  have  so 
much  fat  in  the  fire  that  they  would 
never  again  know  what  was  a  peaceable 
and  loyal  Ireland.        

The  Eakl  op  UMERIOK  wished, 
before  the  Lord  President  rose  to  answer 
that  Question,  also  to  inquire  whether 
he  had  received  information  of  a  serious 
collision  between  a  large  number  of 
Militiamen  and  the  body  of  i>olice  who 
were  protecting  Mr.  Acheson  on  his  way 
from  the  court  ? 

Earl  SPENCER:  I  am  unable  to 
answer  the  Question  put  by  the  noble 
Earl  who  spoke  last.  I  have  had  no 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  it,  and  no 
facts  have  come  to  my  knowledge  on  the 
subject.  With  regard  to  the  Question 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  first,  I  have 
to  say  that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vemment to  give  personal  protection  to 
Mr.  Acheson  and  also  to  protect  him  in 
his  property.  It  is  believed  that  the 
ordinary  county  police  will  be  sufficient 
for  the  purpose ;  out,  if  not,  the  Govem- 
ment will  send  a  force  from  the  Heserve, 
and  a  moiety  of  the  expense  will  be 
charged  on  the  district. 

Lord  HARLECH  hoped  the  expense 
would  be  put  on  a  restricted  area  so  as 
to  make  it  felt,  and  not  on  those  parts  of 
the  district  which  were  known  to  be 
orderly  and  loyal. 

Earl  SPENCER :  I  am  sorry  that  I 
cannot  answer  my  noble  Friend  on  that 
point.  No  inquiry  has  been  made  as  to 
the  exact  area  of  the  district ;  but  if  the 
noble  Lord  wishes  to  have  information 
in  that  form  I  will  endeavour  to  obtain 
it. 
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OBEAT  8BAL  BILL  [h.L.]  (KO.  90.)  A  Bill 
to  amend  Uie  Law  respectmg  the  maimer  of 
passixig  Giants  under  the  Great  Seal,  and  re- 
specting Officers  connected  therewith : 

ttkiyebsities  of  oxfobd  and  oambbidge 
(limited  tentjbes)  bill  [h.L.]  (no.  91 .) 

A  Bill  to  authorise  the  extension  and  further 
limitation  of  the  tenures  of  certain  Univer- 
■ity^  and  CoUeffe  emoluments  limited  or  to  be 
limited  by  orders  of  the  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge Commissioners :  And 

TJNIVEBSITIES  AJSJ)  OOLLEOE  ESTATES  ACT 
AMENDMENT  BILL  [h.L.]    (nO.    92.)      A 

Bill  to  amend  the  UniTersities  and  College 

Estates  Act,  1858: 
Were  presented  by  The  Lord   Chancblloe; 
read  1^ 

House  adjourned  at  a  onarter-past 

SeTen  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Eleren  o'clock. 


um^^^^m0t^t0»i^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mondaif,  2lst  June,  1880. 


MIN  UTJfiS.]— Wats  and  ViEJOX^—eotmderedin 
Cowimittee — Besolution  [June  18]  reported— 
£4,925,320,  OonsoUdated  Fund. 

PuBUO  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Beading — Con- 
solidated Fund  (No.  1)*;  Game  and  Tres- 
pass •  [239];  Bank  HoHdays  (Scotland)* 
[240]. 

Second  Semdinff — Local  Goremment  (Ireland^ 
Provisional  Orders  (Ballinaaloe,  kc)  *  [220 J. 

SeUet  Commtteo^Baniru^tcj  Act  Amendment  * 
[163],  nominated. 

awifiM^^  — Spirits'  [210]— B.P.;  Wild  Birds 
Protection  I^w  Amendment  [211] — b.p. 

Withdraton—Sald  of  Intoxicatmg  liquors  on 
Sunday*  [146]. 


OONTBOYEBTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Spbaxsr  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Lord  Chief  Justice  Coleridge  and 
Mr.  Justice  Grove,  two  of  the  Judges  selected, 
in  pursuance  of  the  Parliamenta^  Elections 
Act,  1868,  for  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a 
Beport  relating  to  the  Election  for  the  Borough 
of  Stroud. 

Court  of  Common  Pleas,  Westminster, 

21st  June  1880. 
Sir, 

We  have  the  honour  to  report  to  you  that  the 
Petition  against  the  Return  for  the  Borou«h  of 
Stroud  has  been  withdrawn  by  leave  oi  the 
Court.  We  have  the  honour  further  to  report 
that  the  withdrawal  of  the  Petition  was  not  in 


our  opinion  the  result  of  anv  corrupt  arrange- 
ment or  in  consideration  of  the  withdrawal  of 
any  other  Petition. 

We  have  the  honour  to  be. 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  humble  servants, 

COLERIDOB, 

Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas. 

W.  R.  Grovb, 
Judge  of  the  Common  Pleas. 

The  Right  Honble. 
The  Speaker,  House  of  Commons,  M.P. 

And  the  said  Report  was  ordered  to  be  entered 
in  the  Journals  of  this  House. 


QUESTIONS. 


THE  LAND  AND  THE  GAME  LAWS- 
LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  WAXTOH  asked  the  Secretanr  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  recommen- 
dations of  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House  in  the  year  1851,  and  with  a  view 
to  the  simplmcation  of  the  transfer  of 
land  and  of  the  Game  Laws,  he  will  be 
raepared  in  this  or  the  next  Session  of 
^aniament  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  abolish 
copyhold,  customary,  and  other  similar 
tenures  in  land,  providing  for  compen- 
sation for  the  lords'  righto  therein.  He 
further  asked,  Whether  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  prepared  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  extinguish,  with  compensation, 
all  rights  of  free  chase  and  free  warren, 
and  other  sporting  rights  over  lands  not 
the  property  of  the  owners  of  such 
rights,  and  to  attach  all  rights  of  eame 
and  sporting  to  the  ownership  of  the 
soil,  and  connect  them  therewith  in- 
separably for  the  benefit  of  the  land- 
owner and  his  tenant ;  and,  also,  whe- 
ther directions  will  be  given  to  the  In- 
closure  Commissioners  for  England  and 
Wales,  on  all  future  inclosures,  to  dis- 
allow any  reservation  of  game  and 
rights  of  sporting  over  lands  to  be  en- 
closed under  the  authority  of  the  Com- 
mons Indosure  Acts  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  that  when  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  transfer  of  land  came  under 
review  the  propriety  of  abolishing  copy- 
hold, customary,  and  other  similar 
tenure  land,  ana  for  providing  compen- 
sation for  the  lords'  rights  would  be 
considered :  but  he  could  not  at  present 
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fix  the  date  when  such  a  measure  would 
be  introduced.  He  had  already  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  as  to  the  mischief  of 
severing  the  game  rights  both  from  the 

f>ronrietor8hip  and  the  occupation  of  the 
ana,  and  in  this  case  also  he  was  unable 
to  say  when  it  would  be  possible  to  deal 
with  the  question.  He  had  no  power  to 
direct  the  Indosure  Commissioners  in 
future  inclosures  to  disallow  any  reser- 
vation of  game  and  rights  of  sporting 
over  lands  to  be  inclosed ;  but  tne  In- 
dosure Commissioners  informed  him 
that  they  did  not  now  sanction  such 
reservation  in  regard  to  any  land  capa- 
ble of  being  made  arable.  In  certain 
cases  they  nad  allowed  a  concurrent 
right  between  the  lords  of  the  numor 
and  the  common  right  owners. 


CRIMINAL     LAW  —  SENTENCES     FOR 
AGGRAVATED  ASSAULTS. 

Me.  O'SULUVAN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  orawn  to 
several  cases  of  aggravated  assaults  in 
the  last  year  for  which  sentences  of  six 
months  and  under  were  awarded  ;  and, 
if  these  cases  were  all  tried  under  the 
same  statute  as  the  case  of  John  O'Shea, 
of  Limerick,  who  got  five  years'  penal 
servitude  last  December  for  an  assault 
on  Lord  Fermoy,  although  Lord  Fermoy 
did  not  receive  the  lightest  bodily 
harm? 

Bib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  Sir, 
in  answer  to  the  first  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  have  to  say  that  my  attention  has 
not  been  particularly  called  to  sever^ 
cases  of  aggravated  assaults^  within  the 
last  year,  wnere  sentences  of  six  months 
and  under  were  awarded.  I  do  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Member  refers 
to  England  or  Ireland ;  but  if  he  means 
£Dgli&  cases,  they  have  not  been 
brought  under  my  notice;  and  if  he 
means  Irish  cases,  mv  attention  would 
not,  of  course,  be  called  to  them.  No 
criminal  cases  in  Ireland  come  under  the 
jurisdiction  or  consideration  of  the  Home 
Office.  Therefore,  if  the  hon.  Member 
thinks  there  are  grounds  for  an  appli- 
cation for  the  remission  of  the  sentence 
in  the  case  he  refers  to,  that  application 
•hould  be  made  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, for  the  Home  Office  never  con- 
aiders  the  revision  of  sentences  in  respect 
of  Irish  cases. 

VOL.  OCLm.      [tuirp  series.  ' 


PRISONS  ACT— INSPECTION  OF  CON- 
VICT PRISONS. 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  What  steps,  if  any,  have 
been  taken  to  give  effect  to  the  strong 
recommendations  of  the  Eoyal  Commis- 
sion on  the  Penal  Servitude  Acts :  First, 
That  there  should  be  an  independent 
inspection  of  convict  prisons  by  persons 
appointed  by  the  Government  but  un- 
connected with  the  Convict  Prison  De- 
partment and  unpaid;  and.  Secondly, 
That  the  prison  at  Spike  Island  be  dis- 
continued ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  the  discon- 
tinuance of  the  prison  at  Spike  Island  is 
under  consideration,  and  I  cannot,  conse- 
quently, state  what  will  be  the  decision  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Commission.  The  late 
Government,  I  find,  did  not  see  their  way 
to  give  effect  to  them.  I  agree  very 
much,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to  go  into  the 
question,  with  the  objects  aimed  at;  but 
there  are  difficulties  m  finding  a  proper 
person  to  make  the  inspection.  The  Eng- 
lish system,  as  my  hon.  Friend  is  doubt- 
less aware,  is  to  appoint  a  chairman  or 
deputy-chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  to 
the  office ;  but  in  Ireland  the  chairmen 
of  the  Quarter  Sessions  are  Crown  offi- 
cials and  would  not  come  under  the  de- 
scription suggested  by  the  Committee. 

Sir  HENRY  HOLLAND:  Sir,  in 
consequence  of  the  reply  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  an  early  day  I  shaU  move  for  a 
Committee  to  inquire  into  the  subject. 

THE  ROYAL  PATRIOTIC  FUND. 

Baeon  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  will  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Reports  of  the  two  Committees 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  manage- 
ment and  financial  arrangements  con- 
nected with  the  Royal  Patriotic  Fund 
Schools  at  Wandsworth,  together  with 
a  Copy  of  the  whole  of  the  accounts  of 
the  Patriotic  Fund,  as  recommended  by 
the  latter  Committee  ? 

Me.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Reports  of  the  Committees  to  which  he 
refers  have  not  yet  come  before  me ;  but 
when  they  do,  I  will  consider  whether 
tiioy  can  properly  be  laid  on  the  Table. 
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Bakon  henry  DE  worms  gave 
Notice  that,  in  consequence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  reply,  he  would  on 
an  early  day  moye  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  whole 
question  of  the  Patriotic  Fund. 

NEW  STREETS  (METROPOLIS). 

Mb.  GREGORY  asked  the  honourable 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Truro,  What 
progress  has  been  made  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  new  streets  from  Charing 
Cross  to  Tottenham  Court  Road,  and  the 
Regent  Circus  to  New  Oxford  Street  re- 
spectively, or  in  the  acquisition  of  the 
property  required  for  the  same ;  and, 
•  whether  there  are  any  and  what  special 
reasons  for  the  delay  which  has  already 
taken  place  or  any  obstacles  in  the 
way  of  proceeding  with  communications 
wmch  are  so  much  needed  between  the 
north  and  south  of  the  Metropolis  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL  HOGG :  Sir, 
in  reply  to  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member,  I  beg  to  inform  him  that  the 
progress  of  the  two  improvements  re- 
lenrad  to  has  been  delayed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
the  property  occupied  by  the  labouring 
classes;  but,  where  not  so  occupied,  a 
considerable  amount  of  propei^*  has 
been  acquired  for  the  street  m>m  Picca- 
dilly to  New  Oxford  Street.  By  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  not 
more  than  15  houses  occupied  by  persons 
of  the  labouring  class  can  be  removed 
until  sufficient  accommodation  in  suit- 
able dwellings  has  been  acquired  else- 
where for  the  numbers  displaced.  Con- 
sequently, if  the  Board  proceeded  to 
acquire  property  so  occupied,  possession 
could  not  be  taken  until  the  requisite 
accommodation  had  been  provided.  I 
may  add  that,  although  under  the  Act 
the  Board  has  power  to  acquire  sites 
by  agreement,  it  has  no  authority  to 
erect  labourers'  dwellings,  and  building 
companies  or  societies  have  evinced  no 
alacrity  to  take  lands  for  such  a  pur- 
pose. Perhaps  the  House  will  allow  me 
to  mention  that  12  street  improvements 
were  included  in  the  Act  of  1877,  of 
which  two — namely,  those  at  Mare 
Street,  Hackney,  and  the  Angel,  Isling- 
ton have  been  completed ;  eight  others 
are  in  a  more  or  less  advanced  stage, 
and,  in  several  cases,  including  that  of 
Coventry  Street  widening,   the   Board 


anticipates    that    the    ground   will    be 
cleared  before  the  end  of  the  summer. 


WEIGHTS  AND  MEASURES  ACT- 
STANDARD  WEIGHTS. 

Mb.  H.  FOWLER  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether, 
having  regard  to  the  great  inconvenience 
caused  to  the  iron  trade  by  the  highest 
standard  weight  now  legedised  being 
56  pounds,  he  would  cause  a  new  deno- 
mination of  standard  weight  equal  to 
112  pounds,  or  one  hundredweight,  to 
be  made  and  duly  verified,  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Weights  and 
Measures  Act,  1878  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Sir,  there  is 
a  great  objection  to  multiplying  legal 
standfurds,  owing  to  the  cost  thereby 
thrown  upon  loc^  authorities,  who  have 
to  obtain  copies,  and  there  would  also  be 
some  inconvenience  in  having  another 
standard  of  so  nearly  the  same  weight  as 
the  cental.  In  these  circumstances  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  not,  I  think,  be 
justified  in  legalizing  a  weight  of  112 
pounds  unless  there  was  a  general  de- 
mand for  it.  At  present  there  has  been 
no  such  demand,  there  having  been  but 
one  application  during  the  last  12 
months. 

• 

POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— WORKHOUSE 
CHAPLAINS. 

Majob  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  the  Local  Government  Board 
have  directed  their  attention  to  a  Return 
of  the  salaries  paid  and  allowances  of 
every  kind  made  to  diaplains  in  work- 
houses in  Ireland,  from  which  Re- 
turn it  appears  that  the  greatest  in- 
equality exists  in  the  salaries  paid  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  chap- 
lains respectively,  to  the  undue  advan- 
tage of  Protestant  chaplains,  having  re- 
gard to  the  number  of  paupers  of  each 
religious  denomination  and  the  amount 
of  work  performed  by  their  respective 
chaplains ;  and,  has  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  any  intention  of  recommend* 
ing  Poor  Law  guardians  to  adopt  some 
other  method,  either  by  a  capitation 
grant  or  otherwise,  that  will  remunerate 
more  equitably  chaplains  of  work- 
houses ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  PORSTER  :  Sir,  the 
Local  Government  Board  have  sent  in 
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the  Betom  to  which  the  hon.  and 
g^ant  Member  refers,  and  I  am  sorry 
to  say  I  have  not  been  able  to  give  it 
as  much  consideration  as  I  could  wish. 
The  principle  on  which  the  chaplains 
should  be  paid  was  laid  down  in  the 
Eighth  Order  of  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
sioners in  1842,  and  I  found  that  since 
that  there  have  been  alterations  ;  but  I 
believe  entirely  in  the  increase  of  ap- 
pointments of  Catholic  chaplains  and 
not  the  decrease  of  Protestant  chap- 
lains. I  do  not  know  whether  further 
cases  of  reduction  are  required  or  not, 
but  I  will  inquire  if  it  be  so.  With 
regard  to  the  payment  by  capitation 
grant,  I  must  remind  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  that  if  a  service  has  to  be 
performed  it  takes  as  much  time  to  per- 
form it  for  a  small  number  as  for  a 
large  one. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SCrLUVAN  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  has  as  yet  been 
able  to  g^ve  attention  to  the  state  of 
facts  revealed  by  the  Betums  laid  before 
the  late  Parliament  on  the  subject  of 
Protestant  Chaplains  in  Lish  Work- 
houses and  Catholic  Chaplains  in  Eng- 
lish Workhouses ;  and,  whether  he  in- 
tends to  take  any  and  what  steps  to 
remedy  thQ»  striking  contrasts  thereby 
disclosed  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  Sir,  I  have  not  had 
time  to  examine  the  details  given  in  the 
Report  in  question.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  however,  is  undoubtedly 
aware  that  there  is  no  power  in  the 
Guardians  in  England  to  appoint  Poman 
Catholic  chaplains  in  workhouses.  I 
may  add  that  in  several  cases  in  which 
there  have  been  considerable  numbers 
of  Eoman  Catholic  paupers  in  a  work- 
house, and  the  Guardians  have  been 
willing  to  appoint  and  pay  a  Eoman 
Catholic  priest  to  give  rebgious  instruc- 
tion, the  Department  has  readily  assented 
to  the  arrangement. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether  he  will 
consider  the  advisability  of  assimilating 
the  law  in  this  respect  in  England  to 
that  which  prevails  in  Lreland,  where 
the  Local  Government  Board  has  power 
to  compel  the  appointment  of  chaplains 
for  the  paupers,  irrespective  of  their 
reliffion? 

Mb.  DODSON :  I  would  ask  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  to  give  me  time 
to  examine  the  Beport. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  CAPE  COLONY- 
ADMISSION  TO  CETEWAYO. 

Sib.  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  it  was  the  fact  that,  down 
to  the  most  recent  dates  from  the  Cape, 
the  Zulu  King  has  not  been  permittea  to 
see  his  personal  friends,  who  understand 
his  language,  and  could  learn  from  him 
what  he  may  have  to  say  on  his  own 
behalf;  and  whether,  in  particular, 
permission  to  vizit  Cetewayo  has  been 
refused  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere  to  the  sons 
of  Bishop  Colenso  on  two  separate  occa- 
sions; and,  whether  he  can  state  the 
reasons  for  refusing  such  permissioni 
and  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  any  Correspondence,  telegraphio 
or  other,  which  has  recently  taken  place 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
South  AMcan  authorities  as  to  the 
treatment  of  the  imprisoned  chiefs  Cete- 
wayo and  Langalibalele  ? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Sir,  in  reply  to 
my  hon.  Friend's  first  Question,  1  have 
to  state  that  I  cannot  answer  generally 
with  respect  to  Cetewayo's  personiu 
friends,  because  I  have  not  the  informa- 
tion to  enable  me  to  do  so ;  but  it  is 
perfectly  true  that  permission  was  re- 
fused— and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
think,  unfortunately,  refused — to  two 
members  of  Bishop  Colenso's  family  who 
wished  to  see  Cetewayo.  With  regard 
to  that  matter  the  Secretary  of  State  has 
telegraphed  out  to  the  Cape  to  say  that 
they  think  the  reasons  given  were  not 
sufficient  for  not  allowing  Bishop  Co- 
lenso's sons  to  see  Cetewayo,  ana  that 
they  desire  that  in  future  all  persons 
who  wish  to  have  access  to  the  King 
should  be  admitted,  unless  it  should  be 
considered  distinctly  unsafe.  With  re- 
ference to  the  last  part  of  the  Qjiestion, 
I  have  to  say  that  there  will  be  no  objec- 
tion to  laying  the  Correspondence  on  the 
Table  as  soon  as  it  is  completed.  At 
present  it  is  very  imperfect,  and  we  know 
that  an  exceedingly  important  despatch 
is  on  its  way  to  us. 

Sm  HENRY  TYLER :  Perhaps  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  add  to  his 
answer  by  telling  us  what  is  the  number 
of  wives  allowed  to  Cetewayo  ? 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND)  ACT 
—FINES  FOR  OUTRAGES. 

Mb.  O'KELLY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
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Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  a  fine  of  one 
hundred  and  fifty  pounds  sterling  was 
laid,  under  the  Peace  Preservation  (Ire- 
land) Act,  on  the  parish  of  Kidglass,  in 
the  county  of  Roscommon,  in  consequence 
of  an  assaidt ;  whether  one  hundred 
pounds  of  said  fine  were  levied  on  the 
townland  of  Lavagh,  in  the  ]^arish  of 
Kidglass,  and  whe5ier  that  sum  consti- 
tutes a  tax  of  seven  shillings  and  six- 
pence in  the  pound  on  the  total  valuation 
of  said  townland ;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  ninety  per  cent,  of  the  tenantry  on 
the  townland  of  Lavagh  are  in  such  dis- 
tress that  they  are  in  receipt  of  relief 
from  the  Stokestown  board  of  guardians 
and  local  relief  committees ;-  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  view 
of  the  distressed  condition  of  the  tenantry 
on  the  townland  of  Lavagh,  will  take 
steps  to  prevent  the  enforcement  of  this 
fine  under  the  operation  of  a  Law  they 
have  not  thought  proper  to  renew  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  I  find  on 
inquiry  it  is  the  fact  that  a  fine  of  £150 
was  laid  by  the  G^and  Jury  of  Roscommon 
on  this  parish  for  an  offence  committed 
by  some  persons  unknown.  It  is  also  a 
fact  that  £100  was  ordered  to  be  levied 
on  the  townland  of  Lavagh.  That 
amount  is  equivalent  to  a  tax  of  d«.  %id. 
in  the  pound  half-yearly.  I  have  rea- 
son to  believe  there  are  21  families  in 
the  townland  of  Lavagh,  all  of  whom, 
with  the  exception  of  four,  are  in  receipt 
of  relief,  and  of  these  four  one  was  look- 
ing for  it.  The  Government,  though 
they  have  not  thought  fit  to  renew  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act,  cannot  remit  a 
fine  legally  inflicted ;  but  that  Act  has 
not  been  renewed,  partly  on  account  of 
the  hardship  causea  by  the  payment  of 
fines  in  poor  districts. 

THE  8ASIKE  OFFICE,  EDINBURGH. 

Sib  HERBERT  MAXWELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  When  the  scheme  by  the 
Treasury  for  the  readjustment  of  the 
salaries  of  the  commissioned  clerks  in 
the  Sasine  Office,  Edinburgh,  will  be 
ready  to  come  into  operation ;  and  what 
is  the  reason  of  the  delay  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT :  Sir,  I 
have  communicated  with  the  Lord  Ad- 
vocate upon  the  subject,  and  he  iuforms 
me  that  since  the  present  Gt)vemment 
came  into  Office  the  consideration  of  the 
departmental  arrangements  of  the  Re- 
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gister  House  has  only  been  delayed  until 
the  new  Deputy  Clerk  Register,  ap- 
pointed in  April  last,  has  had  time  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  various  ques- 
tions involved,  and  to  give  the  Govern- 
ment the  benefit  of  his  advice.  Two 
gentlemen  have  been  appointed  from  the 
Treasury  and  Home  Office  respectively 
to  confer  with  the  Deputy  Clerk  Register 
with  a  view  to  the  immediate  settlement 
of  the  question. 

ARMY— INDIA— INDIAN  SERVICE 
PENSIONS. 

Mb.  SCHREIBER  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  pro- 
poses to  assimilate  the  pensions  of  offi- 
cers, especially  field  officers,  of  the  Indian 
Stadff  Corps  to  those  enjoyed  by  officers 
formerly  in  the  Indian  Service,  but  now 
in  the  Royal  Artillery  and  Royal  Engi- 
neers and  in  the  new  line  regiments  of 
Infantry  and  Cavalry  ? 

The  Mabquess  op  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  as  far  as  he  was  able 
to  ascertain  there  never  had  been  any 
proposal  to  assimilate  the  pensions  men- 
tioned in  the  Question  of  tne  hon.  Mem- 
ber, and  there  was  no  present  intention 
of  doing  so.  If  the  hon.  Member  re- 
ferred to  anv  other  case  which  had  not 
come  under  his  notice,  he  would  be  glad 
if  he  would  communicate  with  him  again. 

INDIA-FINANCES,  &c.,  OP  INDIA 

Mb.  COURTNEY  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
intended  to  require,  from  the  Indian 
Government,  the  repayment,  during  the 
current  financial  year,  of  the  quota  of 
the  sum  of  two  millions  advanced  in 
1879  upon  condition  of  repayment  in 
seven  annual  instalments  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  this  inquiry 
raises  part  of  a  very  important  question 
which  Her  Majes^'s  Qovemment  will 
have  to  consider.  I  believe  I  am  correct 
in  saying  that  the  remission  of  the  pay- 
ment can  only  be  effected  by  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  which,  of  course,  will  bring 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House. 

ARMY— RESERVE  OF  OFFICERS— WAR- 
RANT OF  6th  JULY,  1879. 

Sib  JOSEPH  BAILEY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  What  steps 
he  intends  to  take  to  give  effect  to  the 
Boyal  Warrant  of  the  6th  July  1879, 
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with  regard  to  the  Eeeerve  of  Officers ; 
and  how  many  have  applied  and  are 
qualified  to  be  appointed  to  the  same  ? 

Mb.  CHILD£KS:  Sir,  in  reply,  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
251  officers  who  have  retired  from  the 
Begular  or  Indian  military  forces  other- 
wise than  on  pension  or  gratuity,  and 
officers  of  Militia,  Yeomanry,  and  Volun- 
teers who  hare  applied  for  appointment 
to  the  Beserve  of  Officers  and  who  are 
eligible  in  all  respects,  will  shortly  be 
gazetted  to  commissions  in  that  Force ; 
and  246  officers  who,  on  account  of  their 
having  retired  from  the  Serrice  on  pen- 
sion or  gratuity,  are  liable  for  further 
service  up  to  a  certain  age  if  called  upon, 
will  be  included  in  the  Beserve  of  Offi- 
cers, but  will  not  receive  any  fresh  com- 
missions. The  total  number  of  officers 
at  present  noted  and  found  eligible  for 
appointment  to  the  Beserve  of  Officers 
is,  therefore,  about  500. 


TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ARTICLES  IX.. 
XXXIII.,  XLn.  —  THE  OTTOMAN 
DEBT. 

Sir  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  any  arrangements  have 
been  made,  under  me  provisions  of  Ar- 
ticles IX.  XXXTTT.  and  XLII.  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  for  the  proportionate 
parts  of  the  Ottoman  Debt  to  be  assumed 
oy  the  Principalities  of  Bulgaria,  Monte- 
negro, and  Servia ;  and,  whether,  in  view 
of  the  annexation  of  Ottoman  territory  to 
Greece,  the  Conference  now  sitting  at 
Berlin  will  take  into  consideration  the 
assumption  of  any  part  of  the  Ottoman 
Debt  bythe  Kingaom  of  Ghreece  ? 

Sib  CHABLE8  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  the 
arrangements  contemplated  in  Articles 
IX.,  XXXni.,  and  XLn.  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin,  have  not  yet  been  made.  In 
the  case  of  Bulgaria  the  amount  of  the 
tribute  is  to  be  fixed  at  the  close  of  the 
first  year  of  the  working  of  the  new  Ad- 
ministration. This  period  will  expire 
next  month.  In  the  case  of  Montenegro 
the  Frontiers  have  not  yet  been  settled. 
With  regj^  to  Servia  nothing  has  been 
done.  With  regard  to  Ghreece,  the 
duties  ot  the  Conference  are  restricted  to 
the  consideration!  of  the  Frontier  ques- 
tion. The  question  to  which  the  non. 
Member  calls  attention  would  be  a  mat- 
ter for  subseauent  arrangement  in  the 
preparati<m  of  any  Treaty  or  other  public 


act  for  carrying  out  the  results  of  the 
Oonference. 


INDIA— THE  ATTOCK  BRIDGE. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  India,  If  he  can  state 
what  firms  have  been  employed  to  make 
the  ironwork  for  the  bridge  across  the 
Biver  Attock ;  if  any  of  these  firms  were 
employed  in  a  simlliar  capacity  for  the 
ironwork  on  the  Tay  Bridge ;  and,  what 
precautions  are  taken  to  insure  that 
the  ironwork  for  the  Attock  Bridge  is, 
as  far  as  can  be  ascertained,  without 
flaw? 

The  Makquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
Sir,  the  firms  employed  to  make  the 
ironwork  for  the  Attock  Bridge  are  as 
follows: — For  the  girders — steel  and 
wrought  iron — Messrs.  Westwood,  Bail- 
lie,  and  Co.,  of  London ;  for  the  piers — 
wrought  iron — Messrs.  Handyside  and 
Co.,  of  Derby.  These  firms  were  not,  it 
is  believed,  in  any  way  concerned  in 
supplying  ironwork  for  the  Tay  Bridge. 
All  the  materials  of  which  the  Attock 
bridgework  is  constructed  are  carefuUj 
tested,  in  accordance  with  a  strict  speci- 
fication based  on  the  most  recent  experi- 
ence, by  Government  Inspectors.  The 
bridge  is  being  made  of  steel  and 
wrought  iron.  No  cast  iron  is  em- 
ploycNi. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ALBANIA. 

MB.LABOXJCHEBE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
before  joining  in  any  general  action  on 
the  part  of  the  European  Powers  to  en- 
force, either  diplomatically  or  otherwise, 
the  cession  of  certain  districts  of  Albania 
to  Montenegro,  will  take  steps  to  learn 
whether  the  Albanian  inhabitants  of  the 
districts  which  it  is  ^^roposed  to  cede  are 
in  favour  of  the  cession  ? 

SiE  CHABLES  W.  DILKE :  Sir,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  do  not  think 
I  can  add  anything  to  the  answer  givon 
on  Friday  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury to  the  hon.  Member  for  Newcastle 
(Bir.  J.  Cowen).  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment are  engaged  in  negotiations 
with  foreign  Powers  to  further  the  ful- 
filment of  the  conditions  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin.  While  these  negotiations 
continue  it  is  not  desirable  to  publish 
specific  declarations.    But  it  is  the  de- 
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sire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  | 
oarry  out  the  spirit  of  that  Treaty  with 
the  least  amount  of  interference  with 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
tricts which  may  thereby  be  affected. 

PETTY  SESSIONS  CLERKS  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  FINIGAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
magistrates  assembled  in  Quarter  Ses- 
sions held  in  Downpatrick,  County 
Down,  on  April  Ist,  appointed  as  clerk 
of  the  Petty  Sessions  of  Holwood  and 
Bangor  an  avowed  member  of  an  Orange 
Lodfi^e ;  whether  a  memorial  was  for- 
warded to  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  pray- 
ing him  not  to  confirm  such  appoint- 
ment on  the  ground  that  it  would  de- 
stroy confidence  in  the  local  adminis- 
tration of  justice;  whether  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  has  declined  to  interfere, 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds;  and, 
whether  the  Government  will  not  review 
the  appointment  in  the  interests  of 
peace  and  order  in  this  district  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  Sir,  I  find  on 
inquiry  that  a  person  was  appointed 
clerk  of  the  Petty  Sessions  district  of 
Holywood  and  Bangor,  and  a  question 
as  to  whether  he  was  an  Orans^eman  or 
not  appears  to  have  been  brought  before 
the  Court,  and  the  reply  was  that  he 
had  not  attended  an   Orange  meeting 
as  alleged,  but  a  meeting  in  connection 
with  an  election  in  which  he  had  acted 
as  a  paid  clerk,  under  the  direction  of 
the  chairman  of  the  meeting.    It  was 
also  stated  that  the  fact  was  not  esta- 
blished by  any  documents  laid  before  the 
Gbvemment  that  this  gentleman  was  an 
Orangeman.     The  Lord  Lieutenant,  I 
believe,  was  asked  not  to  confirm  this 
appointment,  and  he  declined  to  inter- 
fere, on  the  g^und  that  the  election  of 
clerk  of  Pet^  Sessions  rested  with  the 
Justices,  and  that  unless  there  was  some 
legal  disqualification,   the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant never  refused  his  sanction.    The 
Irish  Government  has  no  power — or,  at 
any  rate,  it  is  a  question  whether  it 
has  any  power — ^to  review  the  appoint- 
ment.     I  can  only  say  I  hope  most 
heartily  the  magistrates  at   Petty  Ses- 
sions in  Ireland  will  not  appoint  avowed 
Oraneemen    or    avowed    partizans    of 
any  kind,  and  will  make  their  appoint- 
ments as  free  from  political  bias  as  pos- 
sible. 
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INDIA— OPIUM  TRADE  IN  BRITISH 
BURMAH. 

Mb.  MABE  STEWAET  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  has  received  Copies  of  a  Petition 
presented  by  the  Natives  of  British 
Burma  to  the  Chief  Commissioner,  pray- 
ing for  the  closing  of  the  licensed  opium 
shops,  and  of  other  documents  relating  to 
this  subject,  which  are  now  under  consi- 
deration of  the  Local  Government  of 
Burma ;  and  whether  he  will  print  them 
and  present  them  to  Parliament  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  no  copy  of  the  Petition  said  to  have 
been  presented  to  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner has  been  received,  and  no  re- 
ference to  such  Petition  can  be  traced  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Administration  of 
British  Burmah  or  of  the  Government 
of  India.  In  the  annual  Eevenue  Ee- 
port  for  British  Burmah  just  received, 
I  find  that  two  Commissioners,  of 
Aracan  and  of  Pegu,  refer  to  the  great 
and  injurious  increase  in  the  consump- 
tion of  opium,  and  say  that  both  the 
officials  and  the  people  themselves  de- 
mand measures  to  check  it.  It  appears, 
therefore,  that  the  subject  is  receiving 
attention. 

ARMY— VOLUNTEER  ADMINISTRA- 
TIVE BATTALIONS. 

Mb.  FOEESTEE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether,  looking  at 
the  fact  that  every  administrative  batta- 
lion of  Volunteers  has  now  been  conso- 
lidated, and  that  the  present  Acts  and 
Eegulations  refer  almost  entirely  to  ad- 
ministrative battalions,  the  Government 
intend  to  take  any,  and,  if  so,  what 
steps  to  remodel  the  existing  Acts  and 
Eegulations  so  as  to  adapt  them  to  the 
new  system  ? 

Me.  CHILDEES:  Sir,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
the  consolidation  of  the  Volunteer  Force 
is  not  quite  completed  ;  but  when  it  is, 
the  revision  of  the  Volunteer  Eegulations 
will  be  at  once  taken  up.  The  pre* 
liminary  steps  have  been  already  toKen. 

THE  PARKS— METROPOLIS— HYDE 

PARK. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  hia 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  arrest 
and  prosecution  of  a  delinquent  aged 
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exact  nature  ofproceedings  and  dedsions 
at  the  War  Office,  which,  except  those 
of  the  last  few  days,  occurred  oefore  I 
became  Secretary  of  State  ;  but  the  main 
facts  of  the  case  are  these.  For  some 
time  past  there  have  been  great  dissen- 
sions in  the  4th  East  York  Artillery 
Volunteers,  which  culminated  in  1878 
in  a  decision  of  my  right  hon.  Prede- 
cessor, on  a  dispute  between  Colonel 
Humphrey  and  his  adjutant,  that  the 
latter  should  be  called  upon  to  resign, 
and  the  former  informed  that  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  regretted  that  he  could  not 
consider  it  for  the  interest  of  the  corps 
that  he  should  be  permitted  to  retain  the 
command.  On  an  appeal,  my  Prede- 
cessor decided  in  June,  1 878,  that  Colonel 
Humphrey's  resignation  need  not  be  en- 
forcea  if  a  qualified  adjutant  were  willing 
to  accept  that  position  under  him ;  but 
that,  if  any  further  adverse  report  was 
received,  his  removal  would  be  carried 
out.  In  May,  1879,  a  Court  of  Inquiry 
was  assembled,  on  charges  brought  by 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Saner  and  three  other 
officers  against  Colonel  Humphrey.  The 
Court  reported  that  the  charges  were 
either  unsupported  or  frivolous.  .  On 
this,  my  Predecessor  decided  that  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Saner  and  the  three  offi- 
cers should  resign,  and  that  Colonel 
Humphrey  should  be  informed  that  it 
was  desirable  that  he  should  withdraw 
from  the  command  agreeably  with  the 
intention  which  he  (Colonel  Humphrey) 
bad  already  expressed.  Against  this 
decision  Colonel  Saner  appealed  in  Sep- 
tember, 1879,  and  my  Predecessor  ap- 
pears to  have  given  long  and  serious 
attention  to  the  question,  and  in  January 
last  decided  that  Colonel  Saner's  re- 
signation might  be  held  over  till  the 
20th  of  March,  in  order  that  he  might 
retain  his  rank,  and  that  Colonel  Hum- 

Shrey  must  resign  on  the  3 1st  of  March, 
'his  decision  my  Predecessor  expressly 
decided  was  irreversible.  Colonel  Hum- 
phrey, however,  was  allowed,  by  a  deci- 
sion arrived  at  before  I  took  Office,  to 
remain  in  command  until  the  end  of 
July;  and,  on  an  appeal  to  me  some 
weeks  ago,  it  was  decided  that  the 
order  for  Colonel  Humphrey's  resigpia- 
tion  could  not  be  reversed.  On  Wed- 
nesday last  it  appears  that  a  meeting  of 
the  corps  was  held  in  plain  clothes,  at 
which  Colonel  Humphrey  notified  his 
resignation,  as  well  as  that  of  Lord 
Londesborough,   the  Honorary  Colonel 

Mr.  Childers 


of  that  corps  and  of  the  Hull  Bifle 
Battalion,  upon  which  the  majority  of 
the  officers  and  nearly  all  the  men  with- 
drew from  the  corps.  On  the  report 
of  these  proceedings  reaching  General 
Willis,  who  commands  the  Northern  Dis- 
trict, he  instructed  Colonel  Collin^ton, 
the  District  Inspector  of  Artillery  Auxi- 
liary Forces,  to  proceed  to  Hull  and 
ascertain  such  facts  as  he  could  without 
delay.  Colonel  CoUington  examined  the 
adjutant  and  three  other  officers,  and  I 
have  to-day  seen  General  Willis,  who 
brought  up  Colonel  Collington's  Beport. 
After  perusing  it,  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  decided,  with  my  approval,  to 
send  down  at  once  General  EUdngton, 
the  Deputy  Adjutant  General  for  Auxi- 
liary Forces  at  the  War  Office,  to  asdst 
General  Willis  in  instituting  a  full  in- 
quiry on  the  spot  into  the  proceedings 
of  the  16th  instant ;  and,  meanwhile,  the 
resignations  of  the  12  officers,  their  pro- 
ceemngs  being  primdfaeie  insubordinate, 
have  been  remsed  and  returned  to  them. 
On  receiving  General  Willis  and  General 
Elkington's  Heport,  it  will  be  submitted 
to  Her  Majesty  with  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Commander-in-Chief. 


IMPUTATIONS  ON  A  MEMBER  OF  THIB 
HOUSE  —  GLOUCESTER  ELECTION 
PETITION— (JUDGES'  REPORT). 

Mb.  monk  asked  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock,  to  state  to  the 
House,  Why  he  deferred  for  a  whole  week 
the  Motion  of  which  he  gave  Notice  on 
Thursday  last,  '^  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  grave  imputations  upon 
a  Member  of  this  House  ?  " 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL, 
in  reply,  said,  that  he  fixed  the  Question 
for  a  week  after  the  day  on  which  he 
gave  Notice  of  it,  because  it  occurred  to 
him  that  the  maUer  to  which  the  Notice 
referred  might  be  considered  of  a  deli* 
cate  and  complicated  nature,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  might  wish  to  have  a 
few  days  to  coUect  the  materials  which 
he  desired  to  submit  to  the  House. 
Having  ^ven  public  Notice  that  he 
would  bring  the  Question  on  upon  a 
certain  day,  it  was  not  in  his  power  to 
alter  the  day  for  an  earlier  period.  If 
he  came  down  to  the  House  and  insisted 
on  bringing  on  at  once  a  Question  of 
this  kina,  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
serious  cause  of  complaint.  In  these 
circumstances,  he  would  take  that  oppor* 
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tonity  of  asking  Mr.  Speaker  whether, 
as  the  Motion  partook  of  the  nature  of 
a  Privilege  question,  it  would  take  pre* 
cedence  of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  considted  me 
last  week  whether  the  Question  which 
he  has  put  on  the  Paper  could  be  enter- 
tained as  a  question  of  Privilege.  Since 
then  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
causing  a  search  to  be  made  for  prece- 
dents, and  I  find  that  in  some  instances 
questions  of  this  kind  have  been  taken 
as  questions  of  Privilege,  and  have  had 
precedence.  But  I  find  that  more  fre- 
quently such  questions  have  been  dealt 
with  as  ordinanr  Motions.  But  it  will 
on  examination  be  found  that,  whenever 
such  questions  have  been  treated  as 
Privilege,  urgency  has  been  of  the 
essence  of  the  Motion.  I  cannot  say 
that  this  Motion  now  under  considera- 
tion is  of  that  urc^ent  character  that  it 
should  take  precedence  as  Privilege. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
wished  to  ask  the  Prime  Minister,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  inconvenience  of 
such  a  Motion  remaining  over,  it  would 
be  in  his  power  to  allow  it  to  take  pre- 
cedence of  the  Orders  of  the  Day  on 
Friday  ? 

Mb.  monk  asked.  Whether  he  might 
be  allowed  to  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friends 
to  allow  this  to  be  taken  as  an  unop- 
posed Motion  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  glad 
to  hear  that  the  terms  of  this  Motion 
would  be  so  arranged  as  to  contain  no 
words  in  any  way  reflecting  on  the  cha- 
racter of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk).  He  be- 
lieved the  proposal  made  by  his  hon. 
Friend  distinctly  met  the  case ;  for  when 
both  the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber were  in  favour  of  taking  it  as  an  un- 
opposed Motion,  it  might  be  taken  as  in 
no  way  disturbing  the  order  of  Busi- 
ness. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 
Sir  HERVEY  BRUCE,  who  had  given 
Notice  of  a  Question  on  this  subject, 
wished  to  state  that  copies  of  the  Bill 
had  not  been  delivered  on  Saturday  as 
promised.  Something  in  the  shape  of  a 
Bill,  but  without  the  name  of  any 
sponsor  on  the  back,  had  been  delivered ; 
but  there  was  nothing  from  which  he 
could  suppose  that  it  was  a  Oovemment 


Bill.  It  seemed  rather  a  Bill  of  some 
irresponsible  private  Member.  He 
begged  to  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whe- 
ther he  intends,  during  the  operation 
of  the  measure  which  he  proposes,  to 
introduce  on  the  same  principle  as  the 
Clause  which  he  put  on  the  Paper  for 
insertion  into  the  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Bill,  any  Clause  protecting 
landlords  affected  thereby  from  the 
penalties  of  foreclosure  of  any  mortgage 
by  reason  of  non-payment  of  interest, 
or  from  any  other  local  consequences 
which  might  result  from  their  inability 
to  pay  charges  on  their  estates  so  long 
as  the  rent  remains  unpaid  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  the  Bill  has  not  been  circuhsited,  as 
I  fully  expected,  on  Saturday  morning, 
and  as  I  had  received  assurances  that  it 
would  be.  It  was,  however,  circulated 
on  the  afternoon  of  Saturday.  The 
Question  the  hon.  Baronet  asks  relates, 
not  to  what  the  Bill  will  be,  but 
what  will  be  done  during  the  operation 
of  the  measure.  I  must  most  respect- 
fully decline  to  answer  this  Question, 
and  also  the  three  Questions  which  stand 
in  the  names  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portarlington  (Mr.  Fitzpatrick),  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Totten- 
ham), and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill).  I  wish  to  show  the  utmost 
courtesy  with  regard  to  Questions;  I 
never  declined  to  answer  one  before,  and 
I  should  not  do  so  now  if  I  did  not 
think  I  was  consulting  the  general  con- 
venience and  interest  of  the  House  in 
this  course.  I  understand  the  object  of 
Questions  is  to  gain  information,  and 
to  know  facts  with  regard  to  administra- 
tion and  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Those  hon .  Members  are  perfectly 
aware  of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment, which  were  declared  in  the  clause 
for  which  this  Bill  is  a  substitution. 
They  have  also  been  informed  by  the 
Bill  that  was  sent  round.  Every  one  of 
these  Questions  is  really  an  argumenta- 
tive Question,  and  woula  require  a  speech 
in  reply  to  each.  I  am  perfectly  ready 
to  answer  arguments  in  discussion  on 
the  Bill,  which  I  ho|»e  will  be  taken 
to-morrow;  but  I  think  I  should  be 
unduly  taldng  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  and  establishing  a  precedent 
which  would  be  inconvenient,  if  I  re- 
plied now. 
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THE  NEW  LAW  COURTS— VENTILA- 
TION, &c. 

Sm  JOHN  HOLKEE  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  Whether  any 
plans  for  ventilating  and  warming  the 
new  Law  Courts  have  as  yet  been  de- 
finitely adopted ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
would  give  orders  that  such  plans  be 
placed  in  the  Library  of  the  House  for 
the  inspection  of  those  Members  who 
may  wish  to  see  them  ? 

Mb.  ADAM :  Sir,  plans  for  the  venti- 
lation and  warming  of  the  new  Law 
Courts  have  been  adopted.  These  plans 
can  be  seen  at  the  architect's  office. 
They  are  very  voluminous,  and  there  is 
only  one  copy.  Tenders  are  now  being 
invited  for  carrying  out  the  work,  and, 
pending  the  acceptance  of  any  of  these 
tenders,  it  would  be  manifestly  incon- 
venient that  copies  of  the  plans  should 
be  placed  in  the  Library  for  general  in- 
spection. 

TURKEY— THE  TURKISH  PARLIAMENT. 

SiK  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  re- assembling  of  the  Turkish  Par- 
liament forms  any  part  of  the  policy  of 
Her  Majesty's  Mudsters  in  Turkey,  see- 
ing that  all  reference  to  such  a  course  is 
absent  horn,  the  instructions  sent  by  the 
Foreign  Secretary  to  the  Special  Ambas- 
sador at  Constantinople  as  lately  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  I 
have  to  say  that  I  am  afraid  he  has  not 
been  quite  so  careful  and  accurate  in  the 
perusal  of  the  Papers  as,  no  doubt,  he 
usually  is.  At  page  12  of  the  Papers 
(Turkey,  No.  7)  the  question  of  the 
assembling  of  the  Turkish  Parliament, 
or  the  constitution  of  the  Turkish  Par- 
liament is  referred  to. 


AFGHANISTAN— ABDUR  RAHMAN. 

Sm  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true,  as  reported,  that  Abdur 
Kahman  is  accompanied  in  Afghanistan 
by  a  Bussian  official  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINQTON  : 
Sir,  the  first  telegram,  in  March,  stated 
that  Abdur  Bahman  was  accompanied 
by  two  Bussian  officers,  but  that  infor- 
mation has  never  been  confirmed  since. 


So  far  as  we  know,  tbere  is  no  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  Bussian  accompanies 
Abdur  Bahman. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— RELIEF  TO 
IRISH  LANDLORDS. 

MB.BBOMLEY  DAVENPOBT  asked 

the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  as  the 
Government  have  announced  their  in- 
tention of  bringing  in  a  Bill  by  which, 
in  the  distressed  districts  of  Ireleoid, 
tenants  unable  to  pay  their  rents  are 
to  be  entitled  to  claim  compensation 
from  the  landlords  to  whom  their  rent  is 
due.  Whether  he  will  extend  the  prin- 
ciple so  that  landlords  residing  in  the 
same  districts  who  are  unable  to  pay 
their  local  and  imperial  taxes.  Tithe 
Bent-charges,  &c .  may,  in  consequence 
of  this  inabib'ty,  become  entitled  to  com- 

fensation  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund, 
rish  Church  surplus,  or  from  any  other 
source? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  a  Uttle 
sorry  that  the  hon  Gentleman  has 
thought  it  necessary  to  put  this  Question 
after  the  reply  just  g^ven  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
Without  troubling  the  House  by  enter- 
ing into  any  details,  I  must  say  that, 
for  the  reasons  stated  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  be  so  kind  and  courteous  as  to  excuse 
my  answering  the  Question. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTTIONS  —  CIR- 
CULAR OF  THE  LIBERAL  CENTRAL 
OFFICE  —  TRAVELLING  EXPENSES 
OF  OUTVOTERS. 

Baron  HENRY  DE  WORMS  asked 
Mr.  Attorney  General,  Whether  the  state- 
ment of  the  circular  of  the  Liberal  Central 
Office  that  the  payment  of  travelling  ex- 
penses of  outvoters  for  boroughs  would 
subject  the  person  making  such  payment 
to  a  penalty  of  forty  shiUings  is  a  cor- 
rect statement  of  the  Law ;  and,  if  not, 
what  would  be  the  consequence  to  the 
person  making  such  payment  of  his 
illegal  act  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henry  James):  Sir,  the  Question  as- 
sumes that  the  circular  contained  a  cer- 
tain statement  in  relation  to  the  law. 
My  information  of  the  contents  of  the 
circular  is  derived  from  newspaper  re- 
ports. But  assuming  that  the  facts  are  as 
stated  in  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, then  the  statement  of  law  is  correct* 
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PETTY  SESSIONS    CLERKS*  SALARIES. 

Mr.  DAWSON  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  ia  aware  that  the  salaries  of 
petty  sessions  clerks  in  Ireland  vary  ao- 
cor£ng  to  the  amount  of  fines  imposed, 
thereby  giying  these  officials  a  direct  in- 
terest in  the  number  of  convictions,  and, 
whether,  if  so,  he  will  bring  in  a  measure 
to  assimilate  their  mode  of  payment  to 
that  in  force  in  £nffland,  where  the 
justices'  clerks  are  paid  a  fixed  salary 
independent  of  the  number  or  amount  of 
fines? 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  Sir,  I  have 
asked  for  the  information,  and  I  have 
not  yet  received  it,  and  I  must  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  postpone  his  Ques- 
tion. 


PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRELAND)— 
HOWTH  HARBOUR. 

Mr.  DAWSON  (for  Mr.  Gray)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
attention  of  the  Irish  Board  of  Works  has 
been  directed  to  the  neglected  condition  of 
the  Harbour  of  Howth,  and  the  great 
inconvenience  and  loss  suffered  by  the 
fishermen  owing  to  its  not  being  suffi- 
ciently dredged;  what  is  the  average 
amount  of  the  tolls  levied  for  the  use  of 
the  Harbour  and  the  average  amount 
expended  on  dredgine  and  maintenance; 
and,  whether  steps  will  be  taken  to  make 
the  Harbour  more  available  for  the 
large  fishing  population  uRing  it  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  attention  of  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  has  been  recently  drawn  to  the 
state  of  Howth  Harbour,  and  their  en- 
gineer was  sent  to  report  as  to  its  pre- 
sent condition.  The  Harbour  is  very 
much  exposed  to  the  danger  of  being 
silted  up ;  but  I  am  informed  that  the 
effectual  dredging  carried  on  in  the  years 
subsequent  to  the  passing  of  the  Act 
26  &  27  Vict.  c.  72,  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Harbour,  has  proved  suffi- 
cient up  to  the  present  tigde  for  the  safe 
aocommodation  of  the  large  fleet  of  fish- 
ing veeaels — Cornish,  Manx,  Scotch,  and 
Insh — which  frequent  it.  The  average 
amount  of  dues  received  during  the  last 
seven  years  has  been  £507  7«.  11  J.,  and 
the  average  amount  of  money  expended 
during  Uie  same  period  has  been 
£2, 152  6#.  As  soon  as  the  costly  works 
of  repair  which  are  now  being  carried 


out  are  completed,  which  will  be  soon, 
it  is  intended  to  consider  whether  a  re* 
newal  of  the  dredging  will  be  necessary 
for  the  better  accommodation  of  the 
fishing-boats,  which  appear  to  be  of  a 
deeper  draught  than  was  the  case  for- 
meny. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— MAPS,    &c.,     OF 
THE  RELIEF  WORKS  IN  IRELAND. 

Major  NOLAN  (for  Mr.  Mitchell 
Hsxby)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  Uie 
House  a  Copy  of  the  ordnance  map 
showing  the  relief  works  authorised  by 
the  Government  in  the  county  of  Qalway 
up  to  the  16th  June,  together  with  a 
Eetum  of  the  number  and  estimated 
cost  of  the  works  presented  for  at  the 
Special  Sessions  in  each  of  the  baronies 
of  Ballynahinch, Moycullen,  and  Boss; 
and,  a  Eetum  of  a  number  of  these 
works  passed  bv  the  Board  of  Works, 
but  subsequently  rejected  by  the  Local 
Gk)vemment  Board,  together  with  their 
estimated  cost,  and  showing  also  the 
works  allowed  by  the  Government  and 
actually  in  progress,  with  the  number 
of  men  employed  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  H  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  move  for 
a  Betum  1  will  agree  to  it.  At  the  same 
time,  I  must  state  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  and  the  Board  of  Works 
have  duties  in  Ireland  which  it  is  neces- 
sary they  should  perform  for  the  health 
and  the  safety  of  the  people.  The  get- 
ting out  of  a  Eetum  must  necessarily 
take  up  much  time,  and  to  some  extent 
distract  the  officials  from  their  real  work. 
Hon.  Members  should  be  sure  that  Be- 
tums  are  necessary  before  they  press 
for  them. 

NAVY— FLOGGING  IN  THE  NAVY, 

Captain  PBICE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  Lord 
Northbrook's  professional  advisers  had 
recommended  that  the  punishment  of 
flog^ng  should  be  retained  in  the  Navy 
for  the  offence  of  mutiny  with  violence, 
or  in  any  other  case? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE:  Sir,  Lord 
Northbrook's  professional  advisers  have 
not  recommended  that  flogging  in  the 
Navy  should  be  retained  for  the  offence 
refexred  to  or  in  any  other  case. 


Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretai^r 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  the  Admi- 
ralty have  taken  any  steps  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  the  late  Commander 
Bruce's  death;  and  whether  they  are 
satisfied  that  it  was  by  no  means  attri- 
butable to  the  neglect  of  the  Coast 
Guard? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE:  Sir,  the 
Admiralty  have  taken  steps  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  the  sad  occurrence  in 
question,  and  they  are  satisfied  that  no 
negligence  can  be  imputed  to  the  Coast 
Guaid. 
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its  mind  in  reg^ard  to  the  matter;  but 
NAVY— DEATH  OF  COMMANDER         he  would  repeat  it.     Connected  with  the 
BRUCE.  same  subject,  he  desired  to  ask  a  Ques- 

tion as  to  the  Business  for  Tuesday. 
There  were  two  BiUs  down  on  the  Pwer 
— ^namely,  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance (Ireland)  Bill,  and  the  Tenant 
Act,  1870,  Amendment  Bill.  The  first 
was  that  which  they  now  understood 
to  be  the  Government  Bill,  tind  which 
was  down  for  the  second  reading;  and 
the  other  was  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  the 
debate  on  the  second  reading  of  which 
had  been  adjourned.  It  was  his  im- 
pression, ana  the  impression  of  many 
other  hon.  Members,  that  the  day  haa 
been  given  for  the  adjourned  debate, 
and  he  thought  that  it  was  not  customary 
under  such  circumstances  to  put  another 
Bill  down  first.  He  wished,  therefore, 
to  ask  the  Government,  Whether  they 
would  take  first  the  adjourned  discus- 
sion on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  or  whether  they  would  go  on  with 
their  own  Bill,  which  stood  first  on  the 
Paper;  and  whether  there  was  any 
understanding  between  the  Gt)vemment 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  on  the 

subject?  

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  :  Sir,  no  under- 
standing has  been  come  to  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  or  with  any  hon. 
Member  from  Ireland,  in  regard  to  this 
Bill ;  but  both  myself  and  my  right  hon. 
Friend  would  wish  that  course  to  be 
taken  which  is  most  convenient  to  the 
House,  and  I  have  no  doubt  that  all 
hon.  Members  will  have  the  same  wish. 
It  is  quite  true  that  several  days  ago,  on 
this  question  being  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  my  right 
hon.  Friend  consented — though  at  con- 
siderable inconvenience  to  other  Govern- 
ment Business — to  the  discussion  on  the 
Bill  being  postponed  until  to-morrow. 
I  brought  in  a  Bill  on  Friday  night, 
and  fixed  it  for  to-morrow.  But  I  found 
the  next  morning,  without  havixig  said 
anything  to  the  Officers  of  the  House, 
that  it  being  a  Government  Bill,  it  took 
precedence  of  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo.  Well,  now,  I  cannot  help 
thinking  that,  as  this  is  a  matter  of  great 
importance,  it  will  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House  that  I  should  be  allowed  to 
explain  at  the  beginning  of  the  debate 
the  position  which   we  take,  and  the 

ground  on  which  we  bring  forward  the 
ill.    Though  I  have  no  understanding 


IRISH  LAND   ACT,    1870  — THE   ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  sexton  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Boyal  Commission  about 
to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Irish  Land  Act  of  1870  will 
be  instructed  to  report  in  time  to  enable 
the  Government  to  bring  in  a  Bill  next 
Session  on  the  tenure  of  land  in  Ire- 
land? 

Lord  ELCHO  asked,  Whether  the 
names  of  the  Commissioners  and  the 
instructions  given  to  them  would  be  laid 
on  the  Table  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord,  from  his  long  experience  in  this 
House,  ought  to  be  aware  that  Notice  is 
generally  given  of  such  a  Question  as 
he  has  put.  With  regard  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sli^o,  I 
have  to  say  that  a  Commission  will  be 
instructed  to  report  as  soon  as  possible. 
I  trust  that  the  Heport  will  be  made 
before  next  Session ;  but,  of  course,  it 
will  be  impossible  to  dictate  to  a  Com- 
mission the  time  which  it  ought  to  take 
for  its  Inquiry.  That  must  depend,  to 
some  measure,  upon  what  the  Commis- 
sion find  to  inquire  into  ;  but  I  wish  the 
House  to  be  aware  that  one  great  object 
which  the  Gt>vemment  have  in  appoint- 
ing this  Commission  is  to  get  not  only  a 
full  put  a  speedy  Beport. 

LoBD  ELCHO  begged  to  apologize  to 
his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  for  having  put  the 
Question  without  Notice.  He  had,  how- 
ever, thought  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances, the  Question  was  one  which 
would  not  require  a  Notice,  for  the  Go* 
vemment  must  already  have  made  up 
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witli  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  I 
rather  hope  that  he  will  not  object  to 
this  course  being  taken,  and  if  that  hon. 
Member  raises  no  objection  I  do  not 
suppose  the  noble  Lord  will. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— FA31INE  FEVER 

IN  MAYO. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether 
the  Goremment  have  received  in  London 
any  confirmation  of  the  serious  news 
from  Ireland  which  I  see  reported  in 
The  Evening  Standard  in  reference  to  the 
outbreak  of  famine  fever  in  Ireland  ?  It 
is  contained  in  a  report  from  the  hon. 
secretary  of  the  Charleston,  county 
Mayo,  Belief  Committee,  and  he  says — 

**The  famine  fever  (and  a  most  dangerous 
type)  is  now  very  prevalent,  and  making  such 
progress  that  I  fear  there  will  not  be  ere  long  a 
village  in  all  the  pariah  free  from  it.  Of  course 
the  destitute  were  the  first  to  be  visited  by  this 
awful  disease ;  but,  like  death  itself,  it  respects 
no  persons,  and  very  shortly  makes  its  unwel- 
come visit  to  the  well-to-do  and  independent.  I 
have  seen  three  pass  by  me  this  week  to  the 
workhouse  from  the  liUle  village  in  which  I 
reside.  Only  the  week  before  I  saw  the  widow 
borne  to  the  grave  from  her  orphans,  and  only 
the  wall  separates  me  from  the  room  where  the 
wife  of  a  respected  member  of  our  committee 
lies  dangerously  ill.*' 

I  should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, Whether,  having  the  experience 
of  1847  before  him,  he  has  any  informa- 
tion on  this  sad  subject  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:   Sir,  I  am 

flad  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
as  asked  the  Question.  On  seeing  in 
Ths  Daily  News  this  morning  the  account 
which  my  hon.  and  leamea  Friend  has 
read  from  The  Evening  Standard,  I  im- 
mediately telegraphed  to  the  Local  Gt)- 
vemment  Board  directing  them  to  take 
immediate  steps,  and  to  send  a  medical 
inspector.  I  have  no  information  so 
recent  as  that  which  has  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member ;  but 
I  have  received  a  communication  from 
the  Mansion  House  Committee  this 
morning  on  a  different  subject,  but 
which  contained  no  allusion  to  the 
fever.  I  am  quite  clear  that  there  must 
be  some  fact  behind  it,  though  I  hope  it 
will  turn  out  that  it  has  been  somewhat 
exaggerated.  Without  casting  any  re- 
proach on  anybody  in  reference  to  this 
statement,  it  is,  I  think,  but  natural 
that  it  should  have  been  exaggerated. 
A  few  days  ago  I  heard  of  fever  in  this 


district,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe 
that  it  was  originated  in  the  workhouse ; 
but  I  cannot  give  the  House  positive 
facts  with  regard  to  it.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  is  quite  right  in  assum- 
ing that  when  I  hear  of  fever  in  a  dis- 
tressed district  I  regard  it  as  a  subject 
of  considerable  alarm;  but  it    is    not 

? roved  to  me  that  this  is  famine  fever, 
am  sorry  to  say  that,  a  few  days  a^o, 
I  found  it  necessary  to  dissolve  uie 
Board  of  Guardians  of  a  Union,  they 
being  unable  to  contend  with  the  dis- 
tress. The  Local  Government  Board 
have  since  appointed  fresh  Guardians, 
and  I  have  both  telegraphed  and  written 
that  every  attention  should  be  paid, 
and  that  if  it  is  a  matter  of  money 
to  save  the  life  the  money  must  be  ex- 
pended. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  would 
like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
Whether  he  would  send  instructions  to 
the  Inspector  who  will  be  sent  down  by 
the  Local  Government  Board  to  extend 
his  inquiries  to  the  Union  of  Swineford, 
because  in  that  Union  it  is  reported  that 
cases  of  fever  have  arisen  from  insuffi- 
ciency of  food  ?  I  wish  also  to  state, 
with  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  that 
in  a  parish  near  Castlebar,  deaths  have 
occurred  within  the  last  week  or  10  days 
from  the  same  cause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  The  Inspector 
will  be  directed  to  inquire  into  all  those 
districts,  especially  that  of  Swineford, 
and  one  or  tw^o  neighbouring  districts. 

Mr.  PARNELL  gave  Notice  that,  in 
consequence  of  the  milure  of  the  Swine- 
ford Board  of  Ghiardiaus  to  perform  the 
duties  imposed  on  it,  and  the  present 
emergency  in  Ireland,  and  the  probable 
failure  of  other  Boards  of  Guardians  in 
similar  circumstances,  he  should  to- 
morrow ask  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
allocating  £100,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  for  the  immediate 
relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland,  and  con- 
stituting a  body  for  the  administration 
of  that  Fund. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— LICENCE  DUTIES. 

In  reply  to  Sir  Hervey  Bruce, 
Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  for  the 
purpose  of  chai^^g  the  duty  according 
to  the  proposed  new  scale  of  Licence 
Duties,  the  value  of  a  house  and  its  ap- 
purtenances would  be  ascertained  in  the 
same  way  as  at  present  under  the  pro- 
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visions  of  the  General  Excise  Licensing 
Act,  the  6  Geo,  IV.  c.  81,  s.  6.  If  that 
method  of  charging  were  unsatisfactory, 
and  the  hon.  Member  would  be  kind 
enough  to  let  him  know  in  what  par- 
ticulars, he  would  consider  them  with 
care. 

MOTION. 


MR.  BEADLAUGH.— RESOLUTION. 

Me.  LABOUOHEBE,  in  rising  to 
move — 

''  That  Mr.  Bradlaagh,  Member  for  the 
borough  of  Northaznpton,  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law," 

said :  It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 
House  that  shortly  after  you.  Sir,  first 
took  your  seat  in  that  Chair,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  Hr. 
Bradlaugh,  having  been  duly  elected  a 
Member  for  the  borough  of  North- 
ampton, came  forward  to  the  Table  and 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  a£&rm  his  alle- 
giance instead  of  taking  the  Oath  of 
Allefi^ance.  You,  Sir,  then  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  you  were  not  prepared 
to  decide  this  important  question,  and 
you,  therefore,  referred  it  to  the  House. 
The  House  referred  it  to  a  Committee, 
and  that  Committee  reported  that  Mr. 
Bradlaiigh  could  not  make  an  Affirma- 
tion. That  Beport  was  laid  on  the 
Table,  but  no  action  was  taken  upon  it. 
It  was  not  discussed,  and  the  House 
neither  accepted  nor  rejected  it.  Upon 
this,  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  being  anxious  to 
know  whether  the  alternative  of  taking 
the  Oath  was  open  to  him,  again  came 
to  the  Table.  On  that  occasion  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  WolflF)  rose,  and, 
as  a  question  of  Privilege,  protested 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  aUowed  to 
take  the  Oath.  Again,  after  consider- 
able discussion,  the  matter  was  referred 
to  a  Committee.  That  Committee  de- 
cided that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  not  take 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance ;  but  it  appended 
to  this  a  recommendation  advising  the 
House  that  it  would  be  desirable  to 
allow  him  to  affirm.  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
therefore,  is  in  this  position.  Should  the 
House  act  upon  the  finding  of  the  fiLrst 
Committee  and  not  allow  him  to  affirm, 
and  act  upon  the  finding  of  the  second 
Committee  so  far  as  not  to  allow  him  to 

Mr,  Oladttone 


take  the  Oath,  he  would  be  unable  to 
take  his  seat.  Thus,  the  House  will  be 
brought  into  conflict  with  a  oonstituencj 
of  some  importance.  ["  No  !  "]  I 
reaUy  do  not  understand  why  an  hon. 
Member  opposite  should  cry  ''  No ! "  It 
surely  is  enough  to  attack  one  of  the 
Members  of  the  constituency  without 
attacking  the  constituency  itself.  I  re- 
peat that  the  constituency  is  of  some 
miportance,  and  I  will  go  further,  and 
say  of  great  importance ;  and  this  most 
important  constituency  would  be  par- 
tially disfranchised,  and  would  have 
only  one  Bepresentative  instead  of  two 
accorded  to  it  by  the  Constitution  in  this 
House.  Now,  I  think  it  is  an  open 
question  whether  the  second  Committee 
was  right  in  coming  to  the  conclusion 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed to  take  the  Oath.  I  say  this,  not 
upon  my  own  opinion,  but  because  there 
are  many  constitutional  authorities  who 
hold  that  the  House  has  absolutely  no 
right  to  interfere  with  a  Member  when 
he  comes  up  to  take  the  Oath  of  Alle- 
giance. I  believe  there  is  only  one  pre- 
cedent of  a  like  character,  and  that 
precedent  is  from  the  time  of  Queen 
Elizabeth.  In  the  reign  of  Queen  Eliza- 
beth barristers  who  practised  were  not 
allowed  to  sit  for  counties.  Lord  Chan- 
cellor Bacon,  then  Attorney  General, 
was  returned  for  a  county,  and  came  to 
take  the  Oath  which  Gentlemen  had  to 
take  before  taking  their  seats.  This  was 
objected  to  on  the  ground  that  he  was  a 
practising  barrister,  and  on  that  occasion 
the  House  of  Commons  came  to  this 
decision — **  Their  oath  their  own  con- 
sciences, not  we,  to  examine."  I  think 
that  is  a  precedent  which  goes  to  allow 
any  Gentleman  to  take  the  Oath,  and 
acts  as  an  impediment  to  the  House  in- 
quiring into  the  religious  or  other 
motives  or  feelings  which  actuate  him 
in  taking  that  Oatii.  But  I  do  not  wish 
to  contest  this  question,  because  I  am 
perfectly  aware  that  there  is  a  strong 
feeling  in  this  House  that  it  would  be 
in  a  certain  measure  indecorous  to  allow 
a  Gentleman  who  had  stated  that  the 
most  sacred  words  of  the  Oath  are  an 
unmeaning  form  to  come  to  the  Table 
and  to  repeat  them.  I,  to  a  great  ex- 
tent, agree  with  hon.  Gentlemen  in 
this  view.     I  think  it  would  be  infinitely 

E referable  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
e  allowed  to  affirm ;  and  it  is  because  I 
am  of  that  opinion  that  I  ask  the  House 
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to  assent  to  the  Motion  that  stands  in 
my  name.  Now,  a  good  deal  of  extrane- 
ous matter  has  been  introduced  into  the 
discussions  respecting  this  question. 
Speeches  very  yaluable  from  a  literary 
point  of  view  have  been  addressed  to 
the  House ;  but,  unfortunately,  they  were 
somewhat  beyond  the  issue.  The  issue 
is  a  strictly  legal  issue.  The  question 
really  that  is  submitted  to  the  House  is 
this — Has  Mr.  Bradlaugh  a  legal  right 
to  affirm  instead  of  taking  the  Oath ; 
and  if  he  has  this  right,  is  it  not  just 
and  expedient  that  he  should  be  allowed 
to  do  so  ?  The  law  lies  in  a  nutshell. 
I  am  not  myself  a  lawyer,  and  were  it 
not  that  the  legal  portion  of  this  ques- 
tion is  exceedingly  clear,  I  should  hardly 
venture  to  seek  to  explain  it  to  the  House. 
In  1866,  the  only  persons  who  were 
allowed  to  affirm  in  Courts  of  Justice 
were  Quakers,  Separatists,  Moravians, 
and  others  who  had  a  religious  objec- 
tion to  taking  an  oath.  In  that  year 
the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  was  passed, 
and  it  is  upon  the  4th  section  of  that 
Act  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  claims  his  right 
to  make  Affirmation.    It  is — 

''Every  person  of  the  persuasion  of  the 
people  called  Quakers,  and  every  other  person 
for  the  time  being  by  law  permitted  to  make  a 
solemn  Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of 
taking  an  Oath,  may,  instead  of  taking  and 
subscribing  the  Oath  hereby  appointed,  make 
and  subscribe  a  solemn  Affirmation." 

It  is  a  well-known  principle  of  law  that 
the  restrictive  words  must  not  by  im- 
plication, or  by  interpretation,  be  intro- 
duced into  enabling  Acts.  These  en- 
abling words  must  be  understood  in  their 
fullest  sense,  and  I  would  ask  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  remember  that  this  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act  is  an  enabling  Act. 
Bearing  this  in  view,  I  ask  them  to  look 
at  these  words.  It  would  be  difficult  to 
suppose  that  the  words  "  every  other 
person"  mean  alone  those  who  are 
specifically  stated  in  the  Act ;  but  this 
difficulty  becomes  almost  an  impossi- 
bility wnen,  after  **  every  other  person," 
the  words  "  for  the  time  being  by  law 
permitted  to  make  a  solemn  affirmation" 
are  added.  I  am  perfectly  aware  that 
lawyers  are  very  fond  of  surplusage  ;  but 
this  is  not  a  question  of  surplusage.  If 
it  be  asserted  that  only  those  who  are 
mentioned  in  the  Act  may  affirm,  it  is  a 
question  of  sheer,  unmitigated  non- 
sense. The  words  can  only  be  under- 
stood by  anybody  who  reads  them  in  a 


plain  and  practical  sense  to  mean  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  or,  indeed,  any  other 
Member,  may  affirm,  who  is  for  the  time 
being  permitted  to  affirm,  instead  of 
taking  the  oath,  in  a  Oourt  of  Justice. 
There  is  another  point  in  connection 
with  the  language  of  this  section  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House.  Hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that 
the  words  are,  ''  Instead  of  taking  an 
oath  may  instead  of  taking  and  subscrib- 
ing the  oath  hereby  appointed."  It  is 
a  remarkable  fact  that  m  this  section, 
where  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
to  allude  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath  is 
certain,  the  words  ''  an  oath  "  are  used ; 
and  in  every  other  section  of  the  Act 
where  the  intention  is  also  equally  cer- 
tain, either  "  the  oath  "  or  **  the  oath 
aforesaid"  is  used.  It  is  only  in  this 
particular  phrase,  where  presumably  all 
oaths  are  alluded  to,  that  the  words 
*' an  oath"  are  substituted  for  **  the 
oath,  "  and  ''  the  oath  aforesaid."  In 
1869  the  Evidence  Further  Amendment 
Act  was  passed;  and  the  4th  section 
of  that  Act  is — 

*'  If  any  person  called  to  give  evidence  in 
any  Court  of  Justice,  whether  in  a  civil  or  a 
criminal  proceeding,  shall  object  to  take  on  oath, 
or  shall  be  objected  to  as  incompetent  to  take  an 
oath,  such  person  shall,  if  the  presiding  judge  is 
satisfied  that  the  taking  of  an  oath  would  have 
no  binding  effect  upon  his  conscience,  make  the 
following  promise  and  declaration." 

There  is  no  question  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
has  been  allowed  in  Courts  of  Justice  to 
affirm  instead  of  taking  an  oath.  He 
has  not  only  been  allowed  to  do  this  as 
a  witness,  but  he  has  been  allowed  by  no 
less  an  authority  that  Mr.  Baron  Bram- 
well  to  affirm  instead  of  taking  an  oath 
before  taking  his  place  in  the  jury-box 
as  foreman  of  a  jury.  That,  I  think,  is 
important,  because  a  grave  distinction  is 
raised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  betweenpro- 
missoryand  Parliamentary  Oaths.  What 
are  the  objections  which  can  be  raised 
against  the  proposals  which  I  have 
made  ?  The  first  is  what  I  may  call  the 
distinction  argument.  Hon.  Gentlemen 
say  there  is  a  distinction  between  Par- 
liamentary Oaths  and  witness  oaths. 
We  who  are  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
affirming  do  not  deny  that  there  is  this 
distinction.  It  is  the  ground  on  which 
we  base  our  belief  that  Mr.  Bradlauc^h 
is  entitled  to  affirm.  What  we  say  is, 
that  it  is  precisely  because  a  distinction 
was  recognized  and  alluded  to  in  the 
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Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  has  a  rieht  to  affirm.  The  other 
ohjeotion  urgeais,  that  the  section  of  the 
Evidence  Further  Amendment  Act  states 
that  a  presiding  Judge  must  be  satisfied. 
But  you,  Sir,  are  the  presiding  judge. 
["  No !  "]  An  hon.  Gentleman  says 
<'  No  ! "  I  shall  undertake  to  show  thjat 
you  are.  In  1870,  the  Evidence  Further 
Amendment  Act  was  passed.  In  this 
Act  I  find  the  following  clause : — 

"  The  words  *  Ck>urt  of  Justice '  and  *  presiding 
judge '  in  Section  4  of  the  Eyidence  Further 
Amendment  A.ot,  1869,  shall  be  deemed  to  in- 
clude any  person  or  persons  having  by  law 
authority  to  administer  an  oath  for  me  taking 
of  eTidence." 

In  the  next  year  the  Parliamentary  Evi- 
dence Act  was  passed.  In  that  there  is 
this  section — 

*'  An  Oath  or  Affirmation  under  this  Act  may 
be  administered  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons." 

Therefore,  it  is  very  clear  that  you,  Sir, 
may  administer  an  oath  ;  therefore,  you 
are  the  presiding  judge.  [**No!"] 
Well,  I  consider  it  is  pretty  clear.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say  "  No ! "  and,  perhaps,  it 
will  gratify  hon.  Gentlemen  to  Know 
that  it  is  not  absolutely  necessary  for 
my  contention  that  you  should  be  re- 
garded as  the  presiding  judge.  I  merely 
thought  it  right  to  stote  my  opinion  in 
reference  to  an  anticipated  objection. 
If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  went  before  a  Court 
of  Law  he  would  have  to  satisfy  the 
presiding  judge  of  the  Court  of  Law  that 
an  oath  is  not  binding  on  his  conscience, 
before  he  was  allowed  to  affirm ;  but  any 
hon.  Gentleman  has  only  to  read  the  Act 
to  see  that,  assuming  he  may  affirm,  he 
has  not  to  satisfy  you  that  the  Oath 
is  not  binding  on  his  conscience.  All 
that  he  has  to  do  is  to  satisfy  you  that  he 
has  satisfied  a  presiding  Judge  some- 
where else.  [Laughter.']  Hon.  Gentle- 
men laugh.  1  do  not  know  whether  law 
is  laughable  to  them  or  not ;  but  that  is 
the  law,  and  I  should  like  to  see  any 
hon.  Gentleman  of  great  legal  experience 
get  up  and  deny  it.  At  the  commence- 
ment of  each  Session  a  book  is  forwarded 
to  all  Gentlemen  in  this  House  called 
the  **  Bules,  Orders,  Forms,  and  Proceed- 
ings of  the  House.' '  It  is  not  absolutely 
official ;  but  it  emanates  from  so  high  an 
authority — the  Clerk  of  the  House — that 
it  is  almost  official.  I  find  in  No.  22,  it 
is  stated  that — 

Mr,  Lahouchere 


**  Members  being  Quakers,  Separati«ti»»  Mora- 
vians, and  others,  may  make  and  subscribe  «n 
Affirmation  instead  of  an  Oath," 

according  to  law.  Who  are  these  others  ? 
I  know  that  there  is  a  certain  sect  who  once 
were  Quakers,  and  that  they  might  be 
meant ;  but  does  not  the  word  ' '  Quaker  " 
cover  tliem,  and,  whether  it  does  or  not, 
does  not  the  word  "  others  "  cover  every- 
body else  ?  I  know  there  are  some  Gen- 
tlemen who  think  they  can  see  through 
a  stone  wall.  These  Gentlemen  will  not 
take  the  plain  simple  meaning  of  a  sen* 
tence,  but  they  always  imagine  there  is 
something  more  in  a  thing  than  meets 
the  eye.  Lawyers,  from  contending  that 
black  is  white  or  white  is  black  in  Courts 
of  Justice,  are  much  eiven  to  this  habit 
of  mind ;  but  I  appeal  to  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman not  affiicted  with  this  mania  to 
read  the  Acts  I  have  quoted,  and,  unless 
he  is  prepared  to  abjure  Lindley  Murray 
and  every  other  text- writer  of  the  Eng- 
lish language,  to  tell  me  whether  the 
plain  grammatical  construction  of  the 
language  of  the  4th  section  does  not 
allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  affirm  in  this 
House  ?  The  Parliamentary  Oaths  Act 
was  brought  in  by  the  late  8ir  George 
Grey.  He  was  not  a  tyro.  No  Gentle- 
man knew  better  the  Forms  of  the  House. 
No  Gentleman  understood  better  the 
English  language ;  and  it  is  impossible 
to  suppose  he  would  have  deliberately 
inserted  words  which,  unless  they  bear 
the  interpretation  I  have  put  upon  them, 
are  absolute  nonsense.  1  wilt  now  go 
to  the  question  of  the  two  Committees. 
The  first,  it  will  be  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  was  somewhat 
hastily  formea.  They  themselves  pro- 
tested  against  the  haste  with  which  it 
was  appointed.  It  was  appointed  in 
such  haste  that  the  hon.  and  g^ant 
Member  for  county  Galway  (Major 
Nolan),  being  in  Ireland  when  he  re- 
ceived the  intimation  that  he  was  upon 
it,  found  that,  though  he  made  all  speed 
to  return  to  England,  the  decision  had 
already  been  amved  at  before  he  reached 
town.  This  imperfectly-formed  Com- 
mittee were  divided  in  opinion  as  to 
whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  affirm  or 
might  not  affirm,  and  the  decision  was 
come  to  bv  the  vote  of  the  Chairman ; 
and  it  will  not  be  inconsistent  with  the 

general  respect  in  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  held  to  say  that  a  decision 
come  to  by  the  preponderance  of  his 
one  vote  is  not  quite  the  same  as  one 
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arrived  at  by  a  majority  of  the  House  or 
a  majority  of  the  Committee.    The  At- 
torney General  and  the  Solicitor  General 
voted  in  the  minority.    If  we  were  un- 
happily engaged  in  some  legal  conflict 
with  a  foreign  nation  we  should  ap- 
peal  to   the  advice    of   our  Attorney 
General    and    Solicitor     General.      Is 
it  actually  suggested  that  we  should 
engage  in  a  conflict  with  a  constituency 
when  our  Attorney  General  and  Solicitor 
General  tell  us  we  are  in  the  wrong  and 
the  constituency  in  the  right  ?    If  even 
the  second  Ck)mmittee  had  not  recom- 
mended that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  cdlowed 
to  affirm,  I  should  have  challenged  the 
decision  of  the  first  Committee.     The 
reason  why  I  did  not  do  so  at  first  was 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  presented  himself  at 
the  Table  and  wished  to  know  whether 
he  might  adopt  an  alternative  course.  I 
do  not  ask  the  House  to  adopt  the  re- 
commendation of  the  second  Committee 
because  it  is  their  recommendation ;  for 
I  fully  admit  it  was  not  entirely  within 
the  scope  of  the  reference  to  the  Com- 
mittee.   But  I  ask  the  House  to  consider 
that  very  wise  and  learned  Gentlemen, 
by  a  considerable  majority,  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  was  the  best  way 
out  of  the  difficulty.    As  the  Committee 
has  pointed  out,  if  you  allow  Mr.  Brad- 
laugn  to  come  to  the  Table  and  affirm, 
your  action  is  in  no  way  final.    All  you 
do  is  to  say  that  there  is  such  doubt  on 
the  question  that  you  will  not  step  in 
and  prevent  his  affirming.    The  right  of 
his  doing  so  can  be  raised  by  any  hon. 
Member  in  a  Court  of  Justice.    It  would 
be  well  to  remove  this  question  from  the 
somewhat  emotional  atmosphere  of  this 
House  into  the  calm  and  temperate  re- 
gion of  a  Court  of  Law.    It  has  been 
asserted  that  the  Judges  would  be  influ- 
enced by  the  decision  of  the  House  on 
this  question.     It  is  impossible  to  sup- 
pose such  a  thing.    In  the  interpreta- 
tion of  the  Statutes  for  themselves  the 
Judges  are  not  likely  to  be  more  influ- 
enced by  the  decision  of  this  House  than 
by   that  of  any  other  corporate  body. 
Comparisons  are  sometimes  invidious, 
and,  therefore,  I  must  not  make  them ; 
but  I  would  point  out  to  the  House  the 
very  eminent  names  in  the  list  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  advised  the 
House    to    let   the   hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  come  to  the  Table  and 
affirm.     We  have  the  Attorney  General, 
the  Solicitor  General,  Seijeant  Simon, 
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Mr.  Watkin  Williams,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
Mr.   Bright,  Mr.  Childers,  and  Major 
Nolan,  who,  had  he  been  here,  would 
probably  have  turned  the  vote  of  the 
Committee.  Then  there  is  Mr.  Hopwood, 
who  did  vote  on  the  first  occasion  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  could  not  be  allowed  to 
affirm,  but  who,  on  second  thoughts, 
had   come  to  the  conclusion  that  he 
should.   ['*  No !  "]  Well,  that  although 
he  is  not  entitled  to  affirm,  yet  he  ou^t 
to  be  allowed  to  affirm  by  the  House. 
As  practical  men  we  ought  to  look  at 
the  consequences  of  not  allowinK  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  affirm.  I  do  not  myseuf  pre- 
cisely know  what  he  is  to  do.  But  I  will 
suppose  that,  not  being  allowed  to  affirm, 
he  goes  to  that  Table,  and  asks  to  be 
allowed  to  take  the  Oath.   He  is  ordered 
to  retire.    If  he  does  not  retire,  I  pre- 
sume he  would  be  taken  into  custody. 
He  would,  I  presume,  be  put  in  confine- 
ment.   We  will  assume  that  he  would 
be  at  some  time  let  out.    He  would  then 
come  again  to  the  Table.     I  think  it 
very  possible  the  House  would  get  tired 
of  this,  and  would  then  say — **  VVe  can 
dedare  the  election  void."    Mr.  Brad- 
Ikugh  would  go  down  to  Northampton. 
He  would    be    re-elected.      ["No!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  will  allow  me  to  say 
that  I  do  know  something  about  that. 
I  can  assure  the  House — of  course  I 
cannot  be  certain — ^but  I  can  assure  hon. 
Members  that,  to  the   best  of  my  be- 
lief, Mr.  Bradlaug]^  will  be  re-elected. 
[**  No !  "]    Well,  possibly ;  I  say  very 
probably  he  woida  be  re-elected.    He 
would  again  tender  himseK  to  take  the 
Oath.    The  same  scene  would  be  gone 
over  again.    Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  again 
go  bade,  and  would  again  be  re-elected. 
You  would  then,  if  you  still  declined  to 
allow  him  to  enter  the  House,  create  a 
species  of  martyr.    The  consequence  of 
your  not  allowing  him  to  affirm  would 
be  that  in  the  end  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would 
come  to  that  Table  and  repeat  we  words 
which  we  regard    as   sacred    and    he 
does  not.    If  you  think  there  is  a  certain 
measure  of  profanity  in  allowing  that, 
it  is  you  that  would  put  yourselves  in 
that  position.    Mr.  Bradlaugh  himself 
asks  to  be  allowed  to  affirm.    It  is  you 
who  say  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  do 
so.    The  Oath  was  never  intended  as  a 
religious  disability.    The  sole  object  of 
the  Oath  or  Affirmation  is  to  enable  a 
Member  who  is  elected  to  make  a  de- 
claration of  his  allegiance.    It  is  tru9 
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that  for  a  time  these  Oaths  were  a  reli- 
gious disability,  in  the  case,  for  instance, 
of  Jews  and  Quakers.  But  what  hap- 
pened? The  House  interfered  to  put 
away  that  disability.  It  is  contrary  to 
— ^it  is  repugnant  to — the  feelings  of  all 
men  of  tolerant  minds  that  any  Ghentle- 
man  should  be  hindered  from  performing 
civil  functions  in  this  world  on  account 
of  speculative  opinions  regarding  another 
world.  [*'  Oh,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
ezdaim  as  if  I  were  uttering  some  new 
doctrine.  In  1837  there  was  a  Bill 
brought  into  Parliament  and  passed, 
called  the  Municipal  Officers'  Declaration 
Bill.  The  Act  was  to  enable  Quakers, 
Separatists,  and  Moravians  to  make  a 
declaration  instead  of  an  oath.  It  was 
moved  that  the  words  "  and  others  "  be 
inserted.  This  was  not  carried,  and  the 
following  Protest  remains  on  the  books 
of  the  Mouse  of  Lords,  signed  by  Lord 
Holland,  Lord  Badnor,  Lord  Denman, 
and  Lord  Brougham — 

''BecauBO  the  introduction  of  these  deno- 
minationB  in  the  declaration  may,  in  my  appre- 
hension, lead  to  vezationB  litigation,  and  such 
litigation  to  yet  more  vezatiouB  inquiries  re- 
specting theological  and  speculatiye  tenets  of 
individuals — ^inquiries  on  principle  unjustifiahle, 
and  in  practice  injurious  to  religious  Ubeity. 
The  right  of  a  man  to  substitute  the  declaration 
proposed  bythis  Bill  for  that  enacted  by  the  Act 
of  George  lY .  might  be  questioned,  on  the  score 
of  his  not  being,  as  he  professed  to  be  in  the 
declaration,  a  Quaker,  a  Moravian,  or  a  Separa- 
tist, and  the  Court  of  Law  called  upon  to  try 
his  right  under  the  words  of  the  Statute  would 
thus  be  compelled  to  pronounce  iudgment  on  the 
character  of  his  religious  creed,  a  jurisdiction 
which  no  human,  or  at  least  no  secular,  tri- 
bunal has  the  right  or  the  means  to  assiime, 
and  which  is  more  accordant  with  the  spirit  of 
the  Inquisition  at  Bome  than  consistent  with 
the  habits  and  professions  of  a  Protestant  com- 
munity and  a  free  people." 

And  Lord  Holland  adds — 

<<  I  cannot  directly  or  indirectly  sanction  the 
opinion  that  any  particular  faith  in  matters  of 
reli^on  is  necessary  to  the  proper  discharge  of 
duties  purely  political  or  temporal." 

Sir  George  Ghrey  seems  to  have  taken  a 
large  view  of  his  own  Bill,  for  in  the 
debate  on  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill 
of  1866  he  says— 

'^  Let  no  man  be  asked  any  question  as  to  his 
religion,  but  let  him  take  his  seat  in  the  House 
if  qualified  to  sit  there  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  sent  him  there,  on  taking  the  oath  of 
allegiance  as  a  loyal  subject  of  the  Crown.'* — 
[8  Sansardj  clzzzi.  466.] 

The  Oath  in  that  passage,  I  may  explain, 
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means  Oath  or  Afi&rmation,  for  Section  4 
of  that  Act  says — 

«  The  affirmation  of  allegiance  shall  have  the 
same  effect  as  the  making  and  subscribing  of 
the  oath  hereby  appointed.*' 

So  that  Sir  George  Ghrey  wished  tha^ 
every  person  duly  elected  by  a  constita* 
ency  should  come  to  that  Table  and  be 
allowed,  without  any  question  as  to  reli- 
gious belief,  or  absence  of  religious  be- 
lief, to  take  the  Oath  or  to  affirm.   It  ib 
no  novelty  to  say  that  it  is  most  de- 
sirable   that   whenever  the  State  im- 
S>ses   upon  a    Member  of    a    Legis- 
ture  the  necessity  of  taking  an  Oat^ 
he    ^ould    be    allowed   to    substitate 
an  Affirmation.    The  founders  of  the 
American  Bepublic,  in  order  that  there 
should  be  no  mistake  about  their  tolm- 
tion,  incorporated  in  their  Constitution 
a  distinct  declaration  that  in  no  case 
should  any  gentleman  called  upon  to 
take  the  Oath  be  forced  to  take  it  if  he 
preferred  to  make  an  Affirmation.    A 
few  years  ago,  in  the  late  Civil  War, 
there  was  an  Oath  so  stringent  as  to 
earn  the  title  of  the  Iron-dad  Oath.  Its 
object  was  to  oblige  anyone  elected  to 
the  public  offices  to  swear  that  he  had 
not  taken  part  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  Bebellion.    Even  in  regard  to  that 
Oath  the  Americans  stuck  to  the  principle 
of  their  Constitution,  and  laid  it  down 
that    anyone    might  affirm  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath.  On  this  particular  issue 
it  is  undesirable  to  come  into  conflict  with 
constituencies  and  to  interfere  with  their 
free  choice  of  their  own  Members.    In 
Northampton  there  are,  perhaps,  fewer 
persons  than  in  almost  any  other  town 
of  its  size  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  way  of 
thinking  in  religious  matters.  {^ZaugkUr.'\ 
Hon.  Oentlemen  laugh.    Do  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen think  that  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
is  in  a  town  to  give  lectures  on  bis  par- 
ticular views  he  must  necessarily  convert 
everyone?    As  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
are  exceedingly  few  persons  in  North- 
ampton of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.     Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  elected  on  a  political 
issue ;  and  so  strong  is  the  feeling  that 
the  constituency  would  be  badly  used  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  not  allowed  to  take 
his  seat,  that  I  am  convinced  that  the 
majority  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  over  any  Con- 
servative that  became  a  candidate  would 
be  still  greater  now  than  at  his  last  elec- 
tion.   This  is  not  the  case  of  a  Gentle- 
man having  been  elected  saying  he  will 
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not  conform  to  the  regolationB  of  the 
House.  Twenty-five  years  ago,  a  Quaker 
was  sent  to  prison  by  the  House  for  re- 
fusing to  take  the  Oath ;  but  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  says — 

"  I  Bhould  prefer  to  take  the  Affirmation, 
which  is  more  binding  on  my  conscience ;  but  I 
am  prepared  to  take  either  the  Affirmation  or 
the  Oath.  I  am  fully  prepared  to  go  through 
the  forms  necessary  for  taking  my  seat." 

It  is  the  House  that  interferes  and  says 
he  shall  not  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oaili. 
I  think  it  would  be  most  desirable  to 
weigh  the  justice  and  expediency  of  this 
course  before  finally  adopting  it.  Thehon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Launceston  (Sir 
Hardinge  (Hffard)  has  g^ven  Notice  of 
an  Amendment  to  my  Besolution.    This 
Amendment    seems    to    me    somewhat 
strangely  worded.    The    late    Solicitor 
General  asks  the  House  to  run  counter 
to  the  Heport  of  the  second  Committee. 
I  merely  mention  this,  because  it  is  pos- 
sible that  considerable  stress  will  be  laid 
on  the  circumstance  of  our  running  coun- 
ter to  the  Beport  of  a  Select  Committee. 
I  am,  therefore,  obliged  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  for  haying  brought 
in  an  Amendment  which  knocks  out  the 
bottom  of  that  argument ;  because,  if  he 
asks  the  House  not  to  agree  to  the  Be- 
port of  the  second  Committee,  he  can 
hardly  object  to  me  or  any  other  G-entle- 
man  asking  the  House  not  to  agree  with 
the  Beport  of  the  first  Committee.  I  have 
endeavoured  to  make  the  matter  as  dear 
as  I  can  from  a  legal  point  of  view ;  and, 
in  any  case,  I  trust  we  House  will  not 
allow  itself,  when  acting  with  judicial 
functions,  to  act  with  any  personal  feel- 
ing with  regard  to  the  Qentleman  now 
before  it.     The  question  ought  to  be  an 
A  and  B  one  as  it  afiPects  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
The  question  is  a  general  one  as  to  whe- 
ther Mr.   Bradlaugh  has  the  right  to 
affirm  instead  of   taking  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance ;  and  as  to  whether,  if  he  has 
that  right,  it  is  just  and  expedient  on 
the  part  of  the  House  to  allow  him  to 
exercise  it.     I  beg  to  move  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the  borough  of 
Northampton,  be  admitted  to  make  an 
Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of 
the  Oath  required  by  Law. 

Mb.  C.  M'LABEN,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  remarked  that  there  were  many 
Members  in  the  House  who  felt  with 
him  that  if  the  law  permitted  they 
would  very  much  rather  make  the  Af- 
^rm^tioii  as^ed  for  by  the  hon,  Member 


for  Northampton  than  take  the  Oath  that 
the  law  compelled  them  to  take.    But  it 
was  a  satisiaction  to  think  that  the  de- 
bate must  lead  to  such  a  conclusion  as  to 
enable  the  majority  to  signify,  as  he  be- 
lieved would  be  tne  case,  their  disap- 
proval of  the  present  system.    He  in- 
sisted that  thelquestion  should  be  decided 
on  purely  technical  considerations ;  and 
these,  in  his  opinion,  were  amply  suffi- 
cient to  justify  the  House  in  accepting 
the  Motion.    They  had  had  the  evidence 
of  two  Committees,  and  still,  to  a  certain 
extent,  their  decision  was  unfettered.  He 
hoped  that  the  Motion  would  meet  the 
necessities  of  the  case,  and  begged  the 
House  to  remember  that,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh were  allowed  to  make  an  Affirma- 
tion,  it  would  be  possible  to  test  his 
right  to  do  so  in  a  Court  of  Law.    He 
could  hardly  suppose  that  the  House 
intended  partially  to  disfranchise    the 
borough  of  Northampton,  or  to  deprive 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  rights  that  were  clearly 
correlative  to  his  duties  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament.    If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might 
neither  take  the  Oath  nor  make  an  Affir- 
mation, the  House  would  be  logically 
almost  driven  to  expel  him ;  and  he  be- 
lieved there  was  no  precedent  for  ex- 
pelling a  Member  before  he  had  taken 
his  seat.    It  seemed  to  him  that  the 
House  should  attach  some  weight  to  the 
opinions  of  the  majority  of  Uie   Com- 
mittee, including  six  eminent  lawyers, 
besides  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
He  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  would  be  their  position  and  the 
position  of  the  English  people  if  they, 
unhappily,  came   to  the  conclusion  of 
ostracising  Mr.  Bradlaugh.    If  they  did 
so,  he  coiud  not  see  how  they  would  be 
able  to  admit  a  Moravian,  or  any  other 
person  who,  from    religious    grounds, 
would  refuse  to  take  the  Oath ;  and  he 
would  like  to  hear  who  were  the  "  other 
persons"  who  might  enter  the  House 
without  taking  the  Oath,  if  it  were  not 
persons  like  Mr.   Bradlaugh.    If  they 
excluded  him,  the  House  would  have 
decided  that  no  Member  should  be  ad- 
mitted .until  an  inquisition  had    been 
previously  held  outside  as  to  his  religious 
opinions.    They  would  thus  practically 
fetter  the  constituencies  by  telling  them 
that  unless  they  returned  a  Member 
whose  views  were  in  accordance  with 
those  of  the  normal  majority  of   the 
House  they  woidd  be  excluded  from  any 
representation.    Suc]i  a  course    would 
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strike  a  most  fatal  blow  at  Constita- 
tional  prmciples,  and  a  still  more  fatal 
blow  against  ciTil  and  religious  liberty ; 
and,  as  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
that  had  been  returned  in  overwhelming 
numbers,  he  should  most  deeply  regret  it 
if  the  House  came  to  such  a  conclusion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  KorthamptotiY  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law." — (Mr,  Labouehere,) 

8m  HAEDINGE  GIFFAED,  in 
rising  to  move  as  an  Amendment — 

''  That,  havingregard  to  the  Beportsand pro- 
ceedings of  two  S^ect  Committees,  appointed 
by  this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted 
to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  81 
and  32  Vic.  c.  72," 

said,  that  there  was  no  Member  of  that 
House,  if  he  excepted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  himself,  who  did  not 
heartily  regret  that  this  question  had 
been  raUed.  So  for  from  having  any 
desire  to  interrogate  anyone  as  to  his 
religious  belief,  they  should  have 
thought  it  a  subject  of  special  congratu- 
lation, and  might  possibly  have  enter- 
tained the  charitable  hypothesis  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  did  not  con- 
tinue the  same  as  they  had  been,  if 
without  any  notice  he  had  come  to  the 
Table  and  taken  the  Oath  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner.  In  that  case  no  question 
would  have  been  raised,  and  every  hon. 
Gentleman  about  him  would  have  depre- 
cated any  inquisitorial  proceedings  as  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.  But  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
views  had  been  thrust  upon  the  House, 
and  that  important  distinction  must  be 
obvious  to  everyone.  Each  man  was 
the  keeper  of  his  own  conscience,  and  if 
he  kept  it  to  himself  it  was  his  own 
affair ;  but  if  he  challenged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  he  was  or  was 
not  entitled  to  take  the  Oath  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
shield  itself  by  saying  that  each  man 
must  be  guardian  of  lus  own  conscience. 
The  Members  of  that  House  were  the 
guardians  of  the  decency  and  the  de- 
corum of  that  ^eat  Assembly,  and  the 
Member  for  S'orthampton  was  now 
shifting  to  them  the  responsibility  which 
he  mi^ht  have  kept  to  himself.  He 
would  oriefly  recapitulate  the  history  of 
this  matter.    A  question  was  addressed 
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to  the    right  hon.    Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
turn  invited  the   consideration  of  the 
House  to  it.    At  the  instance  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  Committee  reported.    They  had 
heard  something  about  the  Heport  hav- 
ing been  carried  by  this  vote  or  by  that. 
He  was  himself  unable  to  understand 
the  attributing  of  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  reported  by  a  majority  to 
the  vote  of   any   particular    Member. 
The  Beport  was  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.    If  anybody  was  to  go  behind  a 
decision  and  examine  the  way  in  which 
each  Member  voted,  and  proceeded  to 
weigh  in  the  balance  the  authority  of 
each  particular  Member,  it  was  obvious 
that,   whether  as  regarded  Courts   of 
Law  or  that  House,  the  finality  of  the 
decision  was  gone.    It  was  at  the  in- 
stance of   Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  this  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
when  the  Beport  was  presented  to  the 
House  one  of  two  courses  was  open  to 
them.     Either  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  might  have  challenged,   if  they 
thought  proper,  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, or  they  might,    as   they  did, 
follow  another  course.    They  thought  it 
right  to  move  for  another  Committee,  in 
which  case  the  terms  of  Beference  as- 
sumed the  accuracy  of  the  Beport  made 
by  the  first  Committee.    And,  in  truth, 
when  the  House  discussed  at  some  length 
the  appointment  of  the  second  Commit 
tee,  it  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  very 
desirable  to  have  a  discussion  on  a  ques- 
tion of  law  carried  on  without  heat  in  a 
serener  and  more  judicial  atmosphere, 
and  that  a  Committee  was  the  atmo- 
sphere in  which  such  a  question  ought 
to  be  debated.     While  it  was  assumed 
that  the  first  Committee  had  disposed  of 
the    question  of  the  Affirmation,    the 
question  of  the  Oath  was  referred  to  the 
second  Committee.      That  question  was 
debated  with  very  considerable  anima- 
tion on  each  side,  and  what  the  Com- 
mittee thought  right  they  reported ;  but 
they  were  asked  to  add  to  the  Beport  a 
matter  which  had  not  been  remitted  to 
them  ;  and,  in  fact,  to  overrule  the  deci- 
sion of  the  first  Committee,  the  subject 
matter  of  the  first  Committee's  decision 
not  being  within  the  preamble  of  the 
Beference.      He  admitted  it  might  be 
said — "Oh,  this  is  not  overruling  the 
legal  principle  laid  down  by  the  first 
Committee;  but  this  recommendation, 
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which  is  outside  the  Reference  altogether, 
may  be  interpreted  in  this  sense — that, 
assuming  the  first  Committee  to  haye 
been  correct  in  the  law  laid  down,  the 
second  Committee  only  recommends  a 
form  in  which  the  question  may  be  ulti- 
mately decided."     Well,  that  was  about 
the  most  extraordinary  proceeding  ever 
heard  of  when  they  found  appended  to 
that  recommendation  the  names  of  four 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
two  of  them  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Solicitor  General.    That  recommen- 
dation  amounted  to   this — ^Whereas  it 
had  been  decided  and  assumed  to  be  the 
law  that  it  was   unlawful  to  make  an 
Affirmation,  in  that  case  the  Attorney 
General  and  Solicitor  General  recom- 
mended the  law  to  be  broken.     They 
recommended  the  law  to  be  broken  in 
order  that  the  Courts  of  Law  might  find 
out  whether  the  Committee  had  decided 
right  or  not.    He  would  have  to  quote 
a  precedent  presently  where  a  somewhat 
similar  question  arose,    and    then    he 
would  show  what  the  Leader    of  the 
House  and  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
time    said  on    the   subject.      But    for 
the  moment  he  would    advert  to  the 
question  raised  before  the  first  Com- 
mittee.    Considering  the  names  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  that  Committee, 
and  that  it  was  a  question  of  law  upon 
which  lawyers  of  very  great  eminence 
had  differed,  he  would  not  dogmatize  or 
say  that  the  question  was  too  clear  for 
argument.      But    he    assumed,   in  the 
absence  of  any  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  the 
decision  of  the  first  Committee  was  not 
to  be  challenged ;  and  he  was  entitled  to 
assume,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  un- 
lawful to  allow  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton to  make  an  Affirmation  instead 
of  an  Oath.    Now,  the  whole  point  in 
dispute  had  been  assumed  in  the  two 
orations  to  which  they  had  listened.    It 
was  said  that  the  word  "  others  "  in  the 
Witnesses'  Oaths  Act  of  1871  must  have 
referred  to  everybody,  and  not  merely  to 
persons    who    entertained     a    peculiar 
religious  belief.     But  he  held  it  very 
arguable  that  in  the  different  stages  of 
relaxation  which  the  Legislature  adopted 
it  proceeded  on  the  assumption  of  some 
religious    feeling    and    some    religious 
opinions,  although  not  confined  to  par- 
ticular   sects  and   beliefs.      The    hon. 
Member  for   Northampton,  in  reading 
the  Act  of  1871|  and  referring  to  it  as 


confirming  his  view,  omitted  a  very 
important  portion  of  it,  which,  if  the 
House  woTud  permit,  he  (Sir  Hardinge 
GKffard)  would  now  supply.  The  de- 
claration was  in  these  words : — 

^'  I,  A  B,  do  solemnly  and  sincerely  and  truly 
affirm  and  declare  that  the  taking  of  any  oatn. 
is,  according  to  my  religious  beUei,  unla^ul." 

He  would  have  thought  that  these 
words,  ''according  to  my  religious 
belief,"  might  have  formed  part  of 
what  the  hon.  Member  read  to  the 
House,  and  might  have  been  urged  in 
favour  of  the  view  that  religious  persua- 
sion was  an  essential  condition  of  either 
taking  the  Oath  where  the  Oath  was 
lawfiu,  or  the  Affirmation  substituted 
for  an  Oath  were  the  objection  to  the 
taking  of  an  Oath  was  founded  on  reli- 
gious belief.  He  would  have  thought 
that  that  argument  was  at  least  woi&y 
of  some  notice  in  considering  the  ques- 
tion whether,  they  were  to  adopt  the 
Besolution  of  the  first  Committee  or  not. 
Although  he  did  not  put  forward  his 
opinion  as  of  more  value  than  that  of 
any  other  hon.  Member,  yet  he  felt 
bound  to  give  expression  to  it  lest  it 
might  be  thought  that  he  did  not  en- 
tirely concur  in  the  Beport.  Well,  what 
course  was  suggested  in  face  of  the  diffi- 
culty created  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  himself?  It  was  said  in 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee that — 

'*  From  the  fact  that  this  Report  was  carried 
hy  the  vote  of  the  Chairman,  thus  showing  a 
great  division  of  opinion  among  the  Memhers  of 
tiie  Committee,  the  state  of  the  law  cannot  be 
regarded  as  satisfactorily  determined.  Under 
these  circumstances  it  appears  to  your  Com- 
mittee that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  have  the 
liberty  of  having  his  statutory  rights  determined 
beyond  doubt  by  being  allowed  to  take  the  only 
st^  by  which  the  legality  of  his  making  an 
Affirmation  can  be  brought  for  decision  before 
the  High  Court  of  Justice." 

That  recommendation  was  entirely  be- 
yond the  scope  of  their  inquiry.  They 
were  not  invited  to  make  any  such  re- 
commendation;  and  it  could  only  have 
the  authority  of  those  who  had  appended 
their  names  to  it.  He  would,  however, 
take  it  for  the  moment  as  having  the 
authority  of  the  names  appended  to  it. 
And  now  let  him  remind  the  House  of 
the  precedent  that  existed  on  this  sub- 
ject. When  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons 
was  returned  for  Greenwich  there  were 
three  Oaths  which  every  Member  was 


( 


455 


Hr.  Brailaugh.—     .      [COMMONS ) 


Resolution. 


456 


strike  a  most  fatal  blow  at  Constitu- 
tional  prmciples,  and  a  still  more  fatal 
blow  against  civil  and  religious  liberty ; 
and,  as  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
that  had  been  returned  in  overwhelming 
numbers,  he  should  most  deeply  regret  it 
if  the  House  came  to  such  a  conclusion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton,  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law.*' — (Mr.  Labouehere.) 

Sib  HAEDINGE  GIFFAED,  in 
rising  to  move  as  an  Amendment — 

**  That,  having  regard  to  the  Reports  and  pro- 
ceedings of  two  8dect  Committ^as,  appointed 
by  this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  i>ermitted 
to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31 
and  32  Vic  c.  72," 

said,  that  there  was  no  Member  of  that 
House,  if  he  excepted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  himself,  who  did  not 
heartily  regret  that  this  question  had 
been  raised.  So  far  from  haying  any 
desire  to  interrogate  anyone  as  to  his 
religious  belief,  they  should  have 
thought  it  a  subject  of  special  congratu- 
lation, and  might  possibly  have  enter- 
tained the  charitable  hypothesis  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  did  not  con- 
tinue the  same  as  they  had  been,  if 
without  any  notice  he  had  come  to  the 
Table  and  taken  the  Oath  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner.  In  that  case  no  question 
would  have  been  raised,  and  every  hon. 
Gentleman  about  him  would  have  depre- 
cated any  inquisitorial  proceedings  as  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.  But  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
views  had  been  thrust  upon  the  House, 
and  that  important  distinction  must  be 
obvious  to  everyone.  Each  man  was 
the  keeper  of  his  own  conscience,  and  if 
he  kept  it  to  himself  it  was  his  own 
a&ir ;  but  if  he  challenged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  he  was  or  was 
not  entitied  to  take  the  Oath  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Conmions  to 
shield  itself  by  saying  that  each  man 
must  be  guardian  of  his  own  conscience. 
The  Members  of  that  House  were  the 
guardians  of  the  decency  and  the  de- 
corum of  that  great  Assembly,  and  the 
Member  for  Northampton  was  now 
shifting  to  them  the  responsibility  which 
he  might  have  kept  to  himself.  He 
would  briefly  recapitulate  the  history  of 
this  matter.    A  question  was  addressed 
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to  the    right  hon.    Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
turn  invited  the   consideration  o!  ttie 
House  to  it.    At  the  instance  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  Committee  reported.    They  had 
heard  something^  about  the  BepoitliaT- 
ing  been  carried  by  this  vote  or  by  that. 
He  was  himself  unable  to  understand 
the  attributing  of  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  reported  by  a  majority  to 
the  vote  of   any    particular  Member. 
The  Beport  was  the  Beport  of  tlie  Com- 
mittee.   K  anybody  was  to  go  behind  a 
decision  and  examine  the  way  in  which 
each  Member  voted,  and  proceeded  to 
weigh  in  the  balance  the  authority  of 
each  particular  Member,  it  was  obyions 
that,   whether  as  regarded  Oourts  of 
Law  or  that  House,  the  finality  of  ^e 
decision  was  gone.    It  was  at  the  in- 
stance of   Her  Majesty's   Government 
that  this  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
when  the  Beport  was  presented  U>  the 
House  one  of  two  courses  was  open  to 
them.    Either  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  have  challenged,  if  they 
thought  proper,  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  or  they  might,    as  they  did, 
follow  another  course.     They  thought  it 
right  to  move  for  another  Committee,  in 
wnich  case  the  terms  of  Eeference  as- 
sumed the  accuracy  of  the  Beport  made 
by  the  first  Committee.    And,  in  truth, 
when  the  House  discussed  at  somelei^ 
the  appointment  of  the  second  Commit 
tee,  it  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  very 
desirable  to  have  a  discussion  on  a  quea- 
tion  of  law  carried  on  without  heat  in  a 
serener  and  more  judicial  atmospiiew, 
and  that  a  Committee  was  the  ato(^- 
sphere  in  which  such  a  queaUou  oxi^^  ^ 
to  be  debated.     While  it  was  assumei 
that  the  first  Committee  had  disposed  4 
the    question  of  the   Affirmation,  w 
question  of  the  Oath  was  referred  to  ' 
second  Committee.     That  q\xe«tiotij 
debated  with  very  considerable 
tion  on  each  side,  and  what  the 
mittee  thought  right  they  reported; 
they  were  asked  to  add  to  the 
matter  which  had  not  been  retoii 
them ;  and,  in  fact,  to  overrule  iho 
sion  of  the  first  Committee^  the 
matter  of  the  first  Oomnxittee's 
not  being  within  the  preamble 
Beference.      He  admitted  it  wi^     _ 
said—"  Oh,  this  ir  -  »»i 

legal  principle  ^ 
Committee;  b' 
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wliichisoiitside  the  Beference  altogetHer, 
may  be  interpreted  in  this  sense— that, 
assuming  the  first  Committee  to  have 
been  correct  in  the  law  laid  down,  the 
second  Committee  only  recommends  a 
form  in  which  the  question  may  be  ulti- 
mately decided."     Well,  that  was  about 
the  most  extraordinary  proceeding  oyer 
heard  of  when  they  found  appended  to 
that  recommendation  the  names  of  four 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  GFovemment, 
two  of  them  the  Attorney  General  and 
the  Solicitor  General.    That  recommen- 
dation  amounted  to   this — ^Whereas  it 
had  been  decided  and  assumed  to  be  the 
law  that  it  was   unlawful  to  make  an 
Affirmation,  in  that  case  the  Attorney 
General  and  Solicitor  General  recom- 
mended the  law  to  be  broken.     They 
recommended  the  law  to  be  broken  in 
order  that  the  Courts  of  Law  might  find 
out  whether  the  Committee  had  decided 
right  or  not.     He  would  have  to  quote 
a  precedent  presently  where  a  somewhat 
similar  question  arose,    and    then   he 
w^ould  show  what  the  Leader    of  the 
House  and  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 
time    said  on    the   subject.      But    for 
the    moment  he  would    advert  to  the 
question  raised  before  the  first  Com- 
mittee.    Considering  the  names  of  the 
Gentlemen  who  sat  on  that  Committee, 
and     that  it  was  a  question  of  law  upon 
whi(?A  lawyers  of  very  great  eminence 
had  tfidiffered,  he  would  not  dogmatize  or 
8&y  t2&t  the  question  was  too  clear  for  •' 
argunaent.      But    he    assumed,  in  the  ' 
absenoo  of  any  proceedings  on  the  pan 
of  Her   Hiajesty^s  Government,  that  iht 
decisiojEt  of  the  first  Committee  was  aw 
to  be  cfa  «Jlenged ;  and  he  was  entided  ti 


confirming  his  view,  omitted  a 
important  portion  of  it,  which,  if  "li* 
House  would  permit,  he  (Sr  HK-omr^ 
GKfEard)  would  now  sopphr.  Tii*  im- 
daration  was  in  these  woids: — 

**  I,  A  B,  do  Bolemnly  and  sztrysTtr  =z^  -rr^^r- 
affirm  and  declare  that  the  ^^'*—'-  c:  x:r  .lz^ 
is,  according  to  my  reUgioai  ytit^i. 


He    would   have   th/w>g^  -rrig- 
words,    '*  according    to    urr    t: 
belief,"    might   hsre   iaanird 
what  the   hon.  JUslm 
House,  and  mi^^  hcrt  i 
favour  of  the  viewtiss  y^hr-n 
sion  was  an  eneatuL  gnfr.r-^-r  r 
taking  the  Oadi  wiiSi  n^-    jz 
lawful,  or  the  Jl&rmi:L.x    s::!.: 
for  an  Oath  wcrt  ti 
taking  of  aa  Oeu. 
gious  beliet    Ki 
that  that  Mwyun^^ 

otaomenc^wt  jl  cjntix 
tion  whedMv 
EesohilioB  of  iii^ 
Although  iit  {Li 
opinicm  at  of 
any  other 
bonnd  lb 


irnn.  -     cr 
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assume 
lawful 
ampton 
ofanO 


therefore,  that  it  would  bt  _ 
allow  the  Member  for'Siehr- 
-to  make  an  Afi&nnation  i^ttm. 
fA.    Now,  the  whole  pan:  r 
dispute  Tn^^^  been  assumed  in  ^  sr 
orationa  tx^    ^hich  they  had  hatmoL   1- 
was  said  fcb-**  *^®  ^ord  "  otiMB*^  -  i^ 
Witneaaes^     ^**^  ^^  ^  I WI 
rtf erred  \f9     ^^^rjhody,  and 
\«t«wia    N^^O    ©iitertained    a 
^t^S^^wxa  ^^elirf.     But  he 
arguable  tlmat  in  ™ 
TeUxation  which  me 
it  vroceedGd  on  the 

^J.on0    ieeling 
opbuons,  although 
tieolar     sects   an- 
L  Member  for    » 


—  7 

■^^^  al 

:3L  he 

do 
nan 
>  not 
uoral 
ybe— 
.lorrow 
oct  the 
North- 
House  is 
MT'  the  great 

—  men  whom 

»  '  admit.      I 

case   of   Mr. 
o  his  rejection 
ant  Prime  Mi- 
ave  to  look,  not 
thampton,  but  to 
believe,  if  we  cared 
ituents,  apart  from 
confidence    in    the 
■jxaji  I  see  before  me» 
foreign  or  other  ques- 
.ajority  of  the  people  of 
also  of  Ireland  and  Scot- 
ay  in  reply  to  the  appeal — 
.ot  have  among  our  Kulers 
liies  the  God  who  is  above." 
se  grounds,  because  I  believe 
supported  by  the  feeling  of  the 
L  England,  because  I  am  confi- 
express  the  views  of  that  great 
aency  by  whose  favour  I   now 
before  you ;  above  all,  because  if  I 
I  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
itleman  opposite  (Mr.  Labouchere),  I 
»uld  be  recreant  to  my  country,  my 
jvereign,  and  my   God,  I  give    my 
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that  for  a  time  these  Oaths  were  a  reli- 
gious disability,  in  the  case,  for  instance, 
of  Jews  and  Quakers.  But  what  hap- 
pened? The  House  interfered  to  put 
away  that  disability.  It  is  contrary  to 
— it  is  repugnant  to — the  feelings  of  all 
men  of  tolerant  minds  that  any  Gentle- 
man should  be  hindered  from  performing 
civil  functions  in  this  world  on  accoimt 
of  speculative  opinions  regarding  another 
world.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
exclaim  as  if  I  were  uttering  some  new 
doctrine.  In  1887  there  was  a  Bill 
brought  into  Parliament  and  passed, 
called  the  Municipal  Officers'  Declaration 
Bill.  The  Act  was  to  enable  Quakers, 
Separatists,  and  Moravians  to  make  a 
declaration  instead  of  an  oath.  It  was 
moved  that  the  words  "  and  others  "  be 
inserted.  This  was  not  carried,  and  the 
following  Protest  remains  on  ^e  books 
of  the  Mouse  of  Lords,  signed  by  Lord 
Holland,  Lord  Badnor,  I^rd  Denman, ' 
and  Lord  Brougham — 

"Because  the  introdaotion  of  these  deno- 
minations in  the  declaration  may,  in  my  appre- 
hension, lead  to  vexations  litigation,  and  such 
litigation  to  yet  more  vexatious  inquiries  re- 
specting theological  and  s^ulative  tenets  of 
individuals — ^inquiries  on  principle  unjustifiable, 
and  in  practice  injurious  to  religious  liberty. 
The  right  of  a  man  to  substitute  the  declaration 
proposed  byUiis  Bill  for  that  enacted  by  the  Act 
of  George  lY.  might  be  questioned,  on  the  score 
of  his  not  being,  as  he  professed  to  be  in  the 
declaration,  a  Quaker,  a  Moravian,  or  a  Separa- 
tist, and  the  Court  of  Law  called  upon  to  try 
his  right  under  the  words  of  the  Statute  would 
thus  be  compelled  to  pronounce  judgment  on  the 
character  of  his  religious  creed,  a  jurisdiction 
which  no  human,  or  at  least  no  secular,  tri- 
bunal has  the  right  or  the  means  to  assume, 
and  which  is  more  accordant  with  the  spirit  of 
the  In<^uisition  at  Rome  than  consistent  with 
the  habits  and  professions  of  a  Protestant  com- 
munity and  a  free  people." 

And  Lord  Holland  adds — 

*<  I  cannot  directly  or  indirectly  sanction  the 
opinion  that  any  particular  faith  in  matters  of 
reli^on  is  necessary  to  the  proper  discharge  of 
duties  purely  political  or  temporal." 

Sir  George  Grey  seems  to  have  taken  a 
large  view  of  his  own  Bill,  for  in  the 
debate  on  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill 
of  1866  he  says — 

'*  Let  no  man  be  asked  any  question  as  to  his 
religion,  but  let  him  take  his  seat  in  the  House 
if  qualified  to  sit  there  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  sent  him  there,  on  taking  the  oath  of 
allegiance  as  a  loval  subject  of  the  Crown." — 
[8  Hansard^  clxxxi.  466.] 

The  Oath  in  that  passage,  I  may  explain, 
ifr*  Lahouchere 


means  Oath  or  Afi&rmation,  for  Section  4 
of  that  Act  says — 

«  The  affirmation  of  allegiance  shall  have  tiie 
same  effect  as  the  making  and  subscribing  of 
the  oath  hereby  appointed." 

So  that  Sir  George  Grey  wished  tha^ 
every  person  duly  elected  by  a  constita* 
ency  should  come  to  that  Table  and  be 
allowed,  without  any  question  as  to  reli- 
gious belief,  or  absence  of  religious  be- 
lief, to  take  the  Oath  or  to  affirm.    It  u 
no  novelty  to  say  that  it  is  most  de- 
sirable   that   whenever  the  State  im- 
poses  upon  a    Member  of    a    Legit- 
lature  the  necessity  of  taking  an  ObS^ 
he    should    be    allowed    to    substitiite 
an  Affirmation.    The  foimders  of  the 
American  Bepublic,  in  order  that  there 
should  be  no  mistake  about  their  tolera- 
tion, incorporated  in  their  OonstitutioQ 
a  distinct  declaration  that  in  no  case 
should  any  gentleman  called  upon  to 
take  the  Oath  be  forced  to  take  it  if  he 
preferred  to  make  an  Affirmation.    A 
few  years  ago,  in  the  late  Civil  War, 
there  was  an  Oath  so  stringent  as  to 
earn  the  title  of  the  Iron-dad  Oath.   Its 
object  was  to  oblige  anyone  elected  to 
the  public  offices  to  swear  that  he  had 
not  taken  part  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  Bebellion.    Even  in  regard  to  that 
Oath  the  Americans  stuck  to  the  principle 
of  their  Constitution,  and  laid  it  down 
that    anyone    misht  affirm  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath.  On  this  particular  issue 
it  is  undesirable  to  come  into  conflict  with 
constituencies  and  to  interfere  with  their 
free  choice  of  their  own  Members.     In 
Northampton  there  are,  perhaps,  fewer 
persons  than  in  almost  any  other  town 
of  its  size  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  way  of 
thinking  in  religious  matters.  [^LaughUrS] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  laugh.    Do  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  that  when  Mr.  Bradlan^ 
is  in  a  town  to  give  lectures  on  his  par- 
ticular views  he  must  necessarily  convert 
everyone?    As  a  matter  of  fact,  ther« 
are  exceedingly  few  persons  in  North- 
ampton  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.     Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  elected  on  a  political 
issue ;  and  so  strong  is  the  feeling  that 
the  constituency  would  be  badly  used  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  not  allowed  to  take 
his  seat,  that  I  am  convinced  that  the 
majority  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  over  any  Oon- 
servative  that  became  a  candidate  would 
be  still  greater  now  than  at  his  last  elec- 
tion.   This  is  not  the  case  of  a  Gentle- 
man having  been  elected  saying  he  will 


461 


Mr.  JBradlaugk,--         {June  21,  1880] 


Eesolutian. 


462 


hayinfi^  made  and  subscribed  the  Oath 
shoula  take  part  in  debate  or  vote  he 
should  be  subject  to  a  penalty  and  his 
seat  should  be  vacated  in  die  same 
manner  as  if  he  were  dead.  Then  they 
would  have  this  whole  debate  over  again 
on  the  question  of  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
In  these  circumstances  they  were  en- 
titled to  ask  what  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  ?  Were  they  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  or  Amendment  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper?  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  remedy  that 
could  be  applied.  That  remedy  was 
legislation — legislation  of  the  kind  which 
was  adopted  when  Sir  David  Salomons 
could  not  take  his  seat.  The  House  on 
that  occasion,  under  the  leadership  of 
Lord  John  Bussell,  positively  declined 
to  shrink  from  its  plain  straightforward 
obligations,  or  stilt  less  to  be  controlled 
by  tne  action  of  third  parties  in  Courts 
of  Law.  If  ever  there  was  an  d  fortiori 
case  it  was  the  one  with  which  Lord  John 
Bussell  was  then  dealing.  His  Lordship 
objected  to  the  law  as  it  was  laid  down 
by  the  lawyers.  He  was  taimted  again 
and  again  by  his  own  followers  that  he 
would  not  allow  Sir  David  Salomons  to 
do  that  which  would  raise  the  question 
in  the  Courts  of  Law.    He  said — 

''  The  first  example  we  have  to  set  is  that  of 
obedience  to  the  law,  and  whatever  we  may 
think  of  the  policy  or  expediency  of  the  par- 
ticular law  that  we  complain  of,  or  of  what  in 
our  view  is  natural  justice — the  view  I  submit 
to  the  House  of  Commons  is  this,  that  we  should 
ourselves  be  the  first  to  set  the  example  of 
obeying  the  law,  and  leave  the  Legislature  to 
remedy  that  which  is  supposed  to  be  unjust." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
It  has  been  said  that  this  is  a  delicate 
question.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  not 
merely  a  delicate  but  a  solemn  question. 
The  question  before  the  House  is,  whe- 
ther a  man  who  denies  the  common 
God  of  Jew  and  Christian  is  to  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  in  this  House  ?  Beference 
has  been  made  to  the  Society  of  Friends 
and  to  the  Jewish  Persuasion.  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  insult  to  both  those  Bodies  to 
compare  them  to  an  Atheist.  As  regards 
the  Society  of  Friends,  allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  late  Mr.  JosOT)h  John  Youn^. 
I  would  allude  to  the  father  and  uncle 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forst^r). 


More  holy  and  devoted  men  than  these 
have  seldom  lived,  and  it  would  be  an 
insult  to  their  memory  to  compare  them 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
As  regards  the  Jews,  I  had  the  honour 
to  sit  in  a  former  Parliament  with  the 
Gentlemen  mentioned  before  the  Com- 
mittee—the two  Barons  de  Itothschild 
and  Sir  David  Salomons — and  all  who 
knew  them  will  agree  with  me  that  they 
were  eminently  qualified  to  sit  in  this 
House.  Sir,  is  it  desirable  to  admit  to 
this  House  one  who  denies  the  existence 
of  God  and  of  a  future  state?  The 
example  of  the  United  States  has  great 
influence  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but  I  may  remind  the  House  that  the 
United  States  refused  to  admit  the  terri- 
tory of  Utah  into  the  Union.  I  may  be 
told  that  this  was  rather  on  moral  than 
on  reli^ouB  grounds.  I  might  reply 
that  objection  may  be  taken  to  the  mortu 
as  well  as  to  the  religious  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton.  I  do 
not  insist  on  this,  because,  if  a  man 
denies  God  and  a  future  state,  I  do  not 
see  how  he  can  be  expected  to  be  a  moral 
man.  His  langpiage  must  necessarily  be— > 
''Let  us  eat  and  drink,  for  to-morrow 
we  die."  We  are  told  to  respect  the 
verdict  of  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton; I  do  not  think  tiie  House  is 
bound  to  do  so.  Twice  has  the  great 
county  of  Tipperary  returned  men  whom 
this  House  has  refused  to  admit.      I 

Particularly  refer  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
I'Donovan  Bossa,  because  his  rejection 
was  moved  by  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister. But,  Sir,  we  have  to  look,  not 
to  the  electors  of  Northampton,  but  to 
the  people  at  large.  I  believe,  if  we  cared 
to  put  to  our  constituents,  apart  from 
any  question  of  confidence  in  the 
right  ^hon.  Gentleman  I  see  before  me, 
apart  from  any  foreign  or  other  ques- 
tion, a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  also  of  Ireland  ana  Scot- 
land, would  say  in  reply  to  the  appeal — 
"  We  will  not  have  among  our  Bulers 
one  who  denies  the  God  who  is  above." 
Sir,  on  these  grounds,  because  I  believe 
that  I  am  supported  by  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England,  because  I  am  confi- 
dent I  express  the  views  of  that  great 
constituency  by  whose  favour  I  now 
stand  before  you ;  above  all,  because  if  I 
could  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Labouchere),  I 
should  be  recreant  to  my  countiy,  my 
Sovereign,  and  my   God,  I  give    my 
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strike  a  most  fatal  blow  at  Constitu- 
tional  principles,  and  a  still  more  fatal 
blow  against  civil  and  religious  liberty ; 
and,  as  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
that  had  been  returned  in  overwhelming 
numbers,  he  should  most  deeply  regret  it 
if  the  House  came  to  such  a  conclusion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton,  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Dedaxation,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law.'* — (Mr,  Labouehere.) 

Sm  HAEDINGE  GIFFAED,  in 
rising  to  move  as  an  Amendment — 

''  That,  having  regard  to  the  Keportsand  pro- 
ceedings of  two  Select  Committees,  appointed 
by  this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted 
to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31 
and  32  Vic  c.  72," 

said,  that  there  was  no  Member  of  that 
House,  if  he  excepted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  himself,  who  did  not 
heartily  regret  that  this  question  had 
been  raised.  So  far  from  having  any 
desire  to  interrogate  anyone  as  to  his 
religious  belief,  they  should  have 
thought  it  a  subject  of  special  congratu- 
lation, and  might  possibly  have  enter- 
tained the  charitable  hypothesis  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  did  not  con- 
tinue the  same  as  they  had  been,  if 
without  any  notice  he  had  come  to  the 
Table  and  taken  the  Oath  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner.  In  that  case  no  question 
would  have  been  raised,  and  every  hon. 
Gentleman  about  him  would  have  depre- 
cated any  inquisitorial  proceedings  as  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.  But  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
views  had  been  thrust  upon  the  House, 
and  that  important  distinction  must  be 
obvious  to  everyone.  Each  man  was 
the  keeper  of  his  own  conscience,  and  if 
he  kept  it  to  himself  it  was  his  own 
affair ;  but  if  he  challenged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  he  was  or  was 
not  entitled  to  take  the  Oath  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
shield  itself  by  saying  that  each  man 
must  be  guardian  of  ms  own  conscience. 
The  Members  of  that  House  were  the 
guardians  of  the  decency  and  the  de- 
corum of  that  great  Assembly,  and  the 
Member  for  Northampton  was  now 
shifting  to  them  the  responsibility  which 
he  mi^ht  have  kept  to  himself.  He 
would  oriefly  recapitulate  the  history  of 
this  matter.    A  question  was  addressed 

Mr,  C,  McLaren 


to  the    right  hon.    Oentleman  in  tlie 
Chair,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
turn  invited  the   consideration  of  the 
House  to  it.     At  the  instance  of  the  Go- 
vernment a  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  Committee  reported.    They  had 
heard  something  about  the  Beport  hay- 
ing been  carried  by  this  vote  or  by  that. 
He  was  himself  unable  to  understand 
the  attributing  of  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  reported  by  a  majority  to 
the  vote  of   any    particular   Member. 
The  Beport  was  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee.    If  anybody  was  to  go  behind  a 
decision  and  examine  the  way  in  which 
each  Member  voted,  and  proceeded  to 
weigh  in  the  balance  the  authority  of 
each  particular  Member,  it  was  obvious 
that,   whether  as  regarded  Courts  of 
Law  or  that  House,  the  finality  of  tiie 
decision  was  gone.    It  was  at  the  in- 
stance of   Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  this  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
when  the  Beport  was  presented  to  the 
House  one  of  two  courses  was  open  to 
them.     Either  Her  Majesty's  Gbvexn- 
ment  might  have  challenged,  if  thej 
thought  proper,  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  or  they  might,    as    they  did, 
follow  another  course.    They  thought  it 
right  to  move  for  another  Committee,  in 
which  case  the  terms  of  Beference  as- 
sumed the  accuracy  of  the  Report  made 
by  the  first  Committee.    And,  in  tmth, 
when  the  House  discussed  at  some  length 
the  appointment  of  the  second  Commit 
tee,  it  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  very 
desirable  to  have  a  discussion  on  a  ques- 
tion of  law  carried  on  without  heat  in  t 
serener  and  more  judicial  atmosphere, 
and  that  a  Committee  was  the  atmo- 
sphere in  which  such  a  question  ought 
to  be  debated.     While  it  was  assumed 
that  the  first  Committee  had  disposed  of 
the    question  of  the  Afiirmation,   the 
question  of  the  Oath  was  referred  to  th^ 
second  Committee.      That  question  was 
debated  with  very  considerable  anima- 
tion on  each  side,  and  what  the  Com- 
mittee thought  right  they  reported ;  but 
they  were  a^ed  to  add  to  the  Beport  a 
matter  which  had  not  been  remitted  to 
them ;  and,  in  fact,  to  overrule  the  deci- 
sion of  the  first  Committee,  the  subjat 
matter  of  the  first  Committee's  decisios 
not  being  within  the  preamble  of  th« 
Beference.      He  admitted  it  might  hi 
said — **0h,  this  is  not  overruling  th« 
legal  principle  laid  down  by  the  fii^ 
Comnuttee;  but  this  recommendation 
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hia  outside  the  Reference  altogether, 
be  interpreted  in  this  sense — that, 
uing  the  first  Committee  to  have 

correct  in  the  law  laid  down,  the 
id  Committee  only  recommends  a 

in  which  the  queation  may  be  ulti- 
ly  decided."  Well,  that  was  about 
lost  extraoidinary  proceeding  ever 
1  of  when  they  found  appended  to 
recommendation  the  names  of  four 
bers  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
)f  them  the  Attorney  General  and 
lolicitoT  CFeneral.  That  recommen- 
n  amounted  to  this — Whereas  it 
leen  decided  and  assumed  to  be  the 
that  it  was  unlawful  to  make  an 
nation,  in  that  case  the  Attorney 
ral  and  Solicitor  General  recom- 
led  the  law  to  be  broken.  They 
imended  the  law  to  be  broken  in 
'  that  the  Courts  of  Law  might  find 
rhether  the  Committee  had  decided 
or  not.  He  would  hare  to  quote 
cedent  presently  where  a  somewhat 
u  question  arose,  and  then  he 
i  show  what  the  Leader  of  the 
e  and  the  Prime  Minister  of  the 

said  on  the  subject.  But  for 
noment  he  would  advert  to  the 
ion  raised  before  the  first  Com- 
e.  Conudering  the  names  of  the 
emen  who  sat  on  that  Committee, 
:hat  it  was  a  question  of  law  upon 
1  lawyers  of  very  great  eminence 
liffered,  he  would  not  dogmatize  or 
bat  the  question  was  too  clear  for 
uent.  But  he  assumed,  in  the 
ice  of  any  proceedings  on  the  part 
3r  Majesty's  Government,  that  the 
on  of  the  first  Committee  was  not 
challenged  ;  and  he  was  entitled  to 
le,  therefore,  that  it  would  be  un- 
1  to  allow  the  Member  for  North- 
}n  to  make  an  Affirmation  instead 

Oath.  Now,  the  whole  point  in 
te  had  been  assumed  in  the  two 
me  to  which  they  had  listened.  It 
aid  that  the  word  "  others"  in  the 
asses'  Oaths  Act  of  1871  must  have 
ed  to  everybody,  and  not  merely  to 
OS  who  entertained  a  peculiar 
Dus  belief.  But  he  held  it  very 
,ble  that  in  the  different  stages  of 
ition  which  the  Legislature  adopted 
oeeded  on  the  assumption  of  some 
DUS  feeling  and  some  religious 
ms,  although  not  confined  to  par- 
r  sects  and  beliefs.  The  £on. 
3er  for  Northampton,  in  reading 
ct  of  1871,  and  referring  to  it  as 


confirming  his  view,  omitted  a  vei 
important  portion  of  it,  which,  if  th 
House  would  permit,  he  (Sir  Harding 
GiflHrd)  would  now  supply.  The  d« 
claration  was  in  these  words: — 

"  I,  A  B,  do  ■olemnly  and  liDcerel;  and  tru] 
aCGrm  and  declare  that  the  taking  of  anj  oat 
is,  according  to  my  religious  belief  unlaumd." 

He  would  have  thought  that  thee 
words,  "according  to  my  religion 
belief,"  might  have  formed  part  ( 
what  the  hon.  Member  read  to  th 
House,  and  might  have  been  urged  i 
favour  of  the  view  that  religious  persuf 
sion  was  an  essential  condition  of  eithc 
taking  the  Oath  where  the  Oath  ws 
lawful,  or  the  Affirmation  substitute 
for  an  Oath  were  the  objection  to  tfa 
taking  of  an  Oath  was  founded  on  rel 
giouB  belief.  He  would  have  thougl: 
Uiat  that  argument  was  at  least  worth 
of  some  notice  in  considering  the  quei 
tion  whether  they  were  to  adopt  th 
Besolution  of  the  first  Committee  or  no: 
Although  he  did  not  put  forward  hi 
opinion  as  of  more  value  than  that  c 
any  other  hon.  Member,  yet  he  fel 
bound  to  give  ezpressiou  to  it  lest  : 
might  be  thought  that  he  did  not  ei 
tirely  concur  in  the  Beport.  Well,  whe 
course  was  suggested  in  face  of  the  diffi 
culty  created  oy  the  hon.  Member  fo 
Northampton  himself?  It  was  said  i 
the  recommendation  of  the  Select  Com 
mittee  that — 

"  From  tlia  fact  that  this  Beport  was  carrie 
"by  the  vote  of  the  Chairman,  thus  showing 
great  diviaion  of  opinion  among  the  Members  < 
the  Committee,  the  state  of  the  law  oannot  ti 
regarded  as  satisfactorily  detennined.  Undt 
these  circumstances  it  appears  to  your  Con 
mittee  that  Ur.  Bradlaugh  shoold  have  tb 
liberty  of  having  his  natatory  rights  determine 
beyond  doubt  by  being  allowed  hi  take  the  onl 
■tn>  by  which  the  legality  of  his  imnlriTig  ^ 
Amrmahon  can  be  brought  for  decision  befot 
the  High  Coart  of  Justice." 

That  recommendation  was  entirely  be 
yond  the  scope  of  their  inquiry.  The; 
were  not  invited  to  make  any  such  re 
commendation ;  and  it  could  only  havi 
the  authority  of  those  who  had  appendei 
their  names  to  it.  He  would,  however 
take  it  for  the  moment  as  having  thi 
authority  of  the  names  appended  to  it 
And  now  let  him  remind  the  House  o 
the  precedent  that  existed  on  this  sub 
ject.  When  Mr.  Alderman  Salomoni 
was  returned  for  Greenwich  there  wen 
three  Oatha  which  every  Member  wai 
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bodies.  He  (Mr.  Seijeant  Simon)  remem- 
bered well  how  they  were  employed 
against  the  admission  of  his  own  com- 
munity. It  was  the  spirit  of  such  argu- 
ments that  lighted  the  fires  of  Smithfield, 
and  established  the  Inquisition  in  Spain. 
He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  had,  and  could 
have,  no  kmd  of  sympathy  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  or  his  opinions.  He  con- 
denmed  and  deplored  them.  But  he 
held  the  right  of  conscience  to  be  the 
most  sacred  of  all  human  rights,  and 
whether  a  man  believed  much,  or  little, 
or  nothing  at  all,  rested  upon  precisely 
the  same  common  ground,  the  right  of 
each  man  to  determine  for  himself  in 
matters  of  religion.  To  attempt  to  limit 
this  right  was  to  deny  it  altogether. 
To  impose  disabilities,  or  to  punish 
a  man,  by  withholding  civil  or  poli- 
tical rights,  because  of  his  opinions,  was 
a  power  which  he  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 
could  not  concede  to  any  man,  or  body  of 
men.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  belonged 
to  a  race  that  had  suffered  more  than  any 
other  for  the  sake  of  conscience,  and,  in 
many  parts  of  the  world,  they  suffered 
still.  He,  for  one,  would  never  use  the 
rights  he  enjoyed  as  an  Englishman  to 
exclude  another  from  equal  participation 
in  those  rights.  Least  of  all  would  he, 
because  of  his  own  religious  convic- 
tions, by  word  or  deed,  join  with  those 
who  would  invade  the  sacred  domain  of 
conscience,  and  deny  the  right  of  private 
judgment. 

Me.  WAETON  asked,  "  Where  are 
we  now  ?  "  The  Attorney  General,  as 
representing  the  Government,  had  taiken 
credit  to  himself  for  accepting  the  de- 
cision of  the  first  Committee ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  at  the 
instigation  or  with  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  second 
Committee  had  appended  to  its  Beport 
the  recommendation  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  permitted  to  affirm  ~-a  matter 
which  in  no  way  entered  into  the  scope 
of  its  inquiry  ?  He  hoped,  and  indeed 
believed,  that  the  House,  and  especially 
the  Liberal  Members  of  it,  would  pause 
when  they  considered  what  a  terrible 
effect  would  be  produced  in  the  country 
by  voting  in  favour  of  the  Motion  which 
would  admit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the 
House.  He  a^eed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  E. 
N.  Fowler),  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, that  the  question  was  one  of  reli- 
gion, and  that  if  it  were  put  to  a  vote 
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of  the  country  there  would  be  a  far 
larger  majority  against  the  Motion  than 
that  which  returned  the  Liberal  Party 
to  power  at  the  recent  Election.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  he  saw  opposite 
him  (Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  John  Bright) 
were  religious  men,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  on  the  present  occasion  throw 
their  shields  over  an  infidel  and  a  blas- 
phemer. There  was  an  assumption  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  supporters 
that  an  infidel  had  a  conscience — an  as- 
sumption which  he  denied  not  only  on 
broad  grounds,  but  on  the  very  deriva- 
tion of  the  word,  which  implied  a  know- 
ledge of  some  One  with  us,  or  the  light 
of  God  in  our  own  nature.  In  oondu- 
sion,  he  begged  that  every  Member  of 
the  House  who  believed  in  God  would 
vote  against  the  '^  fool  who  hath  said  in 
his  heart  there  is  no  God." 

Mr.  WHITBREAD  wished  to  re- 
mind hon.  Members  opposite  of  a  fact 
which  they  had  apparently  forgotten, 
which  was  that  when  the  first  Committee 
in  reference  to  this  matter  was  appointed 
it  was  distinctly  understood  that  the  Be- 
port of  the  Committee  was  in  no  sense 
to  decide  the  question,  but  was  simply 
to  be  a  means  of  affording  information 
to  the  House  to  enable  the  general  body 
of  Members  to  arrive  at  a  decision  on  a 
very  difficult  question.  Then,  ag^n,  it 
was  sought  to  make  the  Government  re- 
sponsible for  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  second  Committee.  Let 
them  not  forget  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  proposed  to  appoint  as  the  second 
Committee  the  very  same  Gentlemen 
who  had  formed  the  first.  If  that  course 
had  been  followed  it  was  but  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  the  Committee  would 
have  come  to  a  similar  conclusion.  But 
it  was  at  the  instigation,  and  at  the 
express  wish  of  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, that  new  names  were  added,  and 
that  if  a  Beport  different  from  that 
anticipated  had  come  out,  it  was  rather 
hard  to  throw  the  responsibility  on  the 
Government.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge 
Giffard)  also  based  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  his  argument  on  the  erroneous 
assumption  that  the  Beport  of  the  first 
Comnuttee  had  decided  the  law  of  the 
case,  but  admitted  that  the  question  was 
one  of  law.  If  this  last  nroposition 
were  true,  which  he  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
admitted,  surely  no  tribunal  could  be  so 
competent  to  decide  it  as  the  Law  Courts. 
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that  for  a  time  these  Oaths  were  a  reli- 
gious disability,  in  the  case,  for  instance, 
of  Jews  and  Quakers.  But  what  hap- 
pened? The  House  interfered  to  put 
away  that  disability.  It  is  contrary  to 
— it  is  repugnant  to — the  feelings  of  all 
men  of  tolerant  minds  that  any  Gentle- 
man should  be  hindered  from  performing 
civil  functions  in  this  world  on  account 
of  speculatiye  opinions  regarding  another 
world.  [**  Oh,  oh !  "]  Hon.  Gentlemen 
exclaim  as  if  I  were  uttering  some  new 
doctrine.  In  1837  there  was  a  Bill 
brought  into  Parliament  and  passed, 
called  the  Mimicipal  Officers'  Declaration 
Bill.  The  Act  was  to  enable  Quakers, 
Separatists,  and  Moravians  to  make  a 
declaration  instead  of  an  oath.  It  was 
moved  that  the  words  ''  and  others  "  be 
inserted.  This  was  not  carried,  and  the 
following  Protest  remains  on  the  books 
of  tiie  House  of  Lords,  signed  by  Lord 
Holland,  Lord  Badnor,  I^rd  Denman, 
and  Lord  Brougham — 

''BecauBO  the  introduction  of  these  deno- 
minationB  in  the  declaration  may,  in  my  appre- 
hension, lead  to  vexatiouB  litigation,  and  such 
litigation  to  yet  more  vezationa  inquiries  re- 
specting theological  and  speculative  tenets  of 
individuals — inquiries  on  principle  unjustifiable, 
and  in  practice  injurious  to  migious  Uberty. 
The  right  of  a  man  to  substitute  the  declaration 
proposed  bythis  Bill  for  that  enacted  by  the  Act 
of  George  lY.  might  be  questioned,  on  the  score 
of  his  not  being,  as  he  professed  to  be  in  the 
dedaratioD,  a  Quaker,  a  Moravian,  or  a  Separa- 
tist, and  the  Court  of  Law  called  upon  to  try 
his  right  under  the  words  of  the  Statute  would 
thus  be  compelled  to  pronounce  iudgment  on  the 
character  of  his  religious  creed,  a  jurisdiction 
which  no  human,  or  at  least  no  secular,  tri- 
bunal has  the  right  or  the  means  to  assume, 
and  which  is  more  accordant  with  the  spirit  of 
the  Inquisition  at  Rome  than  consistent  with 
the  habits  and  professionB  of  a  Protestant  com- 
munity and  a  free  people." 

And  Lord  Holland  adds — 

I'  I  cannot  directly  or  indirectly  sanction  the 
opinion  that  any  particular  faith  in  matters  of 
reli^on  is  necessary  to  the  proper  discharge  of 
duties  purely  political  or  temporal/* 

Sir  George  Grey  seems  to  have  taken  a 
large  view  of  his  own  Bill,  for  in  the 
debate  on  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Bill 
of  1866  he  says — 

**  Let  no  man  be  asked  any  question  as  to  his 
religion,  but  let  him  take  his  seat  in  the  House 
if  qualified  to  sit  there  in  the  opinion  of  those 
who  sent  him  there,  on  taking  the  oath  of 
allegianoe  as  a  loval  subject  of  the  Crown.'* — 
[3  Matuttrd,  clxxxi.  456.] 

The  Oath  in  that  passage,  I  may  explain, 
Jff.  Lohouchere 


means  Oath  or  Afi&rmation,  for  Section  4 
of  that  Act  says — 

«  The  affirmation  of  allegianoe  shall  have  tiie 
same  efiect  as  the  making  and  subscribing  of 
the  oath  hereby  appointed.** 

So  that  Sir  George  Grey  wished  tha^ 
every  person  duly  elected  by  a  constitu- 
ency should  come  to  that  Table  and  be 
allowed,  without  any  question  as  to  reli- 
gious belief,  or  absence  of  religious  be- 
Sef,  to  take  the  Oath  or  to  affinn.    It  is 
no  novelty  to  say  that  it  is  most  de- 
sirable   that    whenever  the  State  im- 
poses   upon   a    Member  of    a    Legis- 
lature the  necessitv  of  taking  an  Oath 
he    should    be    aUowed   to    substitute 
an  Afi&rmation.    The  founders  of   the 
American  Bepublic,  in  order  that  there 
should  be  no  mistake  about  their  tolera- 
tion, incorporated  in  their  Constitution 
a  distinct  declaration  that  in  no  case 
should  any  gentleman  called  upon  to 
take  the  Oath  be  forced  to  take  it  if  he 
preferred  to  make  an  Affirmation.    A 
few  years  ago,  in  the  late  Civil  War, 
there  was  an  Oath  so  stringent  as  to 
earn  the  title  of  the  Iron-dad  Oath.   Its 
object  was  to  oblige  anyone  elected  to 
the  public  offices  to  swear  that  he  bad 
not  taken  part  directly  or  indirectly  in 
the  Bebellion.    Even  in  regard  to  that 
Oath  the  Americans  stuck  to  the  principle 
of  their  Constitution,  and  laid  it  down 
that    anyone    might  affirm  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath.  On  this  particular  issue 
it  is  undesirable  to  come  into  conflict  with 
constituencies  and  to  interfere  with  their 
free  choice  of  their  own  Members.    In 
Northampton  there  are,  perhaps,  fewer 
persons  than  in  almost  any  other  town 
of  its  size  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  way  of 
thinking  in  religious  matters.  [^LaughierJ] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  laugh.    Do  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen think  that  when  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
is  in  a  town  to  give  lectures  on  his  par- 
ticular views  he  must  necessarily  convert 
everyone?    As  a  matter  of  fact,  there 
are  exceedingly  few  persons  in  North- 
ampton of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.    Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  elected  on  a  political 
issue ;  and  so  strong  is  the  feehng  that 
the  constituency  would  be  badly  used  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  not  allowed  to  take 
his  seat,  that  I  am  convinced  that  the 
majority  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  over  any  Con- 
servative that  became  a  candidate  would 
be  still  greater  now  than  at  his  last  elec- 
tion,   ^niis  is  not  the  case  of  a  Gentle- 
man having  been  elected  saying  he  will 
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havinfi^  made  and  subscribed  the  Oath 
shoula  take  part  in  debate  or  vote  he 
should  be  subject  to  a  penalty  and  his 
seat  should  be  vacated  in  the  scune 
manner  as  if  he  were  dead.  Then  they 
would  have  this  whole  debate  over  again 
on  the  question  of  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
In  these  circumstances  they  were  en- 
titled to  ask  what  was  the  intention  of 
the  Gk>yemment  ?  Were  they  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  or  Amendment  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper?  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  remedy  that 
could  be  applied.  That  remedy  was 
legislations-legislation  of  the  kind  which 
was  adopted  when  Sir  David  Salomons 
could  not  take  his  seat.  The  House  on 
that  occasion,  under  the  leadership  of 
Lord  John  Bussell,  positively  decbned 
to  shrink  from,  its  plain  straightforward 
obligations,  or  still  less  to  be  controlled 
by  tne  action  of  third  parties  in  Courts 
of  Law.  If  ever  there  was  an  d  fortiori 
case  it  was  the  one  with  which  Lord  John 
Bussell  was  then  dealing.  His  Lordship 
objected  to  the  law  as  it  was  laid  down 
by  the  lawvers.  He  was  taimted  again 
and  again  by  his  own  followers  that  he 
would  not  allow  Sir  David  Salomons  to 
do  that  which  would  raise  the  question 
in  the  Courts  of  Law.    He  said — 

**  The  first  example  we  have  to  set  is  that  of 
obedience  to  the  law,  and  whatever  we  may 
think  of  the  policy  or  expediency  of  the  par- 
ticular law  that  we  complain  of,  or  of  what  in  | 
our  view  is  natural  justice — the  view  I  submit 
to  the  House  of  Commons  is  this,  that  we  should 
ourselves  be  the  first  to  set  the  example  of 
obejring  the  law,  and  leave  the  Legislature  to 
remedy  that  which  is  supposed  to  be  unjust." 

The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
It  has  been  said  that  this  is  a  delicate 
question.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  not 
merely  a  delicate  but  a  solemn  question. 
The  question  before  the  House  is,  whe- 
ther a  man  who  denies  the  conunon 
God  of  Jew  and  Christian  is  to  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  in  this  House  ?  Beference 
has  been  made  to  the  Society  of  Friends 
and  to  the  Jewish  Persuasion.  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  insult  to  both  those  Bodies  to 
compare  them  to  an  Atheist.  As  regards 
the  Society  of  Friends,  allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  late  Mr.  Joseph  John  Youne . 
I  would  allude  to  the  mther  and  undo 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forst^). 


More  holy  and  devoted  men  than  these 
have  seldom  lived,  and  it  would  be  an 
insult  to  their  memory  to  compare  them 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
As  regards  the  Jews,  I  had  the  honour 
to  sit  in  a  former  Parliament  with  the 
Gentlemen  mentioned  before  the  Com- 
mittee—the two  Barons  de  Itothschild 
and  Sir  David  Salomons — ^and  all  who 
knew  them  will  agree  with  me  that  they 
were  eminently  qualified  to  sit  in  this 
House.    Sir,  is  it  desirable  to  admit  to 
this  House  one  who  denies  the  existence 
of  God  and  of  a  future    state?     The 
example  of  the  United  States  has  great 
influence  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but  I  may  remind  the  House  that  the 
United  States  refused  to  admit  the  terri- 
tory of  Utah  into  the  Union.    I  may  be 
told  that  this  was  rather  on  moral  than 
on  reli^ous  grounds.     I  might  reply 
that  objection  may  be  taken  to  the  mortd 
as  well  as  to  the  religious  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton.    I  do 
not  insist  on  this,  because,  if  a  man 
denies  God  and  a  future  state,  I  do  not 
see  how  he  can  be  expected  to  be  a  moral 
man.  His  language  must  necessarily  be— > 
''Let  us  eat  ana  drink,  for  to-morrow 
we  die."    We  are  told  to  respect  the 
verdict  of  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton; I  do  not  think  the  House  is 
bound  to  do  so.    Twice  has  the  great 
oounly  of  Tipperary  returned  men  whom 
this  House  has  refused  to  admit.      I 

Sarticularly  refer  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
I'Donovan  Bossa,  because  his  rejection 
was  moved  by  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister. But,  Sir,  we  have  to  look,  not 
to  the  electors  of  Northampton,  but  to 
the  people  at  large.  I  believe,  if  we  cared 
to  put  to  our  constituents,  apart  from 
any  question  of  confidence  in  the 
right  ^non.  Gentleman  I  see  before  me» 
apart  &om  any  foreign  or  other  ques- 
tion, a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  also  of  Ireland  ana  Scot- 
land, would  say  in  reply  to  the  appeal — 
'*  We  will  not  have  among  our  Bulers 
one  who  denies  the  Otod  who  is  above.'* 
Sir,  on  these  grounds,  because  I  believe 
that  I  am  supported  by  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England,  because  I  am  confi- 
dent I  express  the  views  of  that  great 
constituency  by  whose  favour  I  now 
stand  before  you ;  above  all,  because  if  I 
could  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Labouchere),  I 
should  be  recreant  to  my  coimtry,  my 
Sovereign,   and  my    God,  I  give    my 
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strike  a  most  fatal  blow  at  Constitu- 
tional  principles,  and  a  still  more  fatal 
blow  against  civil  and  religious  liberty ; 
and,  as  a  Member  of  the  Liberal  Party 
that  had  been  returned  in  overwhelming 
numbers,  he  should  most  deeply  regret  it 
if  the  House  came  to  such  a  conclusion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Member  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton,  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law.'* — {Jfr,  Labouehere,) 

Sm  HAEDINGE  GIFFAED,  in 
rising  to  move  as  an  Amendment — 

"  That,  havingregard  to  the  KeportBand  pro- 
ceedings of  two  Select  Committees,  appointed 
by  this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted 
to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31 
and  32  Vic  c.  72," 

said,  that  there  was  no  Member  of  that 
House,  if  he  excepted  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  himself,  who  did  not 
heartily  regret  that  this  question  had 
been  raised.  So  far  from  having  any 
desire  to  interrogate  anyone  as  to  his 
religious  belief,  they  should  have 
thought  it  a  subject  of  special  congratu- 
lation, and  might  possibly  have  enter- 
tained the  charitable  hypothesis  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  did  not  con- 
tinue the  same  as  they  had  been,  if 
without  any  notice  he  had  come  to  the 
Table  and  taken  the  Oath  in  the  ordi- 
nary manner.  In  that  case  no  question 
would  have  been  raised,  and  every  hon. 
Gentleman  about  him  would  have  depre- 
cated any  inquisitorial  proceedings  as  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  views.  But  it  was  im- 
possible not  to  see  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
views  had  been  thrust  upon  the  House, 
and  that  important  distinction  must  be 
obvious  to  everyone.  Each  man  was 
the  keeper  of  his  own  conscience,  and  if 
he  kept  it  to  himself  it  was  his  own 
affair;  but  if  he  challenged  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  he  was  or  was 
not  entiUed  to  take  the  Oath  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Commons  to 
shield  itself  by  sayino^  that  each  man 
must  be  guardian  of  his  own  conscience. 
The  Members  of  that  House  were  the 
guardians  of  the  decency  and  the  de- 
corum of  that  great  Assembly,  and  the 
Member  for  Northampton  was  now 
shifting  to  them  the  responsibility  which 
he  mi^ht  have  kept  to  himself.  He 
would  oriefly  recapitulate  the  history  of 
this  matter.    A  question  was  addressed 
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to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
Chair,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
turn  invited  the  consideration  of  the 
House  to  it.  At  the  instance  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  a  Committee  was  appointed, 
and  that  Committee  reported.  They  had 
heard  somethine  about  the  Beport  hav- 
ing been  carried  by  this  vote  or  by  that. 
He  was  himself  unable  to  understand 
the  attributing  of  the  Beport  of  a  Com- 
mittee which  reported  by  a  majority  to 
the  vote  of  any  particular  Member. 
The  Beport  was  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee. K  anybody  was  to  go  behind  a 
decision  and  examine  the  way  in  which 
each  Member  voted,  and  proceeded  to 
weigh  in  the  balance  the  authority  of 
each  particular  Member,  it  was  obvious 
that,  whether  as  regarded  Courts  of 
Law  or  that  House,  the  finality  of  the 
decision  was  gone.  It  was  at  the  in- 
stance of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  this  Committee  was  appointed,  and 
when  the  Beport  was  presented  to  the 
House  one  of  two  courses  was  open  to 
them.  Either  Her  Majesty's  Gt>vem- 
ment  might  have  challenged,  if  they 
thought  proper,  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, or  they  might,  as  they  did, 
follow  another  course.  They  thought  it 
right  to  move  for  another  Committee,  in 
which  case  the  terms  of  Beference  as- 
sumed the  accuracy  of  the  Beport  made 
by  the  first  Committee.  And,  in  truth, 
when  the  House  discussed  at  some  length 
the  appointment  of  the  second  Commit 
tee,  it  was  pointed  out  that  it  was  very 
desirable  to  have  a  discussion  on  a  ques* 
tion  of  law  carried  on  without  heat  in  a 
serener  and  more  judicial  atmosphere, 
and  that  a  Committee  was  the  atmo- 
sphere in  which  such  a  question  ought 
to  be  debated.  While  it  was  assumed 
that  the  first  Committee  had  disposed  of 
the  question  of  the  Affirmation,  the 
question  of  the  Oath  was  referred  to  the 
second  Committee.  That  question  was 
debated  with  very  considerable  anima- 
tion on  each  side,  and  what  the  Com- 
mittee thought  right  they  reported ;  but 
they  were  asked  to  add  to  the  Beport  a 
matter  which  had  not  been  remitted  to 
them  ;  and,  in  fact,  to  overrule  the  deci- 
sion of  the  first  Committee,  the  subject 
matter  of  the  first  Committee's  decision 
not  being  within  the  preamble  of  the 
Beference.  He  admitted  it  might  be 
said — "Oh,  this  is  not  overruling  the 
legal  principle  laid  down  by  the  first 
Comnuttee;  but  this  recommendation^ 
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Judge  was  "  satisfied  that  an  oath  would 
not  be  binding  on  the  conscience."  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  claimed  as  one  of  those 
persons  to  be  allowed  to  make  the 
AfiHrmation ;  and  he  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 
held  that,  when  he  made  that  claim,  he 
was  as  much  entitled  to  be  allowed  to 
affirm  as  anyhon.  Member  who  declared 
himself  to  be  '^  one  of  the  persons  called 
Quakers."  The  more  he  had  considered 
the  subject  the  more  convinced  he  had 
been  that  this  was  the  true  meaning  of  the 
Statute,  and  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ought 
to  have  been  allowed  to  affirm  without 
question.  But  it  was  said  that  the  first 
Committee  had  reported  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  right  to  affirm,  and  that  the 
recommendation  of  the  second  Com- 
mittee was  ultra  vireSy  and  that  it  over- 
rode the  finding  of  the  first  Committee. 
With  all  submission,  this  was  not  so. 
The  House,  no  doubt,  was  accustomed 
to  pay  respect  to  the  Beports  of  its 
Committees,  and  it  ought  to  do  so.  But 
the  House  was  not  always,  or  neces- 
sarily, bound  by  what  a  Select  Com- 
mittee had  done  or  recommended.  Be- 
ports came  before  them  for  considera- 
tion; and  the  House,  as  the  ultimate 
judge,  had,  in  many  cases,  declined  to 
adopt  them.  It  was  asked  to  do  so  now 
by  the  Amendment  of  hishon.  and  learned 
Friend  (Sir  Hardinge  GKfifiard)  in  the 
case  of  the  second  Committee,  because 
that  Committee,  it  was  said,  had 
gone  beyond  the  scope  of  the  Beference. 
He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  contended  that 
what  the  second  Committee  had  done 
was  strictly  within  the  scope  of  their 
authority,  and  did  not  override  the 
finding  of  the  first  Committee.  What 
were  the  matters  referred  to  the  second 
Committee  ?  They  were  charged  to  in- 
quire into  the  ''facts and  circumstances " 
under  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  claimed  to 
be  sworn,  and  to  report  and  advise  the 
House  as  to  the  law  and  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  House  with  reference  to  those 
''facts  and  circumstances."  Those  words, 
the  "  facts  and  circumstances,"  governed 
all  that  followed  in  the  Order  of  Befer- 
ence. And  what  were  the  facts  and  cir- 
cumstances? The  Order  itself  recites 
them — namely,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
claimed  to  be  allowed  to  affirm,  and 
having  been  refused,  had  afterwards 
claimed  to  take  the  Oath.  The  Order, 
therefore,  opened  up  the  whole  question 
u|2:ain  as  to  Mr.  Bradlaush's  right  to 
-affinui  and  the  right  of  the  House  to 


refuse  to  allow  him  to  do  so.  The  re- 
commendation of  the  second  Committee 
pointed  out  the  "  facts  and  circum- 
stances" under  which  the  decision  of 
the  first  Committee  was*  arrived  at.  It 
showed  and  declared  their  decision  to  be, 
under  the  circumstances,  imsatisfactory. 
That  it  was  carried  by  a  majority  of  one, 
that  one  being  the  Chairman's  vote,  and, 
considering  the  serious  matter  involved, 
that  it  was  a  question  of  law  of  great 
nicety,  and  that  a  vast  body  of  profes- 
sional opinion  was  at  variance  with  the 
finding  of  the  first  Conmiittee,  it  was 
not  overriding  the  judgment  of  the  first 
Committee,  or  asking  too  much  of  the 
House  to  recommend  that,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh presented  himself  again,  and 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  affirm,  he  should 
"  not  be  prevented  from  so  doing."  The 
issue  was  a  grave  one;  not  for  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  only,  but  for  the  House  it- 
self. If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  not  allowed 
either  to  take  the  Oath  or  affirm,  he  was 
concluded.  There  was  no  appeal  from 
the  decision  of  the  House.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  he  were  allowed  to  affirm,  and 
the  House  was  wrong  in  permitting  him 
to  do  so,  it  would  be  open  to  anyone  to 
have  the  question  decided  by  the  calm 
judgment  of  a  Court  of  Law.  The  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  a  far  wider 
question  than  that  of  an  individual's 
right,  important  as  that  imdoubtedly 
was.  It  was  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right 
merely  that  they  were  considering;  it 
was  the  right  of  every  constituency  in  the 
Kingdom  to  return  whom  they  pleased 
to  represent  them,  whether  the  person 
returned  was  acceptable  or  not  to 
Members  of  that  House.  They  had  no 
right  to  control  the  constituencies  of  the 
Kingdom,  and  to  say  that  the  men  they 
sent  here  should  be  men  of  this  or  that 
particular  pattern.  Arguments  had  been 
used  during  these  discussions — ^indeed, 
they  had  been  employed  that  evening  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  B.  N. 
Fowler),  the  Member  for  the  City  of 
London — that  shocked  modem  opinion. 
The  hon.  Member  denounces  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh as  unfit  to  sit  here  because  of  his 
views  on  religion.  It  was  by  precisely  the 
same  kind  of  argument  that  Nonconfor- 
mists, and  Catholics  and  Jews,  were  for- 
merly kept  out  of  Parliament,  and  denied 
civil  and  political  rights.  There  was 
not  an  argument  against  Mr.Bradlaugh's 
admission  which  had  not  been  employed 
against  all  and  each  of  these  different 
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bound  to  take — the  Oath  of  Allegiance, 
the  Oath  of  Supremacy,  and  the  Oath  of 
Abjuration.  Alderman  Salomons  came 
to  the  Table  and  demanded  to  be  sworn 
on  the  Old  Testament.  The  Speaker 
inquired  on  what  ground.  He  said  that 
was  the  form  binding  on  his  conscience. 
Accordingly  on  that  statement  the  Old 
Testament  was  handed  to  him,  and  he 
proceeded  to  take  the  two  Oaths  of  Al- 
legiance and  Supremacy.  He  also  took 
the  Oath  of  Abjuration  down  to  the 
words  ''  on  the  true  faith  of  a  Christian." 
He  omitted  those  words,  and  the  Speaker 
interposed,  stating  that  the  Oath  had 
not  been  taken  according  to  the  law. 
Upon  that,  debate  arose.  On  that  occa- 
sion the  same  suggestion  was  made 
which  had  been  made  here.  It  was 
suggested  that  the  hon.  Member  might 
be  allowed  to  sit  and  vote  in  the  House 
subject  to  the  penalties  he  would  incur, 
and  in  that  way  the  law  would  be  deter- 
mined. Lord  John  Eussell,  the  then 
Prime  Minister,  protested  against  any 
such  course  being  taken ;  and  the  then 
Attorney  General,  now  the  Lord  Ohief 
Justice  of  England,  pointed  out  that  that 
was  not  the  proper  course  to  pursue 
"  where  the  House  itself  had  a  duty  to 
perform  in  respect  of  the  administration 
of  the  oath."  The  Lord  Ohief  Justice 
added — 

"  I  cannot  agree  that  the  proper  course  would 
be  to  diflobey  the  law  in  oraer  that  it  may  be 
seen  whether  the  tribanala  of  the  country  would 
endorse  the  decision.  The  sug^gestion  has  ac- 
tually been  made  that  the  House  should  give  up 
its  right  of  jurisdiction  over  matters  that  come 
within  it ;  and,  indeed,  if  the  Question  of  penalty 
were  decided  by  a  Court  of  Law,  it  could  not 
determine  the  question  whether  a  Member  was 
entitled  to  sit  and  vote  in  the  House,  nor  war- 
rant the  House  in  shrinking  from  a  duty  which 
the  House  is  bound  to  perform." 

That  seemed  to  be  precisely  a  case  in 
point.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
Committee,  in  the  recommendation  they 
had  made,  said  what  was  tantamount  to 
this : — Do  what  is  unlawful,  and  leave 
it  to  the  Courts  of  Justice  to  say  whether 
it  is  right  or  not.  If  it  was  unlawful,  it 
did  not  seem  a  decent  course  to  permit 
what  had  been  decided  by  the  Com- 
mittee to  be  contrary  to  law,  in  order 
afterwards  to  have  it  determined  by 
ihe  Courts  of  Law  whether  it  was  right 
or  wrong.  But  there  was  a  much  more 
serious  question  behind.  Suppose  they 
permitted  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  make  Affir- 
mation, was  it  quite   clear  that    any 
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Court  of  Law  could  go  beyond  th^? 
In  the  course  of  eyents  he  presumed 
that  Mr.  Breullaugh  would  be  sued  for 
penalties,  and  thereupon  he  supposed 
that  Gentleman  wouldproye  that  he 
was  permitted  by  the  House  to  make 
an  Affirmation.  Putting  that  fact  even 
as  a  question  for  a  jury,  would  it  not  be 
very  pregnant  evidence  that  he  was  one 
of  those  persons  in  respect  of  whom  the 
Statute  permitted  an  Affirmation  to  be 
made?  And  how  were  they  going  to 
get  beyond  that  evidence?  ^.  Brad- 
laugh  had,  on  more  than  one  occasion 
before  the  Committee,  availed  himiy^lf 
of  his  power  to  decline  to  answer  certain 
questions,  and  in  an  action  every  pre- 
sumption would  be  made  in  his  &vour, 
and  not  a  single  question  tending  to 
substantiate  the  action  could  be  put 
to  him  if  he  objected.  How  could  they 
go  behind  that  ?  What  facts  were  they 
to  prove  ?  Had  they  arranged  who  was 
to  be  the  plaintiff?  Was  it  all  arranged 
that  there  was  to  be  a  special  case 
stated  between  the  parties?  He  had 
not  heard  of  any  such  arrangement,  and, 
so  far  as  he  could  gather  from  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee,  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  disposed  or  bound  to  affoid  them 
any  information.  Was  the  House  going 
to  make  a  bargain  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  r 
Was  the  House  going  to  say  to  him — 
''  K  we  allow  you  to  make  an  Affirma- 
tiouy  will  you  state  the  facts  in  a  special 
case  to  help  us  to  have  the  law  de- 
cided?" But  there  was  a  more  im- 
portant question  still ;  for,  when  the  un- 
lawful thing  was  done,  it  was  provided 
that  the  seat  should  be  declared  vacant. 
Who  was  to  decide  that  question  ?  Was 
the  House  to  wait  until  the  court  of 
first  instance,  or  peradventure  the  House 
of  Lords,  had  decided,  before  it  pre- 
sumed to  exercise  its  own  peculiar  func- 
tion, any  interference  with  which  it  re- 
sented from  all  other  jurisdictions.  They 
had  been  told  they  might  have  an  action 
brought  against  tneir  own  officer  for  re- 
fusing to  permit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  make 
Affirmation ;  but  the  duty  was  not  im- 
posed on  Sir  Erskine  May,  but  on  the 
Member  himself,  of  taking  the  Oath  or 
making  Affirmation.  The  section  of  the 
statute  said— <<  the  Oath  shall  be 
solemnly  and  publicly  made  and  sub- 
scribed by  every  Member"  before  he 
took  his  seat ;  and  the  4th  section 
provided  that  if  any  Member  without 
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hayinc  made  and  subscribed  the  Oath 
should  take  part  in  debate  or  vote  he 
should  be  subject  to  a  penalty  and  his 
seat  should  be  vaoated  in  ike  same 
manner  as  if  he  were  dead.  Then  they 
would  hare  this  whole  debate  over  again 
on  the  question  of  the  issue  of  the  Writ. 
In  these  ciroumstanoes  they  were  en- 
titled to  ask  what  was  the  intention  of 
the  Gknremment  ?  Were  they  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  or  Amendment  which  had 
been  placed  on  the  Paper?  He  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  remedy  that 
could  be  applied.  That  remedy  was 
legislation — ^legislation  of  the  kind  which 
was  adopted  when  Sir  David  Salomons 
could  not  take  his  seat.  The  House  on 
that  occasion,  under  the  leadership  of 
Lord  John  Bussell,  positively  declined 
to  shrink  from  its  plcon  straightforward 
obligations,  or  still  less  to  be  controlled 
by  the  action  of  third  parties  in  Courts 
of  Law.  If  ever  there  was  an  d  fortiori 
case  it  was  the  one  with  which  Lord  John 
Bussell  was  then  dealing.  His  Lordship 
objected  to  the  law  as  it  was  laid  down 
by  the  lawyers.  He  was  taunted  again 
and  again  bv  his  own  followers  that  he 
would  not  allow  Sir  David  Salomons  to 
do  that  which  would  raise  the  question 
in  the  Courts  of  Law.    He  said — 

**  The  first  example  we  have  to  let  is  that  of 
obedience  to  the  law,  and  whatever  we  may 
think  of  the  policy  or  expediency  of  the  par- 
ticular law  that  we  oomplain  of,  or  of  what  in 
our  view  is  natural  justice — the  view  I  submit 
to  the  House  of  Commons  is  this,  that  we  should 
ourselves  be  the  first  to  set  Uie  example  of 
obeying  the  law,  and  leave  the  Legislature  to 
remiody  that  which  is  supposed  to  be  unjust.*' 

The  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mb.  R  N.  FOWLEB  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
It  has  been  said  that  this  is  a  aelicate 
question.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  not 
merely  a  delicate  but  a  solenm  question. 
The  question  before  the  House  is,  whe- 
ther a  man  who  denies  the  common 
God  of  Jew  and  Christian  is  to  be  per- 
mitted to  sit  in  this  House  ?  Beference 
baa  been  made  to  the  Society  of  Friends 
and  to  the  Jewish  Persuasion.  It  seems  to 
me  to  be  an  insult  to  both  those  Bodies  to 
compare  them  to  an  Atheist.  As  regards 
the  Society  of  Friends,  allusion  has  been 
made  to  the  late  Mr.  Joseph  John  Tounff . 
I  would  allude  to  the  father  and  unde 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary tat  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forst^). 


More  holy  and  devoted  men  than  these 
have  seldom  lived,  and  it  would  be  an 
insult  to  their  memory  to  compare  them 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 
As  regards  the  Jews,  I  had  the  honour 
to  sit  in  a  former  Parliament  with  the 
Gentlemen  mentioned  before  the  Com- 
mittee— the  two  Barons  de  Itothschild 
and  Sir  David  Salomons — and  all  who 
knew  them  will  agree  with  me  that  they 
were  eminently  qualified  to  sit  in  this 
House.    Sir,  is  it  desirable  to  admit  to 
this  House  one  who  denies  the  existence 
of  Ood  and  of  a   future    state?     The 
example  of  the  United  States  has  great 
influence  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
but  I  may  remind  the  House  that  the 
United  States  refused  to  admit  the  terri- 
tory of  Utah  into  the  Union.    I  may  be 
told  that  this  was  rather  on  moral  than 
on  reli^ous  grounds.     I  might  reply 
that  objection  may  be  taken  to  the  mortd 
as  well  as  to  the  religious  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton.    I  do 
not  insist  on  this,  because,  if  a  man 
denies  Gt>d  and  a  future  state,  I  do  not 
see  how  he  can  be  expected  to  be  a  moral 
man.  His  language  must  necessarily  be-^ 
''Let  us  eat  and  drink,  for  to-morrow 
we  die."    We  are  told  to  respect  the 
verdict  of  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton; I  do  not  think  the  House  is 
bound  to  do  so.    Twice  has  the  great 
ooun^of  Tipperary  returned  men  whom 
this  House  nas  refused  to  admit.      I 
particularly  refer  to  the  case   of  Mr. 
O'Donovan  Bossa,  because  his  rejection 
was  moved  by  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister.   But,  Sir,  we  have  to  look,  not 
to  the  electors  of  Northampton,  but  to 
the  people  at  large.  I  believe,  if  we  cared 
to  put  to  our  constituents,  apart  from 
any    question    of    confidence    in    the 
right  ^hon.  Gentleman  I  see  before  me, 
apart  from  any  foreign  or  other  ques- 
tion, a  large  majority  of  the  people  of 
England,  and  also  of  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land, would  say  in  reply  to  the  appeal — 
"  We  will  not  have  among  our  Kulers 
one  who  denies  the  God  who  is  above." 
Sir,  on  these  grounds,  because  I  believe 
that  I  am  supported  by  the  feeling  of  the 
people  of  England,  because  I  am  confi- 
dent I  express  the  views  of  that  g^reat 
constituency  by  whose  favour  I   now 
stand  before  you ;  above  all,  because  if  I 
could  assent  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Bifr.  Labouohere),  I 
should  be  recreant  to  my  country,  my 
Sovereign,  and  my    God,  I  g^ve    my 
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bodies.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  remem- 
bered well  how  they  were  employed 
against  the  admission  of  his  own  com- 
munity. It  was  the  spirit  of  such  argu- 
ments that  lighted  the  fires  of  Smithfield, 
and  established  the  Inquisition  in  Spain. 
He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  had,  and  could 
have,  no  kmd  of  sympathy  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  or  his  opinions.  He  con- 
demned and  deplored  them.  But  he 
held  the  right  of  conscience  to  be  the 
most  sacred  of  all  human  rights,  and 
whether  a  man  believed  much,  or  little, 
or  nothing  at  all,  rested  upon  precisely 
the  same  common  ground,  the  right  of 
each  man  to  determine  for  himself  in 
matters  of  religion.  To  attempt  to  limit 
this  right  was  to  deny  it  altogether. 
To  impose  disabilities,  or  to  punish 
a  man,  by  withholding  civil  or  poli- 
tical rights,  because  of  his  opinions,  was 
a  power  which  he  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon) 
could  not  concede  to  any  man,  or  body  of 
men.  He  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  belonged 
to  a  race  that  had  suffered  more  than  any 
other  for  the  sake  of  conscience,  and,  in 
many  parts  of  the  world,  they  suffered 
still.  He,  for  one,  would  never  use  the 
rights  he  enjoyed  as  an  Englishman  to 
exclude  another  from  equal  participation 
in  those  rights.  Least  of  all  would  he, 
because  of  his  own  religious  convic- 
tions, by  word  or  deed,  join  with  those 
who  would  invade  the  sacred  domain  of 
conscience,  and  deny  the  right  of  private 
judgment. 

Mb.  WAETON  asked,  "  Where  are 
we  now  ?  "  The  Attorney  General,  as 
representing  the  Government,  had  taken 
credit  to  himself  for  accepting  the  de- 
cision of  the  first  Committee ;  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  at  the 
instigation  or  with  the  sanction  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  that  the  second 
Committee  had  appended  to  its  Eeport 
the  recommendation  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  permitted  to  affirm — a  matter 
which  in  no  way  entered  into  the  scope 
of  its  inquiry  ?  He  hoped,  and  indeed 
believed,  that  the  House,  and  especially 
the  Liberal  Members  of  it,  would  pause 
when  they  considered  what  a  terrible 
effect  woidd  be  produced  in  the  country 
by  voting  in  favour  of  the  Motion  which 
would  admit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the 
House.  He  a^eed  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.  E. 
N.  Fowler),  who  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment, that  the  question  was  one  of  reli- 
gion, and  that  if  it  were  put  to  a  vote 
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of  the  country  there  would  be  a  far 
larger  majority  against  the  Motion  than 
that  which  returned  the  Liberal  Party 
to  power  at  the  recent  Election.  The 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  he  saw  opposite 
him  (Mr.  Gladstone  and  Mr.  John  Bright) 
were  religious  men,  and  he  hoped  they 
would  not  on  the  present  occasion  throw 
their  shields  over  an  infidel  and  a  blas- 
phemer. There  was  an  assumption  on 
the  part  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  supporters 
that  an  infidel  had  a  conscience — an  as- 
sumption which  he  denied  not  only  on 
broaid  grounds,  but  on  the  very  deriva- 
tion of  the  word,  which  implied  a  know- 
ledge of  some  One  with  us,  or  the  light 
of  God  in  our  own  nature.  In  condu- 
sion,  he  begged  that  every  Member  of 
the  House  wno  believed  in  God  would 
vote  against  the  **  fool  who  hath  said  in 
his  heart  there  is  no  God." 

Mb.  WHITBREAD  wished  to  re- 
mind  hon.  Members  opposite  of  a  fact 
which  they  had  apparently  forgotten, 
which  was  that  when  the  first  Committee 
in  reference  to  this  matter  was  appointed 
it  was  distinctly  understood  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  was  in  no  sense 
to  decide  the  question,  but  was  simply 
to  be  a  means  of  affording  information 
to  the  House  to  enable  the  general  body 
of  Members  to  arrive  at  a  decision  on  a 
very  difficult  question.  Then,  ag^ain,  it 
was  sought  to  make  the  Government  re- 
sponsible for  the  course  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  second  Committee.  Let 
them  not  forget  that  the  Leader  of  the 
House  proposed  to  appoint  as  the  second 
Committee  the  very  same  Gentlemen 
who  had  formed  the  first.  If  that  coarse 
had  been  followed  it  was  but  reasonable 
to  suppose  that  the  Committee  would 
have  come  to  a  similar  conclusion.  But 
it  was  at  the  instigation,  and  at  the 
express  wish  of  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition, that  new  names  were  added,  and 
that  if  a  Report  different  from  that 
anticipated  had  come  out,  it  was  rather 
hard  to  throw  the  responsibility  on  the 
Government.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Launceston  (Sir  Harding^ 
Giffard)  also  based  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  his  argument  on  the  erroneous 
assumption  that  the  Report  of  the  first 
Comnuttee  had  decided  the  law  of  the 
case,  but  admitted  that  the  question  was 
one  of  law.  If  this  last  proposition 
were  true,  which  he  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
admitted,  surely  no  tribunal  could  be  so 
competent  to  decide  it  as  the  Law  Courts. 
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But  he  feared  that  the  question  was  one 
which  involved  a  wider  issue,  and  there- 
fore regretted  the  course  into  which  the 
House  was  allowing  itself  to  he  led.    He 
was  one  of  those  who  thought  it  was 
wrong  to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  taking 
the  Oath  when  he  came  to  the  Tahle. 
He,  having  looked  as  carefully  as  he 
could  through  the  precedents  as  stated 
b J  Sir  Erskine  May,  had  not  been  able 
to  find  one  which  supported  the  view 
taken  by  those  who  supported  the  view 
embodied  in  the  Amendment,  and  which 
would  prevent  a  man  taking  the  Oath 
for  which  he  tendered  himself,  or,  in- 
deed,  from  submitting  himself  to  any 
test  which  the  law  prescribed.    Before 
the  repeal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts  it  was  required  that  every  man 
selected  for  a  municipal  office  should 
take  the  Holy  Sacrament — a  much  more 
solemn  matter  than  making  an  Affirma- 
tion ;  but  he  knew  of  no  case  in  which 
a  man  who  presented  himself  to  take  the 
Sacrament  was   refused.      The   whole 
effect  of  the  precedents  before  them  was 
this — that  wnen  a  Member  was  willing 
to  comply  with  the  Forms  of  the  House 
as  prescribed  by  law  he  was  not  liable  to 
be  questioned  by  any  man.   It  had  been 
said  bv  the  learned  ex-Solicitor  General, 
as  had  been  stated  before  by  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gtibson)  the  other  night,   that  if  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  come  to  the  Table  and 
asked  to  be  sworn  without  bringing  to 
the  notice  of  the  House  his  objection  to 
take  the  Oath,   they  and    the    House 
would  have  most  willingly  allowed  him 
to  do  so.    That  he  considered  a  very 
astounding  statement.      But  now  they 
said  the  conscience  of  the  House  was 
aroused.    Was  it  necessary,  then,  that 
the  conscience  of  the  House  should  have 
a  flapper  to  awaken  it  to  action  ?    Surely 
the  opinions  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were 
just  as  well  known  before  he  was  elected 
as  they  were  after  he  wrote  a  letter  to  a 
newspaper  declaring  what  they  were. 
Yet  it  was  said  that  the  conscience  of 
the  House  miffht  have  slept  but  for  Mr. 
Bradlaug^'s  letter   and    nis   daim    to 
affirm.    For  his  part,  he  did  not  under- 
stand a  conscience  of  that  kind,  and  he 
hoped  it  was  not  possessed  by  a  majority 
of  hon.  Members.    But  how  was  the 
conscionoe  of  the  House  to  be  brought 
into  play  in  the  future  ?    If  8ome|one 
who  openly  avowed  opinions  like  those 


of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  returned  to  the 
House  and,  coming  to  the  Table,  re- 
quired to  be  sworn,  was  the  conscience 
of  the  House  to  be  allowed  to  slumber 
in  that  case?  It  seemed  to  him  that 
hon.  Qentlemen  opposite  were  trying  to 
establish  a  most  painful  precedent,  be- 
cause the  rule  now  to  be  adopted  must 
be  applied  to  future  cases.  Was  the 
House  to  say — *'  We  will  not  raise  that 
question  because  the  Member  himself 
had  not  raised  it  ?  "  But  what  were  they 
goine  to  do  in  the  case  of  Petitions  ? 
Surely  the  conscience  of  the  House 
would  not  slumber  when  the  Olerk  at  the 
Table  had  been  called  upon  to  read  a 
long  Petition  pointing  out  facts  of  this 
kind.  He  wished  to  call  attention  to 
these  considerations,  because  he  did  not 
wish  to  go  behind  the  simple  test  which 
the  law  prescribed.  The  test  was  one 
for  individuals,  and  the  acceptance  of  it 
was  for  individuals  alone.  He  did  not 
think  the  House  was  qualified  or  had  the 
right  to  go  behind  the  conscience  of  any 
man  who  came  forward  and  expressed 
his  readiness  to  take  the  test  in  the  same 
words  as  the  others  and  without  any 
addition  or  qualification.  The  pre* 
cedent  of  Sir  David  Salomons  was  a 
most  unfortunate  one,  as  he  wanted  to 
omit  certain  words  altogether.  It  would 
have  been  wise  not  to  have  raised  this 
question.  He  did  not  dispute  the  power 
of  the  House  to  act  in  the  way  pro- 
posed. Its  powers  within  its  four  walls 
were  unlimited,  but  he  did  dispute  that 
it  was  a  constitutionally  right  course; 
and  there  was  a  domain  into  which  he 
denied  its  nd^t  to  enter — the  domain  of 
conscience.  Me  felt  confident  that  time 
would  show  that  it  would  have  been 
wise  not  to  raise  the  question.  He  was 
asked  to  set  aside  every  precedent  and 
the  history  of  centuries,  and,  in  a  gene- 
ration which  might  almost  have  made  its 
boast  that  it  had  lived  to  see  the  last 
shackles  cast  off  conscience,  to  join  in 
the  course  proposed  by  the  Amendment. 
If  he  had  been  asked  to  write  off  some 
test,  to  take  some  step  in  furtherance  of 
freedom,  he  had  not  such  a  worship  of 
precedents  that  he  would  refuse  to  do  so ; 
but  he  was  asked  to  take  an  opposite 
course,  to  which  he  could  not  consent  to 

be  a  party.     

Colonel  BUBNABY  could  not  give 
his  voice  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
being  allowed  to  come  to  the  Table  and 
make  a  solemn  Affirmation  or  take  the 
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Oath.  Oaths  were  established  by  God, 
who,  they  read,  swore  by  Himself,  be- 
cause He  could  swear  by  no  greater.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  pause  before  it 
glided  into  an  error  which  would  reflect, 
directly  or  indirectly,  on  one-seventh  of 
the  world's  inhabitants — he  meant  the 
British  Empire.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were 
permitted  to  take  the  Affirmation  it 
would  pollute  the  Affirmation  now  taken 
by  all  men  who  believed  in  God.  There 
was  a  remarkable  passage  in  Dean  Swift 
which  said — 

"  A  man  called  to  any  office  of  trust  is  bound 
by  oath  to  faithfully  (uscharge  its  duties,  and 
that  oath  ceases  to  be  valid  except  in  the  case  of 
those  who  believe  that  a  Divine  Being  exists." 

They  all  knew  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  did 
not  believe  in  the  existence  of  a  Divine 
Being;  and,  therefore,  he  protested 
against  his  being  allowed  to  take  an 
Oath  or  make  an  Affirmation  which  would 
have  no  binding  effect  upon  him;  and 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  such  a  course  as  that.  An 
oath  was  an  affirmation  of  negation  or 
promise  corroborated  by  attestation  of 
the  Divine  Being ;  and  he,  for  one,  ob- 
jected to  the  air  of  the  House  being 
stained  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  allowed 
so  to  swear  or  affirm. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he  had 
not  brought  forward  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  g^ven  Notice  because,  among 
other  reasons,  it  could  have  no  immediate 
effect,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament  would 
be  required  to  carrv  it  out.  But  the 
more  he  saw  of  the  discussion  the  more 
he  was  convinced  that  the  course  he  had 
roposed  was  by  far  the  best  that  could 
e  adopted.  All  that  was  required  was 
a  solemn  pledge  of  allegiance,  and  that 
would  be  oest  provided  for  by  being  put 
at  the  head  of  the  Parliamentary  Eoll  to 
be  signed  by  every  Member.  It  was  his 
intention  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of 
the  sitting  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  because  he  had  a  firm 
conviction  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  en- 
titled by  the  law,  as  it  stood,  to  take  his 
seat.  The  admirable  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
must  have  convinced  the  House  that  it 
had  no  ricfht  to  intervene  between  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  his  taking  the  Oath  or 
Affirmation ;  and  he  maintained  that  ac- 
cording to  the  fair  interpretation  of  the 
Act,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  one  of  the  per- 
sons permitted  by  law  to  make  an 
Affirmation  in  lieu  of  an  Oath. 

Colonel  Bumahy 
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Mb.  J.  G.HTJBBAED  reminded  the 
House  that  in  every  one  of  the  cases 
which  had  been  cited  a  scruple  to  take 
the  Oath  had  arisen  in  the  mind  of  the 
person  who  objected,  and  who  was  sub- 
sequently relieved.  But  that  was  a 
totally  different  thing  from  the  case 
which  unfortunately  now  occupied  the 
House.  He  assured  the  House  that  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  it  were  as  fully 
in  favour  of  religious  liberty  as  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  as  fully  alive  to 
the  propriety  of  not  tying  people  down 
to  one  particular  form  of  oath  or  affirma- 
tion. Nobody  on  his  side  of  the  House 
was  disposed  to  act  the  part  of  inquisitor 
either  in  connection  wim  morals  or  reli- 
gion, and  Gentlemen  returned  to  Parlia- 
ment had  up  to  the  present  been  unchal- 
lenged by  Members  of  the  Opposition 
when  offering  to  take  the  Oath  at  the 
Table.  In  this  case,  however,  they  were 
not  permitted  to  leave  unnoticed  the  per- 
son aesiring  to  be  enrolled  among  them ; 
for  had  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh  first  of  all 
declared  that  the  Oath  was  obnoxious  to 
him,  and  then  placed  his  opinion  on 
record  in  his  letter  printed  in  the  news- 
papers? He  was  of  opinion  that  Mr. 
Bradlangh's  manner  of  dealing  with  the 
question  before  them  was  not  quite 
honest  and  straightforward.  They  had, 
in  fact,  to  deal  with  a  person  who,  in 
the  first  place,  declared  that  he  could  not 
make  a  solemn  asseveration,  but  after- 
wards said  that  he  would  make  it, 
in  order  to  obtain  his  object.  Did  not 
such  behaviour  smack  of  untruth  and 
gross  hypocrisy  ?  He  hoped  the  House 
would  refuse  to  make  itself  the  accom- 

?lice  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  this  matter, 
he  person  upon  whose  behalf  they  were 
invited  to  change  the  laws  of  the  country, 
by  those  who  said  *'  Do  away  with  Oaths 
and  Affirmations,"  had  shown  to  the 
House  that  he  disregarded  truth,  and 
knew  no  arbiter  but  his  own  will.  He 
contended  that,  while  giving  every  pos- 
sible latitude  to  different  religions  or 
persuasions,  a  civilized  country  could  not 
permit  the  abrogation  of  the  ties  and 
obligations  which  were  the  only  security 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  and  the 
observance  of  truth. 

Sib  HENEY  JAOKSON  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  had  pushed 
his  case  to  the  length  of  saying  tnat  the 
law  had  been  definitively  declared  by 
the  Eeport  of  the  Select  Committee,  and 
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that  the  proper  course  for  the  Gbyem- 
ment  now  to  take  would  be  to  introduce 
new  legislation,  with  the  special  object  of 
letting  Mr.  Bradlaugh  take  his  seat. 
But  did  the  House  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  have  made  that 
sug^stion  unless  he  had  a  well-founded 
hope  that  he  and  his  friends  would  be 
able  to  stop  such  legislation  if  it  were 
proposed?  He  (Sir  Henry  Jackson) 
gave  him  credit  for  perceiving  that  the 
difficulty  of  the  position  was  such  that 
either  side  or  either  Government  might 
not  unreasonably  shrink  from  altering 
the  law  to  meet  the  particular  case ;  and 
he  asserted  that  the  real  question  before 
the  House  was,  not  whether  some  Go- 
vernment at  some  time  or  another  was 
to  \mdertake  the  heroic  task  of  altering 
the  existing  law,  but  whether,  according 
to  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  or  was  not  entitled  to 
come  to  the  Table  and  make  the  Affir- 
mation. He  was  aware  that  the  Select 
Oommittee  had  reported  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  having  that  right;  but  he 
also  remembered  that,  during  the  de- 
bate which  led  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Oommittee,  no  one  was  louder  in 
his  protests  that  its  finding  would  not 
be  bmding  on  the  House  than  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson),  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  former  debate,  contended 
that  the  House  was  not  bound  to  follow 
the  Report  of  that  Committee,  if  it  did 
not  commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  The  House  need  not  shrink 
from  the  consideration  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion, either  as  one  of  public  policy,  or  on 
the  narrower  nound  of  the  construction 
of  the  Act  of  f^arliament.  On  the  broad 
question  of  policy,  he  thought  it  was  re- 
markable that  in  the  year  1880  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  should  be  found 
boldly  asserting  that  a  new  fetter  should 
be  imposed  on  the  ground  of  religious 
belief  or  of  the  absence  of  religious  belief, 
and  actually  avowing  their  determination 
to  refuse  a  man  the  right  of  sitting  in 
that  House  on  such  g^unds.  when 
Parliament  had  enacted  that  the  fact  of 
a  witness  not  entertaining  any  religious 
belief  should  no  longer  be  an  impedi- 
ment to  the  reception  of  his  evidence  in 
the  most  important  questions  involving 
life  and  deatn,  social  status,  character, 
or  property,  surely  it  was  no  longer  pos- 
sible to  refuse  to  apply  the  same  prin- 
ciple to  hon.  Members  of  that  House,  His 


own  feeling  always  was  that  the  greater 
the  value  attached  to  the  obligation  of 
an  oath,  the  greater  was  the  danger  of 
diminishing  by  contrast  the  value  at- 
taching to  a  man's  simple  word.  But 
that  was  a  wide  question,  into  which 
it  was  not  necessary  to  enter.  For,  in 
fact,  the  Legislature  had  already  deter- 
mined the  question  with  which  the 
House  was  then  concerned.  What  was 
the  object  of  the  Parliamentary  Oath  as 
required  by  the  Statute  of  1866?  For 
whose  benefit  was  it  intended?  For 
that  of  the  House?  Was  it  to  be  in 
the  nature  of  a  test  ?  Surely  not.  Its 
intention  was  to  assure  the  Queen  to  the 
extent  to  which  an  Oath  would  give 
such  assurance  that  every  person  taHng 
his  seat  in  the  House  should  promise  to 
bear  her  true  allegiance  according  to 
the  law.  It  was  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Sovereign,  and  she  alone  was  en- 
titled to  claim  the  benefit  of  the  Oath. 
It  was  never  intended  to  be  a  test,  social 
or  religious,  for  admission  into  the 
House.  It  was  assumed  by  the  Leg^- 
lature  that  the  majority  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  take  the  Oath ;  but  it  provided 
for  the  case  of  subjects  of  the  Queen 
who,  desirious  of  giving  her  true  alle- 
giance, might  yet  shrink  from  taking  the 
Oath.  The  result,  therefore,  of  prevent- 
ing any  Member  from  either  makine  the 
Affirmation  or  taking  the  Oath,  would  be 
to  deprive  the  Sovereign  of  a  Declaration 
of  Allegiance  proffered  by  a  subject 
elected  as  a  Member  of  the  Body  ap- 
pointed by  the  Constitution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  legislating  for  the  Bealm,  and 
obviously  the  more  doubtful  the  alle- 
giance of  any  particular  subject,  the 
more  important  to  the  Sovereigpi  would 
be  the  declaration  of  that  allegiance  by 
such  a  subj  ect.  The  particular  case  then 
before  the  House  had  not  before  arisen. 
He  had  never  thought  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh should  be  aUowed  to  take  the 
0am;  but  he  had  all  along  held  the 
opinion  which  he  had  expressed  in  the 
Select  Committee,  that  he  should  be  al- 
lowed to  affirm.  He  thought  the  Oath 
excluded  the  Affirmation  and  the  Affir- 
mation the  Oath ;  but  one  or  other  must 
be  available  for  every  elected  Member. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Membeif 
for  Launceston  had  said  that  the  second 
Committee  had  taken  an  improper  course 
in  advising  the  House  to  allow  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  do  what  he  called  break 
the  law  in  order  to  enable  a  le^  tri- 
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Oath.  Oaths  were  estabKshed  by  God, 
who,  they  read,  swore  by  Himself,  be- 
cause He  could  swear  by  no  greater.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  pause  before  it 
glided  into  an  error  which  would  reflect, 
directly  or  indirectly,  on  one-seventh  of 
the  world's  inhabitants — he  meant  the 
British  Empire.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were 
permitted  to  take  the  Affirmation  it 
would  pollute  the  Affirmation  now  taken 
by  all  men  who  believed  in  God.  There 
was  a  remarkable  passage  in  Dean  Swift 
which  said — 

'*  A  man  called  to  any  office  of  trust  is  bound 
by  oath,  to  faithfully  (uscharge  its  duties,  and 
that  oath  ceases  to  be  valid  except  in  the  case  of 
those  who  believe  that  a  Divine  Being  exists." 

They  all  knew  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  did 
not  believe  in  the  existence  of  a  Divine 
Being;  and,  therefore,  he  protested 
against  his  being  allowed  to  take  an 
Oath  or  make  an  Affirmation  which  would 
have  no  binding  effect  upon  him;  and 
he  was  glad  to  hear  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  such  a  course  as  that.  An 
oath  was  an  affirmation  of  negation  or 
promise  corroborated  by  attestation  of 
the  Divine  Being ;  and  he,  for  one,  ob- 
jected to  the  air  of  the  House  being 
stained  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  allowed 
so  to  swear  or  affirm. 

Mb.  HINDE  PALMEE  said,  he  had 
not  brought  forward  the  Motion  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice  because,  among 
other  reasons,  it  could  have  no  immediate 
effect,  and  an  Act  of  Parliament  would 
be  required  to  carrv  it  out.  But  the 
more  he  saw  of  the  discussion  the  more 
he  was  convinced  that  the  course  he  had 
roposed  was  by  far  the  best  that  could 
e  adopted.  All  that  was  required  was 
a  solemn  pledge  of  allegiance,  and  that 
would  be  oest  provided  for  by  being  put 
at  the  head  of  the  Parliamentary  ItoU  to 
be  signed  by  every  Member.  It  was  his 
intention  to  vote  for  the  proposition  of 
the  sitting  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Labouchere),  because  he  had  a  firm 
conviction  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  en- 
titled by  the  law,  as  it  stood,  to  take  his 
seat.  The  admirable  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread) 
must  have  convinced  the  House  that  it 
had  no  ricfht  to  intervene  between  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  and  his  taking  the  Oath  or 
Affirmation ;  and  he  maintained  that  ac- 
cording to  the  fair  interpretation  of  the 
Act,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  one  of  the  per- 
sons permitted  by  law  to  make  an 
Affirmation  in  lieu  of  an  Oath. 

Colonel  £umaby 


I 


Mb.  J.  0.  HUBBAED  reminded  the 
House  that  in  every  one  of  the  cases 
which  had  been  cited  a  scruple  to  take 
the  Oath  had  arisen  in  the  mind  of  the 
person  who  objected,  and  who  was  sub- 
sequently relieved.  But  that  was  a 
totally  different  thing  from  the  case 
which  unfortunately  now  occupied  the 
House.  He  assured  the  House  that  hon. 
Members  on  his  side  of  it  were  as  fully 
in  favour  of  religious  liberty  as  hon. 
Members  opposite,  and  as  fully  alive  to 
the  propriety  of  not  tying  people  down 
to  one  particular  form  of  oath  or  affirma- 
tion. Nobody  on  his  side  of  the  House 
was  disposed  to  act  the  part  of  inquisitor 
either  in  connection  witn  morals  or  reli- 
gion, and  Gentlemen  returned  to  Parlia- 
ment had  up  to  the  present  been  unchal- 
lenged by  Members  of  the  Opposition 
when  offering  to  take  the  Oath  at  the 
Table.  In  this  case,  however,  they  were 
not  permitted  to  leave  unnoticed  the  per- 
son desiring  to  be  enrolled  among  them ; 
for  had  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh  first  of  all 
declared  that  the  Oath  was  obnoxious  to 
him,  and  then  placed  his  opinion  on 
record  in  his  letter  printed  in  the  news- 
papers? He  was  of  opinion  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  manner  of  dealing  with  the 
question  before  them  was  not  quite 
honest  and  straightforward.  They  nad, 
in  fact,  to  deal  with  a  person  who,  in 
the  first  place,  declared  that  he  could  not 
make  a  solemn  asseveration,  but  after- 
wards said  that  he  would  make  it, 
in  order  to  obtain  his  object.  Did  not 
such  behaviour  smack  oi  untruth  and 
gross  hypocrisy  ?  He  hoped  the  House 
would  refuse  to  make  itself  the  accom- 

?lice  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  this  matter, 
'he  person  upon  whose  behalf  they  were 
invited  to  change  the  laws  of  the  country, 
by  those  who  said  '*  Do  away  with  Oaths 
and  Affirmations,"  had  shown  to  the 
House  that  he  disregarded  truth,  and 
knew  no  arbiter  but  ms  own  will.  He 
contended  that,  while  giving  every  pos- 
sible latitude  to  different  religions  or 
persuasions,  a  civilized  country  could  not 
permit  the  abrogation  of  the  ties  and 
obligations  which  were  the  only  security 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  and  the 
observance  of  truth. 

8iB  HENEY  JACKSON  said,  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Oiffard)  had  pushed 
his  case  to  the  length  of  saying  that  the 
law  had  been  definitively  declared  by 
the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee,  and 
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that  the  proper  course  for  the  Gbyem- 
ment  now  to  take  would  be  to  introduce 
new  legislation,  with  the  special  object  of 
letting  Mr.  Bradlaugh  take  his  seat. 
But  did  the  House  think  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  have  made  that 
suggestion  unless  he  had  a  well-founded 
hope  that  he  and  his  friends  would  be 
able  to  stop  such  legislation  if  it  were 
proposed?  He  (Sir  Henry  Jackson) 
gave  him  credit  for  perceiving  that  the 
difficulty  of  the  position  was  such  that 
either  side  or  either  Government  might 
not  unreasonably  shrink  from  altering 
the  law  to  meet  the  particular  case ;  and 
he  asserted  that  the  real  question  before 
the  House  was,  not  whether  some  Go- 
vernment at  some  time  or  another  was 
to  \mdertake  the  heroic  task  of  altering 
the  existing  law,  but  whether,  according 
to  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  or  was  not  entitled  to 
come  to  the  Table  and  make  the  Affir- 
mation. He  was  aware  that  the  Select 
Committee  had  reported  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  having  that  right;  but  he 
also  remembered  that,  during  the  de- 
bate which  led  to  the  appointment  of 
the  Committee,  no  one  was  louder  in 
his  protests  that  its  finding  would  not 
be  bmding  on  the  House  than  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member.  He  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson),  like  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  in  the  former  debate,  contended 
that  the  House  was  not  bound  to  follow 
the  Report  of  that  Committee,  if  it  did 
not  commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of 
the  House.  The  House  need  not  shrink 
from  the  consideration  of  the  whole  ques- 
tion, either  as  one  of  public  policy,  or  on 
the  narrower  nound  of  the  construction 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  On  the  broad 
question  of  policy,  he  thought  it  was  re- 
markable that  in  the  year  1880  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  should  be  found 
boldly  asserting  that  a  new  fetter  should 
be  imposed  on  the  gpround  of  religious 
belief  or  of  the  absence  of  religious  belief, 
and  actually  avowing  their  determination 
to  refuse  a  man  the  right  of  sitting  in 
that  House  on  such  g^unds.  when 
Parliament  had  enacted  that  the  fact  of 
a  witness  not  entertaining  any  religious 
belief  should  no  longer  be  an  impedi- 
ment to  the  reception  of  his  evidence  in 
the  most  important  questions  involving 
life  and  deatn,  social  status,  character, 
or  property,  surely  it  was  no  longer  pos- 
sible to  refiise  to  apply  the  same  prin- 
ciple to  hon.  Members  of  that  House,  His 


own  feeling  always  was  that  the  greater 
the  value  attached  to  the  obligation  of 
an  oath,  the  greater  was  the  danger  of 
diminishing  oy  contrast  the  value  at- 
taching to  a  man's  simple  word.  But 
that  was  a  wide  question,  into  which 
it  was  not  necessary  to  enter.  For,  in 
fact,  the  Legislature  had  already  deter- 
mined the  question  with  which  the 
House  was  then  concerned.  What  was 
the  object  of  the  Parliamentary  Oath  as 
required  by  the  Statute  of  1866?  For 
whose  benefit  was  it  intended?  For 
that  of  the  House?  Was  it  to  be  in 
the  nature  of  a  test  ?  Surely  not.  Its 
intention  was  to  assure  the  Queen  to  the 
extent  to  which  an  Oath  would  give 
such  assurance  that  every  person  taHng 
his  seat  in  the  House  should  promise  to 
bear  her  true  allegiance  according  to 
the  law.  It  was  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Sovereign,  and  she  alone  was  en- 
titled to  claim  the  benefit  of  the  Oath. 
It  was  never  intended  to  be  a  test,  social 
or  religious,  for  admission  into  the 
House.  It  was  assumed  by  the  Leg^- 
lature  that  the  majority  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  take  the  Oath ;  but  it  provided 
for  the  case  of  subjects  of  the  Queen 
who,  desirious  of  giving  her  true  alle- 
giance, might  yet  shrink  from  taking  the 
Oath.  The  result,  therefore,  of  prevent- 
ing any  Member  &om  either  maW  the 
Affirmation  or  taking  the  Oath,  would  be 
to  deprive  the  Sovereign  of  a  Declaration 
of  Allegiance  proffered  by  a  subject 
elected  as  a  Member  of  the  Body  ap- 
pointed by  the  Constitution  for  the  pur- 
pose of  legislating  for  the  Bealm,  and 
obviously  the  more  doubtful  the  alle- 
giance of  any  particular  subject,  the 
more  important  to  the  Sovereign  would 
be  the  declaration  of  that  allegiance  by 
such  a  subj  ect.  The  particular  case  then 
before  the  House  had  not  before  arisen. 
He  had  never  thought  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh should  be  aUowed  to  take  the 
Oath ;  but  he  had  all  along  held  the 
opinion  which  he  had  expressed  in  the 
Select  Committee,  that  he  should  be  al- 
lowed to  affirm.  He  thought  the  Oath 
excluded  the  Affirmation  and  the  Affir- 
mation the  Oath ;  but  one  or  other  must 
be  available  for  every  elected  Member. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Membeif 
for  Launceston  had  said  that  the  second 
Committee  had  taken  an  improper  course 
in  advising  the  House  to  allow  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  do  what  he  called  break 
the  law  in  order  to  enable  a  le^  tri- 
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bunal  to  give  its  decision  on  the  question. 
But  he  (Sir  Henry  Jackson)  ventured 
to  say  that  the  second  Committee  had, 
upon  a  more  mature  consideration  of  the 
question  as  a  whole,  come  to  the  con- 
dusion  that  the  first  Committee  had  ar- 
rived at  an  erroneous  result,  and  that 
what   they  recommended  to  be  done 
would  be  to  obey  and  not  to  break  the 
law.     Did  anyone  seriously  believe  that 
the  Legislature  intended  any  such  con- 
sequence as  that  a  man  should  neither 
be  allowed  to  take  the  Oath  nor  to  affirm  ? 
Even  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  ventured  to  say  that,  but  had  said 
that  that  question  was  arguable.      It 
was  difficult  to  ima^ne  any  question 
which  a  lawyer  woiud  admit  to  be  in- 
capable of  argument.     But  supposing 
that  the  point  were  doubtful,  or  even  that 
on  the  strict  construction  of  the  Statute 
a  man  required  either  to  take  the  Oath 
or  to  Affirm,  could  do  neither  one  nor 
the  other,  was  it  not  evident  that  such  a 
result  was  simply  a  casus  omUms  ?  After 
what  had  occurred  with  respect  to  the 
Kothschilds  and  Salomons  of  a  former 
generation,  it  could  never  have  been  in- 
tended that  anyone  should  be  excluded 
from  that  House  on  the  ground  of  his  re- 
ligious opinions.    The  wording  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament  was  so  clearly  prospective 
and  elastic  that  one  could  not  doubt 
that  the  Legislature  thought  that  every 
possible  case  which  could  arise  had  been 
met,  and  that  it  intended  to  enact  bv 
words  comprehending  every  person  who, 
bv  reason  of  religious  convictions,  or 
absence  of   religious  convictions,   had 
been  theretofore  debarred  from  giving 
testimony  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  but  who, 
by  nast  or  future  legislation,   was,  or 
might  be,  relieved  from  that  bar ;  that  in 
the  f\iture  every  person  so  relieved  from 
taking  an  oath  in  a  Court  of  Justice 
should  in  like  manner  be  relieved  in  that 
House,  and  if  he  objected  to  takine  an 
Oath  might  at  once  come  into  the  cuter- 
native  category  and  take  his  seat  in  the 
House  by  making  an  Affirmation  and 
not  by  taking  the  Oath.    He  maintained 
that  whether   they  looked    upon    this 
matter  as  a  question  of  public  policy,  or 
as  one  simply  of  the  construction  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  it  was  rieht  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  should   be  allowed  to 
affirm.    He  had  been  struck  with,  and 
thought  it  only  right  to  bear  testimony 
to,  the  candid  manner  in  which  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  had  g^ven  his  evidence  before  the 
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Select  Committee.  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying,  according  to 
the  best  judgment  he  could  form,  that  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  allowed  to  make 
Affirmation,  he  would  not  only  not  be 
breaking  the  law,  but  he  would  be  obey- 
ing it.  If  the  law  allowed  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  make  Affirmation  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  no  sound  reason  could  be  urged 
for  refusing  him  that  privilege  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Me.  BERESFOED  HOPE  said,  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson),  with  his  usual  ingenuity,  had 
tried  to  gloss  over  the  profoundly  illogical 
position  in  which  the  Keport  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  placed  them.  The  House 
was  not  now  confronted  by  a  single  diffi- 
culty ;  it  had  to  deal  with  two  distinct 
difficulties,  which,  though  depending  on 
each  other,  had  a  different  origin  and 
should  be  treated  difPerently.  There  was 
the  difficulty  created  by  the  perverse 
mental  conformation  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
owing  to  which  he  tried  to  make  his  own 
admission  to  that  House  as  difficult  as 
possible  by  way  of  testing  extreme  conclu- 
sions ;  while  the  other  difficulty  was  that 
in  which  they  had  been  landed  by  the 
rash  cowardice  or  cowardly  rashness  of 
the  last  Committee  that  sat.  That  Com- 
mittee had  a  wide  field  thrown  open  to 
it ;  but,  not  satisfied  with  that,  it  went 
beyond  the  draft  Eeport  submitted  by 
the  Chairman,  and  in  doing  so  it  tra- 
velled over  perfectly  irrelevant  ground. 
It  invited  the  House  to  bring  aown  a 
Dew  ex  maehtnd — the  beneficent  divinity 
of  the  Greek  drama — ^in  order  to  settle 
the  question.  That  Deu»  ex  machind  was 
a  common  informer.  It  invited  the 
House  to  invite  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  g^  to 
the  Table  and  to  do  that  which  the  first 
Committee  said  he  should  not  do — to 
make  an  Affirmation — in  order  that  an 
action  might  be  brought  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  That  was  a  roundabout, 
contemptible  way  of  meeting  the  diffi- 
culty. He  had  seen  such  extraordinary 
things  that  Session  that  he  came  to  be 
surprised  at  nothing.  They  had  been 
treated  to  many  scenes,  like  the  trans- 
formation in  a  pantomime;  they  had 
clauses  turned  into  Bills,  and  Bills 
brought  in  without  names ;  but  this  pro- 
posal of  the  Committee — a  supremely 
ridiculous,  contemptible,  and  unworthy 
conclusion  —  invited  that  unfortunate 
man,  the  still  unseated  Member  for 
Northampton,  to  subject  himself  to  a 
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harasBing  proseoutioii  and  a  heavy  fine, 
beside  the  Joss  of  the  seat  to  which  he 
had  been  elected,  all,  forsooth,  to  try  a 
legal  point.  That  was  the  conclusion  to 
which  they  were  invited ;  but  it  was  so 
supremely  contemptible  and  unworthy 
of  the  matter,  that  he  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  shrunk  from  its  adoption.  As  to 
precedents,  there  were  none,  and  why  ? 
Because  no  man  ever  came  forward  to 
put  himself  in  the  position  in  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  placed  himself.  When 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table  he 
made  his  first  clever  move  in  a  deep 
game,  or  he  made  his  first  blunder. 
He  made  two  appearances  before  the 
Committee,  and  he  was  listened  to  atten- 
tively ;  and  the  object  of  his  second  ap- 
pearance became  plain — he  saw  that  he 
had  got  into  the  meshes  of  the  Affirma- 
tion Act.  Then,  again,  there  was  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  own  letter,  in  which  he  ex- 
plained why,  and  how,  and  in  what 
sense  he  would  take  the  Oath.  The 
Committee  unanimously  called  upon  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  produce  the  letter.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Coventry  had  passed  a  warm  eulogium 
on  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  candour  before  the 
Committee ;  but  he  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope) 
must  point  out  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
struggled  against  the  production  of  that 
letter.  ["No,  no!  "J  The  room  had 
to  be  cleared,  and  a  Besolution  put, 
and  then  Mr.  JBradlaugh  had  the  sense 
to  produce  the  letter.  But  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh wished  to  exclude  everything  out- 
side of  that  House.  He  should  not  read 
passages  from  the  letter  to  the  House ; 
ne  would  not  do  it  the  ill  compliment 
of  assuming  that  these  passages  were 
not  ringing  in  their  ears.  He  made  no 
doubt  that  an  Affirmation  would  be  as 
solemn  and  equally  binding  on  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  as  an  Oath.  He  quite  be- 
lieved that.  Therefore  the  case  stood 
thus — ^Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  self-excluded 
from  the  Affirmation,  and  self-excluded 
also  from  the  Oath.  Some  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen had  ingenuously  suggested  that 
the  passing  of  a  Bradlaugh  Kelief  Act 
would  be  a  troublesome,  a  lengthy,  and 
an  uncertain  process ;  and,  as  the  great 
object  was  the  bringing  in  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, the  only  alternative  was  that  the 
House  of  Commons  should  make  itself 
an  accomplice  to  a  possible  breach  of 
the  law,  conspiring  to  put  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
in  a  position  which  would  make  him 
either  a  Member  of  Parliament  or  a 
miiQ  who  was  heavily  amerced  and  who 


lost  his  seat.  And  why  were  they  to  do 
all  that  ?  They  had  heard  much  of  the 
right  of  the  constituencies  to  return  whom 
they  liked.  He  granted  that  as  a  general 
principle ;  but  then  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  a  fallacy  often  lay  under  a 
general  principle  :  Zatet  dolus  in  generaH- 
hus.  And  if  that  was  true  in  any  case 
it  was  true  in  this  matter.  The  con- 
stituency had  power  to  return  to  the 
House  whom  they  pleased;  but  the 
House  fenced  that  power  with  the  con- 
dition that  the  man  so  returned  should 
be  qualified  to  sit.  A  minor,  for  in- 
stance, might  make  a  better  Member 
than  many  men  of  full  age  ;  but  the 
House  firmly  refused  to  let  him  take 
his  seat.  Again,  an  alien  who  was 
not  naturalized  might  be  the  most  emi- 
nent statesman  in  the  world;  but  the 
House  sternly  refused  to  let  him  take  his 
seat.  Their  more  recent  legislation  had 
not  taken  away  restrictions,  but  had  mul- 
tiplied  them.'^  Evety  morning  they 
looked  at  the  election  column  of  2%^ 
Tim$8  to  see  who  was  out  that  day. 
And  what  was  the  meaning  of  that? 
It  was  that  men  mostly  reported  by  the 
Judges  to  be  men  of  high  honour,  of 
high  integrity,  many  of  them  well  fitted 
to  be  in  that  House,  had,  by  the  mis* 
conduct  of  two  or  three  blackguards 
acting  against  their  wishes  and  orders, 
been  made  unconscious  accomplices  in 
acts  of  bribery  which  voided  flie  elec- 
tion. They  might  have  been  returned 
by  a  majority  of  1,000 ;  yet  if  but  one 
such  act  of  bribery  was  proved,  the  999 
other  votes  went  for  nothing.  The  ma- 
jesty of  the  law  and  the  dignity  of  Par- 
liament had  to  be  vindicated.  The  con- 
stituency might  tear  their  hair  at  the 
loss  of  a  cherished  Hepresentative,  but 
out  he  went.  That  was  an  evidence 
that  the  general  principle  that  the  con- 
stituency could  chose  whom  it  liked  was 
not  an  absolute  and  irrefragable  rule. 
The  House  of  Commons  had  declared 
that  the  eflPect  of  an  act  of  bribery,  com- 
mitted behind  a  man's  back,  and  against 
his  knowledge  or  his  wish,  stripped  him 
of  the  quality  of  being  a  Member.  Now, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  as  he  (Mr.  Beresford 
Hope)  contended,  had  stripped  himself 
by  his  own  act  of  the  quality  of  being  a 
Member.  When  the  constituency  of 
Northampton  returned  him  it  was  to  be 
presumed  that  they  retumedhim  as  a  man 
who  was  ready  and  willing  to  go  through 
the  process  which  the  law  recognized  as 
necessary  to  enable  him  to  sit  for  that 
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borough.  And  what  had  he  done  ?  He 
had  shut  the  door  against  himself  by  his 
appearances  and  his  acts  in  that  House, 
by  his  letter  to  the  newspapers,  by  his 
silence  in  one  place  and  his  utterances  in 
another.  He  had  disqualified  himself 
from  either  affirming  or  swearing — the 
only  two  doors  of  entrance  into  that 
House.  He  had  more  absolutely  dis- 
qualified himself  than  the  Members  of 
various  boroughs  with  whose  unhappy 
fate  they  all  so  deeply  sympathized; 
and  it  would  be  just  as  logical  to  reha- 
bilitate the  Members  for  Canterbury, 
Gravesend,  Wallingford,  and  so  forth,  as 
to  try,  either  by  a  conspiracy  with  the 
informer  or  by  a  brand-new  Act  of  Par- 
liament, to  seat  the  self-disqualified 
Member  for  Northampton.  No  doubt 
it  was  to  be  regretted  tnat  Northampton 
should  be  deprived  of  one  of  its  Bepre- 
sentatives ;  but  there  were  some  thmgs 
of  even  greater  importance  than  the 
satisfaction  of  that  constituency.  There 
were  the  honour  of  Parliament  and  the 
moral  sense  of  Parliament  to  be  con- 
sidered ;  and  rather  than  that  honour 
should  be  tarnished  and  that  moral  sense 
blunted,  it  would  be  ton  thousand  times 
better  that  Northampton  should  remain 
unsatisfied. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  that  with  re- 
ference  to  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  assumed  to  be  the  de- 
fender of  Christianity  in  the  case  now 
before  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
had  no  doubt  he  had  opposed  on  the 
same  grounds  the  admission  of  Dissen- 
ters to  Parliament. 

Mb.  BERESFOED  HOPE  explained 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was 
in  error.  He  was  only  8  years  old  when 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Act  was  re- 
pealed. 

Mb.  hopwood  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  lived  a  long  life  smce  and 
had  not  learned  much,  whilst  he  had 
forgotten  less.  There  was  a  time  when 
the  Christianity  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  claimed  to  represent  would 
have  kept  out  the  Jews,  and  even  have 
burned  them.  With  regard  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  conduct  before  the  Com- 
mittee in  reference  to  his  letter  to  the 
newspapers,  he  (Mr.  Hopwood)  main- 
tained, in  opposition  to  tne  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
pursued  a  justifiable  and  even  a  manly 
course.    Mj.  Bradlaugh  said  that  they 
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ought  not  to  judge  him  by  anything  ex- 
cept that  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
House,  and  had  explained  that  his  letter 
to  the  newspapers  was  an  extra-Parlia- 
mentery  utterance,  written  in  conse- 
quence of  the  many  misrepresentations 
to  which  he  had  been  subject,  and 
which  were  the  most  severe,  cruel,  and 
abominable  that  it  had  been  his  (Mr. 
Hopwood's)  lot  to  hear  spoken  in  that 
House  of  an  absent  man.  Questions 
might  be  asked  as  to  his  own  consis- 
tency. When  acting  on  the  first  Special 
Committee,  he  formed  the  opinion  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  no  right  to  make  an 
Affirmation.  He  still  said  so ;  but  now 
he  was  convinced  that  his  single  vote 
did  Mr.  Bradlaugh  an  injustice,  inas- 
much as  the  latter  had  a  right  to  test 
legally  the  question  at  issue.  He,  there- 
fore, now  shrank  from  the  responsibility 
of  preventing  by  his  single  vote  that 
Gentleman  from  trying  the  question  of 
his  right  before  a  legal  tribunal.  He 
entertained  a  strong  feeling  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  a  legal  right  to  take  the 
Oath,  for  it  was  admitted  that  no  one  was 
legally  entitled  to  administer  it ;  and, 
therefore,  no  one  had  a  right  to  object 
to  its  being  taken.  The  precedent  which 
it  was  sought  to  set  would  justify  an  in- 
quiry into  the  reli^ous  belief  or  fitness 
of  the  hon.  Members  for  Greenwich, 
Portsmouth,  or  any  other  hon.  G^tle- 
man  who  might  present  themselves  to 
take  the  Oath,  ana  if  they  did  so,  it  would 
enable  hon.  Members  to  say — "  I  ask 
to  know  the  attitude  of  that  man's 
mind ;  I  don't  believe  he  can  take  the 
Oath  conscientiously."  [**No,  no!"] 
Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  could  not  say 
that  before  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the 
Table  they  did  not  know  his  opinions ; 
and  yet  tiieynow  said  that  if^he  had 
not  thrust  those  opinions  on  the  House 
they  would  not  have  objected  to  his 
takmg  the  Oath.  In  other  words,  they 
said — ''Mr.  Bradlaugh,  if  you  had 
come  to  the  Table  with  a  lie  on  your 
lips,  we  would  have  allowed  you  to  be 
sworn."  p'  No,  no ! "]  He  (Mr.  Hojh 
wood)  challenged  any  man  to  say  that  if 
Mr.  Bradlaufl^h  had  presented  himself  to 
take  the  Oath  anyone  would  have  got  up 
and  said — **  That  man  is  a  bla^hemer. 
He  declined  to  believe  in  the  sincerity 
of  an  assertion  which  amounted  to  a  de- 
claration that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
would  have  tacitly  assented  to  what  they 
regarded  9^s^  act  of  blasphemy.    Bo 
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the  Ghjyemmont  had  flstiled  in  its  duty  in 
not  taking  action  in  the  matter.  The 
Gbvemment  had  had  no  opportunity  of 
taking  action.  The  day  alter  the  Oom- 
mittee  had  agreed  to  its  Beport,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  withdrew  his  claim  to  make 
an  Affirmation  and  applied  to  take  the 
Oath.  Fresh  circumstances  thus  imme- 
diately arose,  and  fresh  consideratious 
had  to  be  applied.  It  was  impossible 
that  there  should  be  dissent  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  from  the  opinion  of 
the  first  Committee,  which  was  merely 
to  advise  the  House,  and  which  no  one 
had  attempted  to  act  upon.  It  was  in  the 
year  1 562  that  an  Oath  was  first  imposed, 
and  then  it  was  intended,  not  as  a  religious 
test,  but  to  mark  that  the  Sovereign  of  the 
Healm,  and  not  the  Pope,  was  the  head 
of  the  Church.  The  tendency  of  recent 
legislation  as  to  the  taking  of  oaths  in 
Courts  of  Justice  had  been  to  make 
conceessions.  In  1854  all  persons  who 
objected  to  take  an  oath  as  being  repug- 
nant to  their  religious  belief  were  fu- 
lowed  to  affirm;  and  in  1868  another 
important  advance  was  made,  as  then 
everybody  who  could  assert  that  the 
taking  of  an  oath  was  not  binding  on 
his  conscience  was  permitted  to  make 
an  affirmation.  Meanwhile  Parliament 
had  done  with  regard  to  itself  what  it 
had  already  effected  with  reference  to 
Courts  of  Law.  It  had  allowed  Quakers 
and  others  to  make  an  Affirmation.  As  to 
the  class  of  persons  who  were  entitled 
to  affirm,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
4th  section  of  the  Act  of  1866  pro- 
vided, in  effect,  that  the  same  power 
to  make  an  affirmation  which  was  given 
to  witnesses  in  Courts  of  Justice  should 
be  extended  to  Affirmations  made  in 
the  House,  and  the  class  of  persons  who 
were  to  exercise  that  power  were  those 
who,  on  ordinary  occasions,  when  called 
upon  to  take  an  oath,  might  be  en- 
titled to  affirm  in  place  of  it.  He 
could  not  understand  why  full  effect 
should  not  be  given  to  a  statute  which, 
although  a  statute  of  procedure,  was 
also  an  enablinfi^  statute.  He  could  not 
agree  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for  Preston  (Sir  John 
Holker)  in  his  narrow  construction  of 
the  statute.  He  believed  that  it  was 
intended  by  the  statute  to  admit  to  that 
House,  on  making  an  Affirmation,  all 
those  who  in  anv  other  circumstances 
were  allowed  by  law  to  make  an  affir- 
paation  ii^stead  of  taking  an  oath.    That 


was  his  view  of  the  statute,  although, 
doubtless,  much  mieht  be  said  in  opposi- 
tion to  it.  But  he  did  not  wish  to  argue 
the  question,  as  a  technical  question,  as 
to  the  mere  construction  of  the  Act.  He 
would  not  say,  in  such  a  matter,  that  he 
was  necessarily  right  and  that  others  must 
be  wrong.  There  had  been  great  differ- 
ence of  opinion  on  that  subject.  But  the 
question  arose  how  this  House  was 
going  to  deal  with  the  advice  of  the 
Committee?  He  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient  that  the  House  should 
follow  that  advice  than  shut  a  Member 
out  of  that  House.  It  was  notorious 
that  the  first  Committee  appointed  by  the 
House  to  inquire  into  this  question  were 
pretty  equally  divided  in  opinion ;  and 
if  it  were  insisted  that  their  views  ought 
to  be  acted  upon,  he  asked  whether  the 
opinion  of  the  majority  or  thtit  of  the 
minority  ought  to  be  accepted?  He 
thought  there  was  a  fallacy  in  arguing 
that  the  House  was  about  to  delegate 
its  functions  to  a  Court  of  Law.  Befer- 
ence  had  been  made  to  the  difficulty 
which,  it  was  said,  had  been  created  by 
the  precedent  of  1851 ;  but,  in  his  (the 
Attorney  General's)  opinion,  there  was 
none,  as  the  hon.  Member  on  that  occa- 
sion had  refused  to  take  the  Oath  in 
form,  for  he  left  out  the  words  "  on  the 
true  faith  of  a  Christian."  If  there  were 
no  doubt  about  the  question  they  should 
not  ask  for  a  decision  of  a  Court  of  Law 
in  reference  to  it.  It  was  because  the 
question  was  so  doubtful,  and  because 
lawyers  who  had  made  the  study  of 
the  law  their  daily  occupation  could  not 
agree,  and  because  the  bulk  of  the  House 
must  find  a  greater  difficulty  in  deter- 
mining the  question,  that  it  ought  to 
be  brought  before  a  tribunal  which  could 
pronounce  an  authoritative  decision 
upon  it.  He  was  not  seeking  to  deprive 
the  House  of  its  functions.  The  Legis- 
lature had,  in  1 866,  settled  the  mode  of 
arriving  at  a  binding  decision,  and  it 
was  too  late  now  to  question  the  propriety 
of  affording  an  opportunity  to  toe  Courts 
of  Law  of  giving  a  decision  on  the  ques- 
tion now  raised.  The  Motion  did  not 
seek  to  introduce  anv  mode  of  pro- 
cedure, or  to  establish  any  new  prin- 
ciple. If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  come 
to  the  Table  and  been  allowed,  without 
question,  to  make  an  Affirmation,  that 
fact  would  not  have  deprived  the  Courts 
of  Law  of  jurisdiction  over  the  particu- 
lar case.    If  Mr.  Speaker  had  raised  no 
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or  a  desecratioii.  For  his  (Mr.  Arthiir 
O'Connor's)  own  part,  lie  thought  it  was 
of  no  use,  and  hoped  it  would  soon  be 
done  away  with  altogether ;  but  in  the 
meantime  it  subsisted,  and  the  Bules  of 
the  House  required  it.  It  was  pre- 
scribed by  statute  law.  Was  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  to  be  allowed 
to  take  it?  With  all  respect  for  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  (Mr.  Hopwood),  he  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor)  answered  without  hesitation 
in  the  negative.  There  were  laws  above 
any  Bules  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  there  were  commandments  higher 
than  any  Act  of  Parliament.  One  of 
these  commandments  was — **  Thou  shalt 
not  take  the  name  of  the  Lord  thy  Qod 
in  vain."  That  commandment  had  no 
sanction  firom  the  intelligent  will  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  who  attached  to  it  no  more 
importance  than  he  did  to  the  God  who 
gave  it ;  for  the  hon.  Member  had  pro- 
claimed that,  as  he  did  not  know  Qod, 
it  could  not  be  binding  upon  the  hon. 
Member.  It  was,  however,  binding  on 
hon.  Members  who  did  acknowledge 
Ood.  He,  for  one,  disclaimed  any  in- 
tention of  imputing  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
any  thought  of  taking  the  name  of  God 
in  vain.  The  hon.  Member  seemed  to 
evince  a  much  keener  sense  of  what 
was  proper  and  seemly  than  those  who 
seemed  to  be  ready  to  insist  upon  the 
administration  of  the  Oath,  and  in  whose 
mouth  it  would  be  nothine  but  a  most 
horrible  blasphemy.  As  Christians  they 
could  have  no  part  in  such  a  proceeding. 
He  did  not  know  what  would  be  the  issue 
of  this  discussion ;  possibly,  when  a  par- 
ticular majority  was  present,  the  House 
might  then  decide  to  admit  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  the  Table ;  but  he  trusted  that 
would  never  be.  Of  one  thing  he  was 
certain — ^that  they  could  not  decently, 
as  Members,  permit  the  record  of  such 
a  proceeding  to  appear  on  the  Journals 
of  the  House.  If,  however,  it  should  be 
BO,  he,  for  one,  would  call  upon  the  ma- 
jority of  those  who  sat  upon  that  (the 
Opposition)  side  of  the  House,  and  who 
were  still  Christians ;  he  would  also 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
spoken  so  well  as  the  worthy  represen- 
tative of  an  ancient  people,  to  whom  the 
Gt>d  of  Abraham,  l!saac,  and  Jacob  was 
sacred — he  would  appeal  to  them  all  to 
wash  their  hands  of  all  complicity  in 
this  transaction.  He  might  likewise 
appeal  personally  to  the  ^eaker,  if  it 
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should  be  decided  to  admit  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  the  Oath,  to  go  through  the 
empty  formality  of  taking  an  Oath  which 
he  really  could  not  take  then — when  the 
hon.  Member  did  come  to  the  Table,  he 
trusted  that  the  Speaker  would  allow 
him  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  and  those 
who  agreed  with  him  sufficient  time  to 
withdraw  from  the  House,  that  they  might 
not  be  made  even  involuntary  witnesses 
to  an  act  which  would  be  a  scandalous  and 
flagrant  violation  of  the  laws  of  God. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  Jakes)  said,  he  would  remind 
the  last  speaker  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
that  the  question  before  them  was  not 
whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  take  the  Oath;  the  question 
was  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  or 
should  not  be  allowed  to  make  an  Affir- 
mation. He  wished  to  deal  with  a  few 
of  the  considerations  which  arose  in  con- 
nection with  that  question,  some  of  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  (Hffard).  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  had  assumed  that 
there  had  been  a  determination  by  the 
first  Committee  of  what  was  the  existing 
law  on  the  subject.  He  had  said,  over 
and  over  again  in  the  course  of  his 
speedi,  that  the  law  had  been  decided 
by  that  Committee,  and  had  protested' 
against  the  House  reversing  the  decision 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee.  He  (the 
Attorney  General),  however,  must  re- 
mind hon.  Members  that  when  the  Refer- 
ence was  made  to  the  first  Committee,  it 
was  agreed,  on  all  sides  of  the  House, 
that  that  Committee  should  determine 
nothing.  He  would  not  quote  his  own 
words;  but  he  had,  before  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  Committee,  said  that 
the  Committee  was  to  decide  nothing, 
and  that  the  House  had  not  delegated 
its  functions.  But  he  would  refer  to 
what  had  been  said  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  himself,  who  had  agreed 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Committee  on 
the  terms  that  it  should  have  no  power  to 
determine  anything,  but  should  be  ap- 
pointed only  to  facilitate  the  prooceedinga 
of  the  House,  with  whom  must  rest  the 
ultimate  decision.  That  ultimate  de- 
cision was  now  to  be  given  by  the 
House.  The  opinion  of  tiie  first  Com- 
mittee now  for  the  first  time  came 
before  the  House,  by  way  of  advice 
only,  and  the  House  had  to  form  its 
own  jud^ent.    It  had  been  said  that 
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eluded  from  the  House,  but  so  would 
every  other  person  who,  from  conscien- 
tious and  religious  scruples,  however 
deep  and  sincere,  declined  to  take  an 
oath,  if  he  were  not  a  Uuaker,  or  Mora- 
vian, or  Separatist.  There  was  no  escape 
from  that  position,  although  it  was 
a  result  at  which  he  did  not  think 
they  would  willingly  arrive;  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  sanctioned  by  the  House.  By 
the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  a  person 
objecting  to  take  the  oath  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  might  substitute  an  affirmation 
for  it ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  not  allow  hon.  Members 
who  held  similar  objections  to  make  an 
Affirmation  of  Allegiance.  From  the  first 
to  the  last  of  this  troublesome  question 
he  had  endeavoured  to  determine  the 
bare  legal  rights  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who 
claimed  to  take  his  seat;  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  take  the  Oath,  and 
that  opinion  was  framed  principally  upon 
the  gpround  that  he  was  a  person  entitled 
to  make  the  Affirmation  because  the 
Oath  was  not  binding  on  his  conscience. 
It  was  because  he  thought  so  then,  and 
thought  so  still,  that  he  felt  he  should 
be  acting  perfectly  consistently  in  asking 
the  House  to  accept  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Normampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  to  allow  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  to  make  an  Affirmation. 

Mb.  GBANTHAM  said,  he  would 
admit  that  there  was  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  but  it  had  been  greatly  increased 
by  the  haste  with  which  they  had  pro- 
ceeded. The  House  had,  in  a  hasty 
manner,  delegated  its  opinion,  if  not  its 
power,  to  the  first  Committee,  of  which 
oe  (Mr.  Gkuntham)  was  a  Member. 
Then  the  Committee  had  been  called 
together  the  day  following  their  appoint- 
ment, and  without  proper  time  to  give 
the  matter  due  consideration ;  and  yet 
he  ventured  to  say  there  was  not  a  single 
Member  of  that  Committee  who  voted  in 
the  migority  who  had  seen  the  slightest 
reason  to  change  the  opinion  he  then 
formed,  or  to  doubt  for  a  moment  that 
that  opinion  was  right  At  the  same 
time,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  opinions 
of  those  who  voted  on  the  other  side 
were  equally  conscientious.  He  was 
Hurprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jack- 


son) state  that  the  Committee  now  enter- 
tained a  different  view,  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  in  which  the  House 
was  involved.  It  was  the  old  story  that 
hard  cases  made  bad  law,  and  if  they 
were  to  adopt  that  principle  the  House 
would  soon  become  the  laughing-stock 
of  the  world.  It  was  not  necessary  by  a 
side  wind  to  get  over  a  difficulty  which 
had  been  created,  however  great  that 
difficulty  might  be.  It  was  idle  to  say 
that  nothing  had  been  done  by  the  House 
to  accept  the  deliberations  of  that  Com- 
mittee; for  it  had  been  intended  to 
allow  Mr.  Bradlauffh  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  that  was  on  me  opinion  that  they 
were  bound  by  the  opinion  of  the  first 
Committee.  Then  the  second  Committee 
was  appointed,  and  he  protested  against 
the  recommendation  they  had  made  as 
not  being  within  the  range  of  their  in- 
quiry. The  duty  of  the  Committee  was 
not  to  go  beyond  the  ambit  of  their  Refer- 
ence. It  was  their  duty  to  act  on  the 
Beference  made  to  them,  and  not  to  ven- 
ture upon  making  suggestions,  which 
might  not  be  •  approved  of,  on  the  idea 
that  they  might  get  the  House  out  of  a 
difficulty.  He  thought  the  House  itself 
was  capable  of  deiding  with  the  diffi- 
culties which  arose  in  the  course  of  its 
business  without  getting  rid  of  them  by 
the  back  door  of  a  Court  of  Law ;  and 
unless  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to 
Affirm,  there  was  omy  one  course  open. 
The  House  must  deal  with  the  case,  be 
it  as  a  ea9U9  omistus.  No  one  had  ever 
yet  attempted  to  come  into  the  House  as 
a  professed  Atheist,  and  it  ought,  there- 
fore, to  have  the  courage  of  its  opinions, 
whatever  they  might  be,  and  say,  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  be  brought  in  on 
the  authority  of  the  Government,  that 
Members  should  or  should  not  be  ad- 
mitted without  reference  to  their  religious 
opinions.  That  would  be  a  fair  and 
open  way  of  dealing  with  the  question, 
and  he  was  very  much  surprised  that 
the  Qovemment  had  n6t  had  the  courage 
of  the  opinions  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken,  because  they  went  the  length 
of  arguing  that  any  hon.  Member  should 
be  entitled  to  enter  the  House  without 
being  debarred  by  his  opinions.  He 
was  surprised  at  die  argument  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
General  (Sir  Henry  James),  that  the 
House  had  denuded  itself  of  its  power 
by  delegating  it  to  Courts  of  Law.  The 
House  had  never  divested  itself  of  its 
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question  as  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  to 
affirm,  that  fact  would  not  have  inter- 
fered with  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Oourts 
of  Law.  Let  ^e  House  remember  how 
the  question  arose.  By  the  Act  of  1866 
every  person  was  primd  facie  entitled  to 
take  an  oath ;  and  if  he  sat  or  voted  in 
the  House  without  taking  the  Oath,  he 
was  liable  to  penalties.  Well,  how  could 
such  person  excuse  himself?  The  only 
way  he  could  do  so  was  by  sayin?  that 
being  a  person  entitled  to  ma^e  an 
affirmation  under  the  4th  section  of  the 
Act,  he  had  affirmed  in  place  of  taking 
the  Oath.  He  was  thus  enabled  to  avoid 
the  penalty  he  would  otherwise  have  in- 
curred for  not  havingf ulfilled  the  primary 
obligation  of  the  statute.  And  what 
would  he  have  to  prove  in  order  to  do 
so  ?  He  would  have  to  prove  affirma- 
tively that  he  was  a  person  who,  for  the 
time  being,  was  entitled,  to  make  an 
affirmation  instead  of  taking  an  oath. 
Whether  he  was  entitled  to  do  so  within 
the  walls  of  Parliament  was  a  question 
over  which  the  Courts  of  Law  had  juris- 
diction; and  they  were  not,  by  the 
Motion  now  before  the  House,  unduly 
yielding  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Courts 
of  Law  or  overruling  the  authority  of 
Parliament.    There  was  absolute  power 

g'ven  by  the  statute  to  the  Courts  of 
iw  to  determine  whether  the  Oath 
should  have  been  taken,  and  whether, 
if  it  had  not  been,  the  excuse  for  making 
an  Affirmation  instead  was  valid.  There- 
fore, while  he  admitted  that  the  question 
was  one  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
he  could  conceive  no  difficulty  in  adopting 
the  course  which  was  recommended  in 
the  Motion  before  them.  They  should 
remember,  that  whether  they  allowed 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath  or 
make  an  Affirmation,  they  would  not 
finally  determine  the  question.  If,  by 
a  Besolution  of  the  House,  they  stated 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to  affirm 
instead  of  taking  the  Oath,  that  would, 
in  one  sense,  be  a  procedure  of  the  House ; 
but  it  would  not  relieve  him  from  penal- 
ties, if  he  were  liable  to  them  under  the 
statute.  If  the  statute  said  that  the  Oath 
should  be  taken — a  particular  case  not 
being  exempted  —  then  that  statutory 
obligation  could  not  be  altered  by  a  Re- 
solution of  the  House  of  Commons.  But 
it  was  said  that,  by  its  Kesolutiou,  the 
House  would  grant  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  a 
privilege  which  he  did  not  possess.    They 
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would  grant  him  no  such  privilege.    If 
he  had  the  right,  he  had  it  only  as  a 
statutory  right,  one  conferred  on  him  bj 
the  4th  section  of  the  Act,  and  they  could 
not  interfere  with  it  if  he  were  so  entitled 
to  it.     Mr.  Bradlauffh  had  a  claim  of 
privilege  to  make—lie  had  no  one  to 
make  it  to.    It  was,  if  anything,  his 
right,  and  they  were  only  affording  him 
that  clear  abstract  right  of  action  which 
was  given  him  by  the  statute ;  therefore, 
it  was  a  perfect  fallacy  to  say  that  thej 
were  dealing  with  a  daim  to  which  they 
might  object  if  they  thought  proper. 
His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Hardinge  Oifiard)  had  protested 
against  the  question  being  considered 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee. 
It  was  not  BO  brought  under  the  conside- 
ration of  the  House.    If  the  Committee 
had  made  no  such  recommendation,  the 
hon.  Member   for   Northampton   (Mr. 
Labouchere)  would  have  been  equally 
within  his  right  in  submitting  the  Mo- 
tion to  the  House,  and  it  would  have 
been  submitted  on  the  cnound  it  had 
been  that  evening.    The  Committee  had 
determined  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
the  Oath  ought  not  to  be  administered 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  because  it  would  not 
be  binding  on  his  conscience,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  precisely  the  person 
who  ought    to  be    allowed    to  affirm. 
["Oh,   oh!'']     That   was  a  perfectly 
consistent  view    of   the    question.     A 
Member  of  the  House  was  only  entitled 
to  affirm  if  an  Oath  was  not  bmding  on 
his  conscience.    On  that  ground  the  (X)m- 
mittee  refused  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  take  the  Oath ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  expressed  the  opinion  that  he  should 
hfi  allowed  to  affirm,  because  he  could 
not  take  the  Oath,  and,  therefore,  he  had 
a  right  to  affirm.     They  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  common-law  ri^ht  of 
every  Member  to  take  his  seat  ouent  not 
to  be  taken  away  from  Mr.  Bradlaugh ; 
and,  as  he  could  not  take  the  Oath,  they 
said  he  ought  to  be  allowed  to  affi^ — 
leaving  the  question  of  penalties,  which 
remained  to  the  determination  of  a  Court 
of  Law.  Let  him  point  out  to  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  who  were  discussing 
this  question,  not  upon  the  merits  of  the 
case  or  as  a  matter  of  principle,   but 
rather  with  reference  to  their  views  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions,  that  if  the 
Report  of  the  first  Committee  was  to  be 
a  final  decision,  the  result  would  be  that 
not  only  would  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  ex- 
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eluded  from  the  House,  but  so  would 
every  other  person  who,  from  conscien- 
tious and  religious  scruples,  however 
deep  and  sincere,  dedined  to  take  an 
oath,  if  he  were  not  a  Uuaker,  or  Mora- 
vian, or  Separatist.  There  was  no  escape 
from  that  position,  although  it  was 
a  result  at  which  he  did  not  think 
thej  would  willingly  arrive;  and  he 
hoped,  therefore,  the  Amendment  would 
not  be  sanctioned  by  the  House.  By 
the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  a  person 
objecting  to  take  the  oath  in  a  Court  of 
Justice  might  substitute  an  affirmation 
for  it ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  the 
House  should  not  allow  hon.  Members 
who  held  similar  objections  to  make  an 
Affirmation  of  AUegiance.  From  the  first 
to  the  last  of  this  troublesome  question 
he  had  endeavoured  to  determine  the 
bare  legal  rights  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  who 
claimed  to  take  his  seat;  and  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  take  the  Oath,  and 
that  opinion  was  framed  principally  upon 
the  ground  that  he  was  a  person  entiUed 
to  make  the  Affirmation  because  the 
Oath  was  not  binding  on  his  conscience. 
It  was  because  he  thought  so  then,  and 
thought  so  still,  that  he  felt  he  should 
be  acting  perfectly  consistently  in  asking 
the  House  to  accept  the  proposition  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Normampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere),  and  to  allow  Mr.  Brad- 
lauffh  to  ma^e  an  Affirmation. 

Mb.  OBANTHAM  said,  he  would 
admit  that  there  was  considerable  diffi- 
culty in  the  question  now  before  the 
House,  but  it  had  been  greatly  increased 
by  the  haste  with  which  they  had  pro- 
ceeded. The  House  had,  in  a  hasty 
manner,  delegated  its  opinion,  if  not  its 
power,  to  the  first  Committee,  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Grantham)  was  a  Member. 
Then  the  Committee  had  been  called 
together  the  day  following  their  appoint- 
ment, and  without  proper  time  to  give 
the  matter  due  consideration;  and  yet 
he  ventured  to  say  there  was  not  a  single 
Member  of  that  Committee  who  voted  in 
the  m^ority  who  had  seen  the  slightest 
reason  to  change  the  opinion  he  then 
formed,  or  to  doubt  for  a  moment  that 
that  opinion  was  right  At  the  same 
time,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  opinions 
of  those  who  voted  on  the  other  side 
were  equally  conscientious.  He  was 
•lurprised  to  hear  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  lor  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jad^- 


son)  state  that  the  Committee  now  enter- 
tained a  different  view,  in  consequence 
of  the  difficulties  in  which  the  House 
was  involved.  It  was  the  old  story  that 
hard  cases  made  bad  law,  and  if  they 
were  to  adopt  that  principle  the  House 
would  soon  become  the  laughing-stock 
of  the  world.  It  was  not  necessary  by  a 
side  wind  to  get  over  a  difficulty  which 
had  been  created,  however  great  that 
difficulty  might  be.  It  was  idle  to  say 
that  nodiing  had  been  done  by  the  House 
to  accept  the  deliberations  of  that  Com- 
mittee; for  it  had  been  intended  to 
allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  that  was  on  the  opinion  that  they 
were  bound  by  the  opinion  of  the  first 
Committee.  Then  the  second  Committee 
was  appointed,  and  he  protested  ag^nst 
the  recommendation  they  had  made  as 
not  being  within  the  range  of  their  in- 
quiry. The  duty  of  the  Committee  was 
not  to  go  beyond  the  ambit  of  their  Befer- 
ence.  It  was  their  duty  to  act  on  the 
Reference  made  to  them,  and  not  to  ven- 
ture upon  making  suggestions,  which 
might  not  be  •approved  of,  on  the  idea 
that  they  might  get  the  House  out  of  a 
difficulty.  He  thought  the  House  itself 
was  capable  of  deiuing  with  the  diffi- 
culties which  arose  in  the  course  of  its 
business  without  getting  rid  of  them  by 
the  back  door  of  a  Court  of  Law ;  and 
unless  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to 
Affirm,  there  was  omy  one  course  open. 
The  House  must  deal  with  the  case,  be 
it  as  a  casus  omissus.  No  one  had  ever 
yet  attempted  to  come  into  the  House  as 
a  professed  Atheist,  and  it  ought,  there- 
fore, to  have  the  courage  of  its  opinions, 
whatever  they  might  be,  and  say,  by 
Act  of  Parliament  to  be  brought  in  on 
the  authority  of  the  Qovemment,  that 
Members  should  or  should  not  be  ad- 
mitted withoutreference  to  their  religious 
opinions.  That  would  be  a  fair  and 
open  way  of  dealing  with  the  question, 
and  he  was  very  much  surprised  that 
the  Oovemment  had  not  had  the  courage 
of  the  opinions  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken,  because  they  went  the  length 
of  argpiing  that  any  hon.  Member  should 
be  entitled  to  enter  the  House  without 
being  debarred  by  his  opinions.  Ho 
was  surprised  at  ihe  argument  of  his 
hon.  ana  learned  Friend  the  Attorney 
(General  (Sir  Henry  James),  that  the 
House  had  denuded  itself  of  its  power 
by  delegating  it  to  Courts  of  Law.  The 
House  had  never  divested  itself  of  its 
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power.    A  Judge  might  take  on  himself 
to  allow  children  or  lunatics  to  affirm ; 
hut  no  man  could  come  into  that  House 
and  seek  to  affirm  merely  heoause  a  Oourt 
of  Law  had  allowed  him  to  affirm.    That 
was  the  fallacy  which  ran  through  the 
whole  of  the  speech  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  Through  all  the  debates 
which  had  occurred  on  the  question  of 
the  Parliamentary  Oath,   the  religious 
character  of  the  Act  had  been  main- 
tained.    There  was  not  a  word  to  show 
that  at  any  time  the  House  had  con- 
templated the  admission  within  its  walls 
of  persons  of  no  religious  faith  what- 
ever. The  language  of  Sir  George  Grey's 
Act,  to  which  so  much  reference  had  been 
made — namely, "  or  other  persons  for  the 
time  being  by  law  permitted  to  make 
an  affirmation  "—dearly  pointed  not  to 
persons  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  stamp,  but 
to  aU  those  to  whom  relief  had  at  dif- 
ferent times  been  extended  on  religious 
or  conscientious    grounds.      It  was  a 
phrase  which  conveniently  summed  them 
up,  and  he  thought  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  in  the  interpretation  he  had  given 
of  the  section,  must  have  overlooked  its 
wording.     Such  an  extensive  interpreta- 
tion as  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton now  claimed  for  those  words  never 
seemed  to  have  suggested  itself  to  the 
Parliament  of  the  day  at  all.     Then,  the 
occurrence    of    the    words   "  presiding 
Judge  "  in  Mr.  Justice  Denman's  Act, 
clearly  indicated  that  the  making  of  an 
affirmation   in  lieu    of   an     oath   was 
limited  to  Courts  of  Law  alone,  and  had 
so  reference  to  that  House.    The  ques- 
tion now  raised  was  one  of  vast  impor- 
tance, and  ought  not  to  be  settled  in  the 
indirect    and    unsatisfactory  way  sug- 
gested by  the  second  Committee.    No 
doubt,  the  tendency  of  the  day  was  to 
do  away  with  barriers  of  all  kinds  to 
religious  faith  or  disbelief,  and  it  might 
be  that  a  time  would  come  when  the 
ceremony  of  admission  to  that  House 
would  be  shorn  of  its  religious  character 
altogether.    But,  whatever  the  ultimate 
issue  might  be,  the  question  was  one 
which  ought  to  be  boldly  ^appled  with ; 
it  was  one   for  the   majority  of  that 
House  to  settle,  and  not  for  a  Court  of 
Law,  which  might  be  placed  in  the  em- 
barrassing position  of  being  in  conflict 
with  that  Mouse.  He  ventured  to  sugg^t 
that  there  would  be  very  great  difficulty 
indeed  in  having  this  question  decided 
in  the  Law  Courts.    It  was  not,  in  fact 
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at  all  clear  that  the  Courts  of  Law  could 
impose  penalties  on  a  person  who  came 
to  that  House  and  affirmed  under  the 
Kesolution  which  had  been  proposed  to* 
night.  That  Besolution  was  not  in  any 
way  identified  with  the  opinion  of  the 
first  Committee,  nor  did  it  suggest  that 
in  consequence  of  the  Beport  of  the 
second  Committee  it  was  desirable  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  allowed  to 
affirm.  It  was  because  these  proceed- 
ings had  from  the  first  been  hastily 
taken,  in  order  to  get  over  the  difficulty, 
that  he  must  protest  against  the  passing 
of  such  a  Besolution  as  was  now  under 
discussion. 

Mb.  SPENCEB  WALPOLE:  Sir, 
the  House  has  now  to  deal  with  two 
questions  of  very  great  importance. 
One  is  a  legal  question,  and  tne  other 
a  constitutional  one,  and  on  each  of 
these  points  I  wish  to  offer  a  few  brief  re- 
marks. The  legal  question  is  embodied 
in  the  Besolution  of  the  sitting  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  and 
the  constitutional  question  has  been  veiy 
ably  stated  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  General.  The  first 
of  these  questions,  being  a  legal  one, 
must  be  solved  by  every  proper  construc- 
tion which  can  be  put  on  certain  Acts 
of  Parliament.  There  are  three  classes 
of  Acts  which  are  immediately  concerned 
in  this  question.  First,  there  are  the 
Acts  relating  to  the  promissory  Oath  of 
Allegiance,  which  is  now  required  to  be 
taken  by  all  the  great  Officers  of  State, 
by  the  Judges  of  the  land,  and  by  Mem- 
bers of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  as  a 
condition  precedent  to  their  being  al- 
lowed to  take  their  seats.  It  is  a  pro- 
missory Oath  of  great  importance,  and 
intended  to  be  of  great  importance.  The 
second  class  of  Acts  is  of  a  totally  dif- 
ferent kind.  It  is  the  class  of  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  admissibility  of  evidence, 
and  to  that  alone.  The  third  class  of 
Acts  are  exceptional  Acts.  They  are 
Acts  which,  in  consideration  of  religious 
conviction  and  religious  belief,  dispense 
with  the  necessity  of  the  oath  being 
taken  and  allow  an  affirmation  to  be 
taken  in  its  stead.  These  are  the  three 
classes  of  Acts  which  we  must  bear  in 
mind  upon  every  part  of  this  case,  and 
then  we  must  see,  by  reference  to  the 
Acts,  what  is  the  interpretation  we  art 
to  put  upon  them.  The  first  class  of 
Acts,  although  repealed  in  many  in- 
stances, retained  the  promissory  Oath  of 
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Allegiance  in  the  three  oasee  ta  which  I 
hare  referred,  because  it  was  regarded 
as  a  matter  of  momentous  importance 
that  persons  should  not  assume  high 
public  offices  or  take  a  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment except  with  a  full  recog^tion  of 
the  solemnity  of  the  duties  they  would 
have  to  discharge.  I  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  construction  of 
that  Act  of  Parliament.  It  begins  by 
a  Preamble  which  recites  that  one  uni- 
form Oath  shall  be  taken  by  every  Mem- 
ber. My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  argued  as  if  the  prin- 
cipal object  of  the  Act  was  contained  in 
the  4th  section ;  but  it  is  the  3rd  section 
which  says  that  every  Member  of  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  must  take  that 
promissory  Oath  of  Allegiance  before  he 
can  take  his  seat  at  the  beginning  of 
every  new  Parliament.  The  exception 
speaks  only  of  the  person  who  objects  to 
take  the  Oath  on  religions  grounds,  and 
who  is  there  put  on  a  level  with  the 
man  who  takes  the  Oath,  because  he 
equally  recognizes  a  solemn  religious 
obligation.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  pointed 
to  the  construction  of  the  4th  section  of 
the  Act,  and  in  that  he  has  been  fol- 
lowed by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend ; 
but  may  I  remind  him  that,  bearing  in 
mind  other  Acts  of  Parliament,  I  think 
he  has  imported  into  that  4th  section 
words  which  are  not  there?  The 
exception  mentioned  applies  specifi- 
cally only  to  Quakers,  and  the  words 
"eveiy  other  person  permitted  by  law 
for  the  time  oeing  to  affirm,"  were 
intended  to  include  Moravians  and 
Separatists  and  other  religious  per- 
sons who  might  claim  the  benefit  of 
the  Act.  Then  I  turn  to  the  other  Act. 
Every  line  of  it  refers  to  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  to  Courts  of  Justice  alone, 
which  allow  the  particular  form  in  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  desires  to  affirm.  In  Q'verf 
criminal  and  civil  proceeding,  in  every 
Court  where  the  person  satisfies  the  pre- 
sidinflr  Judge  for  the  purposes  of  justice 
that  ma  oath  is  not  binding  upon  him, 
there,  in  order  to  promote  uie  adminis- 
tration of  justice,  you  make  the  excep- 
tion ;  but  not  in  any  other  case.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  the  Attor- 
ney Qeneral  has  omitted  one  thing  that 
seems  to  me  to  be  important — namely, 
that  in  all  cases  where  the  exception  is 
allowed,    with    the   exception   of    the 


Quaker,  who  is  assumed  to  object  to  an 
oath,  it  is  always  stated  in  some  form  or 
another  that  the  person  desiring  to  affirm 
objects  from  religious  motives  to  an 
oath ;  and,  not  only  that,  but  in  every 
one  of  these  cases,  the  form,  of  the  affir- 
mation is  distinctly  embodied  in  the  Act 
of  Parliament  that  allows  it.  Now, 
what  is  the  form  of  the  affirmation  in 
the  Evidence  Amendment  Acts  ?  It  is 
this — 

"  I,  A.B.,  do  solemnly  and  troly  declare  that 
the  eridence  I  give  shall  be  the  truth,  the  whole 
trath,  and  nothing  but  the  truth." 

You  cannot  substitute  another  form  of 
affirmation,  unless  you  are  authorized 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  do  so ;  and 
this  very  Act  of  Parliament  distinctly 
points  out  the  form  in  which  an  affirma- 
tion is  to  be  made.  I  feel  very  strongly 
that  the  law,  to  my  mind,  is  so  clear  on 
this  one  point,  that  I  cannot  do  otherwise 
than  vote  against  the  Motion.  Now,  for 
the  other  point.  I  wish  to  appeal  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister  to 
consider  the  consequences  that  will  follow 
the  adoption  of  the  Motion  which  is  now 
made,  with  the  intention,  or  rather  with 
the  imderstanding,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  shall  be  allowed  to 
come  to  the  Table  and  affirm.  The  con- 
sequence, in  the  first  place,  is  that  he 
comes  into  the  House,  and  a  g^at  many 
hon.  Members  think  it  very  doubtful 
whether  he  ought  to  do  so ;  in  the  second 
place,  every  time  he  sits  and  votes  in 
this  House  he  is  liable  to  a  penalty  of 
£500.  Now,  how  long  is  this  to  go  on, 
and  how  manv  penalties  is  he  to  incur  ? 
Is  the  House  knowingly  to  sanction  and 
encourage  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton when  he  takes  his  seat  and  incurs 
hundreds  and  hundreds  of  pounds  of 
penal^  which,  in  consequence  of  the 
provisions  of  the  House  itself,  he  will  be 
forced  to  pav?  Would  anyone  think  it 
reasonable  that  he  should  not  be  indem- 
nified if  we  allow  him  to  sit,  after  having 
really  promoted  the  conduct  that  in- 
volves him  in  these  penalties?  Then 
we  ought  also  to  consider,  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Qifiard) 
suggested,  what  will  be  the  result  of 
moving  for  these  penalties.  The  defence 
will  be  that  he  was  entitled  to  affirm. 
Another  defence  will  be  that  he  was 
acting  under  the  authority  of  the  House, 
and  that  the    House    had    the    right 
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and  the  jurisdiction  to  determine  this 
question — nay,  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  House  to  determine  it.  Is 
that  a  consequence  we  are  prepared 
to  accept?  Are  we  to  bring  ourselves 
into  collision  with  the  Courts  of  Law ;  or 
are  we  so  incapable  of  determining  what 
is  the  true  construction  to  be  put  upon 
this  Act  of  Parliament  that  we  are  to 
hand  it  over  to  the  Courts  of  Justice, 
which  may  take  any  view  irrespective  of 
the  point  upon  which  we  want  to  have 
a  decision  ?  I  do  not  like  the  House  to 
enter  into  any  controversy  with  the 
Courts  of  Law,  nor  do  I  think  it  right 
that  this  House  should  shrink  from  the 
duty  thrown  upon  it  by  Parliament. — 
the  statutory  obligation  to  see  that  its 
Members  are  rightly  seated.  My  con- 
viction is  very  strong.  I  believe  that, 
legally,  the  hon.  Member  cannot  sit.  I 
bdieve  that  the  consequence  of  his 
sitting  would  be  injurious  to  him  and  to 
the  House,  and  I  cannot  support  it. 

Mb.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  hope  the  House  will  excuse  me  if  I  do 
not  add  very  much  to  the  strictly  lesal 
discussion  with  which  it  has  been  occupied 
the  whole  of  the  evening.  If  I  wanted 
an  excuse  for  avoiding  much  legal  argu- 
ment in  what  I  have  to  say,  I  think  I 
should  have  it  abundantly  in  pointing 
to  the  difiPerent  legal  opinions  which 
have  been  expressed  to-night  and  on 
former  occasions,  and  in  the  Committees 
on  this  question.  It  is  evidently  a 
matter  which,  if  left  to  the  lawyers,  the 
lawyers  would  be  unable  to  dispose  of. 
Therefore,  I  shall  not  attempt  to  add  an 
opinion  which  is  not  legal  to  the  many 
legal  opinions  which  we  have  had.  But 
I  should  like  to  put  two  or  three  views 
to  the  House,  which  a  man  not  brought 
up  to  the  law  may  reasonably  entertain, 
and,  perhaps,  as  reasonably  express.  I 
must  say,  m  the  first  place,  that  I  think 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  was  in  his  right  place  to- 
night when  asking  the  House  to  con- 
sider the  Besolution  he  has  brought  be- 
fore it.  He  is  here  the  Representative 
of  a  large  constituency,  whose  choice  is 
called  in  question — not  the  choice  with 
regard  to  him,  but  the  choice  with  regard 
to  nis  Colleague,  the  hon.  Member  as- 
sociated with  him  in  the  representation 
of  that  large  constituency,  but  whose  right 
to  take  his  seat  in  this  House  has  been 
contested  by  cei*tain  hon.  Members,  who 
obviously  have  no  objection  except  that 

Mr,  8p$neer  Watpoh 


his  religious  opinions — ["No,  no!"  "Ir- 
religious ! "] — or  his  opinions  on  religion 
differed  from  theirs.  I  am  quite  sure 
no  one  who  heard  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  the  City  (Mr. 
Hubbard),  or  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  spoke  last  from  that 
Bench,  will  doubt  for  a  moment  the 
accuracy  of  what  I  say.  When  the  right 
hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  had  ex- 

Eounded  all  his  legal  ailments,  then 
e  turned  to  this  heavier  and  graver 
question;  and  whoever  listened  to  his 
speech  will  feel  that  he  is  acting  very 
much  upon  his  strong  opinion  with  re* 
gard  to  that  branch  of  the  subject. 

Mr.  HUBBARD :  I  deny  the  accuracy 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  repre- 
sentation of  my  speech. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT :  I  recommend 
the  House  to  read  to-morrow  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  said  to-night; 
I  have  paid  great  attention  to  every- 
thing that  he  has  said.  Now,  what  is 
the  simple  question  before  us  ?  It  is 
agreed,  I  suppose,  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  the  electors  of  North- 
ampton had  a  right  to  a  free  selection 
of  a  Member  to  represent  them  in  this 
House.  Nobody  can  say,  I  presume, 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  legally  en- 
titled to  offer  himself  as  a  candidate,  or 
that  the  electors  of  Northampton  were 
not  legally  entitled  to  elect  him.  If  that 
be  true  of  the  constituency  it  must 
also  be  true  of  the  Representative,  that 
he  is  duly  and  legally  chosen  to  sit  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  Well,  he  comes 
to  this  Table  and  finds— or  he  has  found 
before  becomes — thatsomehon.  Members 
— the  majority — take  an  Oath,  the  Oath 
of  Allegiance,  and  that  some  Members 
— only  a  small  minority — take  or  make 
an  Affirmation  to  a  somewhat  similar 
effect,  There  are  a  great  manv  hon. 
Members  of  this  House  who  take  the 
Oath  and  greatly  dislike  it.  ["No, 
no ! "]  That  I  know  to  a  certainty — 
and  it  is  open  to  any  hon.  Member,  on 
coming  to  the  Table,  to  propose  to  take 
either  the  one  or  the  other.  ["  No, 
no !  "1  It  may  be  that  the  Affirmation 
is  80  limited  that  many  persons  may  not 
be  allowed  to  take  it.  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
did  not  come  to  the  House  and  refuse 
to  take  the  Oath.  He  made  no  such 
refusal.  Probably  if  he  had  known, 
if  he  had  had  any  suspicion,  that  the 
Affirmation  would  be  refused  to  him,  he 
would  have  taken  the  Oath  as  other 
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hon.  Members  take  it — very  much,  I 
am  afraid,  as  a  matter  of  form.  [''No, 
no ! "  **  Withdraw ! "]  If  any  person 
thinks  it  necessary  to  deny  that,  I  will 
not  contest  it.  I  must,  however,  say 
myself  I  know  nothing  more  irreverent 
than  the  manner  in  which  great  num- 
bers of  Members  take  the  Oath  on  this 
floor.  Well,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  comes 
here;  he  does  not  refuse  to  take  the 
Oath — ^that  is  not  the  question  ;  but  he 
says  he  would  prefer  to  make  the  Affir- 
mation, as  he  has  been  allowed  to  make 
affirmations  on  most  important  questions 
in  many  of  the  High  Courts  of  Justice 
in  this  country.  And  as  he  knows  that 
a  considerable  number  of  persons  make 
an  Affirmation  at  this  Table,  he  very 
naturally  supposes  he  may  do  the  same, 
and,  prefering  the  Affirmation  to  the 
Oath,  he  communicates  his  view  to  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  or  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  proposes  to  make  an  Affirmation. 
Bear  in  mind  that  he  did  not  refuse  to 
swear ;  that  was  not  the  question  put  to 
him — he  proposed  to  make  the  Affirma- 
tion. On  that  occasion  the  Speaker  en- 
tertained a  doubt  whether  he  was  one 
of  those  persons  who  might  be  permitted 
to  affirm.  The  Speaker's  doubt  was  not 
as  to  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  could 
swear,  but  as  to  whether  he  could 
Affirm ;  and  having  that  sort  of  doubt 
which  seems  to  enter  the  minds  of 
lawyers  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  the 
Speaker  referred  the  matter  to  the 
House,  and  he  did  not  chose  to  decide  it 
for  himself.  Well,  it  would  have  saved 
us  a  great  deal  of  trouble.  Sir,  if  you 
had  decided  it  for  yourself.  But  no  one 
can  call  in  question  your  judgment.  No 
doubt  it  was  most  conscientious,  and 
possibly  it  may  have  been  most  wise. 
The  question  having  been  thus  referred 
to  the  House,  there  was  considerable 
debate  and  a  good  deal  of  heat  and 
temper — at  least,  I  judged  so  from  the 
reports,  for  I  was  not  in  the  House  that 
evening.  It  was  decided  at  last  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  and  go  through  it 
more  oareMly  and  calmly  than  would 
be  likely  to  be  done  by  having  the 
matter  settled  at  once  by  debate  and 
division  in  this  House.  A  Committee  of 
19  Members  was  chosen.  The  Com- 
mittee discussed  this  question,  I  think, 
only  for  one  day ;  certainly  they  did  not 
give  to  it  anything  like  &e  amount  of 
care,  time,  and  mscussion  which  was 


given  by  the  second  Committee  to  the 
matter  submitted  to  them.  The  Com- 
mittee decided  by  the  casting  vote  of 
the  Chairman.  [*'  No,  no ! "]  You  say 
"No ; "  but  I  know  that  it  was  so.  I  have 
it  here.  The  numbers  were  Ayes  8 
and  Noes  8,  and  thereupon  the  Chair- 
man declared  himself  with  the  Noes. 
That  was  the  way  in  which  this  great 
question  was  setUed  in  Committee.  I 
do  not  say  that  the  decision  of  the 
Committee,  under  such  circumstances, 
should  have  no  weight  with  the  House. 
On  the  contrary,  I  admit  its  weight, 
whatever  it  may  be.  But,  really,  if  out 
of  17  there  had  been  12  or  14  on  one 
side,  and  four  or  five  or  six  on  the  other, 
a  decision  of  that  kind  would,  probably, 
have  some  weight  with  the  House,  and 
it  would  naturally  be  entitled  to  have 
that  weight.  I  did  not  agree  with  a 
great  many  things  which  were  said  or 
suggested  in  the  Committee  even  bv 
some  of  those  with  whom  I  voted.  It 
was  understood  that  Courts  of  Justice 
can  allow  a  person  like  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  affirm.  They  can  assume,  or  know, 
or  be  told  that  an  oath  is  not  binding 
upon  his  conscience,  and,  therefore,  they 
can  enable  him  to  affirm.  But  the  Act 
which  enables  him  to  affirm  in  a  Court 
of  Justice,  it  is  assumed,  has  not  the 
power  to  enable  him  to  affirm  in  this 
House.  And  that  is  the  difference,  and 
that  is  the  difficulty.  But  the  fact  is, 
that  quite  as  many  lawyers  are  on  one 
side  as  on  the  other.  I  am  not  allowed 
here,  I  dare  say,  to  mention  names ;  but, 
besides  the  eminent  lawyers  in  the  House, 
there  are  very  eminent  lawyers  outside 
who  take  the  part  of  those  who  voted 
with  the  minority  in  the  first  Committee, 
and  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being 
allowed  to  make  the  Affirmation.  Now, 
at  best,  it  must  be  considered — and  I 
will  give  every  weight  I  can  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  in  their  opinions; 
but  still  it  must  be  admitted,  in  view  of 
this  difference  amongintelligent  lawyers, 
that  the  question  is  extremely  doubtful. 
I  am  one  of  those  who  take  theview,inre- 
gard  to  one  of  those  Acts,  that  this  power, 
which  is  given  to  presiding  Judges  in 
Courts,  is  given  to  all  persons  who  have 
the  power  to  administer  an  oath.  Well, 
no  doubt,  the  House  of  Commons  has 
the  power,  both  at  the  Table  and  in 
Committees,  to  administer  Oaths.  I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  House  might 
fairly  agree  that  the  power  which  was 
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S'ven  to  Courts  of  Justice  in  the  case  of 
r.  Bradlaugh  rested  with  the  House 
also,  and  that  he  might,  therefore,  as 
legally  make  an  Affirmation  here  as  he 
could  make  an  affirmation  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.  Well,  that  decision  of 
the  Committee  was  laid  upon  the  Table, 
but  no  action  was  taken  upon  it.  I 
think  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Launoeston  (Sir  Hardinge  Gifford), 
and  one  or  two  others,  have]  said  that 
was  a  tacit  acknowledgement  that  we 
accepted  the  conclusion  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  fact  is,  the  Beport  was 
only  deliTered  to  hon.  Members  on  the 
very  morning  of  the  day  on  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table  and  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Oath.  Therefore,  there 
was  no  time  for  the  House  even  to  con- 
sider what  should  be  done  in  reference  to 
the  Beport  of  the  fbst  Committee,  and  so 
no  action  on  it  was  taken  at  all,  and  it 
remains  as  it  was,  neither  accepted  by 
the  House  nor  yet  rejected.  Well,  then, 
afterwards  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  on  that 
very  night  to  the  Table  again,  and  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Oath.  He  had  never 
refused  to  take  it,  and  had  never  given 
the  House  to  understand  that  he  in- 
tended to  refuse  taking  it.  All  that  he 
had  done  was  to  tell  the  House  that  he 
should  prefer  to  make  an  Affirmation, 
and  that  he  believed  it  was  within  the 
practice  and  law  of  Parliament  that  he 
should  be  permitted  to  make  it.  Now, 
being  denied  the  one,  what  was  reason- 
able he  should  do  if  he  had  no  insuper- 
able objection?  The  course  he  would 
take  would  be  naturally  this — that  he 
would  propose  to  take  the  Oath.  The 
one  door  being  closed  against  him  un- 
fortunately, and,  as  he  thought,  quite 
contrarv  to  his  rights ;  then  he  said — 
"  Looking  to  the  interests  of  my  con- 
stituents, for  the  purpose  of  which  I  am 
sent  here,  I  have  no  objection  to  take 
the  Oath  which  Parliament  imposes,  and 
I  shall  take  it  exactly  as  everybody  else 
takes  it"  —  [CViM  of  "No!"  and 
"Oh!"] — allow  me  to  finish — "from 
the  first  word  of  it  to  the  last ; "  and,  as 
he  stated  in  the  most  distinct  manner  to 
the  Committee,  that  the  Oath,  the  words 
that  he  would  pronoimce  at  this  Table, 
would  be  absolutdy  binding  upon  his 
conscience  and  upon  his  honour — just  as 
the  words  of  the  Affirmation  would  have 
been  binding,  if  he  had  been  permitted 
to  utter  them,  and  just  as  the  words  of 
the  Affirmation  are  binding  upon  my 

Mr.  John  Brifhi 


conscience  and  upon  my  honour.  I  pre- 
tend to  have  no  conscience  or  no  honour 
superior  to  the  conscience  and  honour  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  ["  Oh ! "  and  "  Hear, 
hear ! "]  It  is  no  business  of  mine  to 
set  myself  up — perhaps  it  is  no  business 
of  yours  to  set  yourselves  up — as  having 
a  conscience  and  honour  superior  to  that 
which  actuates  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  If  you 
take  a  different  line,  I  should  like  some 
ingenious  man  among  you  to  tell  me 
where  it  would  lead  to.  Now,  when  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  proposed  to  take  the  Oath,  an 
hon.  Member  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House-— the  Member  for  Portsmouth 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)— did  what 
never  was  done  in  Parliament  in  the 
lifetime  of  any  man  here,  or  I  believe 
within  the  historic  reading  of  any  man 
— he  rose  in  his  place  ana  objected  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  tasing  the  Oath.  That 
is  a  course  which  is  so  unusual  that  at 
least,  if  there  be  any  justification  for  it, 
it  ought  to  be  clearly  and  fully  set  forth. 
The  practice  is  wholly  new.  Gentlemen 
upon  the  Committee  from  the  opposite 
side  of  the  House,  including  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  who  spoke 
last  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole),  took  some 
pains  to  ascertain  if  there  was  a  shadow 
of  a  shade  of  a  precedent  for  what  had 
been  done;  but  they  did  not  succeed, 
and  nothing  was  brought  before  the 
Committee  to  show  that  the  course 
which  had  been  taken  had  ever  been 
taken  before.  It  was  said  that,  under 
the  circumstances,  there  was  no  course 
open  but  to  refer  the  matter  to  a  Com- 
mittee ;  and  again  the  House  referred 
the  question  to  a  Committee — the  old 
Committee,  with  four  new  Members  upon 
it.  The  first  Committee  consisted  of  19 
Members,  and  the  second  of  23.  The 
opposite  Part^  complained  that  there 
were  not  sufficient  lawyers  on  it,  and  then 
more  were  added.  When  the  question 
arose  of  adding  other  four,  it  was  said  that 
there  was  not  a  sufficient  Nonconformist 
representation ;  but  no  names  of  Noncon- 
formists were  added.  In  fact,  I  never 
knew  such  a  chaos  and  want  of  under- 
standing in  any  debate  in  this  House  as 
has  been  shown  on  the  opposite  Benches. 
Then  the  Committee  of  23  met  and  dis- 
cussed the  question  for  about  seven  days, 
and  one  day  we  sat  from  1  o'clock  to  7 
without  leaving  the  room.  No  question 
could  have  been  discussed  more  tho- 
roughly and  more  honestly.  At  last  the 
Oath  was  refused,  on  a  ground  which  I 
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think  is  absolutely  untenable — although 
I  was  in  a  sm^dl  minority — that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  asked  to  Affirm.  It  was 
assumed  that,  because  he  asked  to  Affirm, 
he  had  declared  that  the  Oath  was  not 
in  the  smallest  degree  binding  on  his 
conscience.  He  made  no  such  declara- 
tion, and  it  is,  in  my  opinion,  an  assump- 
tion we  have  no  right  to  make,  that  this 
was  his  position.  He  had  asked  to 
Affirm,  and  he  had  stated,  because  he 
had  to  give  some  legal  justification,  that 
he  did  so  because  there  were  certain 
Acts  referring  to  the  case,  and  in  Courts 
of  Justice  these  had  been  sufficient  to 
allow  him  to  affirm.  He  never  said  the 
Oath  would  not  have  been  binding  on 
his  conscience.  He  said,  over  and  over 
again,  that  it  would ;  and  I  insist  now 
that  the  House  is  not  just  to  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  in  saying  that  he  could  not  take 
the  Oath  because  he  had  asked  to  Affirm. 
I  think  that  is  taking  an  unfair  advan- 
tage of  him  that  not  one  of  us  would 
like  to  see  taken  against  himself  if  he 
could  be  in  a  position  at  all  similar  to 
that  which  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  in.  It 
comes  to  this.  That  his  Oath  is  de- 
clared by  the  Committee  not  to  be  bind- 
ing, although  he  himself  has  constantly 
asserted  the  contrary ;  and  that  on  the 
ground  that  his  Oath  was  not  binding,  it 
was  resolved  that  he  would  not  be  al- 
lowed to  take  the  Affirmation,  although 
it  would  have  been  permitted  to  liim  to 
do  so  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  A  right 
which  he  has  in  every  Court  of  Justice 
in  the  Kingdom  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, which  is  the  source  and  fountain 
of  all  our  justice,  prohibits  him  from 
having  at  its  Bar.  I  think,  on  these 
grounds,  I  am  justified  in  saying  and 
deling  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  not  had 
what  I  should  call  that  uivourable  and 
generous  justice  which  the  House  of 
Commons  is  in  the  habit  of  according  to 
its  Members.  Now  I  come  to  the  ques- 
tion of  precedent,  and,  with  regard  to 
that,  it  is  admitted  there  is  no  precedent 
for  the  course  proposed  to  be  taken. 
There  has  never  been  an  Inquisition 
before  when  a  Member  has  presented 
himself  to  take  the  Oath  at  the  Table. 
There  has  never  been  any  Member  for 
Portsmouth  in  past  times  so  courageous, 
or  an  Y  great  Par^  in  the  House  willing 
to  allow  a  question  of  this  kind  to  be 
raised,  when  any  Member  came  up  to  the 
Table  to  take  the  Oath  of  Allegiance. 
There  are  no  precedents  in  any  of  the 


Court8  of  Law  either  in  this  country  or 
in  Scotland,  any  more  than  there  are  in 
Parliament.  In  1833  there  certainly 
was  a  precedent  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Pease ;  and  though  it  does  not  run  on 
all  fours  with  the  present  case,  I  will 
refer  to  it  in  order  to  allude  to  two  opi- 
nions that  were  expressed  concerning  it. 
Mr.  Pease,  as  the  House  well  knows, 
objected  to  take  the  Oath,  and  also  to 
make  any  Affirmation  in  which  the  words 
of  the  Oath  were  included.  He  would 
not  swear.  He  had  that  curious  notion 
that  some  people  have  that  the  New 
Testament  b  against  swearing  at  all.  He 
had,  at  the  same  time,  an  objection  to 
make  an  Affirmation  that  he  would  de- 
fend the  Crown  by  force  of  arms.  He  did 
these  two  things  being  a  member  of  the 
Body  to  which  I  belong,  and  the  House, 
both  in  Committee  and  in  the  full  House, 
passed  unanimously  Motions  giving  him 
the  right  to  affirm  in  the  manner  he  de- 
sired— namely,  that  he  should  be  al- 
lowed to  take  the  Affirmation  instead  of 
the  Oath,  and  that  the  words  of  the 
Oath  to  which  he  objected  should  be 
omitted  from  the  Affirmation;  and  in 
that  way  he  made  an  Affirmation  which 
has  formed  a  basis  of  the  proceedings  of 
this  House  ever  since  towards  menders 
of  the  Body  to  which,  as  I  have  said  and 
as  is  well  known,  I  belong  as  did  Mr. 
Pease.  Now,  I  should  like  to  read  one 
passage  from  the  opinion  of  Mr.  Wynn, 
who  in  that  day  was  considered  the  very 
highest  authority  on  all  questions  of 
Order  in  the  House  of  Commons.  It 
was  on  that  account,  no  doubt,  that  he 
was  asked  to  move  the  Besolution  by 
which  Mr.  Pease  was  admitted  to  a  seat 
in  this  House.    He  says — 

*'  If  the  case  wai  less  clear  than  it  really  was, 
ho  was  of  opinion  that,  in  deciding  upon  it,  it 
would  be  the  duty  of  the  House  to  lean  to  the 
side  of  the  claimant,  and  in  conformity  with 
those  Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  the 
Affirmation  of  Quakers  was  in  all  Courts  and 
upon  all  occasions,  in  criminal  as  well  as  in 
avil  cases  held  to  be  sufficient,  to  determine 
that  it  was  also  sufficient  here." — {3  Hansardf 
XV.  642.] 

Now,  I  would  ask  the  House  to  act  upon 
the  liberal  and  g^erous  principles  which 
Mr.  Wynn  reoommendea  to  the  House. 
In  Courts  outside  the  walls  of  Parlia- 
ment established  for  the  administration 
of  justice,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  have 
the  right  to  affirm.  The  one  other  autho- 
rity to  which  I  wish  to  refer,  Sir  John 
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Campbell,  the  Solicitor  General  of  that 
day,  told  the  House  that — 

"  Origioally,  by  the  common  law  of  the  land, 
every  person  that  was  duly  elected  was  entitled 
to  take  his  seat  in  this  House  without  taking 
any  Oaths  whatever."— [/*trf.  644.] 

It  is  something  to  know  what  the 
common  law  of  the  land  is,  and  to  know 
that  the  common  law  of  the  land  is  in 
favour  of  freedom.     Sir  John  Campbell 

foes  back  to  the  Act  of  the  5th  of  EHza- 
eth,  before  which  no  Oaths  were  re- 
Suired  to  be  taken  by  Members  of  Par- 
ament,  and  then  he  says — 

"  Now,  as  that  statute,  and  the  other  statutes 
imposing  Oaths,  were  infringements  on  the 
common  law  of  the  land,  and  were  besides  penal 
statutes,  they  must  be  litwally  and  strictly  con- 
strued, whereas  the  remedial  laws,  relaxing  such 
provisions,  and  so  far  restoring  in  a  degree  the 
common  law  right,  were  to  be  literally  con- 
strued."—[i*irf.  J 

I  appeal  to  the  House — ^perhaps  I  ought 
to  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite ; 
perhaps  they  are  not  so  full  of  passion 
as  not  to  be  able  to  appreciate  an  argu- 
ment drawn  from  authorities  like  these. 
[' '  Oh,  oh ! "]  If  they  will  not  listen  to 
me,  I  shall  appeal  to  those  on  this  side, 
and  to  some  oelow  the  Gangway  oppo- 
site. I  ask  them  whether  Mr.  Wynn,  a 
leading  and  influential  Member  of  the 
Conservative  Party— [*' Whig,  Whig ! "] 
— well,  I  sat  always  on  the  Liberal  side, 
and  saw  Mr.  Wynn  opposite — I  ask 
whether  they  will  not  accept  this  view 
of  Mr.  Wynn  on  a  question  of  this  kind  ? 
I  am  not  going  to  arg^e  the  question,  as 
it  has  been  argued  by  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General, 
and  I  will  adoiit,  if  you  like,  that  there 
is  a  doubt.  But  Mr.  Wynn  said,  if 
there  is  a  doubt,  you  ought  to  lean  to 
the  side  of  the  claimant ;  and  Sir  John 
Campbell  said  the  common  law  of  the 
land  is  in  favour  of  freedom,  and  that 
these  remedial  laws  ought  to  be  con- 
strued in  a  liberal  spirit.  If  you  admit 
that,  I  think  that  the  course  taken  in  re- 
gard to  this  question  shows  we  have  not 
made  much  progress  during  50  years  in 
regard  to  a  matter  of  this  kind.  In  the 
year  1838  the  Houses  of  Parliament  had 
come  fresh  from  the  country,  fresh  also 
from  new  constituencies.  From  that 
time  to  this  there  has  been  a  gradual  re- 
laxation ;  but  it  is  proposed  now  to  esta- 
blish a  new  test.  It  is  a  test  of  Theism. 
["No,  no!"]  Surely  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Spencer 
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Walpole)    who    says    "  No ! "    must 
have    forgotten  everything  Uiat    took 
place  in  the   Committee,  and   cannot 
be    conscious   of    his    own    principles 
and  his  own  intentions  ?    Why,  surely, 
the  object  of  this  Motion  is  to  establish 
the  test  of  Theism.  ["  No,  no  ! "]  What 
was  the  meaning  of  the  words  at  the  end 
of  the  Oath,  ''  On  the  true  faith  of  a 
Christian,"  to  which  the  Jews  could  not 
subscribe  ?    That  was  a  test  of  Chris- 
tianity by  which  they  were  for  many 
years  kept  out  of  this  House.    Now  it  is 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth— ^it  was  not  proposed  from  the 
Front  Opposition  Bencm,  because  that 
Bench    appears   to  have  abdicated  its 
functions  entirely,  and  has  shown,  I  will 
not  say  an    abject,  but  a  remarkable 
submission  to  Gentlemen  who  sit  in  the 
lower  part  of  the  House.      I  say  that 
you  are  about  to  establish  a  new  test  of 
Theism,  and  to  do  another  thing  which 
it  appears  to  me  will  be  intolerable  to 
the  House.    You  are  going  to  establish 
two  orders  of  Members  in  the  House  of 
Commons.    We  are  not  all  to  be  equal 
in  the  future*    I  may  come  to  the  Table 
and  Affirm,  and  nobody  dare  ask  me  any 
question    about   my  religion,  whether 
Christian,  Atheistic,  Theistic,  or  anything 
else.     But  if  a  Member  comes   to  the 
Table,  proposing  to  take  the  Oath,  and 
vou  have  certain  doubts  in  regard  to 
him,  the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth 
can  get  up  and  put  to  him  a  question. 
["No,  no!"]      Yes,  he  can.      ["No, 
no!"]    I  am  glad  to  see    that   hon. 
Members  opposite  are  afraid  to  face  the 
result.     ["No,  no ! "]    I  say  you   are 
about  to  establish  two  orders  of  Members 
in  this  House— one,  consisting  of  a  small 
minority,  can  come  up  and  no  man  can 
ask  them  a  question ;  the  other,  a  large 
majority,  can  come  here  and  any  Mem- 
ber who  wishes  to  distinguish  himself 
can  rise  in  his  place  and  protest  against 
another  hon.  Member  taking  the  Oath. 

t"No,  no!"]  I  put  it  to  the  hon. 
[ember  for  IPortsmouth — ^What  would 
he  do  in  the  case  of  a  Comtist  or  a  Posi- 
tivist  ?  [Sir  H.  DRXTMHOin)  Wolff  rose 
to  answer.]  I  do  not  want  him  to  an- 
swer it  now.  I  remember  receiving  a 
pamphlet  advocatinffthe  getting  ria  of 
the  idea  of  a  God.  xhat  was  sent  to  me 
on  behalf  of  some  persons  who  may  be 
described  in  terms  that  are  not  appro- 
priate, but  who  are  said  to  be  Positivists 
or  Comtists.    I  do  not  know  that  they 
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heiste  at  all.  I  say  nothing  about 
at  if  that  pamphlet  representa 
and  if  any  one  of  them  cornea  into 
.ouse,  no  doubt  it  will  be  open — if 
ouse  proceeds  in  the  course  it  ie 
alcing — to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Qouth  to  pursue  the  line  which  he 
ilread;  adopted,  and  to  call  in 
on  some  men  for  whom  I  have  the 
t  respect  in  regfard  to  everything 
beir  opinions  on  the  queetion  of 
n,  which  I  deplore,  and  in  conuec- 
ilji  which  I  can  only  commiserate 
for  I  know  that  many  people  hare 
greater  power  of  belief  than  others 

and  I  am  not  one  of  those — 
;oft«D  myself  passed  through  many 
I — to  condemn  withoutsympathy,  at 
,te,  those  who  are  not  able  to  adopt 
iws  which  I  myself  hold.  Now,  Sir, 
Qe  word  more.  There  are  Mem- 
rthis  House  of  different  Churches  ; 
juerally  all,  I  trust,  of  one  religion, 
I  religion  which  inculcates  charity, 
irbearance,  and  justice,  and  even 
>sity.    There  are  those  who  belong 

Boman  Catholic  Church.  I  need 
mind  them  of  what  they  and  their 
ors  have  gone  through  in  Ireland 
1  last  200  or  300  years  or  more,  or 
r  long  a  time  they  were  kept  out 
a  House,  and  by  the  very  same 
sf  arguments  which  the  hon.  and 
d  Member  for  East  Surrey  (M!r. 
tiaro)  used.  He  tells  ub  that  for  a 
ong  time  past  there  has  been 
d  relaxations.  Tee,  no  doubt; 
id  he  erer  sit  among  those  who 
promoted  those  relaxations?  I 
leen  here  for  37  years,  and  I  have 

these  questions  discussed  over 
'er  again ;  but  I  never  found  that 
ae  had  come  when  the  Party  oppo- 
jpreseutod  by  Gentlemen  who  now 
re,  were  willing  to  make  those  re- 
>ns.  They  submitted  not  to  argu- 
not  to  sentiments  of  generosity  or 
itice ;  they  submitted  only  to  a 
ty  which  sat  on  this  side  of  the 
Then  there  are  the  Nonoon- 
te.  I  am  told  that  there  are  some 
nformists  even — but  I  think  it  Is 
in  the  nature  of  a  mistake  or  of  a 
r — who  have  some  grave  doubts 
low  they  should  vote  on  this  occa- 
It  is  oooasions  like  this  that  try 
ind  try  principles.  Do  you  sup- 
liat  in  times  past  the  Founder  of 
iani^haa  required  an  Oath  in  this 
I  to  defend  the  religioa  which  He 


founded  f  Or  do  you  sappose,  non 
the  Supreme  Bulei  of  the  World  < 
interested  in  the  fact  that  oneman 
to  this  Table  and  takes  His  nai 
may  be  often  in  vain — and  anot 
permitted  to  make  an  Affirmatio 
verontly  and  honestly,  in  whicli 
name  ie  not  indnded  ?  But  one 
is  essential  for  us,  the  House  of 
mons  representing  the  English  p 
which  is,  to  maintain  as  far  as  i 
tb  e  great  principles  of  freedom — &i 
of  politicu  action  and  freedom  o 
science.  The  electors,  Z  know  nc 
many  thouaands,  of  the  borough  of  I 
ampton  have  returned  two  Memb 
Parliament.  You  admit  the  one,  ai 
exclude  the  other.  All  the  constitu 
of  the  Kingdom,  yon  may  rely  uf 
will  consider  this  cause  is  tiieii 
Yon  have  beard,  for  the  hon.  Mi 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Laboucher 
told  us  to-night,  that  among  hii 
stituenta  there  are  but  few  who  ( 
supposed  in  the  least  to  sympathiz< 
many  of  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Brad] 
[iowjAfar.]  Well,  hon.  Gent 
who  know  nothing  about  it  lau 
that.  I  think  it  very  possible 
finding  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  i 
political  opinions  waa  in  sympath; 
them,  those  electors  so  little  liki 
political  opinions  of  hon.  Gent 
opposite  that  they  preferred  Mr. 
laugh,  with  his  political  opinioi 
some  opposing  oandidat«s  who  ha 
presented  them,  and  whose  rel 
views  might  have  been  entirely  ortl 
Now,  my  belief  is  that  throughoi 
whole  of  the  great  borongha  o 
Kingdom  you  will  find  the  w< 
classes  taking  part,  not  with  the  ] 
of  CoQunons  in  excluding  Mr.  Brad) 
but  with  those  who  wish  him  to  b 
mitted  to  make  the  Affirmation. 
of  that  opinion  myself.  To  a 
extent  the  working  people  of  this  c( 
do  not  care  any  more  for  the  di 
of  Christianity  than  the  upper  < 
care  for  the  practice  of  that  re] 
I  wish  from  my  heart  that  it  were 
wise ;  but  of  this  I  an  certain,  th 
course  which  it  is  proposed  to  it 
dealing  out  this  rigid  measure 
Gentleman  honestly,  openly,  fairli 
legally  elected  by  a  great  constil 
willbeproductiTeofgreatevilB,ma} 
this  House  into  continual  conflict 
at  least  one  constitnenoy,  and  may 
us  ultimately  to  the  hoouUation 
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the  House  of  Oommons  underwent  in 
connection  with  another  case  some  100 
years  ago.  Hon.  Members  opposite  will, 
I  dare  say,  represent  to  themselves  and 
to  others  that  they  are  the  defenders  of 
religion,  of  orthodoxy,  of  decency,  and 
of  I  know  not  what.  I  am  here  as  the 
defender  of  what  I  believe  to  be  the 
principles  of  our  Constitution,  of  the 
freedom  of  constituencies  to  elect,  and  of 
the  freedom  of  the  elected  to  sit  in 
Parliament.  That  freedom  which  has 
been  so  hardly  won  I  do  not  believe  the 
House  of  Oommons  wiU  endeavour  to 
wrest  from  our  constituencies,  knowing 
by  what  slow  steps  we  have  reached 
the  point  we  have  now  attained ;  and  I 
do  not  believe  that,  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  the  hon  Member  for  Portsmouth, 
they  will  turn  back  and  deny  the 
principles  which  have  been  so  dear  to 
them. 

Mk.  E.  stanhope  said,  that  it  was 
with  considerable  diffidence  that  he  rose 
to  make  a  few  observations,  after  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down ;  and  he  should  not  wish  to  do  so 
had  it  not  been  that  he  had  felt  it  to  be 
absolutely  necessary  that  some  notice 
should  at  once  be  taken  of  the  principles 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  enun- 
ciated. They  had  been  told  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House  that  they  ought 
to  consider  this  question,  to  some  ex- 
tent, as  a  question  of  law ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  somewhat  osten- 
tatiously told  them  that  he  was  not 
going  to  deal  with  the  law.  In  that  he 
exercised  a  wise  discretion,  because  the 
speech  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  behind 
him,  in  its  moderation  and  its  calm  good 
sense,  would  have  been  extremely  diffi- 
cult for  him  to  answer.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  further,  and 
had  indulged  in  sneers  upon  everything 
and  everybody  connected  with  views  dif- 
ferent from  his  own.  He  had  not  only 
sneered  at  the  motives  of  those  who  sat 
upon  this  side  of  the  House,  but  upon 
the  motives  of  all  those  hon.  Members 
who  intended  to  vote  against  the  Motion. 
And  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
talked  about  justice  and  generosity,  he 
would  ask,  where  was  his  justice  or  his 
generosity?  Where  was  his  charity? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  quite 
right  in  saying  that  this  was  a  question 
which  would  try  a  man  and  his  prin- 
ciples, and  he  had  endeavoured,  in  the 
course  of  his  speech,  to  justify  the  action 
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of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  He  had  told  them, 
and  deliberately  told  them,  that  there 
were  many  men  in  that  House  who  took 
the  Oath  as  a  matter  of  form ;  and  ha 
had  said,  further,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  come  forward  to  take  the  Oath  just 
as  everyone  else  came  to  take  it  in  that 
House.  Now,  he  ventured  in  the  name 
of  their  common  Christianity,  to  repu- 
diate such  an  idea.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  course  of  his  state- 
ment, had  entirely  misrepresented  the 
position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  when  he 
came  to  the  Table  claiming  to  be  sworn. 
He  could  not  put  the  case  better  than  it 
was  put  in  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry'  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion  before  the  Select 
Committee.  That  Amendment  stated 
that  it  was  impossible  to  disregard 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own  action  in  that 
matter.  In  claiming  the  benefit  of 
the  Acts  of  Parliament  permitting 
Affirmations,  he  must  be  taken  to 
have  made  that  claim  in  accordance 
with  the  terms  upon  which  it  was  al- 
lowed by  these  Acts.  On  reference  to 
these  Acts  it  would  be  seen  that  the  only 
case  where  they  applied  was  where  the 
Judge  was  satisfied  that  an  oath  would 
have  no  binding  efiPect  on  the  conscienoe 
of  the  witness.  That,  therefore,  was  the 
real  meaning  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  when  he  came  to  the  Table 
of  the  House  and  claimed  to  take  the 
Affirmation  instead  of  the  Oath.  In  the 
exercise  of  his  discretion,  Mr.  Speaker 
had  left  the  matter  in  the  hands  of  the 
House,  and  the  question  had  been  re- 
ferred by  the  House  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed  on  the  Motion  of  the 
Government.  That  Committee  reported 
after  a  very  short  interval.  Their  Be- 
port  was  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  now  said  that  when 
the  question  came  on  for  discussion  the 
Government  had  had  no  time  to  consider 
or  to  determine  upon  what  course  to  take 
with  reference  to  it.  In  his  opinion,  the 
Government  had  had  just  as  much  time 
to  read  the  brief  Beport  of  the  Committee 
as  anyone  else.  The  Eeport  might  have 
been  mastered  in  a  few  minutes ;  and 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  accepted  its  conclusion  was 
shown  by  the  fact  that  when  he  moved 
for  the  appointment  of  another  Com- 
mittee,  he  asserted  in  the  Preamble  of 
his  Motion  thut  the  first  Committee  had 
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'  Btated  that,  in  their  opinion,  a 
inUr.  Bradlaugh'a  position  could 
[tennitted  to  make  an  Affirmation, 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  then 
bed  the  same  opinion  as  that 
ed  in  the  Beport  of  the  second 
ttee,  he  would  not  have  been  able 
B  the  Motion  vhich  he  did.  But, 
en,  the  Report  of  the  second  Corn- 
bad  thrown  the  government  into' 
ilty,  and  thej  had  found  it  neces- 
bark  bock.  A  very  curioas  argu- 
ras  put  forward  to  justify  their 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
B  Member  for  Dewsbury  told  them 
97  ought  to  take  no  notice  of  the 
of  either  Committee. 
Skkjkajit  SIMON  said,  that  he 
t  state  that  they  should  take  no 
>f  the  Beport  of  the  first  Corn- 
but  that  we  present  Motion  was 
independent  of  the  Beport  of 
!)ommittee. 

E.  STANHOPE  said,  that  the 
nd  learned  Gentleman  admitted 
that  the  proper  course  for  the 
to  adopt  was  to  disregard  both 
ttees  and  proceed  independently. 
)lse  was  said  on  the  matter  ?  The 
ember  for  Bedford  told  them  that 
ad  no  precedent  for  interfering 
Member  desired  to  take  the  Oath, 
went  on  to  argue  that  it  was  not 
}Ower  of  the  House  to  interfere 
iny  ciroumatRnces  when  a  Mem- 
me  forward  to  take  the  Oath. 
I  would  venture  to  say,  on  the 
and,  that  there  was  no  precedent 
mitting  a  Member  to  take  the 
nder  circumstanceB  like  the  pre- 
Thej  were  told  that  the  House 
;  to  take  cognizance  of  the  position 
ip  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
I,  even  when  that  hon.  Member, 
own  act,  forced  it  upon  their  at- 
He  ventured  to  say  that  such 
ntion  was  one  which  outraged  the 
of  the  country.  What  did  they 
every  Sunday?  In  that  solemn 
in  which  they  offered  up  for  the 
Tonrt  of  Parliament,  did  they  not 
B  Supreme  Bein^  to  direct  and 
7  all  their  consiUtations  for  the 
ement  of  His  glory  ?  What  did 
rious  religious  bodies  say  upoi 
lestion  ?  They  had  reoeivea  a 
u  signed  by  the  Boman  Catholics, 
ley  nad  uso  a  Petition  by  the 
ran  Methodists,  protesting  against 
use  which   it   was  proposed 
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allow  Mr.  Bradlangh  to  pursue.  And 
they  might  teirlj  be  reminded  that  even 
in  the  darkest  times  during  the  French 
BevolQtion,in  the  re-aotion  that  followed 
the  enthronement  of  the  Goddess  ctf 
Season,  it  was  moved  by  Bobespierre 
himself  in  the  Assembly,  that  It  was 
necessary  for  the  Assembly  itself  to  take 
of&cial  oognizaoce  of  the  ezietence  of  a 
Supreme  Being.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  etatod  that  they  were  pro- 
posing a  new  test  of  Theism.  He  wonld 
venture  to  say  that  they  did  nothing 
whatever  of  that  sort.  What  they  did, 
and  what  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  proposed  to  affirm,  was 
this— that  after  considering  these  two 
Beports  they  should  act  upon  them,  and 
should  say  that  as  the  law  at  present 
stood,  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton was  not  entitled  to  take  the  Oath  or 
to  Affirm  under  the  Statutes.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  alleged  that  anch  a 
course  would  make  it  necessary  for  them 
to  put  questions  as  to  his  religious  be- 
lief to  any  hon.  Member  claiming  to 
take  the  Oath ;  but,  in  this  case,  instead 
of  their  putting  a  question  to  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  he  had  put  a  question  to  them. 
He  bad  come  to  the  Table  of  the  House 
and  he  had  asked  leave  to  make  aa 
Affirmation  for  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  and  he  awaited  their  answer. 
Before  adopting  the  Besolution  of  the 
sitting  Member  for  Northampton,  they 
should  remember  how  their  action  would 
be  interpreted  out-of-doors.  It  would 
be  said  that  after  two  Committees  had 
been  appointed  by  the  Government,  and 
those  Committees  had  reported  that  it 
was  not  legal  for  a  man  who  denied  the 
existence  of  a  Supreme  Being  to  take 
the  Oath  or  to  Affirm,  he  had,  in  de- 
fiance of  the  law,  been  admitted  by  a 
side  wind  in  the  House.  He  protested 
altogether  against  that  proceeoing,  and 
upon  two  grounds.  In  the  first  place, 
it  appeared  to  him  to  involve  a  complete 
humiliation  of  Parliament.  It  would 
appear  that  the  Government  and  the 
House,  after  having  given  the  subject 
much  consideration,  were  unable  to  ar- 
rive at  any  conclusion  whatever  upon 
the  subject,  but  would  only  leave  it  to 
be  decided  by  a  Court  of  Law,  What 
would  be  the  position  of  the  House 
when  the  case  came  before  a  Court  of 
Law  ?  The  Court  of  Law  would  decide 
either  tbat  the  House  had  sanctioned  an 
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illegal  act,  with  full  notice,  and  with  its 
eyes  open,  and  with  the  opinions  before 
it  of  tne  Oommittees  to  whom  was  spe- 
cially remitted  the  consideration  of  the 
question ;  or  it  would  decide  that  the 
House  had  illegally  kept  out  an  hon. 
Member  who  had  a  right  to  be  admitted. 
If  either  judgment  were  pronounced,  the 
House  would  be  putting  itself  in  a  most 
undignified  position,  and  especially  if, 
as  might  happen,  the  judgment  were 
given  as  to  the  legality  or  illegality  of 
their  action  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
Again,  he  objected  to  this  as  emi- 
nently unfair  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  him- 
self. He  came  to  the  Table  of  the 
House  and  asked  a  plain  question,  and 
was  entitled  to  receive  a  plain  answer. 
He  was  entitled  to  be  told  whether  the 
action  he  proposed  to  take  was  illegal  or 
not.  So  far  as  he  understood  the  argu- 
ments from  the  Treasury  Bench  they  did 
not  declare  that  his  act  was  illegal,  but 
they  said  that  though  its  legality  was 
doubtful  the  House  ought  to  admit  him. 
If  that  contention  were  ri^ht — if  either 
it  were  illegal  to  suffer  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  affirm,  or  if  it  was  so  doubtful  that  the 
House  could  not  pronounce  any  opinion 
upon  it,  then  the  proper  course  was  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  and  not  to  leave  the 
matter  in  a  position  of  such  doubtful 
legality,  and  yet  actually  by  a  Beso- 
lution  of  the  House  to  invite  the  hon. 
Member  to  oome  in  and  take  his  seat. 
It  was  said  that  those  who  refused  to 
accept  this  proposal  did  so  because  they 
wanted  to  bring  the  House  to  a  dead 
lock  upon  this  question.  Directly  the 
contrary  was  the  case.  They  did  not 
desire  to  bring  the  House  to  a  dead  lock  ; 
but  they  said  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
ought  by  law  to  be  excluded  from  taking 
the  Oath,  or  making  an  Affirmation,  then 
the  House  ought  to  have  the  courage 
to  say  so.  If  there  was  a  doubt  about 
it,  then  a  Bill  ought  to  be  brought 
forward  on  the  subject  upon  which 
the  matter  could  be  properly  discussed. 
He  objected  in  the  strongest  possible 
way  to  the  course  now  attempted  to  be 
forced  upon  the  House,  by  wnich  it  was 
sought  to  evade  responsibility  for  a  time, 
but  which  would  end  in  bringing  back  a 
greatly  increased  responsibility  upon  the 
House.  He  believed  that  the  course 
sow  proposed  to  be  taken  offered  no  oer* 
tain  settlement  of  the  difficulty,  and  was 
utterly  unworthy  of  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr,  E,  SUmhop$ 


Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  that 
the  few  observations  which  he  would 
address  to  the  House  would  be  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  explaining  the  position 
of  himself,  and,  he  believed,  of  many 
other  hon.  Members.  What  was  tlM 
position  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  whose  case 
they  were  considering  ?  It  was  this,  that  he 
had  outraged  not  omy  British  sentiment, 
but  Christian  sentiment,  and  he  was  there 
in  that  Liberal  House  of  Commons  to 
express  his  humble  opinion  on  the  sub- 
ject. On  the  other  hand,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  written  that  letter  to  Tk§ 
Times,  which  had  been  alluded  to,  and 
which,  no  doubt,  withdrew  him  firom  the 
favourable  consideration  of  every  hon. 
Gentleman  in  that  House,  and  from  that 
of  every  Christian.  But  there  was  some- 
thing beyond.  There  was  a  question 
whether  any  particular  constituency  in 
this  country  had  a  right  to  send  to  that 
House  any  person,  no  matter  how  re- 
prehensible he  might  be ;  and  he  believed 
many  hon.  Members  entertained  the 
same  opinion  as  he  did,  that  they  ought 
to  look  beyond  the  letter  which  he  had 
written  to  The  Times  to  the  much  larger 
question  whether  a  complete  and  tho- 
rough freedom  of  election  ought  to  be 
enjoyed  by  the  constituencies.  He  roee 
in  that  House  to  state  that  as  regarded 
the  action  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  it  had 
been  one  which  he  and  a  g^eat  many 
others  could  have  no  confidence  in  and 
no  consideration  for ;  but  he  entertained 
even  more  the  opinion  that  the  action  of 
the  constituency  was  of  greater  impor- 
tance, and  to  the  constituency  he  left  the 
question  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  fit  and  proper  person  to  take  his 
seat  in  that  House.  Although  he  oon- 
sidered  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  by  his 
letter  to  the  public  papers,  had  put 
himself  in  a  position  which  entiroly 
cut  him  off  from  sympathy,  yet  he  was 
not  prepared  to  encounter  the  much 
larger  question  whether  an  English 
constituency  was  not  justified  in  send- 
ing to  that  House  any  Gentleman  whom 
they  pleased ;  and  on  this  account  he 
should  decline,  as  he  believed  many 
others  would,  to  vote  on  the  present 
occasion. 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  moved  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjoumei," 
— {Mr,  Jfetcdegate,) 


SpiriU  SiU.—  (Juitb  S 

O'DONNELL  said,  he  should 
saj  a  few  words  in  support  of 
tioa  for  adjournment.  At  that 
d  hour,  and  after  the  obserrations 
ad  been  made  ia  that  House  by 
t  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
ningbam  (Mr.  Bright),  the  ne- 
rei^ed  upon  them  to  grant  the 
B  time  for  full  coDsideration  of 
ittendant  ciroumstances,  so  as  to 
ill  publicity.  The  debates  of  the 
ipon  this  question  at  that  hour 
at  be  fully  published  ;  and  the 
bility  weighed  upon  them  all 
jreat  and  painful  question,  and 
1  them  by  all  means  in  their 

0  insist  upon  an  adjournment, 
er  might  be  said  to  the  contrary, 
d  not  hut  think  that  the  re- 
f  the  i^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 

for  Birmingham   was    unin- 

1  where  be  instituted  a  oom- 
betweeu  the  Catholics  and  the 
sects  who  bad  elected  Mr.  Brad> 
■)  be  tbeir  champion.  Such  a 
was  in  the  highest  degree  offen- 

the  Catholic  population.  He 
enture  to  say,  in  the  first  place, 
J  Catholics  were  not  relieved 
I  disabilities  of  ages  by  a  round- 
mce  like  that  which  was  now 
:«SBed  upon  the  House.  On  the 
,  those  disabilities  were  re- 
iter  the  subject  had  been  fully 
,  and  a  Bill,  brought  is  by  the 
ble  OoranuneDt,  had  P^o<l  ^0 
itates  of  the  Bealm.  The  whole 
proceedings  in  the  matter  con- 
lim  in  the  opinion  that  there 
>  be  the  fullest  discussion  upon 
stion ;  and  he  tboueht  the  sub- 
one  whiih  required  to  be  con- 
fully  and  f^Iy-  For  his  own 
bad  not  the  sughtest  intention 
.ng  the  Government  to  evade 
it  and  proper  responsibility. 
TAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE 
hoped  they  might  understand 
a  Government  assented  to  the 
of  his  hon.  Friend  for  an  ad- 
nt.  The  question  was  one,  no 
r  great  importance ;  and  he  was 
bat  there  were  a  considerable 
of  Gentlemen  who  desired  to 
the  House  npon  the  subject. 
ed  that  the  Government  would 
)  that  proposal. 

ILADStONE  said  that  he  had 

Y  waited  until  there  was  some 

that  might  be  taken  aa  evi- 
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a  consolidation  of  several  small  ones  and 
had  been  most  carefully  prepared.  No 
changes  whatever  were  contained  in  it. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  that  there 
were  important  clauses  in  the  Bill  and 
penalties  up  to  £500  inflicted,  where  in 
England  only  5s.  was  enforced.  One  of 
the  clauses  contained  a  penalty  of  £500 
for  destroying  permits.  He  had  an 
Amendment  to  reduce  that  penalty ;  and 
he,  therefore,  hoped  they  would  proceed 
slowly  with  the  Bill. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  Clauses  7  and  23  would,  no 
doubt,  be  put  separately. 

Mb.  R.  PAGET  said,  he  thought  it 
right  to  ask  the  Government  if  there 
was  any  new  matter  introduced  into  the 
Bill.  He  further  remarked  that  it  would 
be  a  serious  thing  to  pass  rapidly  clause 
after  clause  contwiing  such  heavy  penal- 
ties as  £500.  He  thought  the  Committee 
would  not  be  justified  in  going  on  with 
the  Bill  in  that  way. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Member 
there  was  no  new  matter  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  R.  PAGET  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  one  question,  which,  no  doubt,  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
would  be  able  to  answer,  as  he,  in  all 
probability,  had  looked  at  the  Bill.  It 
was — what  was  the  alternative  im- 
prisonment in  case  of  non-payment  of 
the  fine  of  £500  ? 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  only  say  that  the  question 
of  alternative  imprisonment  would  be 
discussed  as  the  clauses  came  on.  Many 
of  the  clauses,  no  doubt,  the  Committee 
would  be  willing  to  accept  on  the  high 
legal  authority  under  the  supervision  of 
which  the  Bill  had  been  drawn  up. 

Mr.  GORST  said,  he  had  understood 
the  noble  Lord  to  teU  the  Committee 
that  there  were  no  alterations  in  the 
Bill,  but  that  it  was  simply  one  of  con- 
solidation. Subsequently,  however,  it 
had  been  stated  that  there  were  dimi- 
nutions proposed  in  the  case  of  some 
penalties.  He  thought  that  it  was  im- 
portant to  understand  whether  it  was 
simplv  and  solely  a  Consolidation  Bill, 
or  whether,  as  had  been  intimated, 
there  were  certain  penalties  in  which  a 
reduction  was  proposed.  In  the  latter 
case  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  would  re- 
quire attention. 

Lobd  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said  there  was  only  a  slight  alteration 

Zord  Frederick  Cavendish 


proposed  in  the  case  of  a  fine  of  £500 
in  Lreland. 

Mr.  R.  PAGET  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  a  further  question.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  the  heavy  penalties 
that  were  mentioned  in  the  Bill  were 
absolutely  incapable  of  mitigation  by  the 
Court  of  Summary  Jurisdiction  before 
which  the  case  was  triable  ?  He  wished 
to  have  a  distinct  answer  upon  thatpoint 
Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  had  already  stated  that  all  that 
could  be  discussed  when  they  came  to 
the  penalty  clauses.  Till  then  he  should 
not  be  able  to  answer  the  question  of 
the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  R.  PAGET  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  talked  of  coming  to  the  penalty 
clauses ;  but  there  were  penalty  clauses 
throughout  the  BiU.  For  instance,  by 
Section  19a  distiller  could  be  fined  £500, 
and  by  Section  22,  Sub-section  26,  the 
same  fine  could  be  inflicted.  He 
thought  he  was  entitled  to  some  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  mitigation  of 
such  penalties. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  had  already  informed  the  Com- 
mittee that  there  was  no  alteration  in 
the  present  state  of  the  law. 

Mr.  R.  PAGET  said,  that  under  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  there  was  a 
power  of  mitigation  in  certain  cases. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said  that  the  law  would  remain  as  be- 
fore, and  the  power  of  mitigation  would 
be  the  same. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  said,  that  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  the  other  night  he 
had  asked  the  noble  Lord  to  postpone 
the  Committee  in  order  to  allow  time  to 
look  over  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  had 
then  assured  them  that  it  was  a  Con- 
solidation Bill  that  contained  nothing 
new.  He  (Mr.  Onslow)  had  looked  OTer 
it,  and  quite  agreed  wi&  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  was  merely  a  Consolidation  Bill ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  his  hon.  Friend  behind 
him  (Mr.  Paget)  objected  to  some  por- 
tions of  it  that  were  in  fact  not  new, 
perhaps  the  noble  Lord  would  consent 
to  report  Progress.  So  far  as  he  him- 
self was  concerned,  he  saw  no  objection 
why  the  Bill  should  not  pass  through 
Committee ;  but  still  he  thought  that  a 
little  more  time  should  be  given,  in  order 
to  give  Members  the  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing any  question  they  thought  proper. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  OHXJROHILL 
said,  be  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Ix>rd 


Spiriti  Bill.—  I  Jmre  21, 

1  the  Bill  would  not  b«  interfered 
rthe  Budset  Besolntioni  of  the 
bon.  Qraittemaii  the   Ohanoellor 

Exchequer.  There  were  some 
— for  instance,  Olause  23  —  in 
regulations  were  laid  down  in  the 
f  distillerB  selling  or  removing 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
at  had  been  prepared  from  the 
:  ICesolutions  of  the  right  hon. 
Daan  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ez- 
r  would  not  make  considerable 
ions  necessary  in  the  measure  now 
them? 

»  FEEDEEICK  OAYENDISH 
B  would  remind  the  noble  Lord 
ad  just  sat  down  that  the  Bill 
them  referred  only  to  spirits. 

QORST  said,  the  noble  Lord 
Frederick  Oarendisfa)  said  the 
erred  only  to  spirits ;  bat  would 
that  it  did  not  refer  to  malt  ?  If 
Lt  waatheuseofOUuse23?  That 
said  that  distillrav  were  not  to  re- 
rom  the  malting  premises  certain 
I    employed  in    malting.       That 

appeared  to  him  olearly  incon- 
with  the  Budget  Besolutions  of 
lancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
3K  NOLAN  said,  he  had  hoped 
Ike  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
illor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
tUowed  the  Irish  laws  on  the 
in  of  malt  to  become  the  same  as 
iglish  on  the  same  subject.  He 
it  see  why  Ireland  should  be 
[  differently  in  that  matter.  But 
inest  that  had  been  made  had  been 
[  by  the  Treasury.    The  refusal  to 

the  Malt  Laws  of  the  two 
QS  was  one  of  the  reasons  for 
he  had  objected  to  the  Budget  of 
;ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  present 
jllor  of  the  Exchequer.  That  sub- 
.d  been  treated  in  the  same  way 
r  the  late  Ghanoellor  of  the  Ex- 
The  laws  on  the  subject,  he 


ded, 


;ht  to  be  identical.     He 


like  to  have  Olause  23  explained 
i^ommittee.  The  Berenue  received 
hose  laws  in  Ireland  amounted, 
ieved,  to  over  £4,000,000,  which 
nto  the  Exchequer  and  defrayed 
ole  cost  of  the  Army  and  Educa- 
He  thought  the  subject  was  suffi- 
importaut  to  be  examined  nar- 
and  knowing,  as  he  did,  how  the 
of  Commons  worked  after  half- 
I  o'clook,  he  thought  it  their  duty 
that  the  Bill  was  properly  passed. 
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about  that  was  because  he  imagined, 
if  the  scheme  of  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
passed,  all  restrictions  with  regard  to 
malt  would  betaken  off,  and  there  would 
be  absolute  liberty  to  feed  cattle  and  to 
use  malt  for  any  other  purposes.  The 
whole  question  seemed  to  him  to  come 
to  this — whether  any  restrictions  ought 
to  be  included  in  the  Consolidation  Bill, 
because,  if  they  were  so  included,  and 
the  Bill  were  passed — and  no  one  would 
admit  more  readily  than  he  the  necessity 
of  passing  such  a  Bill — ^immediately 
afterwards  it  would  probably  be  found 
that  these  clauses  that  contained  restric- 
tions were  imnecessary.  Had  it  not 
been  for  those  restrictions,  the  Consoli- 
dation Bill  which  was  before  the  late 
Government,  and  which  they  were  all 
anxious  should  pass,  would  some  time 
since  have  become  law. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  hehopedhon. 
Members  would  bear  in  mind  one  fact 
with  reference  to  such  Bills  as  the  one 
under  discussion,  and  that  was  that  they 
were  mainly  for  the  convenience  of  per- 
sons out-of-doors.  To  the  Bevenue 
Department  it  mattered  little  whether 
there  was  a  consolidation  into  one  act 
or  not,  because,  if  not  collected  into  one, 
they  could  easily  discover  when  and  how 
the  separate  Bills  had  been  drawn  up. 
The  consolidation,  of  course,  rendered 
reference  less  troublesome ;  but  it  mainly 
benefited  the  trade.  With  regard, 
then,  to  the  principal  question,  that  was, 
no  doubt,  the  question  of  the  malt.  He 
hoped  in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks  to 
be  able  to  state  what  exceptions  there 
would  be  with  reference  to  that  tax. 
As  a  general  rule,  he  believed  the  only 
exception  would  be  where  malt  might 
be  used  among  the  materials  that  were 
higher  taxed — articles  such  as  spirit  and 
raw  material  in  certain  cases.  For  that 
reasop.  he  hoped  the  clause  would  be 
allowed  to  be  passed ;  and  he  thought 
that  the  Committe  might  be  satisfied 
with  the  pledge  given  by  his  noble 
Friend  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish).  In 
that  case  Members  would  not  be  put  to 
the  inconvenience  of  discussing  the 
matter  when  the  Speaker  was  in  the 
Chair ;  but  the  Bill  would  be  recom- 
mitted with  respect  to  those  particular 
clauses.  He  thought  the  Bill  was  con- 
sidered on  the  whole  satisfactory ;  and, 
therefore,  he  trusted  they  might  be 
allowed  to  proceed  with  it. 

Sir  Renry  Sehrin-Ibheiion 


Mb.  B.  PAGET  said,  he  did  not  quite 
understand  the  course  intended  to  be 
pursued  by  the  Government,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  noble  Lord  would  move  to 
report  Prog^ress.  He  desired  to  say  this 
much,  that  he  considered  there  was 
danger  in  their  proceeding  any  further. 
He  had  ventured  just  before  to  ask  the 
noble  Lord  a  question  whether  the  heary 

fenalties  were  subject  to  mitigation. 
[e  understood  the  noble  Lord  to  say  in 
reply  that  those  penalties  were  not  bo 
suoject ;  and  he  (Mr.  Paget)  was  then 
under  the  impression  that  the  noble 
Lord  was  wrong.  Since  putting  the 
question,  he  had  made  inquiries  of  his 
hon.  i^end  near  him,  who  had  consulted 
the  statute,  and  he  now  found  that  the 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Act  did  refer  to 
that  matter.  Consequently  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  appear  to  be  weU  informed 
upon  the  subject ;  and  he  thought  he 
had  not  that  complete  acquaintance  with 
it  that  would  justify  him  in  asking  the 
Committee  to  go  on  with  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  really  did  not 
wish  to  cause  any  embarrassment  to  the 
Government ;  but  the  23rd  clause  of  this 
Bill  coxdd  not  possibly  be  required  when 
the  Budget  propositions  of  the  Prime 
Minister  were  carried  out.  By  it  a  dis- 
tiller was  not  to  be  allowed  to  sell  any 
malt  out  of  his  malt-house,  and  if  he 
did  he  was  to  be  liable  to  a  fine  of  £200. 
Surely  it  was  not  intended  that  a  dis- 
tiller, of  all  persons  in  the  Kinsdom, 
should  be  the  only  person  not  aOowed 
to  sell  malt.  What  was  the  meaning  of 
abolishing  the  Malt  Tax  if  they  were 
g^infi^  to  impose  upon  the  distiller  this 
pecuHar  disaDility.  A  clause  like  that 
nad  obviously  been  drawn  by  some  per- 
son in  ienorance  of  the  intentions  of  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  with  re- 
gard to  the  Malt  Tax ;  and  now  that 
those  intentions  were  known,  and  it  was 
imderstood  by  eveirbody  that  the  Malt 
Tax  would  be  repealed,  it  seemed  to  him 
it  would  obviously  be  better  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  of  the  2Srd 
clause  until  they  had  the  propositions  of 
the  Budget  Bill  before  them. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
thought  the  Committee  would  do  well  to 
accept  the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite.  The  only  object  of  the  Go- 
vernment, as  he  said,  was  to  consider 
the  convenience,  and  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  did  not 
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believe  that  hon.  Members  had  the 
slightest  idea  of  the  magnitude  of  that 
BiS,  or  that  it  would  come  on  at  such  an 
hour  in  the  morning.  The  original  pro- 
position of  the  noble  Lord,  to  which  he 
did  not  understand  the  Prime  Minister 
to  have  dissented,  was  to  report  Pro- 
gress, when  hon.  Members  not  then 
present  could  see  by  the  Papers  that 
the  discussion  on  the  Bill  had  com- 
menced, and  those  interested  in  it  would 
be  prepared  on  a  future  occasion  to  re- 
present their  yiews  to  the  House  and  to 
the  Gbvemment.  Therefore,  he  hoped 
he  should  have  the  support  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  moving  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Mb.  BABING  said,  he  had  a  few 
da3rs  ago  proposed  that  the  second  read- 
ing should  be  adjourned,  because  hon. 
Members  had  not  had  time  to  make 
themselves  aoquainted  with  the  Bill,  and 
he  was  not  quite  sure  that  some  altera- 
tions had  not  been  introduced  under  the 
form  of  consolidation  as  had  been  occa- 
sionally done  before.  He  was  now  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  there  was  nothing  of 
that  sort  in  the  Bill,  except  that  in  one 
or  two  cases  there  had  been  a  mitigation 
of  penalties ;  and,  therefore,  he  was  not 
at  all  prepared  to  accept  the  action  of 
some  hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  because  he  thought  they  were 
confusing  two  very  dififerent  things — 
namely,  altering  the  law,  and  making  it 
simpler.  He,  however,  entirely  agreed 
with  the  Prime  Minister  that  it  was  very 
much  for  the  interest  of  non-official  and 
non-legal  persons  that  the  law  should  be 
as  simple,  practical,  and  clear  as  pos- 
sible ;  and,  so  far  as  he  could  make  out, 
this  Bill  was  a  good  move  in  the  direc- 
tion of  helping  persons  who  were  not 
official  or  legal  persons  to  understand  the 
law.  If  the  propositions  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  were  carried,  the  law 
would  not,  as  at  present,  be  scattered 
through  a  great  number  of  Acts;  and 
while  the  result  would  be  not  to  make 
the  law  at  all  more  difficult,  it  would 
rery  beneficially  affect  its  present  state. 
He  should  prefer  seeing  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  passed  at  once ;  and 
any  alterations  necessary,  in  consequence 
of  the  Budget  Besolutions,  could  be 
ukMde  subsequently. 


Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  considered  the 
restrictions  on  the  keeping  of  malt  by 
distillers  quite  unnecessary,  as  the  Malt 
Tax  was  to  be  abolished;  and,  there- 
fore, he  would  advise  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  to  adjourn 
the  discussion  on  this  proposal,  in  order 
that  he  might,  in  the  meantime,  consult 
the  authorities.  

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  as  it  appeared  to  be  desired 
by  some  hon.  Memoers  that  more  time 
should  be  given  to  consider  the  Bill,  he 
would  be  quite  ready  to  assent  to  the 
proposal ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  must 
remind  the  House  that  it  was  necessary 
for  them  to  get  on  with  their  Business. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Thuredoff. 

MARRIAGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
SISTER  BILL.— [Bill  166.] 

{Sir  ThomoM  Chambers^  Mr.  Collins^  Dr.  Catneron, 
Mr.  Alderman  Cotton^  Sir  Sarcourt  Johtutone^ 
Mr.  Morley,  Mr,  Trevelyan,  Mr.  Stuart- 
WortUy.) 

SBOOND  EBAI^mO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  said,  he  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order.  It  was  in  the  know- 
ledge of  all  of  them  that  in  ''  another 
place  "  a  Bill  identical  with  the  present 
one  was  now  set  down  for  discussion  and 
stood  for  second  reading  on  Friday.  He 
wished  to  ask  Mr.  Speaker  whether  a 
Bill  exactly  similar  to  the  present  one 
could  come  on  in  ''  another  place  "  at 
the  same  time? 

Mb.  speaker  ;  Having  no  know- 
of  the  Bill  in  question  I  must  defer 
answering  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Friday. 

MTILD   BIRDS   PROTECTION  LAW 

AMENDMENT  BILL.— [Bill  211.] 
{Mr,  Dillwyftf  Sir  John  Lubbock^  Mr.  Jaine* 

Howard.) 

OOMKITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mb.  DILLWYN,  in  moying  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,  said, 
he  might  observe  that  thero  were  some 
Amendments  proposed  to  be  made  in  tho 
Bill,  and  he  had  arranged  with  his  hon. 
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Friends  to  report  Progress  directly  the 
Ohairman  got  into  the  Chair,  in  order 
to  answer  these  Amendments,  and  then 
he  hoped  by  Thursday  they  would  be 
able  to  go  on  with  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  BiUwyn,) 

Major  NOLAN  observed  that,  if  he 
read  the  Bill  correctly,  it  proposed  that 
all  wild  birds  of  whatever  sort  were  to 
be  preserved.  He  objected  to  that  very 
much.  He  objected  to  magpies,  hawks, 
and  scorn-crows  being  preserved.  He 
did  not  know  af  any  other  birds  that  he 
particularly  objected  to ;  but  then  he 
did  not  know  much  about  them.  He 
thought  all  birds  which  were  considered 
to  belong  to  the  predacious  classes  ought 
not  to  be  preserved.  If  these  were 
omitted,  he  should  be  satisfied;  but, 
otherwise  he  should  be  obliged  to 
object  to  the  Speaker  leaving  the 
Chair. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friends  would  be  dis- 
posed to  leave  out  the  magpies ;  but  he 
should  like  to  say  a  word  for  hawks. 
They  were  a  very  interesting,  and,  in 
some  cases,  useful  tribe  of  birds,  and 
were  being  rapidly  exterminated.  Still, 
if  it  was  wished  to  exclude  them,  their 
case  miffht  be  considered  in  Committee. 
No  doubt  his  hon.  Friends  would  con- 
sent to  do  that.  Therefore,  he  hoped 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  would 
allow  them  to  get  into  Committee,  as  it 
was  not  proposed  at  present  to  go  anv 
further.  The  reason  for  protecting  all 
wild  birds  was  that  it  was  found  that 
when  only  certain  classes  were  protected 
persons  who  destroyed  them  always  pre- 
tended, when  they  were  caught,  that 
they  were  out  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
stroying birds  which  were  not  protected 
by  the  Bill. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  was  exceedingly  anxious  that 
this  Bill  should  be  allowed  to  pass,  be- 
cause, at  the  present  time,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  was  aware  of  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  existing  laws  were  set 
at  nought,  and  the  amount  of  cruelty 
taht  was  perpetrated  on  many  birds.  He 
was  quite  sure  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  would  not  wish  to  see 
many  birds  which  he  (Sir  Henry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson)  could  name  left  unprotected 
86  they  were  by  the  existing  law.     This  I 
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Bill  really  would  only  enable  the  old 
law  for  the  protection  of  birds  to  be  en- 
forced, and  would  give  some  guarantee, 
at  any  rate,  against  the  cruelties  un- 
doubtedly perpetrated  under  the  existing 
law. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  did  not  think 
the  Bill  would  at  all  prevent  cruelty 
from  being  committed,  for  this  was  the 
third  Wild  Birds'  Protection  Bill  that 
he  had  known  during  the  last  half-dozen 
years,  and  the  others  were  certainly  in- 
operative. He  objected  to  this  Bill, 
because  he  thought  it  had  the  character 
of  a  Game  Bill.  ['*  Oh ! '»]  Hon.  Mem- 
bers might  smile ;  but  one  effect  of  it 
would  be  to  protect  wood  pigeons,  which 
were  a  greater  nuisance  man  all  the 
game  birds  put  together.  It  was  re- 
quired by  the  Bill  that  an  occupier  of 
land,  to  protect  his  crops  by  shooting 
birds,  must  either  do  it  himseLP,  or  give  a 
writing  under  his  hand  to  somebody  else. 
He  thought  that  farmers   and  market 

gardeners,   who  principally  kept  wild 
irds,  should  have  full  liberty  to  kill 
them ;  whereas,  if  they  had  to  give  per- 
mission in  writing  to  persons  to  do  it,  he 
thought  they  would  be  very  much  ham- 
pered.    He  was  sorry  to  say  that  he 
felt  he  must  oppose  this  Bill,  and  he 
hoped  the   hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
press  them  to  go  into  Committee  that 
night,  but  would  give  them  some  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  me  whole  measure  at  a 
time  when  the  speeches  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers could  be  reported.    Many  persons 
had  sentimental  feelings  in  regard  to 
birds;  but  such  people  usually  knew 
nothing  of  the  depredations  of  which 
market    gardeners    and    farmers    and 
others  complained.    Those  persons  cer- 
tainly should  be  heard  in  this  matter,  for 
in  Scotland,  at  any  rate,  wood  pigeons 
had  become  such  a  nuisance  that  sub- 
scriptions had  been  entered  into  amongst 
the  farmers  for  having  them  shot  down 
and  their  nests  destroyed.     Under  the 
present  Bill  he  doubted  very  much  whe- 
ther that  could  be  done.    He  obieoted 
very  much  to  proposals  of  this  kmd  to 
keep  large  stodks  of  birds  at  the  expense 
of  farmers  and  market  gardeners. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT  under- 
stood  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dwillwyn)  did  not 
propose  to  go  further  than  merely  geU 
ting  the  House  into  Committee;  and, 
therefore,  he  did  not  see  that  anyone 
could  object  to  that.    There  was  a  good 
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deal  to  be  said  against  some  points  in 
the  Bill,  for  he  was  afraid,  for  instance, 
one  clause  in  it  would  prevent  the  im- 
portation of  ortolans,  quails,  and  other 
foreign  ^ame  birds,  which,  of  course, 
was  not  desirable.  Then,  with  regard  to 
what  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Barclay)  had 
said,  he  was  not  at  all  sure  whether  this 
would  not  be  a  very  g^ood  substitute  for 
a  Ghune  Bill,  if,  instead  of  protecting 
particular  birds,  the  House  laid  down 
the  principle  that  all  birds  might  be 
killea  by  anybody  who  had  the  permis- 
sion of  the  tenant ;  it  would  be  a  very 
good  provision,  but,  of  course,  he  did  not 
propose  to  discuss  that  subject  then. 
There  was  a  ^ood  deal  in  the  Bill  that 
required  criticism ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
before  Oommittee  was  actually  reached 
his  hon.  Friend  would  be  quite  ready  to 
discuss  all  these  questions. 

Ma.  ONSLOW  remarked  that  this 
objection  as  to  ortolans  and  quails  had 
been  already  pointed  out  to  him,  and 
in  consequence  he  had  spoken  to  two 
very  large  game  importers  on  the  sub- 
iect ;  and,  from  what  he  heard  from  them, 
he  was  quite  sure  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  move  to  have  them  exempted. 
At  the  same  time  he  did  hope  the  Bill 
would  be  allowed  to  pass.  With  reeard 
to  hawks,  he  might  remind  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  there  was  only  one  class 
which  lived  on  game  birds — namely, 
sparrow  hawks,  and  that  the  kestrel  did 
not.  Therefore,  the  only  necessity  was 
for  the  exclusion  of  one  particular  kind 
of  hawk. 

Mb.  B.  PAGET  said,  if  the  Home  Se- 
cretary favoured  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
he  hoped  he  was  also  in  favour  of  Olause 
4,  which  gave  the  legal  owner  of  the 
land  power  to  withdraw  any  authority 
to  kill  or  destroy  any  wild  bird,  so  that 
the  principle  would  be  established  that 
the  owner  had  absolute  power  to  with- 
draw any  authority  to  kill  or  destroy  any 
wild  birOB,  and  had  power  to  deal  as  he 
pleased,  and  reserve  the  right  of  killing 
and  taking  those  birds,  wmch  were  the 
subject  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  T.  T.  PAGET  hoped  the  House 
would  go  at  once  into  Committee ;  for  he 
believed  that  wholesale  destruction  of 
wild  birds  was  at  present  g^ing  on.  In 
the  particular  part  of  the  country  £rom 
which  he  came  he  knew  that  insects  had 
very  largely  increased  in  consequence  of 
the  small  birds  having  been  killed ;  and, 
tbarefbre,    he  hoped  that   the   House 


would  do  its  best  to  secure  some  protec- 
tion for  the  small  birds. 

Sib  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN 
thought  the  Bill  ought  to  be  sent  to  the 
Select  Committee;  for  it  could  not  be 
fairly  discussed  in  that  way.  They  had 
had  Select  Committees  on  this  subject 
already,  and  the  result  was  not  eminently 
satisfactory;  but  the  results  would  be 
still  less  so  if  the  House  were  to  discuss 
this  Bill  in  Committee  at  such  an  hour  of 
the  night  as  that.  If  the  House  allowed 
the  Speaker  to  leave  the  Chair,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  amend  the  Bill 
afterwards  as  it  should  be  amended; 
and  he,  for  one,  though  very  unwillitig 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  would  therefore  say 
*'  No^'  to  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  eonaidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Preamble. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  no  doubt  this 
was  a  very  good  Bill ;  but  he  should  like 
to  have  the  views  of  some  people  upon 
it  before  it  passed  into  law.  Certainly 
the  predacious  class  of  birds  ought  to 
be  removed  from  it  altogether.  ["  Pro- 
gress ! "]  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  say 
"Progress."  [Sir  Henbt  Sblwin-Ib- 
betson:  But  Progress  will  be  moved 
immediately.]  He  (Major  Nolan)  knew 
it  would ;  but  he  wanted  to  talk  about 
the  Bill  to  show  how  it  might  be  im- 
proved. Wood  pigeons,  for  instance, 
had  been  mentioned;  and  there  were 
many  other  birds  which  were  very  in- 
jurious. For  instance,  a  man  who  shot 
rooks  would  be  liable  to  all  these  penal- 
ties, unless  he  got  a  permission  in  writing. 
This  was  a  very  gooii  Bill  in  its  way,  and 
he  had  no  objection  to  it  genendly; 
but  he  ought  to  know  whether  his  par- 
ticular views  would  be  met  or  not,  as, 
if  not,  it  would  be  tolerably  easy  to  stop 
it  at  the  present  stage ;  while  if  it  were 
allowed  now  to  go  on  without  any  de- 
claration on  the  part  of  the  Members 
who  hod  it  in  charge  that  they  were 
ready  to  agree  to  his  proposals,  that  sub- 
sequently would  be  very  difficult.  He 
should  certainly  oppose  the  Bill  as 
much  as  he  could  unless  he  got  an  as- 
surance to  that  effect. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  replied,  that  he  was 
not  only  willing,  but  anxious,  to  meet 
the  wishes  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
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cure  a  Betnm  of  the  number  of  eyictions 
in  Ireland  for  non-payment  of  rent 
during  the  years  1878  and  1879  in  each 
Poor  Law  Union  scheduled  under  the 
Eelief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  ?  The 
noble  I!arl  said,  he  wished  to  explain  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  put 
this  Question  to  H^r  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment.  A  large  number  of  evictions  were 
said  to  have  taken  place  in  Ireland  of 
late ;  and  in  consequence  of  that  state- 
ment he  thought  the  Government,  espe- 
cially as  legislation  was  to  be  proposed 
on  a  principle  never  before  heaxd  of  in 
any  civilized  country,  were  bound  to 
allow  the  persons  who  had  commited 
these  evictions  to  be  known  to  the 
public,  if  there  were  any  such  persons. 
He  himself  did  not  believe  that  there 
had  been  in  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
years  a  great  number  of  evictions.  On 
his  own  estate  in  the  county  of  Down, 
on  which  there  were  more  than  1,700 
tenants,  within  the  last  10  years  there 
had  not  been  a  single  eviction  except  at 
the  instance  of  the  tenants  themselves. 
He  was  not  stating  this  in  order  to  take 
any  credit  for  it  to  himself  or  any  of  his 
predecessors,  because  he  believed  the 
the  same  state  of  things  was  the  case 
upon  a  very  large  majority  of  the  estates 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Government  would 
consent  to  give  the  information  which 
he  asked  for  to  the  country,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  alter  the  Beturn  in  any  way 
his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Council  desired,  so  long  as  the  main 
facts  were  disclosed.  He  cdso  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend  to 
the  wording  of  his  Question.  He  wished 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  ejectments 
that  had  been  carried  out,  but  did  not 
want  to  know  how  many  had  been 
served,  because  many  tenants  had  to 
have  ejectments  served  upon  them  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  pay  their  rent. 

Thb  Ea&l  of  LEITKIM  wished  to 
corroborate  the  statement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  also 
to  mention  a  few  facts  to  the  House. 
Speaking  from  his  own  personal  ex- 
perience, and  following  the  steps  of  the 
noble  Earl,  he  could  say  that  last  year 
in  Donegal,  when  he  went  to  that  part 
of  the  country,  the  tenants  absolutely 
refused  to  make  any  payment  of  rent, 
although  they  were  at  the  time  two 
years  in  arrears.  In  consequence,  he 
had  been  obliged  to  send  out  notices — 
upon  which  uiere  were  no  costs — but 
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not  a  single  tenant  would  respond. 
What  was  the  result?  Of  course  he 
had  to  proceed  to  the  last  extremity, 
and  served,  accordingly,  notices  upon 
every  townland  on  the  estate.  He  oe- 
lieved  he  served  as  many  as  260  eject- 
ments ;  and  when  the  tenants  found  he 
was  not  to  be  trifled  with,  they  at  once 
came  in  and  paid  what  they  could,  the 
result  being  that  he  received  between 
£8,000  and  £10,000  without  any  really 
severe  pressure  upon  the  tenantry.  But 
how  many  of  these  ejectments  had  been 
executed  ?  Why,  he  did  not  think  three 
tenants  had  been  evicted,  and  still  nearly 
every  tenant  owed  him  more  than  one 
year's  rent ;  some  of  the  tenants  owed 
him  three  or  four  years'  rent.  He  had 
not  taken  advantage  of  that ;  but,  as  a 
Bill  to  punish  the  Irish  landlords  was 
going  to  be  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  ''another  place,"  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  information 
now  asked  for  should  be  furnished  to 
Parliament. 

Eajll  SPENOEE  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  accede  to  the  request  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  put  the  Question.  With  regard  to 
what  he  has  stated  as  to  the  evictions,  as 
far  as  I  understand  the  Beturn  that  will 
be  made,  it  will  refer  to  the  actual  evic- 
tions made,  and  not  the  mere  notices  of 
evictions.  In  addition  to  the  Return 
asked  for,  I  would  suggest  that  the  Be- 
turn should  be  extended  so  as  to  include 
the  early  months  of  this  year.  I  think 
that  is  an  important  addition  to  the  Bo- 
tum  asked  for  by  my  noble  Friend.  As 
he  does  not  move  actually  for  the  Beturn, 
I  may  say  that  I  am  prepared  to  grant 
the  Beturn  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment,  and  I  will  confer  with  the 
noble  Earl,  if  he  will  allow  me,  as  to 
the  actual  fbrm  in  which  I  shall  present 
the  Beturn.  It  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  consult  with  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
the  matter;  but  after  doing  so  I  will 
consult  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Ea&l  of  LIMEBICK  said,  that 
one  of  the  special  charges  made  against 
the  Irish  landlords  was  that  the  existing 
distress  had  been  used  by  some  landlords 
to  enforce  evictions ;  and  it  was  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  might  not  be  well  to  see 
the  proportion  which  those  evictions  in 
the  distressed  districts  bore  to  the  evic- 
tions to  the  country  generally. 

The  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  said,  he 
agreed  to  the  alterations  proposed  by 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council ;  but 
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EARLDOM    OF   MAR. 

170TI0E   OF  MOTION. 

Thb  ELiEL  OF  GALLOWAY :  I  beg  to 

fire  Notice  to  the  noble  and  learned 
lord  on  the  Woolsack  that  on  Thursday, 
July  Ist,  I  shall  moye — 

That  in  accordance  with  the  Resolution  agreed 
to  by  thiB  House  on  the  14th  June,  "  That  it  is 
incumbent  upon  this  House  to  rescind  their 
Order  of  26th  February  1875,  which  ran  as 
follows,  viz. :  <  That  at  the  future  meetings  of 
the  Peers  of  Scotland  assembled  under  any 
Boyal  Proclamation  for  the  election  of  a  Peer  or 
Peers  to  represent  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  in 
Parliament,  the  Lord  Clerk  Register,  or  the 
Clerks  of  Session  officiating  thereat  in  his  name, 
do  call  the  title  of  Earl  of  Mar  according  to  its 
place  on  the  Roll  of  Peers  of  Scotland  called  at 
such  election,  and  do  receive  and  count  the  vote 
of  the  Earl  nf  Mar  claiming  to  Tote  in  right  of 
the  said  earldom,  and  do  x>ermit  him  to  take 
part  in  the  proceedings  of  such  election ; '  "  to 
resolve  that  the  said  Order  be  rescinded,  and 
that  intimation  to  that  effect  be  made  to  the 
Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scotland. 

OUTRAGES  (IRELAND). 
MOTION  FOB  A  BETUBN. 

Thb  Eabl  of  LIMKRICE:  moved  for 
a  !Betum  of  all  robberies  and  attempted 
robberies  of  arms  which  have  been  re- 
ported by  the  Hoyal  Lish  Constabulary 
between  the  1st  of  January  1878  and  the 
3 let  of  March  1880,  giving  particulars  of 
crime,  arrests,  and  results  of  proceedings 
in  the  following  form : — Number,  date, 
and  name  of  persons  whose  arms  were 
taken  or  attempted  to  be  taken ;  o£Pence, 
giving  description  and  short  details  of 
persons  made  amenable  and  the  result  of 
the  proceedings.  The  noble  Earl  said, 
he  moved  for  this  Betum,  which  was 
supplemental  to  the  Eetum  which  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  moved  for 
a  short  time  ago  with  regard  to  agrarian 
crime. 

Eabl  spencer  said,  he  did  not  move 
for  the  Betum  referred  to. 

The  Eabl  of  LIMEEICK  begged 
pardon  for  the  mistake  he  had  made. 
He  referred  to  the  Betum  which  the  late 
Lord  President  of  the  Council  laid  upon 
the  Table.  That  Betum  contained  the 
number  of  agrarian  crimes  in  Lreland 
committed  during  the  course  of  1879  and 
the  first  month  of  the  present  year,  and 
many  of  their  Lordships  considered  that 
that  Betum  showed  a  state  of  things  in 
Ireland  which  was  by  no  means  satis&c- 
tory.  The  number  of  offences  contained 
in  that  Betum  was  no  less  than  979 ;  but 
from  the  nature  of  the  Betum  it  was  im- 


possible to  include  in  it  a  number  of  very 
grave  offences,  which  also,  he  thought, 
showed  a  very  unsatisfactory  state  of 
things  in  Ireland — namely,  robberies, 
and  attempted  robberies  of  arms.  He 
believed  offences  of  this  character  had 
prevailed  to  a  g^eat  extent  throughout 
Ireland  during  the  last  year;  and  he 
knew,  from  his  own  personal  experience, 
that  in  a  very  small  district  indeed  no  less 
than  six  outrages  had  been  committed 
within  the  space  of  a  very  few  miles 
in  a  very  short  space  of  time  by  armed 
bands  varying  in  number  from  two  to 
ten,  with  different  degrees  of  violence. 
From  his  own  experience,  he  feared 
that  the  number  of  these  offences  com- 
mitted throughout  Ireland  in  the  course 
of  the  year  must  have  been  very  con- 
siderable. It  could  scarcely  be  supposed 
that  the  object  of  the  persons  engaged  in 
those  outrages  was  mere  robbery,  or  that 
their  intention  was  to  use  the  arms  only 
in  shooting  hares  and  rabbits.  It  was 
to  be  feared  that  they  desired  possession 
of  arms  for  a  purpose  much  more  serious. 
The  form  in  which  he  moved  for  the 
Beturn  was  identical  with  that  adopted 
in  the  Betum  relating  to  agrarian  out- 
rages to  which  he  had  referred.  He 
trusted  it  would  be  found  that  he  was 
wrong  in  assuming  that  this  particular 
class  of  crime  had  been  numerous ;  but 
he  thought,  in  any  case,  it  would  be 
desirable  to  have  information  on  the 
subset. 

Eabl  SPENCEB  :  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemment  have  no  objection  to  grant  the 
Betum  for  which  my  noble  Friend  has 
moved. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Return  of  all  robberies  and  attempted  rob- 
beries of  arms  which  have  been  reported  by  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  between  the  Ist  of 
January  1879  and  the  Slst  of  March  1880, 
giving  particulars  of  crime,  arrests,  and  results 
of  proceedings  in  the  following  form : — Num- 
ber :  Date  ofOffence :  Names  ox  Persons  whose 
Arms  were  taken  or  attempted  to  be  taken: 
0£fence: — ^Description;  Short  Details;  Names 
of  Persons  made  amenable :  Result  of  Proceed- 
ings.— { The  Earl  of  Zitneriek,) 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House* 


DISTRESS  (IRELAND)^EVICnONS. 
QUESTION.     OBSBBVATIOKS. 

Thb  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  asked  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Oouncil,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment  would  pro« 
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cure  a  Betnm  of  the  number  of  eyictions 
in  Ireland  for  non-payment  of  rent 
during  the  years  1878  and  1879  in  each 
Poor  Law  Union  scheduled  under  the 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  ?  The 
noble  IJarl  said,  he  wished  to  explain  the 
reasons  which  had  induced  him  to  put 
this  Question  to  H^r  Majesty's  Goyem- 
ment.  A  large  number  of  evictions  were 
said  to  have  taken  place  in  Ireland  of 
late ;  and  in  consequence  of  that  state- 
ment he  thought  the  Government,  espe- 
cially as  legislation  was  to  be  proposed 
on  a  principle  never  before  hea^  of  in 
any  civilized  country,  were  bound  to 
allow  the  persons  who  had  commited 
these  evictions  to  be  known  to  the 
public,  if  there  were  any  such  persons. 
He  himself  did  not  believe  that  there 
had  been  in  Ireland  during  the  last  few 
years  a  great  number  of  evictions.  On 
his  own  estate  in  the  county  of  Down, 
on  which  there  were  more  than  1,700 
tenants,  within  the  last  10  years  there 
had  not  been  a  single  eviction  except  at 
the  instance  of  the  tenants  themselves. 
He  was  not  stating  this  in  order  to  take 
any  credit  for  it  to  himself  or  any  of  his 
predecessors,  because  he  believed  the 
the  same  state  of  things  was  the  case 
upon  a  very  large  majority  of  the  estates 
in  Ireland.  If  the  Government  would 
consent  to  give  the  information  which 
he  asked  for  to  the  country,  he  was  quite 
prepared  to  alter  the  Return  in  any  way 
his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Oouncil  desired,  so  long  as  the  main 
facts  were  disclosed.  He  idso  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  his  noble  Friend  to 
the  wording  of  his  Question.  He  wished 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  ejectments 
that  had  been  carried  out,  but  did  not 
want  to  know  how  many  had  been 
served,  because  many  tenants  had  to 
have  ejectments  served  upon  them  in 
order  to  induce  them  to  pay  their  rent. 

Thb  Eaxl  of  LEITEm  wished  to 
corroborate  the  statement  which  had 
been  made  by  the  noble  Earl,  and  also 
to  mention  a  few  facts  to  the  House. 
Speaking  from  his  own  personal  ex- 
perience, and  following  the  steps  of  the 
noble  Earl,  he  could  say  that  last  year 
in  Donegal,  when  he  went  to  that  part 
of  the  country,  the  tenants  absolutely 
refused  to  make  any  payment  of  rent, 
although  they  were  at  the  time  two 
years  m  arrears.  In  consequence,  he 
had  been  obliged  to  send  out  notices — 
upon  which  uiere  were  no  costs — but 

Th$  Earl  of  Ann$$h!f 


not  a  single  tenant  would  respond. 
What  was  the  result?  Of  course  he 
had  to  proceed  to  the  last  extremity, 
and  served,  accordingly,  notices  upon 
every  townland  on  the  estate.  He  be- 
lieved he  served  as  many  as  260  eject- 
ments ;  and  when  the  tenants  found  he 
was  not  to  be  trifled  with,  they  at  once 
came  in  and  paid  what  they  could,  the 
result  being  that  he  received  between 
£8,000  and  £10,000  without  any  really 
severe  pressure  upon  the  tenantry.  But 
how  many  of  these  ejectments  had  been 
executed  ?  Why,  he  did  not  think  three 
tenants  had  been  evicted,  and  still  nearly 
every  tenant  owed  him  more  than  one 
year's  rent;  some  of  the  tenants  owed 
him  three  or  four  years'  rent.  He  had 
not  taken  advantage  of  that ;  but,  as  a 
Bill  to  punish  the  Irish  landlords  was 
going  to  be  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  ''another  place,"  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  information 
now  asked  for  should  be  furnished  to 
Parliament. 

Ea&l  spencer  :  I  have  no  objection 
to  accede  to  the  request  of  the  noble  Earl 
who  put  the  Question.  With  regard  to 
what  he  has  stated  as  to  the  evictions,  as 
far  as  I  understand  the  Return  that  will 
be  made,  it  will  refer  to  the  actual  evic- 
tions made,  and  not  the  mere  notices  of 
evictions.  In  addition  to  the  Return 
asked  for,  I  would  suggest  that  the  Re- 
turn should  be  extended  so  as  to  include 
the  early  months  of  this  year.  I  think 
that  is  an  important  addition  to  the  Re- 
turn asked  for  by  my  noble  Friend.  As 
he  does  not  move  actually  for  the  Return, 
I  may  say  that  I  am  prepared  to  grant 
the  Return  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  and  I  will  confer  with  the 
noble  Earl,  if  he  will  allow  me,  as  to 
the  actual  form  in  which  I  shall  present 
the  Return.  It  will  be  necessary  for  me 
to  consult  with  the  Chief  Secretary  in 
the  matter;  but  after  doing  so  I  will 
consult  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Eael  of  LIMERICK  said,  that 
one  of  the  special  charges  made  against 
the  Irish  landlords  was  that  the  existing 
distress  had  been  used  by  some  landlords 
to  enforce  evictions ;  and  it  was  a  ques- 
tion whether  it  might  not  be  well  to  see 
the  proportion  wmch  those  evictions  in 
the  oistresBed  districts  bore  to  the  evic- 
tions to  the  country  generally. 

The  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  said,  he 
agreed  to  the  alterations  proposed  by 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council ;  but 
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he  should  like  to  ask  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment  would  gire  a  Beturn 
of  all  the  landlords  in  ]&eland?  He 
should  very  much  like,  to  know  how 
many  evictions  had  taken'place  through- 
out the  whole  of  Ireland. 

Eabl  spencer  thought  the  best 
course  would  be  for  him  to  confer  with 
the  noble  Earl  below  the  Gangway  (the 
Earl  of  Limerick)  and  the  noble  Earl 
who  had  asked  tiie  Question;  but  he 
must  point  out  that  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  to 
grant  what  the  noble  Earl  wished — 
namely,  to  give  the  names  of  all  the 
landlords  who  had  evicted  tonants.  He 
thought  it  would  not  be  possible  for  the 
Ooyemment  to  grant  that,  although  they 
would  extend  the  Beturn  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland.  

The  Eakl  of  ANNE8LEY  said,  he 
merely  said  that  he  himself  should  have 
liked  to  know  how  many  evictions  had 
taken  place  in  Ireland ;  out  he  thought 
that  Uer  Majesty's  Government  could 
hardly  take  the  responsibility  of  refusing 
the  oountiy  the  Ketum  he  asked  for, 
considering  the  extraordinary  nature  of 
the  legislation  that  was  about  to  be  pro- 
posed. 

Thk  Ea&l  of  KIMBEBLEY  pointed 
out  that  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council  had  not  refused  to  grant  the 
Beturn,  but  only  said  that  he  could  not 
ffrant  the  names  of  the  landlords  who 
had  evicted  tonants. 

House  adjourned  at  a  half  past  Five 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuuday,  22nd  Jun4,  1880. 


irorCTES.]  —  PcBUc  BtLL^^Ordertd^Fini 
JUmdim^^laie  of  Man  (Loans)  •  [241] ;  Taxes 
Hanairament  *  [242] ;  Local  Gorernment  Pro- 
riaiooal  Order  (Poor  Uw)  (No.  2)*  [243]: 
Relief  of  IHstreM  (Ix«Und)«  [244]. 

Second  je#4ufiM^— Indoaure  Prorisional  Order 
fAbboiaide  Common)*  [21S1;  Incloeuro 
rrorisional  Order  (Clent  HiH  Common)* 
[317];  Indoaore  Prorisional  Order  (Llanfair 
HilU)  •  [216]  ;  ConsoUdated  Fund  (No.  1)  •. 

Xfp^H — Local  Ooremment  Proriiicmal  Older 
(Poor  Uw)  •  [121]. 


OONTBOVEBTED  ELEOTIOICS. 


Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  received  from  the  Judges  selected,  in  pur- 
suance of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  Certi- 
ficates and  Reports 

For  the  Borough  of  Wallingford ;  and 
For  the  Borough  of  Westhury. 

And  the  same  were  seyeraUy  read,  as  fol- 
lows : — 

WALLINGFOKD  ELECTION. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

To  the  Rt.  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Conmions. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Hemy  Lopes,  knt.,  Judges  for  the  trial  of 
Election  Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in 
pursuance  of  the  said  Act,  certify  that  upon  the 
18th  day  of  June  1880,  and  the  following  day, 
we  held  a  Court  at  Wallingford  for  the  tnal  of, 
and  did  txy,  the  Election  Petition  for  the  Bo- 
rough of  Wallingford  between  Edward  Wells, 
Petitioner ;  and  Walter  Wren,  Respondent. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Act, 
We  certify  that  we  determined  that  the  said 
Respondent  was  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  Election  is  void.  And  we 
hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our  determina- 
tion to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corrupt  practices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we  further,  in 
pursuance  of  the  said  Act,  report  in  writing  to 
you  as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the  Imowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Election. 

2.  That  the  following  persons  were  proved  at 
the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices, that  is  to  say,  of  bribery  at  Uie  said  Elec- 
tion : — Harry  Hedges,  Thomas  Hedgpes,  James 
Rusher,  John  Rusher,  Charles  Harns,  Joseph 
Lamb,  Edwin  Butcher,  Isaac  Wilkins,  George 
Sanders,  James  Pratt,  James  Taplin,  and  Jolui 
Green. 

3.  That  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practioes  extensively  prevailed  at  the 
Election  to  which  this  Petition  relates. 


Wallingford, 
19th  June  1880. 


Gboboi  DiNiuir. 
Henrt  C.  Lopes. 


WB8TBTJ&Y  ELECnOK. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1879. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Cor- 
rupt Practices  Act,  1880. 

To  the  Right  Honourable 
The  Sp^er  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Right  Honourable  Sir  Robert  Lush, 
knight,  and  Uie  Honourable  Sir  Henry  Manisty , 
knight,  Judffee  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
and  two  of  Uie  Judges  for  the  time  beinff  for 
the  trial  (xt  Election  Petitions  in  Knglann,  do 
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hereby,  in  piirsnance  of  tho  said  Acts,  certify 
that  upon  the  14th,  15th,  16th,  17th,  and  18th 
days  of  Jane  1880,  We  duly  held  a  Coait  at  tho 
Town  Hall  in  the  Borough  of  Westbury,  in  the 
County  of  Wilts,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did  try, 
the  Election  Petition  for  the  said  Borough  be- 
tween  Abraham  Laverton,  Petitioner;  and 
Charles  Nicholas  Paul  Phipps,  Respondent. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  certify  and  report  that,  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  said  trial,  we  determined  that  the  said 
Charles  Nicholas  Paul  Phipps,  being  the  Mem- 
ber whose  Election  and  Return  were  complained 
of  in  the  said  Petition,  was  duly  Elected  and 
Returned,  and  we  do  hereby  certify  in  writing 
such  our  determination  to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  of  corrupt 
practices  having  been  committed  at  the  said 
£lection  we,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said 
Acts,  Report  as  follows : — 

(a.)  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  any  candidate  at 
such  Election ; 

(b. )  We  further  Report  that  the  following 
persons  have  been  proved,  at  the  trial,  to 
have  been  guilty  of  the  corrupt  practice 
of  bribery: — 
(Jeorge  Cornish,  of  Lower  Road,  West- 
bury,  farmer, 
William  Cornish,  senior,  of  Weetbury ; 

(c.)  That  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed at  the  Election  for  the  Borough  of 
Westbury,  to  which  the  said  Petition 
relates. 

Bated  this  18th  day  of  June  1880. 

RoBT.  Lusu. 
Henry  Mamisty. 

And  the  said  Certificates  and  Reports  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 

QUESTIONS. 


THE  ARMY  CIRCULARS— APPENDIX  TO 
CLAUSE  154— ADVERTISEMENTS. 

Eakl  PERCY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  ''Newcastle  GKiardian,"  the 
''  Birmingham  Morning  News,"  the 
*' North  Briton,"  and  other  journals 
printed  in  the  list  of  newspapers  in 
which  Army  adyertisements  may  appear 
in  the  Appendix  to  Clause  154  of  the 
Army  Ciroulars,  1st  June  1880,  are  no 
longer  in  existence ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  direct  a  revision  of  the  list  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  I  have  to  thank 
the  noble  Lord  for  calling  my  attention 
to  the  somewhat  obsolete  character  of 
the  newspaper  list  in  the  Appendix  to 
Clause  154  of  the  Army  Circulars.  It 
is  a  matter  with  which  the  War  Office 
has  nothing  to  do,  but  I  have  communi- 


cated with  the  Treasury  on  the  subject ; 
and  an  amended,  and,  I  hope,  more  ac- 
curate list  of  newspapers  in  which  Army 
advertisements  may  appear  has  been  re- 
ceived to-day. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND)  —  POSTAL 
COMMUNICATION  IN  LEITROL 

Major  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Poet- 
master  General,  What  reply  has  been 
given  by  the  Post  Office  authorities  to 
an  appHcation  from  the  residents  of 
Glenade,  co.  Leitrim,  to  have  daily 
Postal  communication  between  that  vil- 
lage and  Manor  Hamilton,  co.  Leitrim ; 
and,  if  there  is  any  prospect  of  such 
Postal  communication  being  soon  estab- 
lished in  that  locality  ? 

Me.  FAWCETT,  in  reply,  said,  there 
was  already  postal  communication  be- 
tween Glenade  and  Kinlough  four  days 
a-week,  and  it  had  not  been  found  to 
pay  the  expenses,  so  that  he  could  not 
offer  any  hopes  of  a  daily  service. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— PETTY 
SESSIONS  DISTRICT  OF  DROMORK 

Mr.  sexton  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  If  it  be  true  that, 
about  a  year  ago,  the  Magistrates  of 
Tyrone,  assembled  at  the  Omagh  Quar- 
ter Sessions,  resolved  to  form  a  new 
petty  sessions  district,  comprising  a 
number  of  townlands  in  the  county  of 
Tyrone,  and  a  few  in  the  county  of  Fer- 
managh, and  having  its  court  in  the 
village  of  Dromore ;  that  a  court-house 
was  accordingly  erected  at  Dromore,  and 
several  petty  sessions  held  there,  but 
that  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  being 
appealed  to  on  the  subject,  delivered  a 
judgment  quashing  the  whole  proceed- 
ings, and  declaring  the  establishment  of 
the  new  petty  sessions  district  void ;  ift 
since  the  intervention  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Court,  the  Magistrates  of  Tyrone 
have  refused  to  take  back  the  village  of 
Dromore,  and  the  townlands  assigned 
to  the  Dromore  district,  into  the  petty 
sessions  district  to  which  they  formerly 
belonged,  with  the  result  that  the  in- 
habitants of  that  village  and  those  town- 
lands  have  been  left  since  the  Srd  of 
April  last  without  the  ordinary  service 
of  the  law ;  and,  if  he  can  assure  the 
House  that  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  make  amends  to  the  district 
isolated  by  this  conduct  of  the  magis- 
trates? 
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The   attorney   GENERAL  pob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  Sir,  in  answer 
to  the  first  part  of  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Chairman  and  Justices  of  the  county 
Tyrone,  assembled  in  Quarter  Sessions, 
did  form  a  new  Petty  Sessions  district 
having  its  court-house  in  the  village  of 
Dromore,  as  stated.    To  form  this  dis- 
trict, they  took  a  number  of  townlands 
from  certain  adjoining  Petty  Sessions 
districts  of  the  county  Tyrone  and   a 
few  from  the  Petty  Sessions  district  of 
Lack,  in  the  county  Fermanagh,  declar- 
ing that  all  should  together  constitute 
the    new    Petty    Sessions    district    of 
Dromore.    The  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
lieing  appealed  to  by  the  Petty  Sessions 
Clerk  of  Lack,   has  quashed  not  the 
whole  proceedings,   but,   as  I  am  in- 
formed, only  so  much  of  the  Quarter 
Sessions  order  as  purported  to  transfer 
the  townlands  belonging  to  the  Lack 
district,    in    the    county    Fermanagh, 
leaving  the  order  and  constitution  of 
the  new  district  unaffected  as  to  the 
rest.    With  regard  to  the  second  part 
of   the  Question,  I  am  not  aware  of 
any  application  having  been  made  to 
the  Tyrone  Justices  to  take  back    the 
village  of  Dromore  and  other  townlands 
which  still  form  parts  of  the  Dromore 
district.     They,  as  I  understand,  now 
constitute  the  Petty  Sessions  district  of 
Dromore ;  and  the  Petty  Sessions  there 
held  will,  we  hope,  be  found  a  con- 
venience to  the  inhabitants.     While  the 
leg^  constitution  of  the  district,  as  in- 
cluding the  Lack  townlands,  was  being 
litigated,  it  was  thought  prudent  to  sus- 
pend the  holding  of  any  Petty  Sessions 
at  Dromore ;  but  now  tiiat  the  contro- 
versy has  been  decided  and  the  true 
area    of  jurisdiction    ascertained,   the 
holding  of  Sessions  will,  I  presume,  be 
at  once  resumed. 


AFGHANISTAN— THE  WAR-APPOR. 
TIONMENT  OF  EXPENSES. 

Mb.  J.K.CEOSS  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether  he  is  yet 
able  to  state  the  intentions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  respecting  the 
apportionment  of  the  charges  for  the 
cost  of  the  Afghan  War ;  and,  whether 
he  can  state  the  amount,  if  any,  which 
will  be  charged  upon  the  Home  Trea- 
sury during  Uie  current  year? 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  sorrv  that 
I  must  still  make  the  same  reply  which  I 
gave  to  a  similar  Question  a  short  time 
ago,  and  state  that  our  information  does 
not  enable  us  to  give  any  clear  account 
at  the  present  moment  of  the  charges 
of  the  Afghan  War,  and,  therefore^ 
does  not  suffice  to  raise  any  question 
that  might  be  supposed  to  lie  between 
the  Ladian  and  the  Home  Government. 
It  would  be  inconvenient  to  the  House 
that  we  should  produce  to  the  House 
an  authenticated  statement  liable  to  be 
overturned  or  materially  changed  by 
subsequent  and  more  detailed  informa- 
tion. 

THE  TREATY  OF  BERLIN—EXECU- 
TION OF  THE  ARTICLES. 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  are  taking 
any  and,  if  so,  what  steps  to  procure 
the  prompt  execution  of  the  unfulfilled 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
which  do  not  depend  upon  the  action  of 
Turkey  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  There  are  a 
very  large  number  of  unfulfilled  provi- 
sions in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin — that  is  to 
say,  of  provisions  which  are  partially 
fulfilled,  as  well  as  of  some  that  are 
wholly  unfulfilled.  Out  of  the  60  odd 
Articles  of  the  Treaty  there  are  about 
24  in  regard  to  which  the  provisions  are 
yet  in  one  of  those  two  categories.  We 
should  desire  to  see  all  the  obligatory 
provisions  fulfilled — I  do  not  say  those 
that  are  optional.  At  the  same  time, 
we  think  a  distinction  may  be  made  be- 
tween those  that  are  important  and 
those  that  are  less  important.  For  ex- 
ample, there  is  the  question  of  the  Fron- 
tier between  Boumelia  and  Bulgaria, 
which  is  a  matter  not  finally  settled,  but 
which  advances  towards  settlement; 
but  we  cannot  think  that  questions  of 
that  kind,  nor  even  the  much  more  im- 
portant one  of  razing  the  fortresses,  is 
to  be  compared  in  importance  with 
those  provisions  in  which  the  action  of 
Turkey  is  principally  concerned,  because 
those  are  provisions  which  bear  directly 
upon  the  peace  and  security  of  the  dis- 
tncts  concerned,  upon  the  possession  of 
guarantees  for  life,  property,  and  honour. 
Undoubtedly  we  shall  take  all  steps,  as 
opportunity  may  offer,  for  the  fulfilment 
of  the  provisions  of  the  whole  Treaty. 
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INLAND   REVENIIE-NONJNTOXI. 
GATING  BEVERAGES. 

Babon  DE  FEBBTEKES  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  it  is 
true  that  the  Inland  Bevenue  authori- 
ties have  ffiven  instructions  to  prosecute 
the  manuraoturers  for  sale  of  non-intoxi- 
cating beverages  in  whose  production 
balm  is  used,  but  which  contain  no  ap- 
preciable quantity  of  alcohol ;  and,  if  no 
such  instructions  have  been  given,  is 
there  any  intention  of  doing  so  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
this  was  a  matter  which  was  in  pro- 
gress at  the  time  }ie  took  Office.  The 
Board  of  Inland  Bevenue,  as  a  matter 
of  administration,  found  themselves  in 
a  difficulty  with  respect  to  the  increasing 
sale  of  non-intoxicating  beverages  in 
which  alcohol  was  generated  in  the  pro- 
cess of  manufacture  just  as  in  the  case 
of  intoxicating  beverages.  The  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenue  laid  down  the  rule 
that  they  would  not  prosecute  in  those 
cases  where  the  crude  alcohol  was  less 
than  8  per  cent,  which  ought  to  be  toler- 
ably safe  as  regarded  its  non-intoxicating 
quality.  In  me  existing  state  of  legis- 
lation with  regard  to  Beer  and  Malt 
Duties,  there  had  been  an  entire  sus- 
pension of  the  proceedings  against  the 
brewers  of  such  articles,  and  the  subject 
would  remain  for  consideration  until  a 
future  day. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE— FRENCH 
BOUNTY  ON  SHIPPING. 

Db.  CAMEBON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  French 
Gt>vemment  have  introduced,  or  intend 
to  introduce,  a  measure  providing  for 
the  payment  of  a  bounty  of  one  and  a 
hall  fttmcs  per  ton  on  every  ton  of  new 
shipping  bmlt  in  France  for  each  thou- 
sand mues  traversed  in  voyages  to  and 
from  France ;  and,  if  so,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  exert  their 
influence  with  the  Government  of  France 
to  prevent  the  enactment  of  a  measure 
so  re«actionary  and  so  prejudicial  to  the 
interests  of  the  British  carrying  and 
shipbuilding  trades  ? 

Sir  CHiOtLES  W.  DILKE :  A  Bill 
to  this  efifect  has  been  before  the  French 
Chamber  of  Deputies  for  some  months ; 
but  it  has  not  yet  become  law.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  not  fail  to 
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call  attention  to  the  subject  in  the  oourse 
of  any  negotiations  which  may  take  place 
between  uie  two  Governments. 


COMPENSATION    FOR     DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL— THE  SCHEDULE. 

Mb.  LABOIJOHEBE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  Schedule  to  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill 
is  to  be  considered  as  final,  or  whether 
he  will  be  prepared  in  Committee  to  add 
to  that  Schedule,  should  he  be  convinced 
£rom  the  arguments  which  he  may  hear, 
that  further  districts  require  to  be  added  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEK  :  Mr.  Speaker, 
the  hon.  Member  asks  me  rather  a 
curious  Question.  He  asks  me  if  I  will 
commence  by  making  an  alteration  in 
this  Bill  before  it  is  read  a  second  time. 
I  hope  that  this  Bill,  and  any  Bill  that 
a  Minister  has  charge  of,  ^nll  not  be 
altered  under  such  circumstances.  I 
must  say,  however,  that  he  advanced  a 
very  strong  argument;  but  I  think  I 
can  show,  when  I  bring  in  the  measure, 
why  its  operation  should  be  confined  to 
the  scheduled  district  where  there  is  ex- 
ceptional distress. 

NAVY— SCHOOL  OP  ENGINEERS  AT 

EETHAM. 

Mb.  MAOLIYEB  asked  the  Seoretazy 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  the  new  school  for 
engineers  about  to  be  opened  at  Keyham 
Yfurd,  Devonport,  had  been  placed  under 
a  new  commander,  instead  of  following* 
the  example  so  successfully  pursued  on 
board  H.M.S.  "Marlborough''  at  Ports- 
mouth, where  the  discipline  and  internal 
arrangements  are  left  entirely  in  the 
hands  of  the  chief  engineer ;  and,  whe- 
ther this  appointment  is  not  in  direct 
contravention  of  Sir  A.  Cooper  Key's 
Eeport?  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  It  is  ^uite 
true,  Sir,  that  in  pursuance  of  a  decision 
of  the  late  Board  of  Admiralty,  a  com- 
mander has  beenput  at  the  head  of  the 
new  school  for  Engineers  at  Keyham. 
Admiral  Sir  A.  Cooper  Key  informs  me 
that  this  arrangement  is  not  only  not  in 
contravention  of  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  which  he  was  Chairman,  but 
was  made  upon  his  special  recommenda- 
tion ;  for  although  the  arrangement  in 
the  Marlborough  has  worked  well,  he 
considered  it  very  desirable  to  connect 
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the  Ezeoatiye  and  Engineer  branches  of 
the  Service  by  placing  the  school  at 
Eejham  under  a  ludioious  and  carefully- 
selected  commander. 


TREATY  OP  BEELIN--THE  EASTEEN 
ROUMELIAN  COMMISSION. 

SiE  WILFEID  LAWSON  (for  Mr. 
H.  Simuelsok)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  What 
progress  is  being  made  with  the  business 
of  Uie  Eastern  Boumelian  Commission 
now  assembled  at  Constatinople  ? 

Sib  OHAELES  W.   DILKE  :    Her 
Majesty's  Commissioner  arrired  in  Con- 
stantinople on  the  22nd  ultimo,  but  his 
Turkish  Colleagues  had  not  then  been 
appointed,  and  no  steps  appear  to  have 
been  taken  to  bring  the  Commission 
together  until  the  30th,  when  the  names 
of  the  Turkish  Commissioners  were  first 
announced.     Said  Pasha  promised  at 
the  same  time  that  translations  of  the 
proposed  new  Yilayet  Law  should  be 
distributed  immediately;  but,  notwith- 
standinfi^   repeated    assurances    to  this 
effect,  they  are  still  withheld,  and  the 
Commission  is  consequently  unable  to 
proceed  to  business.     The  first  formal 
meeting  was  held  on  the  17th  instant, 
and  a  second  meeting  was  to  haye  taken 
place  yesterday;  but,  according  to  the 
latest  information  receired  by  Mer  Ma- 
lesty's  Government,  it  was  adjourned 
by  the  Turkish  Commissioner  itne  die. 
The  other  members  of  the  Commission 
have  expressed  very  strongly  their  dis- 
satisfaction at  these  continued  delays, 
and  have  insisted  on  an  early  meeting 
and  a  distribution  of  the  official  transla- 
tion of  the  law. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL— CLAUSE  33  — THE  BEER  DUTY. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  asked  Mr.  ChanceUor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  under  the 
thirty-third  Clause  of  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Revenue  Bill,  a  small  farmer 
living  in  a  house  of  £8  or  £10  annual 
value,  and  farming  thirty  or  forty  acres 
of  land  which,  with  his  house,  is  of  more 
than  £20  annual  value,  will  be  allowed 
to  brew  without  any  Duty  being  charged 
on  his  malt  beer  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  The  d2nd  clause 
of  the  Customs  and  Inland  Eevenue  Bill 
W^  meant  to  imply — and  undoubtedly 


does  imply — ^that  in  the  case  of  persons 
to  be  exempted  the  value  of  the  land 
should  be  taken,  together  with  Ihat  of 
the  house  itself.  I  confess  I  am  very 
doubtful  as  to  whether  it  would  be 
possible  to  give  any  other  form  to  the 
enactment  without  introducing  a  veiy 
great  inequality  into  the  law. 

Mb.  BIDDELL  wished  to  know 
whether  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  was 
to  be  understood  as  saying  that  a  small 
farmer  would  be  liable  to  the  duty  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  A  farmer  whose 
house  and  land  together  are  valued  at 
above  £20  would  be  liable  to  make 
returns  of  the  materials  used  by  ^i'th  in 
order  not  to  be  inspected  in  his  process, 
but  to  be  charged  beer  duty  upon  those 
materials. 

Mb.  BIDDELL :  And  to  pay  it. 


HALL  MARKING  (GOLD  AND  SILVER)— 
FORGED  HALL  MARKS. 

Mb.  M.  guest  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  directed  to  a  paragraph  which 
has  lately  appeared  in  several  of  the 
Daily   Newspapers,    stating   that    647 

gieces  of  antique  plate,  with  forged  HaJl 
[arks,  had  been  found  in  the  possession 
of  a  collector  who  had  purchased  them 
at  an  enormous  price,  as  genuine; 
whether  steps  will  be  taken,  in  pursuance 
of  the  Act  7  and  8  Vic.  c.  22,  s.  8,  to 
enforce  the  penalties  with  res^ard  to  the 
seller  of  such  plate ;  and,  furuer,  having 
regard  to  the  enormous  increase  in  the 
numbers  of  such  frauds,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  to  recommend  the  adoption  of  some 
more  efficient  means  for  patting  a  stop 
to  such  illegcd  practices,  with  a  view  to 
protecting  the  Kevenue  and  the  public 
at  large? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
The  attention  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  was  drawn  some  time  ago  to 
paragraphs  which  appeared  in  the  daily 
newspapers  relative  to  the  discovery  that 
a  number  of  pieces  of  plate  had  been 
sold  bearing  K)rged  hall  marks,  and  it 
was  found  on  inquiry  at  Goldsmiths' 
Hall  that  action  was  beine  taken  in  the 
matter.  A  statement  has  been  prepared 
to-day,  in  consequence  of  the  Question  of 
my  hon.  Friend,  by  Mr.  Prideauz,  the 
derk  of  the  Goldsmiths'  Company,  show- 
ing the  nature  of  the  case  and  the 
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proBent  state  of  the  prooeedings.  In 
the  present  instance  the  marks  purport 
to  be  of  the  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  which 
is  prior  to  the  date  of  the  first  imposi- 
tion of  the  plate  duty,  and  there  are, 
consequently,  no  duty  marks  thereon. 
G^ie  Soard  of  Inland  Beyenue  would 
certainly  deem  it  incumbent  on  them 
to  take  proceedings  for  the  forgery 
of  duty  marks  when  such  could  be 
proTod. 

Mb.  M.  guest  asked,  Whether  the 
noble  Lord  would  kindly  put  the  Paper 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

Lord  FEEDEMCK  CAVENDISH : 
I  scarcely  think  it  is  of  sufficient  im- 
portance ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  moves 
for  it  I  shall  have  no  objection  to  place 
it  on  the  Table. 


COMPENSATION  FOR  DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL. 

OoLONEL  MA  TONS  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, TVliether  the  Schedule  to  the  Com- 
Sensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill 
oes  not  comprise  all  those  districts 
where  the  anti-rent  agitation  has  been 
most  vigorous,  where  outrages  against 
life  and  property  have  been  most  fre- 
quent, and  where  the  conyiction  of  the 
perpetrators  of  outrages  has  been  found 
quite  unattainable  ? 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  Might  I 
also  ask,  Whether  the  districts  referred  to 
in  the  Question  are  not  those  in  which 
the  distress  is  reported  to  be  most  keen 
and  serere  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  I  amnot  aware. 
Sir,  of  any  districts  where  the  conyiction 
of  the  perpetrators  of  outrages  has  been 
found  quite  unattainable.  I  find  that 
at  the  last  Assizes,  both  in  Mayo  and 
Galway,  several  convictions  for  attacks 
on  process  servers — ^I  suppose  those  are 
the  outrages  to  which  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  alludes — were  obtained.  It  is  quite 
true  that  the  scheduled  districts,  in  which 
there  is  exceptional  distress,  are  also  the 
districts  in  which  there  have  been  the 
most  agrarian  outrages.  I  am  not  sure 
whether  they  are  the  mstricts  in  which  out- 
rages against  life  and  property  are  more 
fr^uent  than  those  of  any  other  kind ; 
but  I  have  little  doubt  it  is  so.  I  be- 
lieve they  are  the  districts  in  which  the 
anti-rent  agitation  has  been  the  most 
prevalent. 

Lord  Freimek  Caveniiih 


COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDTJ- 
CATION  (IRELAND)— ATTENDANCE  OF 
TEACHERS  IN  NATIONAL  SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  BELLINOHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whetiier  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  Besolution  passed  by  the 
Clergy  of  Letterkenny,  County  Donegal, 
diocese  of  Baphoe,  and  published  in  the 
<'  freeman's  Journal"  of  June  18th,  to 
the  effect  that — 

"The  aveiage  attendance  required  by  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  by  a  late 
rule  of  theirs  for  the, employment  of  assistants, 
workmislaresses'  and  monitors  in  the  national 
schools  is  excessive  and  injurious  to  educatlosi, 
and  that  the  Irish  Members  be  asked  to  urge 
upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of  returning 
to  the  late  scale;  " 

and,  whether  the  Oovemment  propose 
to  take  any  steps  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEE:  The  hon. 
Member  asks  me  whether  the  Gt>yem- 
ment  propose  to  take  steps  in  a  matter 
which  has  been  brought  under  notice  by 
a  Hesolution  passed  within  a  day  or  two, 
and  he  gaye  Notice  of  it  only  yesterday, 
at  least  I  only  find  it  on  the  Paper  to- 
day. I  think  he  will  see  that  no  Go- 
vernment willing  to  give  proper  infor- 
mation on  an  administrative  measure 
could  answer  such  a  Question  so  soon. 
I  will  cause  inquiries  to  be  made,  and 
will  see  what  reply  the  Commissioners 
of  National  Education  in  Ireland  will 
have  to  make. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "ATALANTA," 
Mb.  NOEWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  If  he  is  in  a  position 
to  communicate  any  information  as  to 
the  probability  of  ike  raft  reported  to 
have  been  seen  by  the  barque  '^  Scotia 
Queen,"  on  the  22nd  April,  being  con- 
nected with  H.M.S.  "  Atalanta  "  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  Ad- 
miralty received  a  few  days  ago  fuller 
information,  through  the  commanding 
officer  of  the  Castro,  at  Shields,  from  the 
master  of  the  Seotia  Qu$en  as  to  the  raft 
which  it  was  supposed  might  have  been 
connected  with  tne  Atalanta, 

"  The  raft,*'  it  is  reported,  "  was  seen  on  the 
22nd  of  April  about  160  miles  to  E.S.E.  of  Ber- 
muda. As  near  as  it  could  be  noticed  it  was 
made  of  square  pitch  pine  logs,  two  tiers  high 
floating  very  deep.  There  were  no  rope  fasten* 
ings,  and  it  was  supposed  to  be  bolte<L  About 
400  yards  from  it  two  bodies  were  seen,  ap- 
parently with  white  jumpers  on,  and  the  master 
is  of  opinion  they  were  men-of-wars  men,** 
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Oonsidermg  that  the  intenral  of  83  days 
elapsed  between  the  Atalunta  leaving 
Bermuda  and  this  raft  being  sighted  so 
near  the  Island,  and  that  the  raft  was 
constructed  of  materials  which  could  not 
have  been  on  board  the  AtaUmta^  the 
Admiralty  is  of  opinion  it  is  impossible 
it  could  have  been  connected  with  that 
yessel. 

IRISH  LAND  AOT,  1870. 

LoBD  ELCHO  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  he  will  give  to  the  House  the 
names  of  the  Special  Commissioners 
who  are  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  the  Irish  Land  Act, 
1870,  and  lay  upon  the  Table  the  in- 
strnctions  under  which  they  are  to  act  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir.  so  far  as 
I  have  been  able  to  observe,  it  is  not 
usual  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  instructions  to  a  Eoyal  Commission 
nor  the  names.  It  has  been  already 
stated  that  before  the  Commission  will 
be  appointed — before  they  beg^n  their 
labours — we  shall  be  glad  to  enable  the 
House  fully  to  understand  what  is  the 
nature  of  the  inquiry ;  and  with  re«:ard 
to  the  names,  as  soon  as  we  have  fixed 
on  them  we  will  state  them  orally  in  the 
House. 

COMMERCIAL  TREATY  WITH  FRANCE 
—THE  SUGAR  BOUNTIES. 

Mb.  J.  STEWABT  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  in  the  negotiations  which  were 
now  going  on  for  the  renewal  of  the 
Commercial  Treaty  with  France,  the  Qo- 
vemment  will  keep  before  them  the 
question  of  Bounties  granted  on  Ba- 
nned Sugar  exported  from  France,  with 
a  view  to  their  termination  f 

Sia  CHAELES  W.  DILKB:  When 
the  negotiations  for  a  new  Commercial 
Treaty  with  Franoe  are  set  on  foot  the 
Sugar  Question  will  be  included  in  the 
subjects  for  discussion  between  the  two 
Governments. 

IRISH  CHURCn  ACT  (1869)  AMENDMENT 
BILL—THE  MINOR  INCUMBENTS. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  a  deputation  on  be- 
half of  the  Minor  Incumbents  and  Cu- 
rates of  the  Irish  Chiiroh  having  waited 

YOL,  OOLm.    [THim)  sbbim.] 


upon  him  on  Wednesday  last,  in  support 
of  '*The  Irish  Church  Act  (1869) 
Amendment  Bill,"  he  will  state  to  the 
House  the  course  which  the  Government 
are  prepared  to  take  with  respect  to  that 
measure  ? 

Ma.  W.  E.  FOBSTEE :  If  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  is  able  to 
bring  his  Bill  to  the  second  reading, 
the  Government,  I  need  not  say,  will 
pay  all  attention  to  the  arguments  in 
favour  of  the  individuals  on  whose  be- 
half he  moves.  With  regard,  however, 
to  the  course  which  the  Government,  as 
at  present  advised,  will  adopt,  I  must 
say  that  we  are  not  able  to  accept  the 
Bill.  I  am  very  sorry  for  the  individual 
suffering  of  several  of  the  gentlemen 
referred  to — namely,  those  who  were 
minor  incumbents  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  That  Act,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Parliament  of  the  day, 
and  of  the  present  Government,  pro- 
vided compensation  in  all  cases  in  which 
it  was  due.  The  gentlemen  in  question 
ask  to  be  compensated  for  the  loss  of 
their  hope,  or  expectation,  or  chances 
of  promotion  ;  and,  notwithstanding  in- 
dividual suffering,  the  Government  can- 
not assent  to  the  principle  on  which 
their  claims  are  based.  Their  case  was 
brought  before  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment at  the  time  of  the  passing  of  the 
Act  and  was  carefully  considered.  Now 
that  six  years  .have  elapsed  since  the 
question  was  mooted,  it  is  clear  that  the 
late  Government  could  not  have  dealt 
with  the  matter,  or  else,  no  doubt,  they 
would  have  done  so. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OP  THE 

HOUSE. 

Ma.  CHAPLIN  asked  the  Prime 
Minister,  What  would  be  the  Business 
of  the  House  on  Thursday  and  Friday, 
and  when  the  Compensation  for  Distur- 
bance (Ireland)  Bill  would  betaken  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  on  Thursday  it  was  proposed  to 
take  the  second  reading  of  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  Bill,  the  Savings 
Banks  Bill,  the  Merchant  Seamen  (Pay- 
ment of  Wages,  &c.)  Bill,  and  the  Post 
Office  Money  Orders  Bill.  The  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill 
would  be  put  down  for  Friday. 

Mr.  ASHMEAD-BARTLETT  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether,  in 
view  of  the  great  importai^  of  having 
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the  facts  oonneoted  with  the  cruel  op- 
pression of  the  Mahomedans  of  the 
Balkan  Peninsula  fully  elicited  by  a 
public  discussion  in  ^s  House,  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  would  be  so  good 
as  to  give  him  facilities  for  bringing  for- 
ward his  Motion,  which  regarded  the 
life  and  security  of  thousands  of  suffer- 
ing human  beings  ? 

Me.  GLADSTONE:  We  have  no 
facilities  for  bringing  forward  our  own 
Business.  I  am  a&aid,  therefore,  I 
cannot  possibly  undertake  to  give  the 
hon.  Oentleman  an  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing his  question  by  setting  aside  Go- 
vernment Business.  We  have  taken 
measures  for  bringing  the  whole  of  the 
facts  before  us ;  and  when  we  are  in 
possession  of  them  we  shall  not  hesitate 
to  do  our  duty  in  regard  to  them,  or  to 
make  known  to  the  House  what  has 
taken  place. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-B AETLETT  :  WiU 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  what 
measures  have  been  taken  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  stated  on  a 
previous  occasion,  means  of  inquiry  have 
been  instituted  which  are  likely  to  lead 
to  thorough  and  full  information. 

MERCANTILE    ALA.RINE  —  FRENCH 
BOUNTY  ON  SHIPPING. 

Mb.  MAO  IVEB  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whetilier  he  was  aware  that  the  French 
GK>vemment  was  about  to  pass  a  law 
providing  for  the  payment  of  a  bounty 
on  every  ton  of  new  shipping  built  in 
France  ?  He  had  received  a  telegram 
from  Glasgow  that  he  proposed  to  read 
to  the  House— 

**  We  bare  advice  from  our  French  corre- 
spondent that  the  French  Government  are  this 
week  to  pass  a  law  providing  for  payment  of  a 
bounty  <«  1  Jf.  per  ton  on  every  ton  of  new 
ships  ouilt  in  France  for  each  thousand  miles 
traversed  in  voyages  to  and  from  France.  This 
is  equivalent  to  a  bounty  of  about  £2,000  per 
T03rage  on  the  class  of  steamers  we  employ  be- 
tween France  and  South  America,  or  equal  to 
10  per  cent  per  annum  on  the  8t<^uner*s  value. 
This  will  practically  drive  British  shipping  out 
of  French  carrying  trade.  We  understand 
some  of  the  large  French  Shipping  Companies 
have  arranged  to  double  their  fleet  the  moment 
this  becomes  law.** 

He  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Gentleman  could  confirm  the  intelligence 
contained  in  that  telegram  ? 

Sir  OHARLES  W.  DILEE  :  I  do 
not  know  that  I  can  add  anything  to  the 

Mr,  A%hmeai*BarihH 


statement  I  have  already  made.  We 
have  information  confirming  the  intelli- 
gence of  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Bill 
m  question  is  at  present  before  the 
French  Chamber  of  deputies.  The  tele- 
gram is  identical  in  its  wording  to  a 
despatch  addressed  to  several  Members 
of  the  House  and  also  to  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister. The  telegram  says  that  the 
French  Government  is  this  week  to  pass 
a  law,  &c.  That,  of  course,  is  a  matter 
for  the  French  Parliament,  and  I  believe 
that  this  Bill  has  been  for  several  months 
before  the  Chamber  of  Deputies ;  bat  I 
cannot  inform  the  hon.  Member  whether 
it  is  likely  to  become  law  within  the 
course  of  the  week.  However,  the  mat- 
ter is  one  that  has  been  receiving  the 
attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  our  views  will  be  brought  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  French  Government 
during  our  negotiations. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)— FOURTH 
EAST  YORK  ARTILLERY  VOLUNTEERS. 

Mb.  C.  WILSON  asked  the  Secretaxy 
of  State  for  War,  When  the  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  certain  of  the  officers 
of  the  4th  East  York  Artillery  Volun- 
teers would  be  opened ;  and  whether  its 
scope  could  be  so  extended  as  to  include 
the  causes,  political  or  otherwise,  that 
led  to  the  resignation  of  the  officers 
and  men? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  he 
must  distinctly  reftise  to  go  into  any 
such  matter  imtil  the  question  of  grave 
insubordination  committed  on  Wednes- 
day last  was  properly  inquired  into. 
The  inquiry  would,  he  believed,  be  held 
at  Hull  on  Friday. 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  ACT,   1879. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  section  5  of  ''The  Summary  Juris- 
diction Act,  1879"  (42  and  43  Vic.  c. 
49),  enacted  in  place  of  ''The  Small 
Penalties  Act,  1866"  (28  and  29  Vic. 
c.  127),  and  the  doubt  which  is  enter- 
tained about  its  construction,  viz.,  whe- 
ther the  maximum  imprisonment  in  each 
case  should  be  governed  by  the  amount 
of  the  penalty  which  the  justices  have 
inflicted,  or  by  the  amount  of  the  penalty 
and  the  costs  combined;  and,  whether 
he  can  help  the  justices  of  the  peace 
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with  aathoritatiye  advice  so  as  to  secure 
correct  and  uniform  practice  under  the 
section  in  question  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in  re- 
ply, said,  that  the  section  of  the  Act 
m  question  proyided  that  the  maxi- 
mum amount  of  imprisonment  under 
the  Act  should  be  goyemed  by  the 
amount  of  the  pecuniary  penalty  that 
might  be  inflictea  in  addition  to,  and  not 
in  exclusion  of,  costs. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL— POOR  LAW  UNIONS 
(IRELAND). 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  on  Thursday 
I  shall  ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land— as  he  seems  now  more  inclined  to 
answer  Questions  than  he  was  yesterday 
— Whether  any  of  the  Poor  Law  Unions 
set  forth  in  the  Schedule  of  the  new 
Irish  Land  Bill  were  not  scheduled  as 
distressed  Unions  by  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  prior  to  the  29th  of  Feb- 
ruary last ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
name  them,  and  state  whether  they  are 
simply  scheduled  now  for  the  purpose 
of  preventing  ejectment  for  the  non- 
payment of  rent?       

Ma.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB:  Sir,  I  can 
answer  that  Question  at  once.  No 
Union  has  been  scheduled  for  any  such 
purpose. 

Loan  BANDOLPH  CHURCHILL : 
Might  I  ask  whether  any  of  the  Unions 
scheduled  were  not  scheduled  by  the 
Local  Ooyemment  Board  before  the  29th 
of  February  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB :  I  thought  it 
advisable  to  answer  at  once  the  first 
portion  of  the  Question,  because  there 
was  in  it  an  inference — [••  No,  no ! "] — 
yes,  a  most  decisive  inference — that  the 
OoTemment,  not  having  told  the  House 
until  quite  lately  of  their  introducing  a 
Bill,  had  been  preparing  for  that  Bill. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Lord  will  take  my 
word  for  it  that  we  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  prepare  the  Bill  by  scheduling 
Unions  for  that  ptirpose.  If  the  Oo- 
vernment  had  done  so  it  would  have 
been  a  most  unfair  act,  and  I  think  it 
desirable  to  remove  that  unfair  inference 
at  once.  I  cannot,  at  this  moment, 
say  when  the  different  Unions  were 
scheduled.  If  the  noble  Lord  thinks  it 
worth  while  to  >«P«at  the  Question  on 
another  day,  I  wiu  ei»da»TOur  to  answer 


it;  but  I  trust  he  will  abstain  from 
making  inferences  of  this  decided  cha- 
racter. 


PRIVILEGE. 


MB.  BRADLAUGH.— RESOLUTION. 

[abjoubnbd  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [21st  June], 

<*That  Hr.  Bradlangh,  Memher  for  the 
Borough  of  Northampton,  be  admitted  to  make 
an  Affirmation  or  Declaration,  instead  of  the 
Oath  required  by  Law."— (ifr.  Lab(mchtr$,) 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

Toleareont  from  the  word  **That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qaeeiion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  having  regard  to  the  Reports  and  proceeding 
of  two  Select  Committeee  appointed  by  this 
House,  Mr.  Bmdlaugh  be  not  permitted  to  uke 
the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  mentioned  in 
the  Statute  29  Vic  c.  19,  and  the  31  and  82 
Vic.  c.  72,"— (5i>  Hariing$  Oiffard,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  reiutnsd, 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that  from 
almost  everyone  with  whom  he  was 
brought  into  contact — whether  a  Liberal 
or  a  Conservative  by  political  opinion — 
he  had  heard  the  observation — "  What 
a  muddle  the  House  of  Commons  has 
got  into  in  this  matter  of  Mr.  Brad- 
hugh  ! "  The  same  feeling  had  found 
expression  in  the  Public  Press.  An 
article  in  The  Timu  of  that  day  had  ex- 
pressed it  very  fully ;  and  he  would  ask 
the  House  to  consider  for  a  few  moments 
how  it  had  got  into  that  which  he  must 
call  a  disgraceful  muddle.  It  was  dis- 
graceful, because  the  subject  involved 
was  really  a  very  grave  one;  and  he 
must  say  that  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  were  princi- 
pally accountable  for  the  difficulty  in 
which  the  Houee  was  placed.  When 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  appeared  at  the  Table  of 
the  House  he  claimed  to  affirm  instead 
of  taking  the  Parliamentary  Oath.  Not 
contented  with  the  precedents  into  which 
inquiries  had  formerly  been  instituted-— > 
as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Archdale,  as  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Pease,  m  in  the  case  qt 
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Baron  Eothschild,  and  in  the  case  of 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  who  had  felt 
dif&culties  as  to  taking  the  Oaths — Her 
Majesty's  Government  moved  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be 
allowed  to  affirm  instead  of  taking  the 
Oath  of  Allegiance,  with  this  unprece- 
dented addition  to  its  power — that  it 
should  not  only  examine  and  report  pre- 
cedents and  any  points  of  law  that  might 
bear  on  the  case,  but  that  it  should  ez- 

?ress  its  opinion  thereon  to  the  House, 
hat  Committee  inquired  and  reported, 
and,  in  doing  so,  expressed  an  opinion 
adverse  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  claim. 
What  proceeding  did  Her  Majesty's 
Government  then  take?  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  came  to  the  Table  and  proposed 
to  take  the  Oath.  Objection  was,  how- 
ever, taken  to  his  doing  so,  on  the 
ground  that  hitherto  no  man  had 
claimed  to  affirm,  or  had  been  granted 
the  privilege  of  affirming  instead  of 
taking  the  Oath,  except  upon  a  recog- 
nized religious  objection.  The  fact  was 
thiat  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own  conduct  had 
disting^shed  his  case  from  that  of  every- 
one else.  When  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to 
the  Table  and  claimed  to  take  the  Oath, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff)  most  properly  ob- 
jected ;  and  the  propriety  of  ms  objec- 
tion was  proved  by  this  circumstance — 
that  the  Prime  Minister  immediately 
moved  for  the  appointment  of  a  second 
Select  Committee — a  Committee  that 
was  to  inquire  into  precedents  and  into 
the  state  of  the  law,  and  again  to  ex- 
press its  opinion  to  the  House.  Here, 
again,  in  the  case  of  this  second  Com- 
mittee, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
departed  from  the  previous  practice  of 
the  House.  And  what  was  the  result  ? 
The  first  Committee — the  Committee 
appointed  to  inquire  whether  by  law 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled  to  affirm — 
reported  that  he  was  not  one  of  the  per- 
sons entitled  to  affirm ;  and  the  second 
Oommittee^-the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  whether  he  might  take  the 
Oath — reported  that  he  was  not  so  en- 
titled, upon  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Simon)  proposed  a  Eeeolution  in  the 
Committee  which  was  utterly  beyond  the 
Beference,  and  yet  the  majority  of  the 
Committee  were  so  biased  that  they 
adopted  it — ^that  the  decision  of  the  first 
Select  Committee  should  somehow  or 
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other  be  referred  to  the  Courts  of  Law. 
But  how  that  reference  was  to  be  made 
did  not  appear.  This,  he  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  thought,  was  but  a  poor  return 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury — a  member  of 
the  Jewish  persuasion — for  the  special 
favour  which  Parliament  had  conferred 
upon  his  co-religionists,  when  it  altered 
the  law  in  1858,  and  allowed  the  admis- 
sion of  Jews  to  seats  in  that  House. 
That  was  a  very  poor  return  on  the  part 
of  a  Jewish  Member  of  the  House,  who 
had  been  sworn  upon  the  Old  Testa- 
ment, that  treasure  of  which  his  race 
were  the  appointed  keepers,  and  whom  he 
would  remind  of  the  words  with  which 
the  Psalm  xiv.  in  that  sacred  Book  be- 
gan— ''  The  fool  hath  said  in  his  heart 
there  is  no  Gt>d."  He  repeated,  that  a 
Jewish  Member's  favouring  the  admia- 
non  of  such  a  person  to  the  House  was 
but  a  poor  return  for  the  favour  which 
Parliament  had  conferred  upon  his 
people.  This  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
knew — that  if  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons 
had  been  now  alive,  instead  of  taking 
the  part  in  this  matter  which  had  been 
borne  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dewsbury,  he  would  have  supported 
the  decisions  of  the  two  Committees,  and 
voted  emphatically  for  the  excluaion  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  a  seat  in  the  House. 
After  having  for  years,  under  the  Late 
Lord  Derby,  opposed  the  admission  of 
the  Jews  to  Parhament,  on  the  ground 
that  to  admit  them  would  invalidate  the 
Christian  character  of  the  House ;  after 
all  his  opposition  to  that  measure  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  became  acquainted 
with  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons,  and  told 
him  that  the  chief  ground  of  the  late 
Lord  Derby's  and  of  nis  opposition  was 
that  they  feared  the  admission  of  unbe- 
lievers; and  Mr.  Alderman  Salomons 
replied  that  he  should  be  as  mudi 
opposed  to  their  admission  as  any 
Christian  Member  of  the  House  oould 
be.  The  House  was  now  asked  to 
pass  the  Besolution  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  sitting  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
for  admitting  an  avowed  Atheist ;  and 
it  was  understood  that  Her  Majesty's 
Gt)vemment  were  prepared  to  support 
it.  What,  then,  was  he  to  understand  ? 
The  Government  had  used  their  migo- 
rity  to  empower  two  Committees  to  re- 
port their  opinion^-a  fhnotion  whidi  had 
never  before  been  committed  to  any  8e« 
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ommittee  of  the  Houm  on  such  a 
it.  They  expected,  he  euppoaed, 
hame  two  Comnuttsea — or,  at  all 
I,  one  of  them — would  have  re- 
I  in  favour  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  ad- 
n.  Bnt  both  Gommitteefl  reported 
it  Mr.  Bradlaagh's  daim.  What 
le  Ckivsrnmetit  do?  They  pro- 
to  set  aside  the  opinion  of  thoBO 
MnmitteeB,  which  they  themselves 
.ppointed.  It  appaaxed  to  him, 
that  if  the  Honee  had,  as  the 
7  thought,  got  into  a  Sisgracefol 

e,  they  had  to  thank  Her  Ma- 
Ministers  for  their  unfortunate 

in.  They  had  granted  unpreue- 
l    powers    to  those    Committees. 

Committees  had  reported  ad- 
f  to  the  opinion  of  the  Clovem- 
who  were  now  about  to  set  aside 
«porta  of  both  the  Oommittees, 

they  themselves  had  appointed, 
eared  to  him  that  the  Oovemment 
leeking  to  evade  open  and  direct 
The  right  bon.  Member  for 
ogham,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
'  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Briglit), 
d  the  Honse  during  yesterday's 
I  that  the  Nonconformists  were  in 
'  of  the  admission  of  Mr.  Brad- 
He   (Mr.    Newdegate]    rapre- 

in  some  sense  the  same  consti- 
'  as  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
!forth  Warwickshire  included  Bir- 
am ;  and  he  hod  already  received 

three  intimations  that  the  right 
l-entleman  had  misrepresented  the 
^  of  the  Nonconformists.  Many 
n,  at  all  events,  had  declared  dis- 

that  they  were  adverse  to  the 
rionof  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  a  Petition 
^s  Weeley&ns  was  lying  on  the 

deprecating  his  admission.  It 
I  to  him,  then,  that  the  speech  of 
ijlht  hon.  Gentleman  was  another 
it  to  confuse  the  House.  The  right 
entleman  had  referred  to  the  ease 

Quakers,  the  sect  to  which  he 
f  belonged,  and  seemed  to  draw 
parallel  Det ween  that  which  was 
>y  the  House  in  their  case  and 
hicb  was  happening  now  in  the 

Mr.  Bradlaugh.  He  spoke  as  if 
rere  parallel  cases,  and  quoted  the 
ity  01  Mr.  Wynn,  whom  he  (Mr. 
igate)  well  remembered  in  the 
,  and  of  the  Attorney  General  of 

f,  when  a  declaration  was  framed 
^en  by  Mr.  Pease  instead  of  the 

But  Uiere  was  no  parallel  be- 


tween the  oases.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate] 
held  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
1B33,  which  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  case  of  Mr.  Pease,  in  his  hand, 
and  it  showed  that  from  the  time  of 
Charles  II.  the  Quakers  had  been  recog- 
nized  as  a  Christian  sect.  They  came 
under  the  Act  of  Toleration — the  first  of 
William  and  Mary — and  had  subscribed 
the  profession  of  faith  in  these  terms — 

•'  I  do  profem  faith  in  God  the  Fsther,  and  in 
J«u«  Christ,  his  eternal  Son,  Uld  ia  the  Holy 
Spirit,  one  Ood  bleued  for  erennors,  and  aa 
kcknowledge  tiiB  Holy  Scriptural  of  the  Old  and 
Nsw  Testament  to  he  given  hy  Divine  inspira- 

Then  the  7  £  8  Will.  III.  c.  4,  which 
further  met  their  oaae  aa  Christians, 
when  they  applied  to  be  admitted  to 
certain  Omces.  Parliament,  therefore, 
in  their  case,  had  before  it  these  Sta- 
tutes, which  admitted  the  Quakers  to 
offices,  and  all  they  had  to  do  was  to 
frame  a  declaration  which  would  admit 
them  to  the  House.  They  did  not  go  to 
statutes  with  respect  to  the  Law  of  Evi- 
dence for  precedents.  They  did  not  do 
what  Mr.  Bradlaugh' s  friends  were 
doing;  they  did  not  travel  out  of  the 
real  issue  to  establish  a  precedent,  or 
appeal  to  statutes  passed  for  a  different 
and  in  no  way  analagous  purpose,  like 
the  Acts  relating  merely  to  evidence,  aa 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  done ;  but  acted 
upon  statutes  made  to  admit  Quakers 
to  certain  municipal  offices,  and  adapted 
the  declaration  they  made  on  accepting 
municipal  offices  so  as  to  comprehend 
the  substance  of  the  three  Oaths  which 
at  that  time  existed  as  the  condition  of 
entering  Parliament ;  afterwards  what 
was  then  done  was  confirmed  by  statute. 
There  was  no  analogy,  then,  between 
the  case  of  the  Quakers  and  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh — none  whatever — any- 
one who  examined  the  documents  pro- 
duced by  the  Committee  of  1633  must 
come  to  that  conclusion.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  feared  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
was  trying  to  mislead  the  House.  He 
had  made  an  appeal  to  its  sympathy 
and  its  Christian  charity.  One  would 
have  thought  that  what  he  asked  the 
House  to  grant  was  some  boon  to  an 
individual.  He  never  spoke  of  the  Oath 
which  was  taken  in  this  House  as  having 
been  enacted  for  great  national  pur- 
poses, as  a  matter  of  public  policy,  not 
mtanded  to  apply  merely  to  any  indivl-^ 
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daal,  but  to  the  Bepresentatives  of  the 
people.  He  never  spoke  of  the  Oath  in 
that  sense ;  but  he  seemed  to  ask  the 
House  to  do  this  individual,  Bradlaugh, 
a  personal  favour.  It  was  one  of  the 
characteristics  of  ultra-democracy  that 
the  interests  of  the  State  were  by  it 

Sostponed  to  the  interests  of  the  indivi- 
ual.  A  short  time  ago  he  was  reading 
a  very  able  work  upon  the  causes  of  the 
Civil  War  in  the  United  States  of 
America,  and  in  that  work  the  author 
points  out  that  the  predominance  of  in- 
dividualism, which  pervaded  the  laws  of 
the  United  States — particularly  of  the 
Northern  States — was  one  of  the  prin- 
cipal causes  of  that  terrible  conflict. 
That  was  the  principle  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  advocating  now. 
He  was  asking  the  House  to  consider 
the  case  of  this  individual,  Bradlaugh, 
as  against  the  maintenance  of  those 
great  Constitutional  rules  and  laws  by 
which  this  country  had  hitherto  beeu 
governed,  rendered  free,  great,  wealthy, 
and  fit  to  bear  the  sceptre  of  an  Empire 
on  which  the  sun  never  set.  What  said 
the  author  to  whom  he  had  referred  with 
regard  to  this  principle  of  individualism  ? 
He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  was  quoting  from 
the  Uittory  of  the  American  Civtl  War, 
by  John  William  Draper,  and  in  Vol.  I., 
page  21,  he  said — 

"A  Belf-couBcious  democraoy,  animated  by 
ideas  of  individaaUsm,  was  the  climate  issue  in 
the  North ;  an  aristocracy,  produced  by  senti- 
ments of  personal  independence,  and  based  upon 
human  slavery,  wan  the  climate  issue  in  the 
South." 

The  author  further  said — 

« Unquestionably,  the  absolute  freedom  of 
action  conceded  to  the  individual  is  not  without 
grave  disadvantages.  It  may  be  doubted  whe- 
ther a  community  organised  on  such  a  basis, 
more  particularly  in  case  this  freedom  is  granted 
to  women,  can  ever  have  the  stability,  or  even 
be  as  moral,  as  one  in  which  the  family  is  the 
essential  political  element.  But  that  such  a 
community  will  have  a  prodigious  expansive 
power  is  undeniable." 

Now  the  principle  of  English  constitu- 
tion had  ever  been  to  recognize  the 
familv.  It  was  not  this  ultra-democratic 
principle  of  individualism  that  had 
formed  the  foundation  of  the  State  in 
England.  But  that  was  the  principle 
which  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  advo- 
cated— the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  invited 
the  House  of  Commons  of  England  to 
prefer  the  pretensions  of  an  individual 
to  the  inteimts  and  the  safety  of  the 
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nation.  He  would  now  glance  for  a 
moment  at  the  Besolution  which  had 
been  moved  by  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton,  and  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  recommended  on  the  strani^ 
g^und  that  the  House  should  become 
a  party  to  an  infraction  of  the  law,  in 
order  that  someone  out  of  the  House 
might  prosecute  Mr.  Bradlaugh  for 
penalties,  and  so  to  test  the  law,  as  was 
done  in  the  case  of  Alderman  Salomons, 
before  the  Exchequer  Court  in  1851. 
But  there  was  a  distinct  difference  be- 
tween  the  position  of  Mr.  Alderman 
Salomons  and  that  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
In  the  case  of  Alderman  Salomons  the 
House  told  him  plainly — as  it  ought  to 
tell  Mr.  Bradlaugh — '*  You  cannot  take 
the  Oaths ;  in  our  opinion  the  law  debars 
you  from  taking  them."  Alderman 
Salomons  thereupon  retired  from  the 
Table  to  below  the  Bar.  He  consulted 
with  his  legal  adviser,  who  recommended 
him  to  return  to  and  vote  in  the  Hous^. 
Mr.  Alderman  Salomons  did  so  ;  he  sat 
and  was  held  to  have  voted,  while  the 
House  deliberated.  What  did  the  organ 
of  the  House,  the  Speaker,  ultimately 
do  ?  By  the  direction  of  the  House  he 
ordered  the  Sergeant- at- Arms  to  take 
Mr.  Salomons  into  custody,  and  to  con- 
duct him  out  of  the  House.  Why  did 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  mention  these 
facts  ?  For  this  reason — that  when  the 
Courts  were  applied  to  in  that  case  thej 
were  asked  to  support  the  decision  of  the 
House ;  but  if  tne  Besolution  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
were  carried,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came 
and  took  his  seat  in  the  House  and 
voted,  if  any  application  were  made  to  the 
Court  of  Exchequer,  that  application 
would  be  made  not  in  support  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  House,  but  to  contravene 
the  decision  of  the  House ;  and  as  Par- 
liament was  considered  the  highest 
Court  existing  in  this  country,  the  in- 
ferior Court  would  be  asked  to  contra- 
vene the  decision  of  the  superior.  Would 
not  that  be  a  manifest  anomaly  ?  The 
Courts  had  over  and  over  again,  in 
matters  of  Privilege,  declined  to  act  in 
contravention  of  the  deoisionB  of  this 
House,  even  when  those  decisions  were 
contrary  to  their  own  view  of  the  law ; 
because  they  held  that  the  PrivilM^e  of 
Parliament  was  above  the  law,  ana  that 
there  was  no  Court  authorized  to  inter- 
pret the  Privileges  of  the  House  of 
Commons  except  the  House  itself,    u 
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Her  Majesty's  Ministera  imagined  tliat 
the  House  was  in  danger  of  exceeding 
their  powers — if  Her  lugesty's  Oovem- 
ment  were  in  earnest  and  desired  the 
opinion  of  the  Courts    of  Law — ^they 
ought  to  oppose  the  Resolution  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and  de- 
vise some  other  means  of  submitting  the 
case  to  the  Courts.     He  knew  not  how 
that  could  be  done;  but  he  had  been 
told  that  by  some  method  this  was  pos- 
Hible.    What  right  had  the  House  to 
expect  any  individual  to  incur  the  risk 
and  expense  of  instituting  proceedings 
ut  law  in  this  matter  if  it  threw  every 
impediment  in  the  way  of  his  success  ? 
Talk  ofreference  to  the  Courts!  Heboid 
that  it  was  beneath  the  dignity  of  the 
House  to  encourage  any  man  to  violate 
the  law,  in  order  that  someone  outside 
might  prosecute  him  to  test  the    law. 
He  had  never,  throughout  the  course  of 
his  Parliamentary  experience,  become  ac- 
quainted with  such  acase.  He  had  another 
objection  to  this  appeal  to  a  Courtof  Law. 
The  question  before  the  House  involved 
matters  over  which  no  Court  of  Law  could 
have  jurisdiction.     There  was  no  limit 
to  the  debates  and  proceedings  of  the 
House,  or  as  to  the  subjects  with  which 
it  could  deal,  save  those  which  were  ex- 
eluded  by  the  Oaths  which  its  Members 
took.    They  had  all  sworn  allegiance  to 
Her  Majesty.    They  had  all  sworn  that 
they  would  not  dispute  the  succession  to 
the  Throne.    They  had  no  reg^ular  penal- 
ties decreed  for  offences  that  might  be 
committed  bv  Members  of  the  Bouse 
within  it.    They  had  nothing  like  a  law 
against  blasphemy ;  but  the  position  of 
I'arliament  was  this — and  it  is  this — that 
distinguished  a  Parliament  from  a  Con- 
vention,  that  each  Member  undertook  by 
Oath  to  maintain  the  Monarchy  and  the 
succession    to    the  Throne — before    he 
could  exercise  anv  function,  each  Mem- 
ber had  to  take  that  Oath.    Therefore, 
each  of  them  was  precluded  by  his  own 
act  at  the  very  outset  from  doing  any- 
thing, or  devising  or  consulting  about 
anything,  with  a  view  to  the  subversion 
of  the  inirone,  or  affecting  a  change  in 
the  succession.    That  was  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  secured  their  Sovereign 
upon  the  Throne  of  these  Bealms.    But 
iu  the  present  case  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
informed  them,  by  a  letter,  to  wmch  his 
Bignature  was  attached,  and  which  was 
appended  to  the  Beport  of  the  second 
( :ummitt6e,  that  the  words  of  the  Oatli— 


I  that  the  whole  tenour  of  the  Oath  which 
appealed  to  the  Deity — ^was  to  him  mean- 
ingless. There  stood  his  own  words  ap« 
pended  to  the  Beport  of  the  second  Com- 
miitee.  He  alleged  that  he  had  tried  to 
evade  the  Oath  because,  he  thought  it 
would  be  disrespectful  in  him  to  pro- 
nounce words  which  to  him  were  mean- 
ingless. Towards  the  dose  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  letter  there  were  words  which, 
had,  he  believed,  not  yet  been  noticed  in 
the  House.    These  were — 

'*  I  shall,  taking  the  Oath,  regard  myself  as 
bound,  not  by  the  letter  of  its  words,  but  by  the 
spirit,  which  the  Affirmation  would  hare  con- 
veyed, had  I  been  permitted  to  use  it." 

Now,  let  the  House  observe  what  fol- 
lowed— 

*'  So  soon  as  I  am  able,  I  shall  take  such  steps, 
as  may  be  consistent  with  Parliamentary  busi- 
ness, to  put  an  end  to  the  present  doubtful  and 
unfortunate  state  of  the  law  and  practice  on 
Oaths  and  Affirmations/* 

So  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  if  he  were  ad- 
mitted, as  he  demanded — that  was,  as  an 
unbeliever,  an  an  avowed  Atheist— had 
announced  that  his  first  action  in  the 
House  would  be  in  direct  opposition  to 
the  Oath,  and,  therefore,  in  the  sense  of 
Atheism.  Who  could  pretend  to  feel 
surprise  if,  after  such  a  plain  announce- 
ment as  this,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  made  some 
irreverent  proposal,  or  should  use  Athe- 
istic language  in  the  House?  If  he 
were  to  make  any  attempt  to  impugn  the 
Sovereignty  of  Her  Majesty,  that  would 
be  contrary  to  the  Oaths  of  Members, 
and  the  Speaker  would  interfere  to  pre- 
vent it.  But  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  deter- 
mined that  the  House  shomd  admit  him 
upon  his  own  terms  —  as  an  avowed 
Atheist — and  with  the  assurance  on  his 
part  that  his  first  action  in  the  House 
would  be,  if  allowed,  to  palter  with  the 
Oath.  If  after  he  had  thus  entered  ihe 
House,  he  assailed  the  Oath  all  others  had 
taken  with  reference  to  the  Deity,  in  the 
grossest  terms,  neither  the  Speaker  nor 
the  House  could  interpose  to  stop  the  out- 
rage. Couldthe  House  be  surprised,  then, 
that  there  was  obection  on  the  part  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try— the  Christian  people  of  this  country 
— to  having  their  Bepresentative  Assem- 
bly perverted  to  such  uses  as  that  ?  This 
was  by  no  means  a  light  or  trivial  matter. 
An  engineer,  who  had  charge  of  some 
great  embankment,  which  restrained 
some  mighty  stream,  if  he  saw  but  a 
ripple  through  its  base,  at  once  took 
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warning,  and  adopted  precautionary 
measures,  lest  ere  long  he  might  see  his 
dykes  swept  away,  and  such  destruc- 
tion as  was  recently  experienced  in 
Austria.  Let  the  House,  then,  not  de- 
spise this  attempt  on  the  part  of  the  in- 
dividual, Bradlaugh.  It  would  be  mani- 
festly inconsistent  if  this  House  should 
fail  in  the  tribute  they  now  paid  to  the 
Deity — the  Lord  of  Lords,  the  King  of 
King^ — and  continued  to  pay  great  de- 
ference to  the  Throne  of  an  earthly,  how- 
oTer  estimable  Monarch.  This  Atheism 
was  no  passive  principle.  That  might 
be  illustrated  by  the  modem  history  of 
France.  Within  his  (Mr.  Newdegate's) 
own  experience  he  had  witnessed  the 
Hevolution  of  1848,  which  swept  away 
the  Throne  of  Louis  Philippe.  In 
that  Revolution,  Atheistic  Socialism  bore 
a  leading  part.  Louis  Napoleon,  after- 
wards Napoleon  III.,  then  became  Pre- 
sident of  the  French  Republic,  and  after- 
wards, in  1 851 ,  carried  out  the  coup  d^itat. 
During  that  timeLord  Palmerston  was 
Foreigpi  Minister;  remonstrances  were 
made  against  the  military  executions  car- 
ried on  oy  Changamier,  under  the  orders 
of  Louis  Napoleon  as  President.  Lord 
Palmerston  declared  that  the  acfion  of 
Louis  Napoleon  in  authorizing  the  exe- 
cution of  thousands  of  Atheistic  Com- 
munists was  necessary  to  preserve  society 
in  France  from  the  outrages  of  Atheistic 
Socialism.  For  this  Lord  Palmerston 
was  driven  from  Office  by  the  Liberals. 
No  one  was  so  furious  against  these  exe- 
cutions as  M.  Thiers ;  and  as  he  could 
not  restrain  his  wrath  he  was  first  impri- 
soned, and  then  sent  out  of  France. 
Nineteen  years  of  the  Empire  passed  by, 
and  then,  through  a  rash  and  ill-advised 
foreign  policy  on  the  part  of  Napoleon 
m.,  the  German  War  began,  and  the 
second  Empire  fell.  Again,  Anarchy — 
Atheistic  Socialism — became  rampant  in 
Paris  after  the  Germans  had  quitted  it ; 
the  friends  of  order  rallied  round  M. 
Thiers,  as  President  of  the  Republic. 
From  Versailles  he  tried  to  negotiate 
with  the  Socialist  Revolutionists,  but 
totally  failed ;  and  then  he  had  to  resort 
to  measures  of  severity  precisely  similar 
in  their  character  to  those  for  which  he 
had  condemned  his  predecessor,  Louis 
Bonaparte,  as  an  enemy  of  his  country. 
Louis  Bonaparte,  when  President  of  the 
Republic,  had  repressed  social  anarchy 
by  martial  law ;  and  M.  Thiers,  when  he 
assumed  that  office,  found  himself  com- 
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peUed  to  do  the  same  thing.  Lei  do  one 
try  to  persuade  or  attempt  to  tell  him 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  that  Atheism  was  a 
passive  principle.  The  House  might 
depend  upon  it  that  the  First  Napoleon 
was  right  when,  after  having  been  made 
First  Consul,  he  came  face  to  face  with 
Atheism.  What  did  he  do?  He  found 
it  essential  to  the  work  of  restoring  so- 
ciety, which  in  his  time  had  been  wrecked 
by  Atheistic  Socialism,  to  re-establish 
the  Church  of  Rome  in  France.  With 
this  object  he  entered  into  a  Concordat 
with  the  Pope,  in  which,  however,  he 
made  provision  for  restraining  the  ambi- 
tion of  that  Church.  It  was  in  defiance 
of  many  of  his  generals,  and  of  many 
others  who  surrounded  him,  that  he  held 
the  opinion  that  if  society  was  to  be  re- 
established in  France,  a  necessary  con- 
dition, and  preliminary  thereto,  was  the 
re-establishment  of  religion.  With  the 
permission  of  the  House  he  would  read 
from  Alison's  history  the  words  of  the 
First  Napoleon,  and  he  was  no  little  man. 
He  said — 

"The  first  Consul  will  appoint  50  Bishopi. 
The  Pope  will  induct  them.  They  will  ^pamt 
the  pf^nsh  priests ;  the  people  wiU  defray  \hxit 
salaries.  They  must  all  take  the  Oath.  The 
refractory  must  be  transported.  The  Pope  wiU, 
in  return,  confirm  the  sale  of  national  domaina. 
He  will  consecrate  the  Revolution.  The  people 
will  sing  'Gk>d  save  the  GkdHcan  Church!* 
They  will  say,  *  I  am  a  Papist.  I  am  no  such 
thing.  I  was  a  Mahommedan  in  E^rpt.'  *' 
-["Oh,  oh!"] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  do  not  perceiyethe 
connection  of  what  the  hon.  Member  is 
saying  with  the  subject  before  the  House. 

Mk.  newdegate  said,  the  last  few 
lines  of  the  quotation  he  was  making 
would  show  the  connection.  The  con- 
clusion of  his  quotation  would  be  found 
to  maintain  the  connection  of  his  argu- 
ment.   Napoleon  said — 

"  I  will  become  a  Catholic  here  for  the  good 
of  my  people.  I  am  no  believer  in  particular 
creeds :  but,  as  to  the  idea  of  a  God,  look  to  tfaa 
heavens,  and  saj  who  made  them ! " 

Such  was  the  answer  to  Atheism,  made 
by  the  First  Napoleon.  Such  was  the 
maxim  on  which  he  acted  in  re-founding 
government  in  France.  It  could  not  be 
said  that  the  Emperor  was  the  Tiotim  of 
any  narrow  religious  dogma.  And  this 
he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would  say  to  the 
House  of  Commons — ^it  would  be  unbe- 
coming on  the  part  of  the  House  to  do  so 
grave  an  act  as  that  of  admitting  an 
avowed  Atheist  to  sit  in  that  House  on 
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terms  of  equality  with  its  other  Mem- 
bers; to  allow  tiie  people  of  England 
to  entertain  any  reasonable  doubt  with 
regard  to  the  belief  of  their  Bepresenta- 
tive  Assembly  in  a  Deity.  If  Her  Ma- 
jesty's OoTemment  had  doubts  concern- 
ing the  law  of  the  question,  why  had 
they  not  brought  in  a  Bill  to  solve  those 
doubts  ?  They  had  appointed  two  Com- 
mittees on  the  subject,  both  of  whom 
had  reported  that  the  law  was  against 
the  admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  They 
had  usually  a  majority  in  their  favour ; 
why,  then,  did  they  not  bring  in  a  Bill  ? 
In  the  case  of  the  Quakers  that  was  done. 
It  was  also  done  in  the  case  of  the  Boman 
Catholics,  and,  lastly,  in  the  case  of  the 
Jews.  And  if,  now,  they  introduced  a 
man  to  take  his  seat  amongst  them,  who 
told  them  that  he  professed  Atheistic 
opinions,  and  that  he  would  use  his 
utmost  power  to  change  the  Oath — aye, 
against  the  retention  of  any  Oath  they 
had  all  taken — if  this  were  permitted,  it 
would  effect  a  great  change  in  the  Con- 
stitution of  this  coimtry;  it  would  la- 
mentably alter  the  character  of  the 
House.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  ought 
at  least  to  have  the  decency  to  consult 
the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature.  He 
deprecated  any  proceeding  whatever  in 
the  sense  of  the  Motion  before  the  House  ; 
but  at  least  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
ought  to  proceed  by  Bill,  if  they  wished 
to  pass  so  grave  a  measure — ^they  ought 
not  to  be  allowed  to  effect  such  purpose 
in  any  disguised  manner. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  North  Warwickshire  has  con- 
cluded his  comprehensive  speech  by  an 
appeal  to  the  Government  to  legislate 
in  this  matter.  That  is  a  course  which 
he  thinks  is  quite  clear  we  ought  to 
take ;  but  I  find  myself  in  the  predica- 
ment of  being  of  opinion  that  it  is  exactly 
the  course  whicn  we  ought  not  to 
take.  If  we  considered  that  the  provi- 
sions of  the  present  law  were  insuffi- 
cient to  cope  with  the  case  which  has 
arisen  and  to  dispose  of  it,  then,  indeed, 
the  case  would  be  a  very  strong  one 
for  urging  on  the  Government  the  duty 
of  proposing  legislation.  But  we  en- 
tertain no  such  opinion.  Some  of  us 
may  believe  that  the  House  has  no  juris- 
diction in  this  matter.  Others  may  be- 
lieve that  it  has  jurisdiction  in  this 
matter;  but  those  who  think  it  has 
and  those  who  think  it  has  not — and  I 
epeak  now^  more  particularly  tot  those 


who  sit  on  this  side,  n^ith  whose  views 
I  am  best  acquainted — are  perfectly 
agreed  in  the  opinion  that  the  present 
law  is  adequate  for  the  purpose  of  deal- 
ing with  this  case.  That  being  so,  it 
is  for  those  who  consider  that  the  diffi- 
culty which  has  arisen  cannot  be  met 
by  the  present  law  to  propose  fresh 
legislation.  But  as  regards  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  has  just  sat  down,  when 
he  suggests  that  we  should  attempt 
fresh  legislation,  I  apprehend  his  only 
meaning  is  that  we  should  attempt  a 
fresh  controversy;  because  the  doctrine 
which  he  has  laid  down,  and  which 
formed  the  entire  basis  of  his  speech,  is 
one  to  the  effect  that  those  who  have 
the  misfortune — and  the  greatest  of 
misfortunes  it  is — not  to  believe  in  the 
existence  of  a  Supreme  Being,  ought  on 
no  account  be  permitted  to  sit  m  this 
House.  He  therefore  invites  us  to  raise 
that  controversy  at  large,  while  we  be- 
lieve that  the  law  which  now  exists  is 
perfectly  sufficient  for  dealing  with  the 
case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the  case  which 
has  actually  arisen.  I  cannot  conceive 
anything  more  unfortunate,  or  less  pru- 
dent, as  a  measure  to  be  taken  on  the 
part  of  Gentlemen  who  must  be  supposed 
to  have  some  care  for  the  peace  and 
order  and  dignity  of  this  House,  than  a 
proposal,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
minds  of  men,  to  introduce  an  Act  of 
general  legislation  in  connection  with 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  So  much 
for  the  proposal  to  legislate  in  connec- 
with  his  case.  Now,  I  have  been  ap- 
pealed to  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  Amendment 
(Sir  Hardinge  Giffard)  to  supply  him 
with  guidance — ^that  is  the  phrase  which 
he  did  me  the  honour  to  use — on  this 
subject.  The  office  is  one,  however, 
which  is  very  far  heyond  my  aspirations 
or  my  duty.  I  should  have  thought  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  did  not  re- 
quire to  look  nearly  so  far  as  across  the 
House  in  order  to  obtain  what  I  should 
call  veiy  good  guidance,  and  much 
better  g^dance  than  I  can  afford  to  him. 
I  think  the  judgment  of  his  late  Col- 
league the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Preston  (Sir  John  Holker),  so  far  as  I 
have  been  able  to  gather  his  opinion 
from  his  action  on  the  Committee,  a 
judgment  weU  entitled  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  attention.  I  deeply 
regret  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Preston  from  this 
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debate.  I  should  have  thought  that  a 
Ghentleman  of  his  legal  eminence^  who 
had  not  only  been  Attorney  Oeneial  for 
a  period  of  six  years,  but  who  discharged 
the  duties  of  that  Office  with  conspicuous 
ability,  would  not  have  declined  to  give 
us  the  benefit  of  ]iis  assistance  on  this 
occasion.  But  to  the  appeal  which  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Launceston 
made  to  me,  and  which,  within  limited 
boundsi  I  shall  be  glad  to  answer,  I  will 
reply  by  a  counter  appeal,  and  ask  why 
— it  cannot  be  on  Party  grounds,  be- 
cause we  have  been  repeatedly  assured 
by  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  this  is 
not  a  Party  question — I  should  have  to 
notice,  as  I  do  with  some  surprise,  the 
absence  of  an  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man of  so  much  ability  and  so  much 
aul^oriiy  as  the  late  Attorney  General 
from  the  discussions  of  this  House  on 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  wish  it  to 
be  understood  in  what  position  I,  at 
least,  think  the  Government  stand  to- 
wards the  House  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  I  believe  it  to  be  their  duty 
frankly  to  offer  the  best  advice  in  their 
power  to  the  House.  When  they  do 
that  I  consider  they  are  funeti  officii.  The 
appearance  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  at  this 
Tsu)le  is  no  measure  of  ours.  The  deal- 
ing with  his  case  is  no  Question  of  our 
poupy.  It  is  not  the  result  of  our  coun- 
sels. We  are  not  bound  by  anything 
which  he  can  do,  or  anything  which  he 
may  decline  to  do,  more  than  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite.  It  is  our  duty  to  come  to 
the  consideration  of  his  case,  as  we  think, 
with  rigid  and  absolute  impartiality. 
It  is,  in  our  opinion,  our  duty  to  bani^ 
from  our  minds  a  large  portion — aye,  the 
much  larger  portion— of  the  topics  which 
present  themselves  to  the  minds  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  and  which  will  evi- 
dently, for  the  most  part,  govern  their 
judgments — topics  wnich  govern  the 
judgment  of  my  hon.  Friend  who  has 
just  sat  down,  tliat  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  CSiiy  of  London  here  present  (Mr. 
B.  N.  Fowler),  and  of  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  City  who 
addressed  us  last  night  ^Mr.  J.  G.  Hub- 
bard)— namely,  that  which  is  sometimes 
called  religious  instinct,  and  sometimes 
religious  principle,  by  others  a  great 
question  ai  Constitutional  policnr — whe- 
ther it  is  right  that  an  Atheist  should  be 
allowed  to  sit  in  this  House  or  not. 
Now,  I  affirm  that  that  is  not  the  ques- 
tion before  us.    [  CrUs  of  *  *  Hear,  hear ! ' ' 
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and  ''  Oh,  oh ! "]  Those  audible  though 
not  articulate  expressions  of  opinion 
only  serve  strongly  to  corroborate  the 
assertion  which  I  have  made,  that  topics 
of  a  certain  class,  connected  no  doubt 
with  a  great  principle  of  Conatitutioiial 
legislation,  buttotaUy  disconnected  from 
the  administration,  application,  and  in- 
terpretation of  the  law,  embrace  doc- 
trines which  govern  the  minds,  judg- 
ment, and  actions  of  many  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  in  a  case  in  which  there  is 
no  question  before  them,  except  the  just 
interpretation  and  application  of  the 
existing  law.  But  be  that  as  it  may,  I 
think  it  the  duty  of  the  Government,  in 
circumstances  for  which  they  are  not  re- 
sponsible, to  give  the  best  advice  in  their 
power,  and  then  to  leave  the  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  House.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  should  have  thought  it  necessary, 
after  the  general  description  I  ventured 
to  give  on  a  former  occasion,  to  address 
the  House  to-night  were  it  not  that  I 
have  the  feeling  that  if  the  House 
should  accede  to  the  Amendment  moved 
by  the  other  side,  it  will  probably  be 
entering  into  a  long,  embarrassing,  and 
difficult  controversy,  not  so  much,  per- 
haps, within  the  walls  of  this  House  as 
beyond  its  walls,  and  that  I  feel  I  should 
not  like  to  see  the  House  involved  in 
great  difficulties,  and,  perhaps,  running 
Qie  risk  of  ultimate  defeat,  without  being 
able  to  give  myself  the  poor  consolation, 
at  any  rate,  of  reflecting  that  I  had  en- 
deavoured to  counsel  a  different  oourse 
which  would  have  saved  it  from  any 
such  calamity.  Now,  I  shall  endeavoor, 
in  what  I  have  to  say,  to  avoid  entirely 
whatever  can  stir  feeling.  If  anything 
is  to  be  done  on  this  subject  towards 
rightly  directing  the  minds  of  men  I  am 
confident  it  must  be  by  and  within  the 
limits  of  the  powerful  appeal  made  last 
night  by  my  neht  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Luicaster.  My 
endeavour  will  be  one  quite  distinct 
from  his.  It  will  be  to  argue  this  ques- 
tion drily,  and  not  to  say  a  word  if  lean 
avoid  it  that  can  needlessly  debar  the 
access  which  may  be  open,  though  I  can 
hardly  conceive  it  to  be  open,  to  the 
minds  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  by 
mixing  up  the  consideration  of  the  case 
with  matters  which  touch  feeling  that 
might  lead  to  political  excitement.  I  am 
painfully  impressed  with  the  belief  that 
debates  of  this  kind,  as  they  are  dis- 
agreeable  to  the  House,  so  are  not  con* 
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0  the  maintenance  of  itsdiaracter 
;nit7.  But,  at  the  same  time,  our 
ane  ia  in  our  having  aoch  de- 

If  we  have  them  it  ia  hardly 
^  bat  that  in  tmy  Aesembly  of  this 
ley  should  be  conducted  with 
)r  less  warmth.  Where  oon- 
ons  BO  solemn,  so  profound,  and 

vital  importance,  as  the  whole 
ilieve,  to  the  welfare  of  mankind, 
issue,  it  is  almost  impossible  to 
n  a  calm  and  dear  ana  bold  view 
Dugbt  to  be  maintained,  of  dia- 
A  that  turn  upon  the  action  of 
son  only  and  which,  nevertheless, 
tial  to  anything  like  a  judicial 
ig  of  the  question.  On  the  one 
e  han.  Gentlemen  ui^d  on  by 
ley  consoientiously  believe  to  be  a 
for  religion.  On  the  other  side 
hon.  Qendemen  are  urged — as 
It  hon.  Friend  was  last  night — 
ird  for  what  they  believe  to  be 
Bond  in  importance  to  that  reli- 
lelf — nay,  to  be  vital  to  religion 
namely,  the  cause  of  religious 
When  considerations  of  this 
e  in  view,  I  am  afraid,  amidst  the 
ies  of  human  nature,  it  is  hardly 
)  to  resist  the  occasional  intrusion 
uting  topics ;  and  I  hope  I  shall 
3  ot^Dce  by  saying  that,  so  fiu  as 
ervation  has  gone  in  these  dis- 
B  since  the  time  when  I  resumed 
.  in  the  House  after  the  Election, 
lot  on  this  side  of  the  House  that 
tmsion  of  these  irritating  topics 
igun.      ["No!"]      That   is   a 

of    history.      I    cannot   forget 

the  first  attempt  made  to  raise 
ate  matters  were  introduced  into 
mission  with  reroect  to  political 

1  which  had  no  place  whatever  in 
^ument.  Of  course,  I  entirely 
he  hon.  Member  who  introduced 
iject  of  any  intention  to  lead 
£e  judgment  of  the  House;  but, 
ipinion,  he  had  to  some  extent 
d  astray  himself.     He  had  not 

that  fatal  temptation  which  be- 
all  on  an  occasion  of  this  kind,  to 
with  the  true  issue  matter  irre- 
a  it  which  on  account  of  its  deep 
■found  interest  forces  itself  upon 
mtion.    Although  I  moat  deeply 

what  I  have  heard,  I  will  teU 
entlemen  opposite  fairly  that  I 
iredate  to  a  certain  extent,  and  1 
peot  cordially,  the  feeling  which 
peranaded  has  been  prompting 


their  conduct.    Let  us  see  what  are  t 

S[ueatioDH  before  us.  The  hon.  Meml 
or  Northampton  pr^Kisea  to  pass 
these  queations  ^  a  Besolution  for  t 
terms  of  which  I  am  not  in  any  degi 
responsible,  but  which  has  the  effect 
a  refusal,  on  the  part  of  the  House, 
meddle  with  this  matter  at  all.  I  undi 
atand  it  as  asserting  an  authoritati 
grant  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  by  the  House 
some  privilege  which  it  ut  the  duty 
the  House  to  dispense — as  an  asserti 
that  the  House  will  not  interpose  to  pt 
vent  Mj.  Bradlaugh  &om  taking,  in  t 
first  instance,  what  be  may  deem  to 
his  statutory  duty,  in  the  form  of  a  pi 
cesa  of  Affirmation.  Well,  now,  the  t 
oonsiderationa  which  weigh  on  my  mi 
with  regard  to  this  subject  are  these : 
First  of  all,  if  the  House  has  a  jurisd 
tion  in  this  matter  to  make  any  examii 
tion  of  the  case  farther  than  providi 
that  an  exterior  and  formal  duty 
performed,  it  is  a  jurisdiction  which  t 
House  has  never  exercised,  and  a  jui 
diction  which  it  would  be  most  impoli 
on  the  partof  the  Housenow  to  b^inexi 
cising.  Secondly,  speaking  for  mvaell 
confess  I  go  furtfier.  The  more  I  ha 
looked  at  t£iaoase  the  graver  appear  to  1 
to  be  the  arguments  which  go  to  prove  tl 
in  the  sense  of  the  law  and  theOonstit 
tion,  as  it  has  been  asserted  by  the  h< 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  i 
Freston  (Sir  John  Holker),  the  Hoi 
has  no  jurisdiction  at  all.  I  agree  wi 
the  sentiment  delivered  last  night,  o 
fortunately  in  a  thin  House,  by  the  b< 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbrea< 
and  as  I  agree  with  hie  other  opinio 
so  I  agree  with  this,  that  while  he  c 
not  for  a  moment  contest  the  power 
the  House  to  proceed  within  its  walla 
whatever  conclusions  and  action 
pleased,  he  contested  the  Constitutioi 
title  and  right  of  the  House  to  do  tl 
which  was  described  by  my  right  h< 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gambrid 
TTniveraity  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole)  h 
night,  when  he  apoke  of  our  statute 
obligation  to  aee  that  Members  w< 
tightly  seated.  The  view  of  that  rig 
hon.  Gentleman  was,  not  merely  that ' 
were  here  as  witnesses  to  peroeivo  a 
attest  and  secure  the  fulfilment  of  son 
thing  written  down  in  Act  of  Pari 
ment;  but  it  ia  to  see  that  the  Oa 
which  is  taken  is  rightly  taken,  or  tfa 
the  Af&rmation  which  is  substituted  i 
it   is   an  Affirmation  rightly  afflitnc 
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These  are  wide  words  indeed,  because 
right  swearing  and  right  Affirmation  in- 
cludes the  relations  of  the  person  swear- 
ing or  Affirming  to  the  Oath  he  takes  or 
the  Affirmation  he  makes.  This  is  a 
matter  which,  I  think,  is  beyond  our 
cognizance,  and  is  no  part  of  the  statu- 
tory obligation  imposed  upon  us  or  the 
statutory  power  intrusted  to  us.  If  we 
possessed  this  jurisdiction,  I  conceive  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate  that  we 
should  undertake  to  exercise  it.  Surely, 
Sir,  we  are  exceedingly  unfitted  in  these 
deep  matters  of  belief  to  do  so.  Are  we 
not  conscious,  every  man  for  himself,  of 
the  tendency  within  us  to  be  heated  in 
our  views  and  judgments  on  such 
points  ?  I  have  promised  to  guard  my- 
self, as  well  as  I  can,  against  the  intru- 
sion of  feeling ;  but  I  am  conscious  it 
requires  the  keepinp^  of  a  continual  curb 
upon  those  propensities,  upon  those  sus- 
ceptibilities of  mind  which  are  almost 
resistless,  and  which  tend  to  introduce 
themselves  into  these  discussions.  A 
popular  Assembly  rightly  accustomed  in 
its  ordinary  debates  to  appeal  to  feel- 
ing, accustomed  to  use  feelinfi^  as  the 
minister  of  reason  with  perfect  justifica- 
tion— aye,  and  with  absolute  necessity — 
in  the  discharge  of  our  functions,  I  hold 
that  we  have  anything  but  a  high  quali- 
fication for  dealing  with  a  matter  which 
ought  to  be  viewed  in  the  driest  light  of 
reason,  and  in  no  other  light  whatever. 
If  we  undertake  to  interfere  for  the  first 
time  with  a  Gentleman  who  proposes  to 
fulfil  at  the  Table  of  this  House  what  he 
thinks  is  his  statutory  duty,  we  may  find 
ourselves  engaged  in  two  conflicts,  into 
neither  of  which  do  I  feel  either  bound 
or  disposed  to  enter,  not  being  led 
thereto  by  obligation  nor  by  prec^ent. 
I  am  not  willing  to  enter  into  conflict 
with  the  Courts  of  Law,  nor  am  I  willing 
to  enter  into  conflict  with  the  con- 
stituency of  Northampton.  Of  the  first 
of  these  possible  conflicts  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Launceston  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  appeared  to  make 
very  light.  I  can  well  understand  that 
an  action  cannot  be  brought  against  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  am  not,  however, 
so  dear  that  no  action  can  be  brought 
against  the  servants  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  whom  it  employs,  and  whom 
it  orders  to  exercise  its  will.  We  have 
precedents  for  such  actions ;  and  it 
appears  to  me  that  if  such  actions 
anso    their  result   would    depend  not 
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so  much  upon  the  power  of  the 
House  as  upon  the  ultimate  judgment 
which  the  public  outside  this  House  may 
form  upon  the  wisdom  and  prudence  of 
its  conduct.  StiU  less  am  I  willing  to  be 
led  into  a  conflict  with  the  constituency 
of  Northampton.  This  House  for  a 
long  series  of  eenerations  has  been  com- 
monly successnil  whenever  it  has  found 
it  needful  to  enter  into  controversy  with 
the  Crown  or  the  House  of  Lords ;  but 
there  is  a  most  marked  contrast  between 
the  issue  of  these  controversies  and  the 
lamentable  issue  of  its  one  great  conflict 
with  the  people  of  this  country  as  repre- 
sented by  one  of  the  constituencies  of 
the  country — a  oonstituenpy  numerically 
smaller  than  Northampton.  It  is  im- 
possible to  doubt  that  when  the  subject 
of  Wilkes's  writings  in  The  North  Briicn 
first  came  before  Parliament  about  the 
year  1763,  a  great  deal  happened  which 
is  happening  now.  The  general  con- 
ception of  Mr.  Wilkes  was,  that  he  was 
a  man  open  to  great  exception  with  re- 
spect to  personal  character,  and  it  is  not 
unnatural  to  believe  that  the  reaction  of 
feeling  excited  by  that  idea  concerning 
Mr.  Wilkes  tended  much  to  govern  the 
first  judgment  of  the  House  of  Commons 
in  that  unhappy  contest.  The  House 
embarked  itself  in  that  controversr. 
You  are  still  uncommitted.  You  declined 
to  embark  in  that  controversy  when  the 
first  proposal  was  made  by  proposing  to 
appoint  a  Committee.  You  are  now 
asked  to  embark  yourselves  in  that  con- 
troversy. Consider  a  little  with  what 
confidence  your  predecessors  a  century 
ago  entered  into  a  controversy  not  dis- 
similar to  the  present.  Consider  what 
was  the  final  issue  of  that  controversy. 
You  carried  everything  for  years  before 
you  with  a  high  hand.  You  set  Wilkes 
at  defiance ;  you  set  the  constituency  for 
which  he  sat  at  defiance.  You  actually 
seated  in  this  House  the  man  who  had 
received  a  minority  of  the  votes  of  the 
constituency,  because  you  said  that  he 
was  the  qualified  candidate  and  must  sit 
in  preference  to  one  who  was  disabled. 
But  what  was  the  issue?  By  degrees 
you  found  that  that  was  a  conflict  in 
which  you  could  win  little  and  miffht 
lose  much.  The  energies  that  impeUed 
you  grew  more  and  more  slack.  Then 
the  House  of  Commons  ceased  to  act 
against  Mr.  Wilkes  after  resisting  him 
three  times.  He  took  his  seat  unques- 
tioned in  this  House  in  the  year  1774. 
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how  your  action  will  be  interpreted  ont- 
of -doors."  These  words  raised  great 
suspicion  in  mj  mind.  I  am  notwuling 
in  a  matter  of  personal,  civil,  and  re- 
ligious right  to  oe  arrested  in  my  con- 
sideration of  the  case,  or  to  be  guided 
in  that  consideration,  by  being  told  to 
look  and  see  how  my  action  wUl  be  in- 
terpreted out-of-doors.  Our  business  is 
to  look  straight  at  our  duty  in  the  case, 
and  then  to  trust  to  the  generosity  and 
the  justice  of  our  ooimtrymen  as  to  the 
way  in  which  they  will  regard  our  action. 
I  am  not,  therefore,  wiUmg  to  exercise 
jurisdiction  of  this  kind  with  a  serious 
hazard  of  being  brought  into  positions 
that  I  cannot  oeforehand  define,  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  light  of  former 
history,  as  far  as  it  is  available  at  all, 
tends  to  show  that  the  end  of  all  our  re- 
sistance may  be  disastrous  and  igno- 
minious failure.  With  regard  to  the 
precedents  in  this  case,  it  is  admitted 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  interfering 
with  a  gentleman  who  comes  here  and 
claims  to  perform  a  statutory  duty  in 
terms  of  the  Statute.  I  do  not  think 
that  hon.  (Gentlemen  have  perhaps  quite 
realized  the  historical  importance  of  that 
fact ;  because,  pray  remember  that  the 
Jacobites  took  tneir  places  in  this  House, 
and  that  Mr.  Shippen  and  Sir  Eobert 
Walpole  exchangea  their  jests  on  the 
subject  across  the  Table,  at  a  time  when 
the  Oath  bound  the  man  swearing  to 
most  solemn  duty  to  the  House  of  Han- 
over. But  the  Jacobitism  of  Mr.  Ship- 
pen  and  others  was  as  notorious  as  the 
Hanoverianism  of  WiJpole  and  his 
fHends.  And  yet  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, even  in  those  days,  would  not 
come  between  a  man  and  the  Oath,  but 
permitted  the  man  to  swear,  though  they 
Knew,  and  knew  beyond  all  doubt,  he 
was  a  Jacobite.  In  the  same  manner 
Bolingbroke,  without  any  religious  be- 
lief at  all,  lived  and  died  in  great  dis- 
tinction, and  his  Parliamentary  career 
was  certainly  not  put  an  end  to  by  the 
action  of  this  House.  He  was  followed 
by  many  more,  and  that  at  a  time  when 
this  House  was  not  only  Theistic,  Chris- 
tian, and  Protestant,  but  intimately 
bound  with  the  Church  of  England.. 
Such,  however,  was  the  aversion  of  the 
House  to  this  interference,  and  such  the 
tenacity  with  which  they  a<UiOTed  to  the 
words  famous  since  the  days  of  Eliza- 
beth, '*  Not  we  to  examine,"  that  even 
in  these  remarkable  times  they  would 


not  institute  the  smallest  investiga- 
tion, or  stand  between  a  citizen  and 
the  full  enjojrment  of  his  right.  It 
may  be  said  that  there  are  precedents 
for  the  interference  of  this  House  in 
respect  to  the  Oath,  and  no  doubt  there 
are ;  but  they  are  precedents  in  precisely 
the  opposite  direction  from  that  which  is 
now  contemplated.  Every  one  of  them 
is  a  precedent  in  favour  of  the  person 
who  IS  desirous  to  swear,  and  not  against 
him.  The  House  has  assisted  in  over- 
coming obstacles  as  far  as  it  could  in 
favour  of  those  who  tendered  themselves 
to  swear  or  affirm  at  this  Table.  Never 
has  the  House  gone  against  them.  But 
there  is  another  observation  to  be  made 
with  regard  to  these  precedents.  Not 
only  have  they  been  in  favour  of  the 
person  tendering,  but  they  have  been 
entirely  and  exdusively  referable  to  his 
exterior  action.  Nothing  about  an  in- 
vestigation of  a  man's  b^ef  or  the  cita- 
tion of  his  belief  by  the  House  has  ever 
entered  into  the  question.  When  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole)  says 
that  we  are  under  a  statutory  obligation 
to  see  that  Members  be  rightly  seated, 
I  must  challenge  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  produce  the  evidence  of  any  such 
statutory  obligation  as  would  require  us 
to  investigate  a  man's  belief.  Our 
statutorv  obligations  are  limited  by  the 
letter  of  the  stotutes,  and  now  let  us  see 
what  that  letter  is.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  prudential  and  legal  reasons 
and  arguments  of  the  Attorney  General 
and  others  who  have  spoken  on  this  side 
are  ample  to  govern  the  House  in  its 
decision  of  this  question.  I  must  go  a 
little  farther — as  far  as  my  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread) — and  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  jurisdiction 
which  the  House  considers  to  belong  to 
it.  I  hold  that  it  was  well  defined  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  last 
night,  when  he  said  the  House  were  to 
be  witnesses  to  a  certain  performance  in 
its  exterior  jurisdiction — that  was,  the 
exterior  performance  of  a  certain  civil 
duty  of  which  the  law  has  made  us 
stewards.  I  do  not  question  for  a  moment 
that  we  have  that  jurisdiction — to  see 
exteriorly  that  a  certain  duty  is  well  and 
rightly  performed.  That  seems  to  be 
involved  in  the  nature  of  the  case ;  but 
there  are  many  considerations  which 
tend  to  show  that  this  Hoi^se  h^  not  the 
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racter  of  the  oonstitation.  That  era  was 
closed  bj  Jewish  emancipation,  if,  in- 
deedy  it  can  even  now  be  said  to  be  ab- 
solutely closed,  because  I  am  tinder  the 
impression  that  even  at  this  moment 
another  branch  of  the  Legislature  re- 
serves for  decision  within  its  own  discre- 
tion the  question  whether  this  or  that 
particular  Jew  shall  be  allowed  to  take 
his  seat  upon  the  Benches.  Here,  how- 
ever, we  meet  Jews,  included  on  a  foot- 
ing of  perfect  equality;  and  now,  Sir, 
as  was  justly  and  truly  said  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend  last  night,  we  are  invited 
to  make  what  I  suppose  is  a  final  rally 
for  the  Theistic  constitution  of  the  House. 
We  have  been  driven  from  the  Church 
ground ;  we  have  been  driven  from  the 
Protestant  ground ;  we  have  been  driven 
from  the  C&istian  ground ;  and  the  final 
rally  is  made  upon  this  narrow  ledge  of 
the  Theistic  ground.  [«*Oh,oh!"]  Well, 
whether  it  is  a  narrow  ledge  or  not,  you 
have  g^ven  up  your  Church,  your  Pro- 
testantism, your  Christianity.  You  are 
outside  of  them  altogether,  and  you  are 
standing  on  what  ^ound  remains  to  you 
outside  of  them.  What  is  that  ground  ? 
How  was  it  described  by  the  Mover  of 
the  Amendment?  The  Mover  of  the 
Amendment  said  he  would  have  been 
most  happy  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  come 
to  this  Table  and  had  taken  the  Oath  or 
Affirmation  without  making  any  decla- 
ration upon  this  subject.  But  who  is  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ?  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  obtain  his  first  information  about 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions  when  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  made  his  claim  to  make  the 
Affirmation?  Was  there  any  fact  in 
England  more  notorious  than  the  fact 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  opinions?  There- 
fore, see  whether  your  ground  is  narrow 
or  not.  You  are  not  now  taking  your 
stand  for  Theism  in  a  definite  and  dog- 
matic form.  You  are  declaring  your 
willingness  that  an  Atheist  should  sit 
here,  provided  he  had  not  told  you  what 
he  was  in  the  course  of  some  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House.  Surely,  Sir,  it 
is  a  very  narrow  ground.  The  form  of 
actual  Atheism  is,  so  far  as  I  know,  a 
rare  form  of  unbelief  in  this  country. 
The  forms  which  abound  are  known 
rather  by  the  names  of  Positivism,  Ag- 
nosticism, Materialism,  and  Pantheism. 
You  are  not  taking  objection  to  any  of 
these  forms.  I  do  not  understand  you  to 
say  that  if  any  gentleman  published  in 
every  newspaper   in  I/)ziaon,    on    the 
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morning  that  he  was  going  to  take  the 
Oath,  a  declaration  that  he  was  a  Pan- 
theist, an  Agnostic,  or  anjrthing  elae, 
there  would  be  any  reason  why  he  should 
not  take  his  seat  in  this  House.  That 
makes  good  what  I  say — ^that  the  re- 
ligious ground  on  which  we  stand  is  a 
narrow  and  slippery  ground.  For  my 
own  part,  I  see  no  profit  or  advantage 
either  to  charity  or  to  reason,  or  to  com- 
mon sense,  in  making  distinctions  of  tiiis 
kind.  In  accordance  with  your  prin- 
ciples, if  I  understand  them,  you  would 
allow  a  Mahomedan  to  sit  in  this  House 
without  question ;  you  would  probably 
allow  a  Parsee  to  sit  in  this  House ;  bat 
you  could  not,  with  any  consistency, 
allow  a  Buddhist  to  do  so.  Well,  I  am 
not  willing  to  engage  in  a  controversy 
whether,  with  a  Mahomedan  and  a 
Parsee  on  my  left — [^Duienf] — and  a 
Buddhist  on  my  right — I  am  afraid  I 
have  not  successfully  sounded  the  depths 
of  the  minds  of  some  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  for  I  gather  from  that  cry  that 
those  Gentlemen  are  also  prepared  to  in- 
troduce another  new  form  of  religious 
controversy,  and  that  objection  is  to  be 
taken  on  religious  grounds  to  Maho- 
medans  and  Parsees.  Well,  there  is  a 
theory  that  it  does  not  matter  what  CK>d 
you  worship  provided  you  worship  some 
God  or  other.  In  my  opinion  there  is 
greater  danger  of  irreverence  and  im- 

Eiety  in  this  Kind  of  loose,  rambling  de- 
ate,  clutching  at  some  remnant  of  what 
we  on  this  side  of  the  House  think  to  be 
intolerance,  than  there  is  in  any  frank 
acknowledgment  of  the  absolute  sepa- 
ration that  has  been  drawn  in  the  spirit 
of  the  law  of  this  land,  and,  I  believe, 
in  the  letter  of  the  law  of  this  land,  be- 
tween civil  duty  and  religious  belief.  I 
fully  accept  that  principle  with  entire 
fearlessness,  which  I,  for  one,  am  con- 
scious of,  as  to  the  civil  as  well  as  re- 
ligious consequences.  It  seems  to  me 
that,  seeing  the  extreme  thinness  and 
slipperiness  of  these  distinctions  between 
Atheism  which  is  notorious  and  Atheism 
which  is  avowed  at  a  particular  place, 
we  are  asked  to  tread  upon  very  dan- 
gerous ground;  and  I  mistrust  alto- 
gether the  issue  of  the  contest  into  which 
we  are  plunged  under  the  influence  of 
the  feelings  which  suggested  those  dis- 
tinctions. I  must  make  one  remark  upon 
what  fell  from  an  hon.  Member  who 
spoke  from  the  Opposition  Benohea  last 
night,  aQd  who  said — "Look  and  see 
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how  your  action  will  be  interpreted  out- 
of-doors."  These  words  raised  great 
suspicion  in  my  mind.  I  am  not  wOling 
in  a  matter  of  personal,  civil,  and  re- 
ligious right  to  DC  arrested  in  my  con- 
siaeration  of  the  case,  or  to  be  guided 
in  that  consideration,  by  being  told  to 
look  and  see  how  my  action  wm  be  in- 
terpreted out-of-doors.  Our  business  is 
to  look  straight  at  our  duty  in  the  case, 
and  then  to  trust  to  the  generosity  and 
the  justice  of  our  oountrjrmen  as  to  the 
way  in  which  they  will  regard  our  action. 
I  am  not,  therefore,  willing  to  exercise 
jurisdiction  of  this  kind  with  a  serious 
hazard  of  being  brought  into  positions 
that  I  cannot  oeforehand  define,  and 
with  respect  to  which  the  li^ht  of  former 
history,  as  far  as  it  is  available  at  all, 
tends  to  show  that  the  end  of  all  our  re- 
sistance may  be  disastrous  and  igno- 
minious failure.  With  regard  to  the 
precedents  in  this  case,  it  is  admitted 
that  there  is  no  precedent  for  interfering 
with  a  g^ntieman  who  comes  here  and 
claims  to  perform  a  stetutory  duty  in 
terms  of  the  Stetute.  I  do  not  think 
that  hon.  Gbntiemen  have  perhaps  quite 
realized  the  historical  importance  of  that 
fact ;  because,  pray  remember  that  the 
Jacobites  took  tneir  places  in  this  House, 
and  that  Mr.  Shippen  and  Sir  Eobert 
Walpole  exchangea  their  jeste  on  the 
subject  across  the  Table,  at  a  time  when 
the  Oath  bound  the  man  swearing  to 
most  solemn  duty  to  the  House  of  Han- 
over. But  the  Jacobitism  of  Mr.  Ship- 
Sin  and  others  was  as  notorious  as  the 
anoverianism  of  Walpole  and  his 
fHends.  And  yet  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, even  in  those  days,  would  not 
oome  between  a  man  and  the  Oath,  but 
permitted  the  man  to  swear,  though  they 
Imew,  and  knew  beyond  all  doubt,  he 
was  a  Jacobite.  In  the  same  manner 
Bolingbroke,  without  any  religious  be- 
lief at  all,  lived  and  died  in  great  dis- 
tinction, and  his  Parliamentuy  career 
was  certainly  not  put  an  end  to  by  the 
action  of  this  House.  He  was  followed 
by  many  more,  and  that  at  a  time  when 
this  House  was  not  only  Theistic,  Chris- 
tian, and  Protestant,  but  intimately 
bound  with  the  Church  of  England. 
Such,  however,  was  the  aversion  of  the 
House  to  this  interference,  and  such  the 
tenacity  with  which  they  adhered  to  the 
words  fkmoos  since  the  davs  of  Eliza- 
bath,  ''Not  we  to  examine,"  that  even 
in  these  remarkable  times  they  would 


not  institute  the  smallest  investiga- 
tion, or  stand  between  a  citizen  and 
the  full  enjojrment  of  his  right.  It 
may  be  said  tiiat  there  are  precedente 
for  the  interference  of  this  House  in 
respect  to  the  Oath,  and  no  doubt  there 
are ;  but  they  are  precedente  in  precisely 
the  opposite  direction  from  that  which  is 
now  contemplated.  Every  one  of  them 
is  a  precedent  in  favour  of  the  person 
who  IS  desirous  to  swear,  and  not  against 
him.  The  House  has  assisted  in  over- 
coming obstacles  as  far  as  it  could  in 
favour  of  those  who  tendered  themselves 
to  swear  or  affirm  at  this  Table.  Never 
has  the  House  gone  against  them.  But 
there  is  another  observation  to  be  made 
with  regard  to  these  precedente.  Not 
only  have  they  been  in  favour  of  the 
person  tendering,  but  they  have  been 
entirely  and  exdusively  referable  to  his 
exterior  action.  Nothing  about  an  in- 
vestigation of  a  man's  b^ef  or  the  dte- 
tion  of  his  belief  by  the  House  has  ever 
entered  into  thequestion.  When  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole)  says 
that  we  are  imder  a  stetutory  obligation 
to  see  that  Members  be  rightiy  seated, 
I  must  challenge  my  right  hon.  Friend 
to  produce  the  evidence  of  any  such 
stetutory  obligation  as  would  require  us 
to  investigate  a  man's  belief.  Our 
stetutorv  obligations  are  limited  by  the 
letter  of  the  statutes,  and  now  let  us  see 
what  that  letter  is.  It  appears  to  me 
that  the  prudential  and  legal  reasons 
and  arg^mente  of  the  Attorney  General 
and  others  who  have  spoken  on  this  side 
are  ample  to  govern  the  House  in  ite 
decision  of  this  question.  I  must  go  a 
litUe  farther — as  far  as  my  hon.  Fnend 
the  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whit- 
bread) — and  ask  the  House  to  consider 
what  is  the  nature  of  the  jurisdiction 
which  the  House  considers  to  belong  to 
it.  I  hold  that  it  was  well  defined  by 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  last 
night,  when  he  said  the  House  were  to 
be  witnesses  to  a  certain  performance  in 
ite  exterior  jurisdiction — that  was,  the 
exterior  performance  of  a  certain  civil 
duty  of  which  the  law  has  made  us 
stewards.  I  do  not  question  for  a  moment 
that  we  have  that  jurisdiction — to  see 
exteriorly  that  a  certain  duty  is  well  and 
rightiy  performed.  That  seems  to  be 
involved  in  the  nature  of  the  case ;  but 
there  are  many  considerations  which 
tend  to  show  that  this  House  has  not  the 
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breadth  of  jurisdiotion  that  is  so  lai^j 
claimed  for  it.  Why  is  it  that  a  Par- 
liamentary Oath  is  imposed  by  statute  ? 
Why,  when  the  Oath  began,  in  the  reign 
of  Elizabeth,  was  it  not  administered  by 
the  authority  of  the  House?  Because 
the  House  bad  no  authority.  Why  is  it 
that  you  do  not  administer  Oaths  in  your 
Committees?  Because  you  have  no 
authority  to  administer  oaths.  What 
is  the  traditional  distinction  between 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  and 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  ? 
Because  the  presumption  is  that  we  can 
have  no  power  whatever  except  what 
the  statute  gives  us.  Why,  again,  when 
Oaths  were  first  imposed^  were  they  taken 
before  the  Lord  Steward  ?  Why  for  1 30 
years  did  this  House  never  hear  of  the 
Oath  ?  and  yet  that  Oath  was  yet  precisely 
the  same  in  its  purpose  and  effect  as  it 
is  now  ?  Why,  again,  when  this  House 
began  to  witness  the  Oath,  was  the 
function  of  the  Lord  Steward  continued  ? 
Because,  as  I  understand,  from  the  time 
of  the  Hevolution,  from  the  first  year  of 
the  reign  of  William  and  Mary  to  the 
first  of  William  lY.,  the  obligation  was 
cumulative,  and  Members  took  the  Oath 
not  only  in  this  House,  but  also  before 
the  Lord  Steward.  Well,  the  enacting 
of  the  Oath  by  statute,  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Oath  before  the  Lord  Steward, 
and  the  joint  administration  of  that  Oath 
before  the  Lord  Steward  and  the  House, 
are  arguments  to  show  that  the  House 
has  here  only  a  Ministerial  duty  to  per- 
form, and  that  duty  is  defined  by  the 
precise  language  of  the  statute,  and  by 
the  inferences  to  be  justly  drawa  from 
that  language.  What  is  the  language 
of  the  statute?  It  does  not  state  that 
the  House  of  Commons  or  the  House  of 
Lords  shall  each  of  them  be  invested 
with  power  to  require  of  their  Members 
that  they  should  take  certain  oaths.  It 
does  not  constitute  the  House  of  Commons 
the  Minister  of  the  Legislature,  with 
authority  to  act  for  and  on  behalf  of  the 
Legislature,  and  with  a  delegated  power 
maning  the  House  masters  of  the  whole 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  statute 
has  not  intrusted  the  power  to  the  House 
of  Commons.  It  is  a  duty  imposed  upon 
a  citizen ;  and  the  spirit  of  the  statute  is 
there  in  obvious  comormity,  as  it  seems 
to  me,  with  the  reason  of  the  case. 
What  can  be  more  reasonable  than  that 
the  jurisdiction  Of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons over  its  Members  should  really 
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begin  at  the  time  when  they  have  prac- 
tically  become  its  Members?  A  man 
elected  by  a  constituency  is  in  no  other 
sense  a  Member  of  this  Assembly  than 
in  the  sense  that  he  is  on  the  way  to 
become  a  Member.  He  is  potentially  a 
Member  of  this  Assembly,  but  not  for 
our  purpose ;  with  him  we  have  nothing 
to  do  until  he  has  taken  the  Oath.  Con- 
sequently, what  can  be  more  rational 
than  that  the  real  jurisdiction  of  the 
House  over  this  man  should  begin  when 
he  is  a  Member  of  this  Assembly  for  the 
practical  purposes  for  which  the  Assembly 
meets  ?    What  says  the  statute — 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  iliat  one  nnifonii 
Oath  should  be  taken ;  be  it  therefore  enacted 
that  the  Oath  to  be  made  and  snbecribed  by 
Members  on  taking  their  seats  shall  be  in  the 
terms  following.*' 

And  then  it  is  provided  that  the  perwm 
who  is  bound  to  take  the  Oath  shall 
take  it.  There  is  no  legislation  invest- 
ing the  House  with  any  power;  bat 
there  is  legislation  strictly  binding  the 
Member  to  fulfil  his  duty  to  the  con- 
stituency who  elect  him.  The  statute 
binds  him  for  that  purpose;  and  it  is 
provided  by  the  3rd  section  that  in  a 
sitting  of  tlie  full  House  the  Oath  shall 
be  publicly  made  and  subscribed  by 
every  Member  of  the  House.  It  does 
not  say  it  shall  be  administered.  It  says 
it  shall  be  made  and  subscribed  bv  lAe 
Member  with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chiur ; 
and  then  comes  a  phrase  on  which  I 
follow  the  interpretation  given  by  the 
legal  Gentlemen.  It  is  provided  that  each 
House  shall  have  the  power  of  regula- 
tion according  to  sucn  regulations  as 
such  House  may  by  its  Standing  Orders 
direct.  I  understand  we  are  unanimoos 
in  believing  that  those  words  refer  to 
matters  entirely  exterior,  and  do  not 
give  any  authority  to  the  House  to  go 
between  a  man  and  hisoonscience.  There 
is  not  a  word  in  the  statute  to  invest  the 
House  of  Commons  with  any  function 
but  that  of  hearing  and  witnessing  the 
mere  performance  of  certain  exterior 
Acts.  I  do  not  understand,  claiming 
no  authority,  how  we  are  to  get  over 
the  case  of  the  the  5th  section.  If  it 
was  intended  by  the  Legislature  to 
put  this  jurisdiction  into  the  hands  of 
the  House  of  Commons,  why  not  leave 
it  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  enforce 
that  jurisdiction  f  It  is  obvious  that  if 
the  House  of  Commons  was  to  be  thus 
empowered^  it  s]iould  likewise  punish  the 
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kind,  to  decline  a  responsibility  which 
did  not  belong  to  ns,  and  to  refrain  from 
usurping  an  authority  which  has  not 
been  placed  in  our  hands.  I  will  not 
trouble  ^he  House  further.  I  will  ex- 
press the  hope  that  I  have  not  given  of- 
fence to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  I  claim 
for  us  that  if  our  feelings  are  stirred 
and  governed  by  anxiety  for  religious 
liberty,  we  have  yet,  in  the  intellectual 
and  reasoning  processes  that  we  have 
gone  through,  adhered  closely  and  strictly 
to  the  law.  That  same  respect  I  cor- 
dially offer  to  those  who  sit  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House;  but  I  do  beseech 
them  to  put  guard  upon  themselves  to 
prevent  the  infusion  into  this  delibera- 
tion— this  solemn  deliberation — of  mat- 
ter which  has  no  genuine  or  legitimate 
concern  with  it ;  and  if  the  principle  of 
moral  duty  requires  to  be  enforced  by 
the  dictates  oi  prudence,  I  do  beg  of 
them  to  consider  what  have  been  the 
unhappy  issues  of  previous  attempts  by 
the  House  to  take  into  its  own  hands, 
being  a  single  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
powers  which  were  never  accorded  to  it 
by  that  which  alone  is  its  superior — 
namely,  the  law  of  the  Bealm. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  I  desire.  Sir,  to  offer 
some  remarks  on  the  speech  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  entirely  coincide,  and 
80  do  my  hon.  Friends  who  sit  near  me,  in 
the  desire  that  this  question  should  be  con- 
sidered from  an  impartial  point  of  view, 
and  without  any  reference  whatever  to  the 
political  views  and  prepossessions  of  the 
Member  for  Northampton.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  said  he  would 
avoid  all  irritating  topics,  forgetting 
who  was  sitting  by  his  side,  suggested 
that  all  those  irritating  topics  had  come 
from  this  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House.  [Mr.  Gladstone  dissented].  I 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  that  he  did  not  mean  to  deny 
that  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  sitting  be- 
side him  introduced  irritating  topics. 
Unquestionably  the  speech  delivered 
last  night  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John  Bright)  was 
characterized  by  as  much  bitterness,  as 
much  acerbity,  and  as  complete  an 
absence  of  toleration  and  charity  as  any 
speech  which  I  ever  heard  in  any  As- 
sembly; and  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Duchy  seemed  to  consider  that  unless 
you  agreed  with  him  and  sat  on  the 
same  side  of  the  House  as  he  did  him- 
self, it  was  impossible  to  entertain  an 
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upright  motive,  to  feel  a  single  pore 
aspiration,  or  to  be  actuated  even  by 
common  honesty.  Therefore,  Sir,  I 
think  I  am  right  in  guarding  myself 
from  admitting  that  at  any  stage  of  this 
discussion  all  the  irritating  topics  have 
been  confined  to  this  side  of  the  House. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  House  said  he  would  disouBs  thit 
question  as  a  dry  question  of  law.  I  do 
not  know  exactly  what  is  the  meaning  he 
attaches  to  the  epithet ''  dry ;"  but  cer- 
tainly his  statement  was  anything  but 
the  statement  of  a  diy  question  of  law. 
It  was,  of  course,  a  very  eloquent 
speech;  but  although  I  listened  to  it 
both  with  the  attention  and  respect  due 
to  any  speech  coming  from  a  stateeman 
of  his  position,  yet  I  failed,  with  all  the 
training  which  my  profession  has  givm 
me,  to  find  out  wlutt  was  the  definite 
legal  advice,  or  the  precise  legal  area- 
ment  that  he  desired  to  be  followed  oy 
the  House.  He  stated  that  no  new  law 
was  necessaiy  to  enable  Mr.  Bradlangh 
to  come  to  the  Table  and  be  sworn  ;  and 
he  then  proceeded  to  arp^e  with  great 
force  and  great  persuasiveness  that  it 
would  be  veiy  inconvenient  to  have  a 
new  law,  and  that  it  would  be  almost 
more  convenient  to  break  or  to  strain 
the  existing  law  than  to  face  the  incon- 
venience which  its  alteration  presented. 
[Distenf]  Of  course,  he  dia  not  say 
that  he  was  so  urging  anv  breakinK  or 
straining  of  the  law ;  but  lie  so  dw^  on 
the  vast  inconveniences  that  would 
result  as  to  lead  the  mind  of  hon. 
Members  almost  irresistibly  to  the  con- 
clusion that  anything  wotdd  be  better, 
and  that  we  should  try  to  adapt  our 
institutions  in  such  a  way  as  to  avoid 
the  vast  difficulties  which  he  su^^gested. 
Now,  what  are  those  difficulties?  I 
listened  to  them,  and  I  am  not  at  all 
frightened  by  them ;  they  are  open  to  an 
obvious  answer.  Following  the  lead  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  the  Select  Committee, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tried  to  in- 
fluence and  terrify  the  House  by  relying 
on  the  precedent  of  the  Wilkes's  case, 
as  if  there  was  the  slightest  analogy 
between  what  the  House  of  Com- 
mons did  in  Mr.  Wilkes's  case  and 
what  it  is  now  asked  to  do  by  the 
temperate  Besolution  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Laan- 
cestoh.  In  Wilkes's  case  the  House  of 
Commons  declared  that  Mr.  Wilkes 
incapable  for  his  conduct  of  being 
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elected.  Who  seeks  to  apply  any  such 
mle  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ?  We  do  not.  in 
the  slightest  degree,  qaestion  the  right 
of  the  constituency  of  Northampton  to 
return  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  nor  his  rigrnt  to  he 
returned  hy  that  constituency.  Our  con- 
tention is  narrower  and  more  logical. 
We  say  that  under  the  existing  laws,  as 
they  stand,  it  is  impossihle,  wimout  their 
alteration  or  amendment,  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  can  take  his  seat.  We  take  up 
no  une  of  non  po$wmiu,  as  the  House  of 
Commons  did  in  Mr.  Wilkes's  case, 
when  it  hoth  rejected  him  and  said  it 
would  never  accept  him  at  all.  We  only 
say — ''We  admit  that  you  have  heen 
returned  as  a  Member ;  but  according  to 
the  existing  law  you  cannot  comply  with 
the  prescribed  forms,  and  thereiore  yon 
cannot  sit.''  Where  is  the  analogy  be- 
tween that  and  the  precedent  of  Mr. 
Wilkes  ?    The  other  bugbear  has  been 

Sut  forward  that  you  wm  get  into  con- 
ict  with  the  Courts  of  Law.  Is  it  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Launceston 
who  seeks  to  get  the  House  into  a  con- 
flict with  the  Courts  of  Law?  If  you 
do  what  is  suggested  by  his  Amend- 
ment, no  Court  of  Law  can  possibly 
assail  what  is  done.  You  will  get  into 
conflict  with  the  Courts  of  Law  only  if 
Tou  accept  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton.  If  you  adopt  the 
course  sugg^ted  in  the  original  propo- 
sition you  will  unquestionably  embark 
in  a  conflict  with  the  Courts  of  Law,  the 
end  of  which  no  man  can  foresee.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister admitted  that  he  was  bound,  as 
its  Leader,  to  give  the  House  some 
ffuidanoe  in  the  difficult  and  painful 
dilemma  in  which  we  are  placed.  And 
what  was  that  gruidanoe  ?  He  said  that 
we  are  now  standing  on  the  narrow  ledge 
of  a  Theistic  test ;  and  I  think  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  used 
an  almost  equiyalent  expression  last 
night.  That  may  be  a  question  to  be 
disoossed  when  a  Bill  is  brought  forward 
for  that  object ;  but  no  one  is  now  seek- 
ing to  impose  any  new  test.  Our  argu- 
ment is  simple.  We  say — **  Apply  the 
existing  law,  construe  it  liberally  and 
generously ;  do  not  apply  it  in  a  narrow 
or  exolusiye  spirit,  but  ao  not  wrest  or 
change  it."  It  is  not  a  question  of  in- 
trodooing  a  test  or  a  pledp^ ;  but  one 
of  the  construction  of  plain  and  clear 
Acta  of  Parliament.  What  is  the  argu- 
ment of  the  right  hon,  Gkmtleman  ?  As 


fSar  as  I  could  gather,  his  yiew  was  in 
fayour  of  the  last  contention  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh — namely,  that  he  should  be 
allowed  to  take  the  Oath  at  the  Table 
of  this  House.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  say  which  branch  of  the 
question  he  was  in  fayour  of;  but  his 
whole  argument  went  to  this — **  Tou  are 
a  mere  external  body ;  your  rights  are 
limited  to  seeing  that  the  external  forms 
prescribed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  are 
obseryed.  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  last  demand 
was  to  take  the  Oath ;  you  haye  no  right 
to  preyent  him  from  taking  the  Oath." 
I  ask  at  once,  is  not  that  entirely  inconsis- 
tent with  the  whole  action  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  from  the  beg^inning  to 
the  end  of  this  unfortunate  occurrence  ? 
If  the  question  be  so  plain  as  he  states 
it,  why  did  he  send  it  upstairs  to  be  die- 
cussea  by  a  Select  Committee  ?  But  it 
was  the  contention  of  those  who  con- 
tested the  appointment  of  the  last  Com- 
mittee that  the  question  was  so  clear,  so 
free  from  precedent,  and  required  only 
the  application  of  two  or  three  sections 
in  the  statutes,  that  it  was  not  a  case 
for  a  Select  Committee,  but  one  for  the 
immediate  decision  of  the  House.  That 
contention  was  denied.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said — "  No ;  you  must  haye 
a  Select  Committee;  it  is  an  intricate 
question  on  which  there  must  be  a  search 
of  the  Journals,  and  the  House  has  a 
right  to  haye  it  considered  by  a  Select 
Committee."  But  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man has  thrown  oyer  the  decision  of  the 
Select  Committee,  and  also  the  clear 
opinion  of  his  own  Law  Officers.  When 
the  question  was  before  the  House  last, 
on  the  21st  of  May,  the  whole  conten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was — 
**  I  am  a  layman ;  I  do  not  set  up  to  be 
a  lawyer ;  this  is  a  nice,  delicate,  difficult 
question  of  law."  Yet  he  wishes  now, 
on  what  he  contended,  and  eyen  still 
contends,  is  a  pure  question  of  law, 
to  throw  oyer  quietly  in  the  House  the 
opinion  of  his  own  Law  Officers.  The 
question  was  raised  in  the  Committee 
with  precision  on  this  point.  There  can 
be  no  doubt  about  it ;  Decause  a  propo- 
sition was  submitted  to  the  Committee 
to  the  effect  that  no  precedent  had  been 
shown  in  which  the  House  had  refused 
to  allow  a  Member  to  take  the  Oath  on 
account  of  his  yiews  of  religion,  and  that 
the  House  could  not  constitutionally  re- 
fuse permission  to  take  the  Oath  on  such 
account.    Now  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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man  has  adopted  that  proposition.  It 
contains  the  clearest  and  most  concise 
statement  of  his  argument.  But  against 
that  proposition  there  voted  in  the  Com- 
mittee 16  Members — including  the  At- 
torney General  and  the  Solicitor  Qeneral 
—while  only  five  voted  for  it.  And  now 
I  gather  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's argument  that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
comes  to  the  Table  of  the  House  to- 
morrow and  repeats  everything  he  has 
said  he  would  permit  him  to  take  the 
Oath.  That,  1  think,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  cannot  logically  deny.  In 
what  position  are  we  now  ?  If  we  are 
merely  ministerial  machines — if  you, 
Sir,  are  a  mere  lay  figure  in  the  Chair, 
then  we  shall  have  to  look  at  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  performance  as  unreasoning 
beings,  ^ut  if  we  are  to  apply  our 
imderstanding,  our  reason,  to  what  was 
implicated  in  his  original  statement,  and 
what  was  the  clear  meaning  of  the  letter 
of  the  20th  of  May,  which  he  wrote  and 
sent  to  all  the  newspapers  in  London — 
if  we  are  to  consider  these  things,  are 
we  to  i^xercise  no  judgment  upon  them  ? 
There  is  a  dear  dilemma  on  this  point. 
Either  we  are  ministerial  machines,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said — in  which 
case  Mr.  Bradlaugh  can  come  forward 
and  take  the  Oath  or  the  Affirmation  as 
he  pleases-^or  else  we  are  to  exercise 
some  judgment,  and  then  we  are  respon- 
sible. We  must  be  either  responsible 
or  irresponsible.  There  is  no  middle 
place.  As  feur  as  I  can  understand  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  has  hardly 
made  up  his  mind  even  yet  on  this  ques- 
tion ;  although  his  whole  argument,  if  it 
meant  anything,  meant  this — ^that  we 
had  no  junsdiction  to  prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh taking  the  Oath  at  the  Table. 
Am  I  misrepresenting  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  ?  No  dis- 
sent comes ;  and,  therefore,  I  say  that  I 
am  entitled  to  assume  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  this  guidance  to 
the  House — If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  comes  to 
the  Table  and  takes  the  Book  in  his 
hand,  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  a  lay  figure, 
and  you,  the  House  of  Commons,  must 
do  nothing  but  look  on  the  performance. 
I  took  down  one  sentence  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  said — "  You  have 
no  jurisdiction  to  do  more  than  see  the 
exterior  observance  of  the  form.''  Was 
the  House  of  Commons  ever  before  told 
it  was  in  such  a  contemptible  and  de- 
graded position  ?    What  is  the  meaning 
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of  this  in  the  face  of  the  drd  section  of 
the  Act  which  has  been  read  by  tiie 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Parliamen- 
ta^  Oath  Act,  1866— 

"The  Oath  shall  be  solemnly  and  publidj 
made  and  subscribed  by  eyeiy  Member  of  Uie 
House  of  Commons  at  the  Table  in  tiie  middfe 
of  the  House,  and  while  a  full  House  is  there 
sitting  with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  at  such 
hours  and  according  to  such  regulati(niB  as  the 
House  may  by  its  Standing  Orders  direct.'* 

My  proposition  in  reference  to  that  is 
clear,  has  never  varied;  the  House  is 
by  that  section  distinctly  made  the  guar- 
dian of  the  Oath — is  bound  to  see  that 
it  is  taken  under  solemn  and  public  con- 
ditions, with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Ohair, 
and  in  a  full  House ;  and  it  is  reminded 
of  its  duty  to  deal  with  this  question  by 
Standing  Orders.  Can  that  section  have 
been  framed  for  the  sole  purpose  of 
making  us  unintelligent  and  irrespon- 
sible witnesses  of  an  act  which  the  vast 
majority  of  both  sides  in  this  case  would 
regard  as  a  kind  of  blasphemy?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  argument,  if  it 
means  anything,  means  this — that  he  is 
willing  to  allow  the  Oath  to  be  taken  by 
a  person  who  has  intimated,  by  neoessaxy 
implication,  that  that  Oath  will  not  be 
binding  upon  his  conscience.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh published  the  letter  now  before 
the  House,  in  which  he  said  he  would 
not  take  the  Oath  as  meaning  an  appeal 
to  God ;  that  the  words  "  So  help  me, 
God"  were  a  meaningless  addendum, 
and  that  part  of  the  Oath  was  an  idle 
form.  That  is  the  g^dance— the  sole 
guidance — we  are  to  receive  ^m  the 
Leader  of  the  House  on  this  difficult 
and  delicate  question.  I  venture  to  think 
he  will  find  a  ppreat  many  on  this  occasion 
will  assert  their  independence.  Never,  I 
believe,  from  the  beginning  of  his  speedi, 
did  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  use  Uie 
word  "  affirm."  I  again  assert  that  the 
whole  and  sole  argument  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  gave  for  the  guidance 
of  the  House  was  this — that  we  could 
not — we  ought  not — we  had  no  jurisdic- 
tion to  prevent  Mr.  Bradlaugh  from 
takinff  the  Oath .  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man knows  the  circumstances — nobody 
better.  He  has  read  that  letter  of  the 
20th  of  May,  and  so  has  the  country. 
He  knows  what  Mr.  Bradlauffh  said  at 
the  Table;  and,  knowing  aU  this,  he 
has  given  us  the  advice  to  which  I  have 
referred.  The  right  hon.  Gendeman 
referred  to  a  saying  of  the  illustrious 
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ftt  it  was  not  forne  to  examine 
ail's  Teligiotia  opinions;  but 
it  trying  Mr.  Bradlangh.  If 
pt  Us  opinions  to  himself,  and 
□nbility  of  thoso  opinions  to 
t  Tonld  have  been  another 
ut  he  has  taken  us  into  con- 
nd  by  doing  so  he  has  made 
able.  Tbe  right  bon.  Gentle- 
,  truly,  this  is  a  case  of  first 
1.  He  says  there  is  no  pre- 
preventin^  a  Member  nom 
e  Oath.  That  is  one  side  of 
lent  of  the  absence  of  prece- 
,  on  the  other  side,  we  have  it 
hority  of  Sir  Erskine  May  that 

0  precedent  of  a  Member  of 

1  of  Commons  coming  forward 
ng  such  a  statement,  or  the 
!:  of  such  a  statement,  as  Mr. 
1  made  at  the  Table  of  this 
Dhe  right  hon.  0«ntleman — 
ik  down  the  words  becaase  I 
:  would  come  to  that — said  our 
I  limited  by  the  words  of  the 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
find  any  words  of  the  statute 

)uld  support  his  argnment 
entire  Eufair  was  to  be  dealt 
'.  it  was  a  mere  exterior  per- 
and  in  order  to  evade  respon- 
le  practically  denied  to  the 
autbority,  (dl  jurisdiction,  all 
lity.  Having  denied  all  our 
,  he  placed  the  House  of  Com- 
a  thoroughly  degraded  posi- 
takes  all  responsibility  off  the 
be  takes  all  responsibility  off 
e.  Having  done  that,  be  says 
3  responsibility  is  upon  Abr. 
1  himself.  He  may  either 
Oath  or  afOrm.  So  that  the 
.  Gentleman  places  our  pre- 
nr  law,  our  usages,  our  forms, 
'  at  the  metOT,  wiUiout  check, 
adlangh.  Well,  tbe  only  con- 
I  see  in  that  ia  that  if  the 
s  no  power  and  no  reepo 
Mr.  Bradiaugh  has  oU 
1  all  the  responsibility,  that 
sr  Majesty's  Government  to 
in  a  very  humble  way,  the 
tion  of  guidance.  In  my  opi- 
law  npon  the  matter  is  clear, 
observations  of  the  right  hon. 
D  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
^  I  hesitate  to  use  tbe  word 
'  became  he  bos  reminded  us 
working  men  of  this  country 
ittle  of  the  dogmas  of  Ghzis- 
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scientiouslj  make.  The  ar^ment  of 
hon.  Members  opposite  is  this — ^We  will 
assume  that  the  Keport  of  the  first  Com- 
mittee was  right ;  but,  as  the  difference  of 
opinion  amongst  its  members  leayes  it 
open  to  question,  in  order  to  prevent  the 
House  being  involved  in  a  delicate  and, 
possibly,  a  painful  inquiry,  do  not  prevent 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  going  through  this 
form,  so  that  eventually  the  question 
may  be  settled  in  a  Court  of  Law.  But 
what  I  want  to  know  is  whether  any 
Court  of  Law  could  effectually  settle  this 
question?  I  should  like  to  hear  the 
opinion  of  the  learned  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  upon  this  point.  I  am  satis- 
fied that  they  would  not  give  it  as  their 
opinion  that  a  Court  of  Law  could  settle 
the  matter,  unless  it  was  so  fenced  round 
with  qualifications  as  to  make  it  nearly 
worthless.  Let  us  look  at  the  particular 
form  of  Affirmation  which  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  would  have  to  take.  It  is  the  one 
set  forth  in  the  Act  of  1866,  and  it  runs 
as  follows  : — **  I,  Charles  Bradlaugh, 
solemnly,  sincerely,  and  truly  affirm," 
&c.  In  other  words,  he  would  use  the 
very  words  that  are  prescribed  by  the 
statute,  and  at  the  time  and  in  the 
place  prescribed  by  the  statute.  In  such 
circumstances,  I  should  like  to  know 
what  wotdd  be  the  fate  of  an  action 
brought  to  recover  penalties  against  Mr. 
Bradliaugh  ?  We  are  now  asked  to  di- 
vest ourselves  of  all  responsibility,  and 
to  blindly  hand  over  this  question  for 
decision  by  a  Court  of  Law,  which  might 
never  determine  the  question  at  all.  If 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  sued  for  penalties, 
the  first  step  m  the  proceedings  would  be 
to  put  in  the  Kecords  of  the  House,  from 
which  it  would  appear  that,  equally  with 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  made  the  Affirma- 
tion prescribed  by  law.  I  have  read  the 
statute  closely ;  and  I  say  that  it  has 
been  too  lightly  assumed  that  a  person 
has  only  to  walk  into  Court  and  to  enter 
an  action  for  penalties  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  be  certain  of  success. 
The  difficulties  in  the  way  of  such 
an  action  are  very  great.  He  would 
have  taken  the  statutable  words  at  the 
time  and  in  the  place  indicated  by  the 
statute;  and  wotdd  not  the  Court  say 
— "We  must  assume  in  a  penal  action 
that  the  House  of  Commons  satisfied 
itself  that  an  unqualified  person  did 
not  take   the  Affirmation."     It  could 
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hardly  be  contended  that  his  Afilrmation 
under  such  circumstances  was  a  nollitj. 
The  whole  argument  of  the  Attorney 
General  wasfounded  upon  this  proposition 
— ^that  the  question  raised  is  a  nice  and  a 
difficult  one,  and  that  we  should  get  rid  of 
a  painful  and  a  disagreeable  subject  by 
handing  it  over  to  the  Law  Courts.  But 
how  is  this  question  to  be  handed  over 
to  the  Law  Courts  f  Who  is  to  be  the 
prosecutor  ?  Will  the  Attorney  Oeneral 
undertake  to  commence  and  carry  on  this 
action  for  penalties  ag^nst  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh? The  Attorney  Oeneral  is  not 
divested  by  the  Act  of  last  Session  of 
his  responsibility  in  such  a  matter,  and 
he  is  as  much  technically  as  the  Irish 
Attorney  General  is  actually  the  Pnblio 
Prosecutor  of  the  country.  Is  it  intended 
that  the  matter  shall  be  left  to  chance 
or  to  any  individual  who  shall  volunteer 
to  proceed,  in  the  same  way  as  it  has 
been  left  to  any  person  to  proceed  against 
those  who  issued  the  Liberal  Circular? 
Is  the  House  of  Commons  to  evade  a  de- 
cision on  this  question  without  its  being 
certain  that  the  question  will  be  raised 
and  decided  elsewhere  ?  I  venture  to  tell 
the  House  of  Commons  that  it  cannot  so 
divest  itself  of  its  responsibility.  Every 
time  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  sits  and  votes 
it  will  be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to 
move,  night  after  night,  that  a  new 
Writ  be  issued  for  the  trough  of  North- 
ampton; because  the  Act  says  that,  in 
ad(Ution  to  such  penalty,  the  seat  shall 
be  vacant,  as  though  the  person  elected 
were  dead.  The  issuing  of  the  Writ 
in  no  way  depends  upon  whether  the 
penalty  has  been  recovered.  This,  then, 
is  the  way  in  which  it  is  suggested  that 
we  should  get  out  of  the  difficulty  at- 
tending this  very  nice  and  delicate  qaes- 
tion — namely,  that  we  should  avoid  col- 
lision with  the  Law  Courts  by  handing 
over  the  whole  question  to  them.  There 
is  another  point  which  I  was  surprised 
to  find  left  unnoticed,  having  regard  to 
the  vast  experience  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread.)  The  words 
contained  in  the  Beport  of  this  last 
Committee,  in  its  unauthorized  olaose, 
were  that  we  should  ''  not  prevent  " 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  g^ing  through  the 
form  of  making  an  Affirmation.  Now, 
I  beg  the  House  that  there  shall  be 
no  play  on  these  wretched  words,  "  not 
prevent ;"  for  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  if  we  do  not  prevent  we  permit^ 
and  if  we   permit  we  sanction;    and 
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i  be  contended  for  a  moment 
ring  permitted  and  sanctioned 
dlaugn  maJdng  an  Affirmation 
rable,  V6  mignt  not  be  aaked 
ni^  him  &om  the  consequencea 
snal  action  that  mi^ht  thereafter 
against  him  ?  I  believe  this 
ill  close  vithout  that  statement 
riously- encountered.  It  may  be 
at,  and  the  House  mar  be  told 
question  is  a  nice  and  difficult 
t  I  repeat  that  if  the  House 
1  the  making  of  an  Affirmation 
Iradlaugh,  it  will  be  bound  to 
;  all  events,  with  great  respect 
nt  applications  for  the  indenmi- 
of  Mr.  Bradlangh  against  the 
inoes  of  the  act  miich  he  is  now 
take.  Indeed,  he  may  do  more ; 
'rime  Minister  has  said  that  Mr. 
;h  may  take  his  choice,  and  if 
eg  to  make  Affirmation  instead 
;  the  Oath,  all  those  who  are  of 
>f  thinking  can  do  is  to  be  some- 
iteful  to  lum  for  sparing  us  part 
rformance.  Last  night  the  right 
□tleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
f  Lancaster  based  his  argument 
\i  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  al- 
I  affirm  upon  the  case  of  Mr. 
lut  I  will  assert  that  there  is  no 
Uogy  between  the  two  cases, 
se  was  a  Quaker,  and  the  Select 
ee  which  dealt  with  hie  case  had 
ler  three  statutes  under  which 
id  down  that  the  Affirmation  of 
r  was  to  be  taken  in  all  Courts 
IT  other  places  in  which  an  oath 
m,  allowed,  or  required.  The 
1  of  the  Affirmation  was  ex- 
tot  confined  to  a  Court  of  Law. 
9  of  the  Boman  Catholics  was 
3d  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  the 
n.  GenUeman  to  whom  I  have 
rred,  and,  as  I  believe,  with  the 
I  of  stirring  up  the  old  anin 
ih  existed  with  regard  to  that 
I  shall  not  refer  to  them  in 
rit;  but  I  would  just  mention 
e,  as  also  that  of  the  Jews,  in 
point  out  that  when  the  difficulty 
iceming  them  it  was  dealt  with 
ation,  and  not  attempted  to  be 
y  a  side- wind  which  would  over- 
statutes  and  precedents  as  in 
«nt  case.  This  is  a  question 
m  only  be  dealt  with  logically 
IS  of  new  legislation,  and  that 
[  say  ought  to  be  done,  in  order 
the  a^umenta,  pro  and  eon, 
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may  be  carefully  and  candidly  weighed. 
Whatever  we  do,  I  hope  it  will  not  be 
thought  that  the  House  can  escape  ita 
responubility  by  giving  a  bUnd  vote. 
Let  the  House  take  an  honest  and 
straightforward  course:  give  effect  to, 
or  reverse  the  decision  of,  either  or  both 
of  the  Committees,  and  not  in  a  cowardly, 
un-English  fashion,  seek  to  evade  its 
duties  and  responsibilitiea  by  degrading 
itself  into  a  mere  piece  of  mechanism,  a 
kind  of  conduit  pipe  to  a  Court  of  Law. 
I  pray  the  House  not  to  put  its  laws  and' 

Envileges  tinder  the  feet  of  Mr.  Brad- 
lugh,  as  it  is  invited  to  do ;  and,  for 
my  own  part,  I  shall  decline — having 
stated  my  opinions  and  the  reasons  for 
them — to  be  a  party  to  what  I  believe 
would  be  a  plain  violation  of  our  laws. 
I  shall  vote  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being; 
allowed  to  make  on  Affirmation  which 
would  violate  the  law  of  man,  or  to  go 
through  the  form  of  takingan  Oath  which, 
in  his  lips,  would  outrage  alike  the  laws 
of  man  and  God. 

Mb.  W.  FOWLEB  said,  that  it  was 
clear  that  the  House  was  in  a  positioa 
of  great  difficulty.  On  the  one  hand,  it 
was  hard  to  see  how  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
could  take  the  Oath  after  claiming  the 
right  to  affirm,  because  he  had  already 
affirmed  under  Acts  of  which  no  one 
could  avail  himself  without  stating  that 
an  oath  was  not  binding  on  his  con- 
science ;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  a  Com- 
mittee had  decided  that  he  could  not 
legally  affirm.  The  last  Committee  had 
recommended  the  House  to  allow  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  do  an  oot  which  the  former 
Committee  had  treated  as  illegal,  and 
this  was  a  very  disagreeable  positioa. 
He  had  felt  great  doubts,  but  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  his  duty  to 
vote  for  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  He  regarded  tbe 
Amendment  as  a  Motion  for  the  expul- 
sion of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  another  form. 
Hon.  Members  said  to  themselves— 
"We  won't  have  this  man  as  a  Member 
at  any  price,"  and  so  they  used  the 
Oath  as  a  means  of  expulsion.  He  could 
understand  the  strong  feelings  of  hon. 
Members  opposite,  like  the  Members  for 
the  City  who  had  spoken ;  but  ha 
thought  that  if  there  was  to  be  a  Motion 
for  expulsion,  it  would  be  only  fair  to 
wait  till  the  Member  had  taken  bis  seat, 
and  could  reply  to  what  was  said  against 
him.  He  objected  to  the  use  of  on  oath 
OS  a  test.    These  Parliamentary  Oatha 
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were  never  meant  as  tests.  Moreover, 
thej  were  most  imperfect  as  tests,  for  it 
was  notorious  that  there  were  hon. 
Members  in  that  House  who  held  simi- 
lar views  as  to  the  non-existence  of  a 
God  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who  had, 
nevertheless,  taken  the  Oath.  So  it 
was  now,  and  so  it  always  had  been. 
Moreover,  Oaths  were  never  demanded 
from  ^[embers  until  the  5th  Elizabeth. 
He  quoted  the  Preamble  and  clauses  of 
that  Act  to  show  that  these  Oaths  were 
then  imposed  on  Members  merely  to 
secure  the  safety  of  the  Grown  from 
disloyally,  especially  in  reference  to  the 
members  of  tne  Ohurch  of  Bome.  But 
the  Oaths  had  been  used  as  tests  against 
one  set  of  men  after  another — the 
Friends,  the  Catholics,  the  Jews — and 
now,  at  last,  they  were  sought  to  be 
used  to  secure  the  presence  of  on^  those 
men  who  believed  in  ''some  God  or 
other,"  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Forts- 
mouth  put  it.  Feeling  the  difficulty  of 
the  case,  still  he  cotdd  not  sanction  such 
a  proceeding.  He  felt  that  it  was  their 
duty,  as  Christians,  to  act  fairly  and 
justly  towards  all;  and  though  they 
were  told  by  Members  opposite  that  the 
House  wotdd  be  put  into  a  very  awk- 
ward position  if  mr.  Bradlaugh  were 
allowed  to  affirm,  on  the  other  hand,  if 
they  did  not,  they  would  have  a  repeti- 
tion of  Wilkes's  case,  and  an  unseemly 
contest  with  the  electors  of  Northamp- 
ton. The  House  would  certainly  be  de- 
feated if  it  entered  on  that  sort  of  con- 
test. The  case  against  Wilkes  was  a 
very  strong^ one;  but,  as  they  had 
heard,  the  House  had  to  yield  and  to 
expunge  the  record.  No  one  would 
suspect  him  of  any  sympathy  with  the 
opinions  or  proceedings  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  but  he  felt  that  justice  and  fair- 
ness between  man  and  man  demanded 
that  he  should  be  permitted  to  take  his 
seat,  taking,  of  course,  on  himself  all 
the  risks  that  might  thence  arise.  He 
thought  that  of  the  two  difficulties, 
that  of  allowing  him  to  affirm  was  the 
less,  andhe  should  vote  for  the  Motion. 
Sib  henry  TYLER  remarked,  that 
nearly  all  that  could  be  said  on  the  sub- 
ject had  been  admirably  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gibson),  and  no  one  could  put  it 
better.  But  a  few  points  had  been 
left  untouched,  to  which  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  House.    Now 
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that  the  two  Committees  had  reported 
they  were  left  face  to  face  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh ;  and  the  question  was,  whe- 
ther he  was  to  take  ms  seat  on  making 
an  Affirmation,  or  was  to  be  prevented 
from  making  an  Affirmation  or  taking 
the  Oath  ?  Considering  the  way  in  whi<£ 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  presented  himself — 
first  claiming  to  make  an  Affirmation, 
and  then  proposing  to  take  the  Oath — 
it  was  natural  and  proper  for  them  to 
inquire,  and  they  were  entitled  to  in- 
quire, who  and  what  was  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
who  thus  asked  to  be  received  in  the 
House  in  an  exceptional  manner.  It  was 
not,  as  had  been  stated,  that  the  House 
was  inquisitorial,  or  that  from  previoua 
knowledge  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  or  pre- 
judice against  him  they  desired  not  to 
admit  him.  He  was  convinced  that  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  presented  himself 
at  the  Table,  and  had  quietly  taken  the 
Oath  without  making  any  unusual  dfuniy 
or  otherwise  obtruding  himself,  or  draw- 
ing special  attention  to  his  position,  he 
would  have  been  allowed  to  take  his 
seat  without  interference  from  anyone. 
But  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  by  the  course  he 
had  adopted  —  by  proposing  first  to 
affirm,  and,  secondly,  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  by  his  letter,  which  could  not  be 
too  often  quoted,  declaring  that  in  tak- 
ing the  Oath  he  would  be  taking  some- 
thmg  which  to  him  was  "a meaning- 
less set  of  words" — ^had  put  himsdf 
in  such  a  position  that  the  House  was 
asked  to  treat  him  in  an  exceptional 
manner.  And  who,  then,  was  this  Gen- 
tleman who  asked  to  be  treated  thus 
exceptionally  ?  A  number  of  precedents 
had  been  adduced  from  time  to  time 
applying  to  Quakers,  Moravians,  and 
Jews,  but  none  to  Atheists.  But  it  was  not 
the  question  merely  of  an  Atheist  which 
was  oefore  them.  It  was  a  question  for 
which  there  was  absolutely  no  precedent 
— that  of  an  Atheist  who  was  not  merely 
an  Atheist,  though  he  had  been  de* 
scribed  from  the  opposite  Benches  as  a 
poor  persecuted  man  with  a  conscience, 
who  desired  to  do  what  was  right,  and  to 
affirm  in  the  manner  most  proper  and 
convenient  to  his  conscience.  1&.  Brad- 
laugh was  not  such  a  man.  He  was  a 
man  whose  livelihood,  whose  profession 
for  a  series  of  years,  had  been  to  dis- 
seminate cheap  and  pernicious  literature 
among  the  mass  of  the  people.  That 
was  the  man  who  came  to  that  Table  and 
asked  the  House  to  treat  him  in  on  ex- 
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ceptional  manner.  When  this  question 
was  discussed  on  a  previous  occasion, 
and  it  was  proposed  to  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee,  he  ventured  to  produce  some 
pamphlets  published  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
and  he  was  called  to  Order  for  readmg 
from  thosepamphlets.  But  he  believed  he 
should  be  in  Order  when  he  mentioned 
that  those  pamphlets  had  not  only  the 
name  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  as  beine  written 
by  him,  but  had  on  uie  back  uat  they 
were  printed  and  published  by  Charles 
Bradlaugh  and  Amiie  Besant.  He  held 
those  pamphlets  in  his  hand.  He  was 
not  going  to  trouble  the  House  with 
them.  But  they  were  evidence  of  the 
statements  he  had  made,  and  the  con- 
tents of  the  pamphlets  were  such  that  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  admitted  to  the 
House  he  should  be  veiy  much  surprised 
if  some  hon.  Gbntleman  did  not  nse  in 
his  place  and  propose  a  Select  Committee 
to  mquire  whetner,  having  regard  to 
those  writings,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  fit 
to  be  a  Member  of  the  House.  On  the 
last  occasion  when  he  quoted  a  passage 
from  one  of  those  pamphlets,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh went  to  his  constituents  in  North- 
ampton, and  in  the  course  of  a  speech 
which  he  made,  remarked  upon  his  (Sir 
Henry  Tyler's)  **  mad  antagonism,"  and 
said  that  the  pamphlet  from  whidi  the 
quotation  was  maoe  was  not  his  at  all. 
He  could  only  say  it  had  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  name  on  the  face  of  it,  and  his 
name,  with  Annie  Beeanf  s,  as  printers 
and  publishers  on  the  back.  He  did  not 
know  what  better  evidence  hecould  have. 
He  found  it  in  the  catalogue  of  Mr. 
Bradlauffh's  and  other  works — ''the 
800,000Ui  catabffue."  He  sent  a  derk 
to  Mr.  Bradlan^h's  publishing  office  for 
it;  he  found  it  and  other  pamphlets 
there;  and  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  denied  the 
pamphlet  to  be  his  he  ought  to  take 
his  name  from  the  front  a^  the  back 
of  it.  The  fact  was  that  Mr.  Bradluiffh 
could  not  come  into  the  House  wiUi- 
out  bringing  Annie  Besant  with  him, 
because  ne  observed  that  her  name 
was  on  the  back  of  all  these  pamphlets, 
A  great  deal  had  been  said  by  rigM  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  of 
religions  liberty  and  Chrisdan  charity. 
What  was  Christian  charity?  If  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  weare  starving  it  would  be 
Christian  charity  to  give  him  food ;  if  he 
was  in  need  or  necessi^  to  help  him  in 
other  ways ;  but  surely  it  was  not  Chris- 
tian cfaaiity  to  admit  him  to  take  an 


Oath  which  he  characterized  as  an  un- 
meaning ceremony — a  ceremony  which 
would  be  as  outrageous  an  insult  to 
Almighty  Ood  as  could  be  performed. 
So,  with  regard  to  religious  liberty,  he 
had  seen  Turks  in  the  neart  of  Bosnia 
spreading  their  carpets  on  the  grass,  and 

Eerforming  their  devotions  for  20  minutes 
efore  taking  rest  or  refreshment  after  a 
ten  hours  journey ;  and  he  could  respect 
Mahomedans  and  others  for  the  con- 
scientious performance  of  the  duties  of 
their  religion  and  the  way  they  per- 
formed those  devotions ;  but  how  could 
he  respect  a  man  of  this  description, 
who  first  pretended  hecould  not  take  an 
oath  because  it  was  not  binding  on  his 
conscience,  and,  when  he  found  he  could 
not  get  in  otherwise,  professed  his  readi- 
ness to  take  it?  They  were  threatened 
with  legislation  on  the  subject.  Was  it 
possible  that  hon.  Members  would  be 

Eersuaded  to  adopt  exceptional  legis- 
ition  to  admit  such  a  man  to  that  House  ? 
Much  might  be  said  on  one  side  or  the 
other,  as  to  the  necessity  for,  or  expe- 
diency of,  retaining  the  Oath  in  its  pre- 
sent form ;  but  he  must  say  he  valued 
the  Oath  now  more  than  ever,  because 
it  might  be  the  means  of  keeping  such  a 
man  out  of  the  House. 

Mb.  MELLOR  could  not  help  saving 
he  had  heard  the  speech  of  me  hon. 
Member  for  Harwich  (Sir  Henry  IVler) 
with  unfeigned  regret.  He  could  not 
conceive  that  anv  g^xl  could  be  attained 
by  the  course  he  had  followed.  The 
hon.  Member  rose  in  his  place  and,  in 
the  absence  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  made  all 
sorts  of  attacks  upon  him.  He  referred 
to  pamphlets,  and  said  things  which 
reallv  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House.  The  House  was 
called  upon  to  exercise  a  judicial  func- 
tion, and  he  hoped  thev  would  wproach 
the  duty  in  a  judicial  spirit.  He  had 
no  sympathv  with  the  views  and  feelings 
of  Mr.  Braolaugh,  and  he  deplored  the 
fact  that  any  hon.  Member  should  enter- 
tain such  sentiments;  but  in  this  free 
country  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  just  as  much 
entitlea  to  his  views,  however  tmpalat- 
able  or  revolting  they  might  appear  to 
others,  as  he  was  to  his,  andhe  ought  to 
get  credit  for  holding  them  conscien- 
tiously. The  question  was  what  was 
the  best  course,  under  all  the  circum- 
stances, for  the  House  to  take?  BUs 
hon.  azul  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Tiannceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Oi£Esrd) 
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last  night  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had 
pressed  his  views  on  the  House.  With 
great  submission,  that  was  hardly  so. 
He  came  to  the  House,  and,  being  most 
certainly  aware  of  the  feeling  that  would 
be  created  if  he  proceeded  to  take  the 
Oath,  he  claimed  to  affirm.  He  was 
acting  in  what  many  believed  his  strict 
right.  What  course  did  the  House 
take?  A  Committee  was  appointed — 
not  to  decide  the  question,  not  to  bind, 
but  to  assist  the  House — to  look  into 
the  Act  of  Parliament  and  to  examine 
precedents.  There  was  considerable  op- 
position on  the  other  side ;  although  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Stafifbrd  North- 
cote)  had  assented  to  the  Committee,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolflf)  objected  to  the  Mem- 
bers beine  nominated,  and  raised  an 
excited  debate,  in  which  unfair  attacks 
were  made  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and 
considerable  feeling  was  aroused.  The 
result  was  that  among  the  various  reli- 
gious communities  throughout  the 
country  the  question  of  religious  liberty 
was  raised,  and  the  feeling  prevailed 
that  if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  to  be  ex- 
cluded to-day  it  might  be  their  own  turn 
to-morrow.  The  question  was,  what 
were  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  rights  ?  That  de- 
pended on  the  construction  of  the  Act 
of  Parliament.  They  had  heard  from 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston,  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  Dublin  University  (Mr. 
Gtibson),  a  great  deal  of  argument  and 
some  declamation ;  but  the  real  ques- 
tion was,  what  were  the  rights  conferred 
and  the  duties  imposed  by  the  Act? 
The  Act  imported  that  every  Member 
should  take  the  Oath — he  must  do  so. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  feeling  that  obligation, 
came  to  the  Table.  %ut  if  the  Oath 
were  objected  to  Affirmation  might  be 
made ;  and  the  Act  went  on  to  specify 
those  who  mi^ht  do  so.  The  words 
were— "All  who  by  any  law  for  the 
time  being  are  entitled  to  affirm."  After 
the  passing  of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Act  in  1866,  he  maintained  that  "  every 
person  who  by  any  law  is  entitled  to 
affirm,"  must  mean  that  those  who  were 
entitled  to  affirm  in  Courts  of  Law  were 
entitled  to  make  Affirmation  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  decision  of 
the  first  Committee  was  not  binding  on 
the  House,  and  when  their  Beport  was 
placed  upon  the  Table  Mr.  Bradlauffh 
asked  to  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oatn. 

Mr.M9lkr 


The  hon.  Member  for  Portsmouth  ob- 
jected, and  with  that  objection  he  en- 
tirely sympathized.  If,  indeed,  the 
question  were  that  Mr.  Bradlaueh 
should  be  allowed  to  take  the  Oath,  he 
should,  if  he  thought  the  House  had  any 
jurisdiction  to  interfere,  vote  against 
his  being  allowed  to  do  so.  But  the 
House  had,  in  his  opinion,  no  such 
jurisdiction.  They  had  no  right  to  in- 
quire into  the  motives,  the  conscience, 
or  the  religious  views  of  any  person  who 
presented  himself  to  take  tiie  Oath.  If 
they  were  allowed  to  do  so,  they  mi^ht 
raise  a  debate  as  to  the  religious  beuef 
of  any  hon.  Member  coming  to  the  Table 
to  be  sworn.  That,  he  thought,  would 
be  a  great  national  misfortune.  The 
only  duty,  however,  cast  upon  the  House 
by  the  statute  was  to  see  that  the  Oath 
was  taken  in  the  ordinaiy  form;  and 
the  Act  provided  penalties — the  vacating 
of  the  seat  and  the  payment  of  a  fine  of 
£600 — in  the  case  of  any  Member  who 
was  not  entitled  to  affirm  sitting  without 
havingtakentheOath.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
were  willing  to  take  the  risk  of  affirm- 
ing, and  they  allowed  him  to  do  so,  he 
would  be  pursued  in  an  action  before  a 
Court  of  liaw,  where  the  real  construc- 
tion of  the  Act  of  Parliament  could  be 
settled.  There  would  be  no  difficulty 
in  finding  a  plaintiff.  The  difficulty 
would  arise  from  there  being  too  many. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  be  pursued  for 
voting  tod  sitting  in  the  House  without 
taking  the  Oath.  He  would  answer  that 
he  was  one  of  those  persons  who  were 
excused  from  taking  it,  and  allowed  to 
substitute  for  it  an  Affirmation.  Then 
the  Judges  would  determine  whether  he 
was  so  excused.  The  House  would 
thus  have  the  Act  authoritotively  inter- 
preted. He  thought  it  a  pity  the  House 
of  Commons  could  not  now  call  in  the 
Judges  to  give  their  opinion  on  a  point 
of  law,  as  the  House  of  Lords  used  to 
do.  But,  as  they  could  not  do  this,  the 
adoption  of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
was  the  best  course  for  them  to  adopt. 

Mb.  BODWELL  said,  he  had  listened 
with  somewhat  painful  interest  to  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place,  and  did 
not  hesitote  to  say  that  a  great  many 
thiuRs  had  been  said  on  the  other  side 
in  which  he  concurred,  and  that  some 
observations  had  fallen  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  his  side  with  which  he  could 
not  altogether  agree.     His  hon.  and 
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learned  Friend  who  had  just  sat  down 
had  nrg^  that,  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  entitled  to  affirm  in  Oourts  of 
Justice  under  the  Act  of  1869,  he  was, 
nnder  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  1866, 
entitled  to  affirm  in  that  Honse.  He 
took  issue  on  that  point  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  who  would  see  that 
tiie  Act  of  1866  twice  used  the  word 
"solemn"  — "a  solemn  declaration" 
and  a  "  solemn  affirmation."  Vp^^  ^<>^' 
and  learned  Member  then  referred  to 
the  Act  of  1669,  and  read  the  4th  section 
of  that  Act,  which  provided  that  the 
affirmation  should  only  be  admitted 
when  the  presiding  Judge  was  satisfied 
that  an  oath  would  have  no  binding 
effect  upon  the  witness's  conscience.]  He 
would  observe  that  the  word  "  solemn  " 
was  omitted  from  that  Act.  In  the 
previous  Act  the  word  "  solemn  "  was 
to  be  found  twice.  The  words  of  .the 
Act  of  1866  were  intended  to  make  an 
affirmation  equivalent  to  an  oath.  The 
mere  ordinary  words  of  a  promise  were 
not  admissible  by  the  Act  0X1866.  When 
words  were  deliberately  omitted  from  an 
Act  of  Parliament  something  was  in- 
tended by  such  omission ;  and  he  felt  that 
the  absence  of  the  word ''  solemn  "  from 
the  Act  of  1869  was  significant.  What 
was  the  object  of  the  Act  of  1866  ?  It 
was  not  simply  to  relieve  Quakers,  Mora- 
vians, and  others ;  it  was  really  aimed  at 
excluding  persons  in  Mr.  Bradlaugh*s 

r'ltion.  The  Declaration  which  was  to 
in  lieu  of  the  Oath  was  to  be  as 
solemn  as  the  Oath ;  and  the  same  cir- 
cumstances which  prevented  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  from  taking  the  Oath  prevented 
him  also  from  taking  the  Affirmation. 
If  he  could  not  take  the  Oath  he  could 
not  take  the  solemn  Affirmation.  A 
profession  of  some  reli^us  faith  was 
requisite  in  either  case.  He  did  not  wish 
to  use  a  merely  technical  argument ;  but 
he  thought  that  if  words  were  carefully 
introduced  into  one  statute  and  omitted 
in  another,  some  importance  ought  to  be 
attached  to  the  circumstance.  The  very 
terms  used  in  the  Act  of  1866  presumed 
that  the  person  making  the  Affirmation 
had  some  religious  faith.  He  was 
anzions  not  to  sav  a  word  which  would 
wound  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  feelings;  but 
he  believed  that  within  the  meaning  of 
the  Aet  he  was  not  competent  to  make 
anything  more  than  a  bare  promise ;  he 
was  incapable  of  either  making  a 
solemn  dedamtioQ  or  of  taking  aa  oath. 


The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
urged,  with  some  plausibility,  that  it  was 
sought  to  impose  a  reli^ous  test ;  but  it 
was  not  really  so.  There  was  nothing 
in  the  Act  of  Parliament  which  required 
any  question  to  be  put  as  to  what  a 
man's  religious  belief  was.  It  only 
asked  a  person  to  profess  some  religious 
belief.  The  words  quoted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  John  Bright)  frK>m  Lonl 
Holland  were  susceptible  of  a  different 
interpretation  from  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  believed  that  Lord 
Holland  meant  to  convey  that  a  Mem- 
ber should  be  required  to  acknowledge 
that  he  had  some  religious  belief,  and 
that  the  passage  quoted  was  a  confirma- 
tion of  tne  views  which  he  was  then 
expressing.  He  did  not  share  in  those 
views  which  had  been  expressed  as  to  the 
paramount  necessity  of  reepectinff  a  large 
and  important  constituency.  The  con- 
stituency of  Northampton  knew  when 
they  elected  Mr.  Bradlaugh  that  they 
were  raising  difficult  and  delicate  ques- 
tions, and  they  must  take  the  con- 
sequence. He  thought  that  due  regard 
ought  to  be  attached  to  what  had  been 
termed  the  religious  instinct  of  the 
country.  He  beHeved  that  people  were 
asking  themselves  whether  the  House  of 
Commons  was  going  to  assist  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  take  his  seat.  He  agreed  that 
the  constituencies  were  looUng  with 
interest  upon  the  result  of  the  division, 
but  not  in  the  sense  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  said  so.  He  had  himself  been 
urged,  especially  by  one  class  of  Dis- 
senters— tne  Wesleyans — to  vote  ajopainst 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  admission  to  the  House. 
He  felt  bound  to  vote  against  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton ; 
and  if  action  were  taken  to  procure  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  admission,  he  should  prefer 
that  it  should  be  done  directly  rather 
than  by  a  side  wind. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  take  part  in  the  debate ;  but 
after  what  he  had  heard  he  intended  to 
say  a  few  words.  He  felt  it  his  duty, 
and  the  duty  of  every  man  in  the  House, 
to  speak  out  plainly  and  firmly.  They 
had  had  nothing  but  lawyers  frt>m  be- 
ginning to  end,  and  he  thought  one  of 
Uieir  calamities  was  the  nmadty  with 
which  those  hon.  and  learned  (Gentlemen 
had  occupied  the  time  of  the  House. 

I  The  question  was  not  a  tribunal  question 
or  a  legal  question — ^it  was  a  broad  and 
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simple  issue,  and  those  who  involved  it 
in  legal  technicalities  were  doing  nothing 
but  throwing  dust  into  the  eyes  of  the 
countiy.  The  point  reallj  at  issue  was 
this — Ghreat  Britain  being  a  Christian 
country  by  the  Constitution  and  the 
Common  Law,  were  they  to  allow  an 
avowed  Atheist,  who  thrust  his  opinions 
before  the  House  and  the  nation,  to  take 
part  in  the  government  of  this  country  ? 
If  they  did  so,  why  was  it  ?  Because 
the  people  of  the  countiy  wished  it  ?  He 
did  not  believe  they  did  wish  it.  He 
could  not  answer  for  the  people  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  though  he  did  not 
believe  either  of  those  countries  were  in 
favour  of  it ;  but  he  could  answer  for 
Ireland.  Was  it  because  they  wished 
to  create  a  new  precedent  ?  If  that  was 
so,  and  they  wiiuied  to  create  a  new  pre- 
cedent, contrary  to  the  time-honoured 
usages  and  customs  of  the  House,  why 
did  they  not  create  a  new  precedent  in 
the  case  of  poor  Mitchel  and  O'Donovan 
Bossa  ?  One  at  least  of  those  gentlemen 
was  an  educated  man,  and  neither  of 
them  had  spent  his  time  in  attempting  to 

Sllute  the  minds  of  his  fellow-creatures, 
e  had  been  very  sorry  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  the  night  before,  and  he  thought 
it  was  the  most  mischievous  speech  he 
had  ever  heard  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. He  had  tried  to  lead  the  House 
on  a  great  number  of  false  issues,  and 
he  was  of  opinion  that  it  would  have 
been  far  better  if  he  had  not  made  the 
speech  at  all.  Hon.  Qentlemen  had 
quoted  the  Catholic  year;  but  the 
Catholic  year  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
case  before  the  House  at  all.  For  many 
years  Catholics  were  excluded  purposely 
from  sitting  in  that  House ;  but  because 
it  was  just  to  allow  Catholics  who  had 
been  unjustly  excluded  from  that  House 
to  enter,  did  it  follow  that  it  was  just 
to  allow  an  unbeliever,  an  Atheist,  con- 
trary to  all  usage  and  precedent,  to  do 
so  ?  Another  argument  had  been  that 
a  Quaker  was  allowed  to  take  his  seat 
in  the  House  after  making  an  Affirma- 
tion; but  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  spoken  had  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  sanction  of  the  Oath  and 
the  sanction  of  a  promise  were  in  essence 
the  same,  althoua^i  in  form  the  Oath 
was  more  solemn,  oecause  it  expressed  a 
belief  on  the  part  of  the  person  who 
took  the  Oath  in  the  existence  of  a 
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Supreme  Being ;  but  what  sanction  did 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  offer 
who  believed  in  no  Deity  and  in  GK>d? 
He  thought  the  House  ought  to  take  a 
broad  view  of  the  question.  It  ought  to 
feel  that  it  had  its  own  dignity  and  the 
dimity  of  the  people  to  consult ;  and  he 
did  not  believe  that  in  allowing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  enter  the  House  they 
would  consult  either  the  one  or  the 
other.  He  thought  that  they  had  al* 
ready  heard  a  great  deal  too  much  on 
the  matter.  Let  them  look  all  over  the 
habitable  globe  at  millions  of  subjects  of 
different  nations  which  this  countiy  was 
called  upon  to  rule  differing  in  customs, 
manners,  and  institutions;  but  all  uni- 
versally uniting  in  the  worship  of  one 
Supreme  Being.  Those  subjects  and 
nations  looked  to  this  oountiy  for  free- 
dom and  protection,  for  guidanoe  and 
light ;  and  he  asked  the  House  was  that 
the  first  message  they  were  prepared  to 
send  out  in  the  plentitude  of  fulness  of 
their  strong^  and  youth,  to  be  one 
which  should  exalt  an  Atheist  and 
dignify  an  unbeliever  ?  He  did  not  be- 
lieve it,  and  in  his  humble  voice  he 
should  oppose  the  Motion,  believing 
that  it  had  in  itself  the  germs  which 
would  lead  to  the  denra£ition  of  the 
House,  and  which  would  bring  disaster 
and  disgrace  on  the  countiy. 

Mb.  FORESTEB  also  thought  the 
House  had  heard  quite  enough  of  legal 
arg^uments.  The  question  was  whether 
they  should  admit  within  those  walls 
one  who  not  only  professed  Atheism, 
but  who  had  shown  m  his  writings  that 
he  would  be  willing  to  overthrow  the 
Throne  and  the  Constitution.  He  (Mr. 
Forester)  believed  that  the  coimtre  had 
gone  backwards  in  the  forms  of  Chris- 
tianity under  the  present  Prime  Mi- 
nister. For  his  own  part,  he  protested 
against  the  admission  of  a  man  who  not 
only  repudiated  the  claims  of  our  Boy  al 
Family  to  the  succession  to  the  Throne ; 
but  repudiated  the  claim  of  the  King  of 
Kinffs  and  the  Creator  of  the  Universe 
to  the  united  homage  and  undivided 
allegiance  of  the  Ood-fearing  B^resen- 
tatives  of  a  Christian  people.  Turning 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Birmingham,  he 
said  that  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  was 
apt  to  pose  as  the  embodiment  of  the 
Christian  virtues  of  charity,  tolerance, 
and  forbearance,  yet  seemed  never  to 
miss  an  opportunity  of  saying  some- 
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fied  in  the  case  of  Alderman  Salomons. 
No ;  it  was  because  the  Oatholios  and  the 
Jews  long  pleaded,  argaed,  and  olaimed 
as  Cathofics  and  as  Jews  that  they  had 
a  right  to  representation  in  the  Councils 
of  the  nation.    And  nobly  and  man- 
fully did  they  bear  the  penalty  for  many 
a  weary  year  of  the  open  and  fearless 
avowal  of  their  belief.    If  ever  the  day 
came— which    Qtod  forbid!— when  the 
Atheists  of  this  country  should  be  as  nu- 
merous as  the  Jews,  the  Nonconformists, 
and  the  Catholics,  and  when,  imitating 
the  courage  and  manliness  of  the  Jews, 
the  Nonconformists,  and  the  Catholics, 
they  should  insist  and  claim  as  Atheists 
to  come  in  there,  then  the  House  would 
have  to  consider  their  demand.     But 
then  they  would  be  face  to  face  with  an 
Atheism  which  had  the  courage  of  its 
conyictions,   and  not  with  the  furtive 
thing  which  con&onted  them  there  that 
night,  which  sought  to  steal  into  that 
House ;  which  first  would  not  swear  and 
then  would  swear,  which  sought  to  pick 
the  lock,  not  to  force  the  gate.    The 
Catholics  of  Ireland  struggled  long  for 
admission  to  the  House  of  Commons, 
but  he  was  not  afraid  to  say  that  they 
would  have  preferred  to  remain  outside 
the  portals  for  another  century  rather 
than  purchase  their  admission  by  ask- 
ing for  the  overthrow  of  the  religious 
foundations  of    the  nation;   so  highly 
did  they  value  the  sanction  of  religion, 
even  in  the  view  of  the  State,  as  consoli- 
dating society,  and  making  the  organi- 
zation of  a  nation  something  better  than 
an  agglomeration  of  individuals.      He 
honoured  the  men  opposed  to  him  in  this 
debate  who  were  not  oefending  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  Atheism,  but  who,  he  was  con- 
vinced, were,  according  to  their  own 
view,  defending  that  doctrine  of  ''  civil 
and  religious  Uberty"  which  had  ad- 
mitted many  of  them  to  that  House,  as 
it  had  admitted  himself.  But  he  honoured 
also,  and  all  his  sympathies  were  with 
those  Oentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House,  who,  although  they  knelt  at  a 
different  altar  from  him,  still  stood  up 
for    that  great  principle   which    gave 
its  name  to  Christenaom,   and  which 
could  not  be  blotted  out  from  the  history 
of  the  world  without  sending  them  back 
to  Pagan  barbarism  and  darkness.    He 
was  sure  that  in  speeches  they  had  heard 
in  that  debate  there  was  a  gloomy  fore- 
boding for  Eujp^land.     Under  the  name 
of.  freedom  of  thought,  and  under  the 


name  of  religious  liberty,  scepticism  and 
infideliiy,  speculative  or  practiceJ,  had 
made  more  ravages  in  imglish  society 
than  England  would  wish  to  recognize. 
And  greatly  he  feared  that  if  they  came 
to  a  decision  that  night  to  admit  Mr. 
Bradlaugh — who  himBelf,notthey,  raised 
this  painful  question — ^they  woula  change 
the  whole  current  of  English  political 
history,  they  would  materially  alter  the 
whole  character  of  the  Constitution. 
Let  him  warn  the  House  against  the 
argument  of  the  Prime  Minister  that 
they  must  have  no  test  that  would 
wound  a  man's  conscience.  What 
did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  mean  by 
conscience?  Look  across  the  Channel 
where  the  oath  proposed  to  be  taken  by 
the  Army  was  only  *'  upon  my  honour." 
Would  the  Prime  Minister  allow  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  say — **  I  pledge  my  hon- 
our th^t  I  intend  to  pay  allegiance  to 
the  Queen  ?  "  He  adjured  liie  House 
to  answer  the  present  Motion  by  stand- 
ing upon  the  hues  of  the  present  Btdes 
as  they  existed  upon  their  books.  If 
they  oppressed  men's  conscience,  he,  for 
one,  would  cheerfrdly  consent  to  their 
being,  by  subsequent  legislation,  put  in 
harmony  with  the  generous  policy  which 
he  hoped  always  to  follow.  But  he  pro- 
tested against  an  interpretation  of  the 
Btdes  which  would  plainly  violate  them. 
With  these  words  he  had,  at  all  events, 
discharged  a  duty,  although  a  painful 
one,  to  his  own  conscience,  to  the  consti- 
tuency he  represented,  and  to  the  coun- 
try from  which  he  came.  Let  no  one 
say,  if  the  Irish  Catholic  Members  were 
seen  in  the  Lobby  with  Conservative 
and  Liberal  Gentlemen  who  would  vote 
affainst  this  Besolution,  that  they  were 
ultramontane  bigots  who  preached  an 
exclusive  creed  and  intolerance.  He 
who  made  that  accusation  against  him 
must  tell  him  whether  any  constituency 
in  England  or  Scotland  had  sent  to  that 
House  a  Homan  Catholic  to  represent  it. 
He  spoke  as  one  of  the  Bepresentatives 
of  one  of  the  most  Catholic  constituencies 
in  Ireland,  which  had  elected  as  his 
Colleague  a  Protestant.  The  county  of 
Mayo,  in  which  90  per  cent  of  the  in- 
habitants were  Camolics,  sent  a  Pro- 
testant minister  to  represent  it  in  that 
House.  Let  them  not  be  charged  with 
bigoixyif  to-nieht,  as  Christian  patriots, 
they  joined  wim  their  Protestant  fellow- 
citizens  in  standing  up  for  a  reoognitioa 
of  the  Christian's  God, 
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debates  had  been  occupied  with  a  special 
Kesolution  for  the  benefit  exdusively  of 
Mr.  Charles  Bradlaugh.  K  the  Beso- 
lution  was  carried,  the  House  would  not 
touch  any  of  the  numerous  issues  raised 
in  the  speech  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
who  seemed  to  have  entirely  underrated 
the  importance  of  what  he  called  the 
narrow  line  upon  which  they  were  argu- 
ing the  right.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  refuse  to  continue  these  arguments 
in  the  Nisi  JPrtus  strain.  They  had 
had  too  much  of  it  already,  though  he 
disclaimed  any  intention  to  undervalue 
the  usefulness  of  contributions  to  the 
debates  of  the  House  from  Members  of 
the  Profession  to  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  belong ;  but  he  must  point  out  the  fact 
that  the  ^eat  Constitutional  issues  de- 
termined oy  Parliament  for  the  last  200 
years  had  been  decided  by  the  non-legal 
element  in  the  House,  representing  fiie 
broad  feelings  of  the  nation,  which  was 
able  to  rise  above  what  were  sometimes 
the  narrow  lines  of  legal  argument. 
They  had  no  right  to  strain  the  Forms  of 
the  House,  either  to  exclude  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh or  to  admit  him.  If  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh had  come  to  the  Table  on  the  first 
day,  with  all  the  other  Members,  and 
had  taken  the  Oath,  it  would  have  been 
a  tyranny  from  which  he  should  recoil 
for  anyone  to  rise  in  the  House,  and,  be- 
cause of  acquaintance  with  the  out-of- 
doors  writings  or  opinions  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh, step  between  him  and  the  Book. 
They  had  no  power  and  no  right  to  set  up 
an  inquisition  in  that  House  into  any 
man's  conscientious  belief,  or  to  try  him 
by  the  decrees  of  the  Council  of  Trent,  by 
the  Thir^-Nine  Articles,  or  by  the  West- 
minster Confession.  Outside  the  House 
the  hon.  Member  might  be  a  speculative 
Republican,  or  a  speculative  Kationalist 
or  Freethinker ;  but  the  House  ought 
not  to  try  him  for  any  of  these  views. 
There  were  only  two  tests  put  to  a  man 
at  the  Table  of  the  House ;  one  of  them 
political,  and  the  other  religious.  And 
there  he  joined  issue  with  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster,  who  would 
ask  them  to  sweep  Qod  from  the  con- 
templation of  their  proceedings.  They 
might  be  Home  BuLers,  Conservative, 
Liberal,  or  Badical;  they  might  hold 
any  political  opinion  as  to  the  destinies 
of  this  countiy  save  one — they  must 
pledge  their  fealty  to  the  Monarchy,  as 
at  present  constituted.  That  was  a  poli- 
tical test.     They  must,  to  that  extent 
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at  least,  be  Monarchists.  Then,  the  re- 
ligious test  was  linked  with  the  political 
test  for  the  purpose  of  strengthening  and 
making  more  obligatory  that  political  pro- 
mise. In  that  sense,  their  rule  required 
them,  in  the  letter  and  in  the  spirit,  to 
affirm  a  belief  in  the  existence  of  a  Su- 
preme Deity,  who  would  judge  them  here- 
after, and  it  was  because  they  invoked 
Him  to  mark  their  declaration  of  fealty 
to  the  Sovereign  that  the  religious  was 
linked  with  the  political  test  on  admis- 
sion to  that  House.  With  that  reoc^- 
nition  of  the  Most  High,  a  man  might 
hold  any  religious  opinions  whatever  on 
entering  that  Assembly.  He  denied, 
historically,  that  ever  the  Bules  of  that 
House  contemplated  the  entrance  into  it 
of  a  man  refusing  to  acknowledge  the 
Supreme  Being.  That  House  was  a  re- 
presentation of  the  nation.  They  were 
not  dealing  with  a  community,  estab- 
lished on  a  new  basis  and  on  new  theo- 
ries. The  British  Constitution  had 
grown,  and  was  not  made ;  that  nation 
was  built  on  the  Christian  theoir  of  the 
family.  The  speech  of  the  Prune  Mi- 
nister, and  the  Motion  before  them, 
invited  them  to  regard  the  Members  of 
that  House  like  the  directorate  of  a 
limited  liability  company.  An  hon. 
Member  was,  forsooth,  analogous  to  the 
director  of  a  railway,  whom  the  share- 
holders had  elected.  He  must  be  ad- 
mitted, for  he  came  there  to  manage  the 
affairs  of  the  company.  That  was  the 
exalted  conception  presented  to  them  of 
that  ancient  Senate.  The  House,  he 
maintained,  was  founded  on  a  nobler,  a 
more  ancient,  and  a  higher  oonception 
than  that.  It  was  a  Bepresentative  As- 
sembly, in  which  men  believed  that  the 
wisdom  required  even  to  rule  a  temporal 
Bealm  came  from  the  Most  High,  and 
which  commenced  its  deliberationa  by  in- 
voking the  Divine  blessing.  But  they 
were  told  that  the  House  had  altered  its 
tests.  Was  he,  as  a  Boman  Catholio,  to 
be  charged  with  intolerance  and  want  of 
generosity  in  the  course  he  took  that 
night  ?  The  alterations  in  the  tests  had 
never  been  made  to  relieve  the  em- 
barrassments of  an  individual,  but  in 
obedience  to  the  claim  of  a  large  class  or 
section  of  the  community.  It  was  not  to 
relieve  that  individual  Catholic,  Mr. 
Daniel  O'Connell,  in  1829,  that  the  test 
was  altered  by  Parliament.  It  was  not 
to  oblige  an  individual  Jew  some  20 
years  ago  that  the  test  was  again  modi* 
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we  are  not  the  House  must  restram  the 
Hi^h  Court  of  Justice  from  proceeding, 
or  it  must  itself  pay  the  amount  of  the 
penalty  and  of  the  costs  imposed  upon 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  this  was  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
case ;  it  was  the  case  of  the  Hous6  itself 
involving  its  own  Privileges.  He  pro- 
tested against  that  House  being  made 
a  catspaw  of  in  order  to  ascertain  tl^e 
rights  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  If  he  be- 
lieved that  he  was  in  the  right,  let  that 
Gentleman  follow  the  example  of  Alder- 
man Salomons  and  have  a  qui  tarn  action 
brought  against  him  in  order  that  his 
right  might  be  determined  by  a  Oourt  of 
Law.  In  reference  to  the  large  ques- 
tion which  had  been  raised  outside  the 
legal  point — namely,  whether  the  House 
intended,  or  did  not  intend,  to  take  a 
course  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
partially  disfranchising  the  constituency 
of  Northampton,  he  wholly  denied  that 
there  was  any  parallel  between  the  cases 
of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  those  of  Wilkes 
and  Luttrell.  £i  the  case  of  Wilkes  the 
action  taken  was  that  of  a  Parliament 
who  had  determined  at  any  risk  to  keep 
out  of  the  House  a  man  who  had  been 
returned  by  a  constituency,  but  who  was 
obnoxious  to  the  Crown  and  to  the  Mi- 
sister  of  the  day ;  but  the  House  had  at 
length  to  3rield  to  public  opiDion.  [Mr. 
Gladstone:  Hear,  near!]  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  cheer 
ironically ;  but  he  would  remind  the  right 
hon.i£entleman  that  the  accident  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  election  for  Northampton 
did  not  express  the  public  opinion  .of 
England.  He,  for  one,  declined  to  treat 
the  tempest  in  a  tea-cup  at  Northampton 
as  an  expression  of  public  opinion.  If 
ever  the  Atheistical  opinion  of  England 
was  expressed  by  the  election  of  Atheists, 
then  weuld  be  the  time  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  to  act  by  legislation  and 
not  by  Kesolution.  That  time  had  not 
yet  arrived,  and  he  should,  therefore,  feel 
bound  to  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment ;  though,  in  so  doing,  he  should 
separate  himself  from  those  with  whom 
he  imiformly  acted. 

Mb.  COHEN  said,  that  he  had  always 
entertained  the  view  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed by  the  Prime  Minister,  and  he  did 
not  think  that  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  interfere  with  a  man  who  had 
been  elected,  and  who  came  forward 
prepared  to  perform  that  which  was  his 
statutory  duty.     He  should  not  have 
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addressed  the  House  on   the  present 
occasion,  but  for  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had   last  spoken  ex- 
pressed the  extraordinary  opinion  that 
the  Judges  in  the  Courts  would  not  act 
in  opposition  to  a  Besolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons  by  ordering  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  pay  penedties  consequent 
upon  sitting  and  voting  in  the  House. 
A!s  far  as  matters  of  privilege  were  con- 
cerned Parliament  had  a  right  to  ad- 
judicate, and  it  could  also  pass  Acts; 
but  the  power  of  adjudicating  upon  legal 
questions  raised  under  such  Acts  rested 
with  the  Judges  in  the  Courts  before 
which  cases  came.    On  the  s^neral  ques- 
tion he  maintained  that  the  taking  of 
the  Oath  or  the  making  of  an  Affinna- 
tion  was  no  part  of  the  procedure  of  the 
House,  but  was  simply  a  ceremony  of 
which  the  Members  who  happened  to  be 
present  at  the  time  were  accidental  wit- 
nesses.   He  admitted  that  this  was  a 
difficult  question.    As  far  as  he  could 
judge,  he  was  inclined  to  the  opinion 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  entitled  to 
Aflarm.    r*  Hear,  hear!  "]    But  when 
hon.  Gentlemen  said  **  Hear,  hear ! "  did 
they  not  know  that  very  eminent  lawyers 
held  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  entitled 
to  Affirm  ?    It  was  a  grave  and  difficult 
legal  question,  and  one  which  a  Court 
of  Justice,  and  not  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, ought  to  determine.    If  the  Courts 
of  Justice  decided  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  not  entitled  to  Affirm  and  to  take  his 
seat  he  would  be  liable  to  a  penalty,  and 
his  seat  would  become  vacant.     He  did 
not    know  whether   he  would   be  re- 
elected ;  but  if  he  were,  and  came  to  the 
Table  of  the  House  prepared  to  take  the 
Oath,  he  shotdd  like  to  hear  the  distin- 
guished lawyer  who  would  say  that  any 
hon.  Member  could  object  to  his  doing 
so.      What  possible    harm,  he   would 
ask,  could  it  do  to  leave  the  question 
under  discussion  to  the  decision  of  a 
Court  of  Justice  ?    The  past  history  of 
the  countxy  showed  that  the  House  had 
got  into  a  position  of  considerable  diffi- 
culty when   it  attempted  to  interfere 
with  the  rights  of  constituencies ;  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  hon. 
Members  ought  to  be  grateful  to  the 
Prime  Minister,   who    had    given    the 
House  fair  and  full  warning  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  would  at  his  own  risk  pre- 
sent himself  at  the  Table  and  make  an 
Affirmation,  seeing  that  if  he  was  not 
entitled  to  Affirm  the  Courts  of  Justice 
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Mb.  SYNAN  said,  lie  deoliiied  to  allow 
his  judgment  to  be  warped  by  an  appeal 
to  passion.  He  was  glad  to  see  this 
matter  liberated  from  the  Odium  Theo- 
logieumy  and  confined  to  a  legal  question. 
He  denied  there  was  any  analogy  what- 
ever between  the  case  of  Mr.  O'Connell 
and  that  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  In  1 828  the 
Boman  Catholics  asked  to  have  the 
law  altered  in  deference  to  their  religious 
opinions ;  but  here  was  a  man  without 
any  religion,  and  who  openly  avowed  his 
contempt  for  all  religion,  not  asking  to 
have  the  law  changed  to  meet  his  views, 
but  alleging^  that  by  law  he  was  entitled 
to  affirm.  Instead,  then,  of  there  being 
any  analogy  between  the  two  cases,  they 
were,  he  maintained,  the  very  converse 
of  each  other.  K  the  speech  which  the 
Prime  Minister  had  made  in  the  course 
of  the  evening  had  been  made  when 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the  Table  and 
had  offered  to  take  the  Oath,  it  would 
have  been  unanswerable ;  but  the  House 
had  exercised  jurisdiction  on  this  matter 
for  a  month,  and  it  was  too  late  for  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  now  that  it  had  no 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter.  The  ques- 
tion whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  en- 
titled to  make  an  Affirmation  having 
been  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
House  at  the  instance  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  Committee  made  a 
Beport  adverse  to  his  claim ;  and  now 
the  Prime  Minister  and  other  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Bench  said 
that  the  House  had  no  right  to  have  in- 
terfered in  the  matter,  and  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  alone, 
was  the  judge  of  whether  he  was  a 
proper  person  either  to  make  an  Affir- 
mation or  to  take  the  Oath.  The  House, 
however,  did  intervene  a  second  time, 
and  the  question  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  entitled  to  take  the  Oath  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee,  who,  in  a  rider 
appended  to  their  Eeport  in  reference  to 
a  matter  which  did  not  in  any  way  come 
within  the  scope  of  their  inquiry,  re- 
commended the  House  te  evade  the 
difficulty  by  permitting  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  make  an  Affirmation,  and  so  to  shift 
the  responsibility  from  themselves  on  to 
the  Courts  of  Law.  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
based  his  claim  to  affinn  upon  the  Act 
of  1866,  which  aUowed  Quakers,  Mora- 
vians, and  Separatists  to  make  an  Affir- 
mation ;  but  nobody  else  under  that  Act 
was  entitled  to  affirm  instead  of  takine 
the  Oath.   The  Evidence  Act  was  passea 


four  years  after,  which  gave  a  right  to 
persons  whom  the  Judge  might  decide 
ought  not  to  take  an  oath,  as  it  would 
not  be  binding  on  their  consdenoe,  to 
make  an  Affirmation.  But  how  could 
that  Act  apply  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons? The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouohere)  had  been  oom- 
pelled  to  assume  in  his  argument  tiitt 
the  Speaker  was  in  the  Chair  as  Judge ; 
but  that  assumption  was  absurd  and 
ridiculous.  The  hon.  Member  appealed 
for  justice,  and,  in  reply,  he  (Mr.  Synan) 
begged  to  say  in  the  words  of  Portia  to 
the  Jew — 


"  But  as  thou  urgest  justioe,  be , 

Thou  shalt  have  justice  more  than  Uum 
deairest." 

The  Speaker  was  the  Chairman,  and 
he  had  no  right  to  put  an  Affirma- 
tion or  put  an  Oath  to  any  Membw. 
No  doubt  the  position  of  things  was 
critical  and  unpleasant ;  but  the  man 
who  had  brought  such  a  state  of  things 
about  was  Mr.  Bradlaugh  himself.  It 
was  not,  therefore,  open  for  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  blame  the  House  for  a^tiiKg 
upon  its  conscientious  opinion,  and  for 
supporting  its  dignity,  its  rules,  and  its 
laws.  It  was  for  the  House  to  decide 
who  was  entitled  under  the  laws  «k> 
regulations  of  the  House  to  sit  in  it, 
and  what  was  the  law  which  was  to 
regulate  its  proceedings ;  and  it  was  not 
to  be  forced  into  taHng  any  step  not 
authorized  by  that  law  in  oonsequeiios 
of  any  outcry  that  came  from  rTorth- 
ampton  or  elsewhere.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  under  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  entitled  to  make 
an  Affirmation ;  and  the  only  doubt  that 
had  arisen  ^n  the  matter  was  caused  bj 
the  rider  to  the  Beport  of  the  second  Com- 
mittee, which  was  intended  to  afford  a 
loophole  through  which  the  House  might 
escape  from  the  difficulty  in  which  it  had 
involved  itself,  and  throw  the  respona- 
bility  of  deciding  this  question  upon  the 
Courts  of  Law.  The  House,  howerer, 
had  no  power  so  to  shift  its  responsi* 
bility.  Was  the  High  Court  of  Justioe 
to  be  asked  to  decide  this  questicm  ad* 
versely  to  the  Besolution  of  the  House  ? 
When  did  that  House  permit  a  Court  of 
Law  to  decide  ^opon  the  validity  of  its 
proceedings?  Were  they  to  establish 
a  supreme  jurisdietion  ii^the  highest 
Courts  of  the  land  to  decide  upon  the 
law  of  Parliament  as  in  A^lenoaf    If 
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(Mr.  John  Bright).  Whatever  hap- 
pened, he  hoped  the  Besolution  would 
be  upheld  which  he  himself  formerly 
proposed,  and  which  had  been  afiirmed 
by  the  Committee  chosen  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  the  few  re- 
marks I  am  about  to  make,  I  can  assure 
you  that  I  shall  use  no  language  calcu- 
lated in  the  smallest  degree  to  promote 
any  feeling  such  as  has  been  expressed 
on  some  occasions  during  the  last  two 
evenings,  but  that  I  shaU  adhere  strictly 
to  the  terms  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  The  Motion  is  simply  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  be  allowed  to  Affirm 
at  this  Table,  and  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard) 
proposes  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not 
be  permitted  either  to  take  the  Oath  or 
to  make  the  Affirmation.  The  Amend- 
ment is  said  to  be  founded  on  the  Re- 
ports of  the  two  Select  Committees  which 
recently  investigated  this  subject.  At 
first  it  will,  of  course,  appear  to  all  hon. 
Members  tiiat,  considenng  one  of  those 
Select  Committees  distinctly  recom- 
mended that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be 
allowed  to  Affirm,  it  is  difficult  to  found 
upon  that  reconmiendation  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Amendment  that  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  Affirm.  But  we  have 
the  answer  suggested  by  the  other  side 
that  the  Committee  which  made  the  re- 
commendation that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
be  allowed  to  Affirm  went  beyond  the 
Kef  erence  to  them  in  making  that  re- 
commendation, and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  House  to  fol- 
low them  in  that  advice.  Now,  I  wish 
to  remind  the  House  precisely  of  what 
the  Committee  did.  The  Chairman,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole),  brought  up  a  Beport  dealing 
almost  exclusively  with  the  question  of 
the  Oath.  With  regard  to  nearly  the 
whole  of  that  Beport,  I  had  the  honour 
of  voting  with  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
There  were  some  amendments  sug- 
gested in  the  form  of  that  Report ;  but 
those  amendments  practically  did  not 
touch  its  substance,  and,  as  far  the  Com- 
mittee were  dealing  with  the  recommen- 
dations of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, the  Attorney  General,  the  Soli- 
citor General,  and  myself  throughout 


supported  those  recommendations.  But 
the  last  sentence  of  the  draft  Report  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  in  these 
words — 

^ "  Whether  it  will  exercise  its  right  and  juris- 
diction with  reference  to  the  claim  now  brought 
before  it " 

— which  was  the  claim  to  swear  at  this 
Table— 

"  is  a  question  which,  as  your  Committee  per* 
cdve,  has  not  been  referred  to  them,  and  they, 
therefore,  confine  the  expression  of  their  opinion 
to  those  parts  of  the  case  as  to  which  their  opi« 
nion  has  been  asked  by  the  House." 

What  followed  upon  that?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  emphatically  to 
pronoimce  that  the  House  had  only 
asked  the  Committee  to  report  what 
the  House  might  do  with  reference  to 
the  Oath,  but  not  to  report  what  the 
House  ought  to  do.  Thereupon,  three 
amendments  were  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee— one  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Sir  R.  Assheton  Cross),  an- 
other in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  the  third  in 
the  name  of  an  hon.  Member  on  this 
side.  In  the  teeth  of  the  advice  that  we 
should  not  include  in  our  Report  any  re- 
commendation as  to  the  course  the  House 
should  pursue,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  11  to  10. 
An  addition  was  then  made  to  the  Re- 
port by  a  considerable  majority  to  the 
effect  that  the  proper  solution  of  the 
difficulty  was  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  make  an  Aifiirmation.  I  wish  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  we  were 
forced  into  that  position  by  the  draft 
Report  of  the  Chairman  being  defeated 
by  Members  mainly  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  whose  rejection  of  the 
Chairman's  advice  forced  us  to  make  a 
definite  recommendation  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston says  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  either  to  take  the  Oath 
or  to  affirm,  ''  having  regard  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  two  Select  Com- 
mittees." Now,  the  first  Committee 
decided  by  8  votes  to  8,  or,  as  two 
Members  were  absent,  by  9  to  9, 
and,  taking  into  accoimt  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman,  by  10  to  9, 
that  a  person  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
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might  decide  that  he  "was  liable  to  a 
penalty,  and  that  his  seat  might  be 
vacated.  The  question  was  not  whether 
it  was  wise  to  allow  an  Atheist  to  take  his 
seat  in  the  House  of  Commons,  but  only 
whether  an  Atheist  who  had  avowed 
himself  an  Atheist  could  not  sit  in  the 
House.  Persons  weU  known  to  be 
Atheists  had  taken  their  seats  in  the 
House  without  objection  being  taken; 
and  he  asked,  therefore,  if  there  was  not 
something  of  technicality  in  the  conten- 
tion that,  because  a  man  happened  to 
avow  Atheism  in  the  House,  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  take  his  seat  ? 

Sib  H.  DRTJMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  concluded  the  elaborate 
peroration  of  his  speech  by  requesting 
the  House  not  to  adopt  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ports- 
mouth; but  the  Besolution  which  he 
proposed  was  to  the  effect  that  Mr. 
^radlaugh  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
take  the  Oath  which  he  asked  to  be  ad- 
ministered to  him,  while  the  Committee 
recommended  that  he  ought  to  be  pre- 
vented from  doing  so.  The  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
accused  him  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
of  endeavouring  to  establish  an  Liquisi- 
tion,  and  asked  him  what  he  would  do 
if  a  Positivist  or  a  Comtist  presented 
himself  to  be  sworn.  Well,  the  ques- 
tion was  already  answered  in  Taylor  on 
Evidence^  where  the  law  was  stated  to  be 
that  a  man  must  be  assumed  to  believe 
in  Ood  unless  he  declared  the  contrary. 
No  one,  indeed,  could  have  challenged 
Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  to  take  the  Oath 
had  he  himself  not  raised  the  question 
in  a  public  way.  The  question,  how- 
ever, having  been  raised,  it  was,  he  be- 
lieved, his  duty  to  challenffe  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  as  he  did.  The  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  attempted  to  draw  an  analogy 
between  the  case  of  the  Quakers  and 
the  case  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  but  there 
really  was  no  analogy  between  those  cases 
whatever.  The  Quakers  were  a  law- 
abiding,  Ood-fearing  sect,  who  objected 
to  the  Oath  on  rehgious  grounds,  but 
were  not  incapacited  from  taking  it; 
while  the  Atheist,  it  was  well-known, 
was  legally  debarred  horn  taking  an 
oath  in  a  Court  of  Justice.  From  the 
first  he  was  opposed  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Committees,  and  his  action  had 
been  justified  by  the  fact  that  tiie  law- 
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yers  on  the  first  Committee,  to  whom  they 
might  have  looked  for  guidance,  voted  on 
strict  Party  lines,  with  the  exception  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stock* 
port  (Mr.  Hopwood),  who  afterwards 
justified  his  claim  to  be  elevated  to  the 
Judicial  Bench  by  giving  two  opinions  in 
different  directions  on  the  same  caae 
within  a  fortnight.  He  thought  the 
Prime  Minister  had  brought  the  whole 
embarrassment  upon  himself,  and  that 
the  constitution  of  the  second  Com- 
mittee, which  was  simply  a  repro- 
duction of  the  first  with  a  few  name« 
added,  was  not  entirely  satisfactory  to 
the  House.  That  Committee  recom- 
mended that  the  House  should  collude 
with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  get  out  of  the 
difficulty  by  referring  it  to  the  Courts  of 
Law.  JBut  who  was  to  go  into  a  Court 
of  Law  ?  Nobody  could  be  certain  that 
there  existed  anyone  who  would  bring 
an  action.  It  was,  therefore,  a  cowardly 
way  of  getting  out  of  the  difficulty,  and 
the  question  was  one  which  the  House 
should  decide  for  itself.  As  decisions  of 
the  Courts  at  Westminister  were  subject 
to  appeal  to  the  House  of  Lords,  a  re- 
ference of  the  question  to  the  Courts  of 
Law  would  residt  in  this  anomaly — ^that, 
as  it  was  certain  to  be  pursued  to  the  bit- 
ter end,  if  taken  up  at  all,  it  would  ffo  to 
the  Highest  Court  of  Appeal,  and  the 
House  of  Lords  would  have  to  decide 
upon  the  right  of  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  take  his  seat  or 
not.  He  had  listened  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House  with 
the  admiration  which  he  always  felt  for 
him;  but  he  would  confess  that  he  oonld 
not  make  out  what  was  the  drift  of  his 
argument.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  by  his  speech  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh was  to  be  allowed  to  take  the 
Oaui  or  to  make  the  Afitenation  ?  As 
the  House  required  some  g^dance  £h>m 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  him- 
self proposed  the  second  Committee, 
and  taken  Mr.  Bradlaugh  entirely  under 
his  protection,  they  ought  to  know  whe- 
ther he  was  going  to  support  the  recom- 
mendations of  Committee  No.  1 ,  or  the 
recommendation  of  Committee  No.  2  oa 
the  Oath,  or  the  rider  of  the  second 
Committee.  He  should  not  have  troubled 
the  House  with  any  remarks  had  it  not 
been  for  the  not  very  amiable  observa- 
tions which  had  been  addressed  to  him- 
self by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
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(Mr.  John  Briglit}.  Whatever  hap- 
pened, he  hoped  the  Besolution  would 
be  upheld  which  he  himself  formerly 
proposed,  and  which  had  been  affirmed 
oy  the  Committee  chosen  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  Sir,  in  the  few  re- 
marks I  am  about  to  make,  I  can  assure 
you  that  I  shall  use  no  language  calcu- 
lated in  the  smallest  degree  to  promote 
any  feeling  such  as  has  been  expressed 
on  some  occasions  during  the  last  two 
evenings,  but  that  I  shall  adhere  strictly 
to  the  terms  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House.  The  Motion  is  simply  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  be  allowed  to  Affirm 
at  this  Table,  and  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard) 
proposes  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  not 
be  permitted  either  to  take  the  Oath  or 
to  make  the  Affirmation.  The  Amend- 
ment is  said  to  be  foimded  on  the  Be- 
ports  of  the  two  Select  Committees  which 
recently  investigated  this  subject.  At 
first  it  will,  of  course,  appear  to  all  hon. 
Members  that,  considenng  one  of  those 
Select  Committees  distmctly  recom- 
mended that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be 
allowed  to  Affirm,  it  is  difSmlt  to  found 
upon  that  recommendation  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  Amendment  that  he  should 
not  be  allowed  to  Affirm.  But  we  have 
the  answer  suggested  by  the  other  side 
that  the  Committee  which  made  the  re- 
commendation that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should 
be  allowed  to  Affirm  went  beyond  the 
£ef  erence  to  them  in  making  that  re- 
commendation, and  that,  therefore,  it 
was  not  necessary  for  the  House  to  fol- 
low them  in  that  advice.  Now,  I  wish 
to  remind  the  House  precisely  of  what 
the  Committee  did.  The  Chairman,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  senior  Member 
for  the  University  of  Cambridge  (Mr. 
Walpole),  brouffht  up  a  Beport  dealing 
almost  exclusively  with  the  question  of 
the  Oath.  With  regard  to  nearly  the 
whole  of  that  Beport,  I  had  the  honour 
of  voting  with  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
There  were  some  amendments  sug- 
gested in  the  form  of  that  Beport ;  but 
those  amendments  practically  did  not 
touch  its  substance,  and,  as  far  the  Com- 
mittee were  dealing  with  the  recommen- 
dations of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge, the  Attorney  Oeneral,  the  Soli- 
dtor  Oeneral,  and  myself  throughout 


supported  those  recommendations.  But 
the  last  sentence  of  the  draft  Beport  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  was  in  these 
words — 

"  Whether  it  will  ezercifle  its  right  and  juris* 
diction  with  reference  to  the  claim  now  brought 
before  it " 

— which  was  the  claim  to  swear  at  this 
Table— 

'*  is  a  question  which,  as  your  Committee  per* 
ceive,  has  not  been  referred  to  them,  and  they, 
therefore,  confine  the  expression  of  their  opinion 
to  those  parts  of  the  case  as  to  which  their  opi« 
nion  has  been  asked  by  the  House." 

What  followed  upon  that?  My  right 
hon.  Friend  proposed  emphatically  to 
pronounce  that  the  House  had  only 
asked  the  Committee  to  report  what 
the  House  might  do  with  reference  to 
the  Oath,  but  not  to  report  what  the 
House  ought  to  do.  Thereupon,  three 
amendments  were  put  before  the  Com- 
mittee— one  in  the  name  of  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Lancashire  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  an- 
other in  the  name  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  late  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson),  and  the  third  in 
the  name  of  an  hon.  Member  on  this 
side.  In  the  teeth  of  the  advice  that  we 
should  not  include  in  our  Beport  any  re- 
commendation as  to  the  course  the  House 
should  pursue,  m^  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Cambridge 
was  defeated  by  a  majority  of  11  to  10. 
An  addition  was  then  made  to  the  Be- 
port by  a  considerable  majority  to  the 
effect  that  the  proper  solution  of  the 
dif&culty  was  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  make  an  Aifiirmation.  I  wish  to 
make  it  perfectly  clear  that  we  were 
forced  into  that  position  by  the  draft 
Beport  of  the  Chiurman  being  defeated 
by  Members  mainly  sitting  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House,  whose  rejection  of  the 
Chairman's  advice  forced  us  to  make  a 
definite  recommendation  to  the  House. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston says  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  either  to  take  the  Oath 
or  to  affirm,  '*  having  regard  to  the 
proceedings  of  the  two  Select  Com- 
mittees." Now,  the  first  Committee 
decided  by  8  votes  to  8,  or,  as  two 
Members  were  absent,  by  9  to  9, 
and,  taking  into  account  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman,  b^  10  to  9, 
that  a  person  in  the  position  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  ought  not  to  be  permitted  to 
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affirm.  But  let  me  point  out  to  tlie 
House  fcliat,  of  those  nine  Members,  two 
were  in  favour  of  his  being  permitted  to 
swear.  What  is  the  result  of  that? 
Out  of  the  nine  Members  who  reported 
that  he  should  not  be  allowed  to  Affirm, 
only  seyen  considered  tha  the  should  not 
be  allowed  to  swear,  and  the  majority  of 
1 1  to  7  were  of  opinion  that  he  should 
be  permitted  to  take  his  seat,  the 
'  sole  difference  among  the  11  being 
whether  he  should  be  admitted  after 
taking  the  Oath  or  after  making  an 
Affirmation.  So  far  therefore,  as  the  first 
Committee  is  concerned,  the  statement 
in  the  Amendment  is  entirely  opposed 
to  the  facts  of  the  case,  because  the 
large  majority  of  the  Committee  were  of 
opinion  uiat  he  ought  to  take  his  seat, 
though  they  were  not  agreed  as  to  the 
process  by  which  he  was  to  do  so.  In 
the  second  Committee,  the  question  whe- 
ther or  not  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  take  the 
Oath  was  distinctly  put ;  and  when  we 
heard  it  said  to-day  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Minister  had  not  followed 
his  own  Attorney  General,  the  late  Soli- 
citor Oeneral  must  allow  me  to  remind 
him  that  he,  on  his  part,  did  not  follow  his 
Attorney  General.  There  were,  therefore, 
fire  Members  who  would  haye  allowed 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  after  tak- 
ing the  Oath,  and  eight  others  who  would 
have  admitted  him  after  an  Affirmation. 
Therefore,  in  the  second  Committee  the 
position  was  this — ^that  13  Members  to  9 
were  in  favour  of  his  taking  his  seat, 
though  they  were  not  agreed  as  to  whe- 
ther he  should  Affirm  or  take  an  Oath. 
That  is  strictly  the  result  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  Committee,  both  of  which 
would  have  allowed  him  to  take  his 
seat,  though  they  were  not  agreed  as 
to  the  Oau  or  the  Affirmation.  This, 
I  think,  is  a  materialpoint,  and  it  would 
not  look  well  for  the  House  to  record  on 
its  votes  that,  in  consequence  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  two  Committees,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh was  allowed  neither  to  make  an 
Ai^mation  nor  to  take  the  Oath.  There 
is  one  other  matter  to  which  I  should 
like  to  call  attention.  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  House  that,  if  they  will  refer 
to  the  proceedings  on  the  Jewish  Oath 
Commission,  they  will  find  it  assumed  in 
those  remarkable  debates  that  when  the 
words  **  on  the  true  fieuth  of  a  Christian" 
are  omitted  there  is  nothing  to  prevent 
a  man  of  any  faith,  or  of  no  faith  at  all, 
from  entering  the  House.    I  am  only 
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referring  to  what  is  on  record.  I  have 
looked  very  carefully  through  those  de- 
bates, and  will  give  the  House  instances 
which  may  have  some  little  weieht  with 
them.  One  very  eminent  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  result  of  admittingJews  to 
Parliament  would  reduce  the  Bonae  to 
the  level  of  a  mere  secular  Assembly; 
and,  again,  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
Bishop  Wilberforce  said  that  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  Bill  admitted  to 
Parliament  those  who  denied  the  exist- 
ence of  GK>d.  I  cannot  find  that  any 
Member  of  the  House  of  Lords  repu- 
diated that  sentiment.  I  come  to  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  and  I  find  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  said 
that  the  result  of  the  measure  would  be 
that  we  should  be  passing  laws  that  had 
the  sanction  of  no  religion  whatever. 
What  could  have  been  meant  except  that 
all  persons  who  object  to  the  Oath  would 
clearly  be  able  to  take  their  seats?  Does 
the  jimior  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge 
deny  that  such  is  the  purport  of  the  olauaea 
in  the  Heligious  Oaths  Amendment  Act 
of  the  year  1 857  ?  He  was  very  anxioos, 
when  we  were  emancipating  the  Jews, 
that  some  change  should  be  made  in  the 
form  of  the  Boman  Catholic  Oath,  and 
he  will  remember  that  he  voted  in  the 
small  minority  in  favour  of  that  change. 
He  said  at  the  time  that  unless  that  was 
done,  it  would  be  necessary  to  inscribe 
over  the  door  of  the  House  of  Oonunons 
the  legend  upon  the  gates  of  Bandon — 

"  Jew,  Turk,  or  Atheiit 
"  May  enter  here,  but  ne'er  a  Papirt." 

Therefore,  it  was  well  understood  when 
that  Bill  passed  that  persons  of  every 
religion,  or  of  no  religion,  would  for 
the  future  be  allowea  to  sit  in  this 
House ;  and  I  cannot  find  that  to  thoee 
who  took  that  objection  to  the  Bill 
there  was  one  single  word  of  reply  that 
their  fears  were  not  well-founded.  I 
listened  with  great  interest,  as  I  always 
do  when  he  speaks,  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  who  spoke  with 
such  eloquence  to-night,  when,  in 
almost  the  beginning  of  his  speech^  he 
said  "  he  felt  oompeUed  by  all  he  had 
held  dear  in  this  world  and  the  next 
to  object  to  this  proposal,''  I  was  under 
the  impression  that  throughout  his 
speech  he  would  reoudn  on  the  same 
height  of  prindple,  and  that  the  oppo- 
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sition  whiob  he  directed  against  the 
Hesolation  would  be  maintained  in  the 
same  spirit  as  he  began.  But  what  did 
the  hon.  Member  say  later  on?  He 
said — **  Ton  admitted  Boman  Catholics 
because  they  were  numerous  and  press- 
ing; you  admitted  the  Jews  because 
they  were  numerous  and  influential,  and 
for  years  they  pressed  for  admission; 
and  when  the  Atneists  are  as  numerous 
as  the  Jews,  you  will  have  to  admit 
them." 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  What  I  said 
was,  that  then  the  House  would  have  to 
consider  their  case. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  We  know  what 
that  means.  We  were  to  wait,  then,  to 
carry  out  this  great  matter  of  principle 
until  the  Atheists  were  as  numerous  as 
the  Jews,  and  came  knocking  at  our 
doors.  I  say,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
way  to  prevent  Atheists  from  making 
head  in  this  oountiy,  the  way  to  preyent 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  his  Mends  mm  be- 
coming martyrs,  the  way  to  prevent  that 
circulation  of  their  works  which  the 
question  of  his  entrance  into  this  House 
within  the  last  few  days  has  produced, 
is  to  do  justice.  That  is  a  principle 
which  for  the  last  50  years  has  been  well 
understood.  If  you  want  to  put  down 
Atheists,  do  not  make  Atheists  martyrs. 
Let  not  Atheists  be  told  by  your  vote  to- 
night to  increase  and  multiply ;  but  let 
them  in  at  onoe.  I  undertake  to  say 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  influence  will  not 
be  a  tithe  of  what  it  is  when  be  sits  in- 
side the  House,  instead  of,  as  at  present, 
hovering  round  its  portals. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  had  no  intention 
of  taking  part  in  the  debate ;  but,  as  an 
Irish  Boman  Oatholic,  he  could  not  re- 
main silent  after  the  concluding  sen- 
tences of  the  last  speaker.  He  was  fully 
in  accord  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
when  he  said  it  was  an  insult  to  the 
Bonuui  Catholics  of  the  United  King- 
dom, notwithstanding  their  struggles 
for  years  and  their  servioes  to  the 
country  in  every  grade,  to  be  compared 
with  this  isolated  Atheist.  As  an  Irish- 
man and  a  Oatholic  he  shrank  from  con* 
tact  with  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  his  sort 
He  was  one  of  thoea  who,  not  belonging  to 
the  relu;ionof  the  majorityof  tfiatHouse, 
listened  with  reverence  to  the  prayer  of- 
fered up  at  the  opening  of  their  prooeed- 
ings  by  a  dergyman  not  of  his  own  creed; 
and  he  asked  would  it  not  be  amockery, 


if  persons  like  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be 
admitted  to  the  House — that,  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  their  seats,  they 
should  attend  while  that  prayer  was 
oflered  up?  He  had  for  years  been 
accustomed  to  hold  the  sentiments  of  the 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
not  only  in  respect,  but  in  veneration ; 
but  when  he  heard  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  state  that  there  were  men  in 
that  House  who  came  to  the  Table  and 
took  the  Oath  as  a  pure  formality,  he 
confessed  he  could  not  share  that 
opinion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  last  spoken  concluded  by  ask- 
ing the  House  not  to  make  a  martyr  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  said  that  the  dis- 
franchisement of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would 
have  a  contrary  effect  from  what  was 
intended.  He,  however,  was  one  of 
those  who  held  that  if  ike  majority  of 
the  House  decided  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  recommended,  the  unthinking 
portion  of  the  people  would  conclude 
that  they  had  endorsed  the  Atheism  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh. 

Sib  STAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE:  I 
am  unwilling.  Sir,  to  stand  in  the  way 
of  any  Members  who  might  desire  to 
address  the  House ;  but  it  may  be  wdl 
to  consider  the  position  in  which  we 
stand,  now  that  we  are  about  to  g^  to  a 
division.  It  is  not,  I  think,  to  be  won- 
dered at,  if  hon.  Members  should  wish 
to  express  their  views,  not  merely  on 
the  technical  points  which  have  been 
raised,  but  also  on  collateral  questions 
of  very  deep  and  grave  interest ;  and  it 
should  hardly  be  matter  of  surprise,  still 
less  of  rebuke,  if  Members,  in  the  course 
of  the  discussion,  should  have  travelled 
somewhat  beyond  the  technical  points  of 
the  question,  andexpressed  their  opinion 
on  the  religious,  social,  and  political 
bearings  of  this  great  question.  But 
when  we  come  to  the  Vote,  I  think  it 
is  of  importance  that  we  should  en- 
deavour to  clear  our  minds  as  well  as 
we  can;  and  I  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider for  a  moment  the  particular  pro- 
posal on  which  they  are  about  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion.  We  are  called  upon 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
to  agree  to  a  proposal,  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh be  admitted  to  make  an  Affirma- 
tion instead  of  taking  the  Oath  required 
by  law.  Now,  I  wish,  in  the  first  place, 
to  say,  in  regard  to  that  Motion,  it 
seenu  to  me  to  be  made  at  the  wrong 
time,  and  a  little  too  late.    What  has 
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been  the  course  which  the  House  has 
followed  in  this  matter  ?  We  haye  had 
several  occasions  on  which  such  a  Mo- 
tion as  the  hon.  Member  now  asks  us 
to  affirm  might  have  been  considered 
to  come  at  a  proper  time.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  these  transactions,  the  other 
Member  for  Northampton  came  to  the 
Table  and  expressed  a  wish  to  Affirm. 
You,  Sir,  expressed  a  doubt  as  to  the 
propriety  of  allowing  him  to  do  so,  and 
a  doubt  as  to  the  correctness  of  the  claim 
he  advanced.  You  referred  the  matter 
to  the  House.  It  would  have  been  pos- 
sible, and,  I  should  say,  in  Order,  if  any 
Member  of  the  House  had  come  forward 
and  made  a  Motion  to  the  effect  that  the 
hon.  Member  should  make  an  Affirma- 
tion ;  and  if  the  views  which  the  Prime 
Minister  has  propounded  were  sound, 
that  would  have  been  the  correct  and 
proper  course  to  be  taken,  and  on 
which  the  judgment  of  the  House  might 
have  been  asked.  That  course  was  not 
taken,  because  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  Government,  acting  upon  the  instruc- 
tions of  its  leading  Members,  who  had 
not  then  taken  their  seats,  proposed  that, 
instead  of  deciding  at  once  either  that 
he  could  or  could  not  affirm,  the  question 
should  be  referred  to  a  Oommittee.  A 
Committeee  was  appointed,  and  with 
my  own  assent,  and  with  the  assent  of 
many  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
though  with  some  demur  on  the  part  of 
others  on  account  of  the  great  haste  with 
which  the  proceedings  were  commenced. 
That  Conmiittee  was  appointed  for  the 
express  purpose  of  considering  and  exa- 
mining the  matter.  The  question  was 
one  of  a  legal  character,  as  to  the  con- 
struction of  certain  statutes  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  appealed ; 
and  the  Committee,  by  a  narrow  majo- 
rity indeed,  but  still  by  a  majority,  after 
a  very  brief  consultation,  decided  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  Mr.  Bradlauffh  to 
affirm.  When  that  Heport  was  male,  it 
was  still  within  the  power  of  this  House 
to  have  expressed  its  dissent  from  the 
conclusion  of  the  Committee;  and  it 
would  have  been  perfeotlv  competent  for 
the  sitting  Member  for  Northampton,  or 
the  Government,  or  any  Member  of  the 
House,  to  have  given  Notice  that,  instead 
of  aoq[uie8oing  in  this  Beport,  the  House 
should  proc^d  in  conformity  with  the 
views  of  the  minority  of  the  Oommittee, 
and  declare  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  per- 
mitted to  affirm.    But  that  course  was 
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not  taken;  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  after 
hearing  the  conclusion  which  had  been 
arrived  at,  instead  of  protesting  ag^ainst 
the  decision  of  the  Committee,  instead  of 
coming  forward,  through  a  friend  or  in 
person,  andaskingto  be  allowed  to  affirm, 
came  forward  and  proposed  to  take  the 
Oath  as  if  nothing  had  happened.  Sir, 
the  sense  of  the  House  revolted  a^^ainst 
that  proceeding,  and,  I  think,  rightly 
revolted.  It  was  perfectly  competent  for 
the  House — ^I  said  so  at  the  time,  and  I 
think  it  would  have  been  the  right  coarse 
for  the  House  to  take  upon  that  occasion 
— ^to  have  declared  that  it  was  not  right 
to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  the 
Oath  as  a  mere  matter  of  form.  But,  on 
that  point,  what  was  the  course  taken  by 
the  Government  ?  Having  desired  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed,  having 
awaited  the  decision  of  that  Committee, 
having  taken  no  step  when  that  decision 
was  laid  before  them,  the  object  and  the 
view  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  told  us  he  had  at  the  time  when 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  presented  himself  was  to 
allow  the  proceeding  to  go  on— to  allow 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  teke  the  Oath  and  to 
say  nothing  while  the  mockery  was 
taking  place.  That  course  would  have 
been  very  unsatisfactory;  but  when  it 
was  rendered  impossible  bv  the  action 
of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Portsmouth,  who  interposed  to  prevent, 
what  I  think  the  whole  House  or  the 
majority  of  the  House  must  have  feh 
would  have  been  something  in  the 
natureof  a  scandal,  or,  at  all  events,  what 
would  have  been  exceedingly  painful 
to  a  very  large  number  of  persons  in 
this  House  and  elsewhere— when  my 
hon«  Friend  interfered  to  prevent  that 
taken  place,  what  course  was  taken? 
No  Amendment  was  moved  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  be  allowed  to  affirm. 
But,  first  of  all,  a  Question  of  Order  was 
raised  as  to  whether  it  was  competent 
for  anyone  to  interfere  between  a  Mem- 
ber who  wished  to  take  the  Oath.  Yon, 
Sir,  ruled  that  it  was  so.  A  Committee 
was  then  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
case,  and  that,  contrary  to  the  views  of 
some  of  us  who  sit  upon  this  side  of  the 
House.  That  Committee  entered  into 
the  question  and  decided  that  the  ooursa 
desiied  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  one 
which  he  could  not  follow.  That  was  a 
fiill  answer  to  the  question  which  had 
been  referred  to  it.  But  the  Committee 
went  on  and  volunteered  to  advise  what 
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should  be  done,  and  their  adyice  was 
that  the  opinion  of  the  former  Com- 
mittee should  be  set  aside.  I  want  to 
point  out  that,  all  through  these  trans- 
actions, there  has  been  apparently  a 
desire  to  contriye  in  some  way  or  other 
the  admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  the 
House,  and  that  the  steps  wmch  haye 
been  taken  to  secure  that  admission 
haye  not  been,  up  to  this  point,  of  a 
direct  nature,  declaring  that  he  ought 
to  be  admitted,  but  that  they  haye  been 
steps  in  the  nature  of  eyasions  of  the 
difficulty  placed  before  us.  We  haye 
neyer  had  the  courage  to  face  that  diffi- 
culty, and  I  do  not  think  we  haye 
mended  our  position  by  the  course  which 
has  been  adopted.  And  now.  Sir,  at 
the  last  moment  the  sitting  Member 
for  Northampton  comes  forward  with  a 
Motion,  which  brings  us  back  to  the  point 
at  which  we  were  at  the  beginning  of  the 
transaction,  and  that  in  a  way  which  is, 
to  my  mind,  yery  unsatisfactory  and  in- 
oonyenient.  We  cannot  dissociate — al- 
though the  hon.  Member  says  nothing  of 
it  inms  Besolution — his  recommendation 
from  the  recommendation  of  the  second 
Committee  which  considered  the  subject 
While  we  only  see  on  the  face  of  the 
Motion  a  proposal  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  be  allowed  to  Affirm,  we  cannot 
ayoid  seeing  that  the  hon.  Member  takes 
this  step  in  connection  with  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  second  Committee, 
which  is  not  a  recommendation  pure  and 
simple  that  he  should  be  aUowedto  affirm, 
but  that  he  should  be  aUowed  to  affirm 
in  order  that  the  responsibility  and  the 
difficulty  we  do  not  like  ourselyes  to 
face  may  be  shifted  to  another  body — 
that  is,  to  a  Court  of  Law.  Therefore, 
8ir,  I  say  that  the  difficult  point  at 
which  the  hon.  Member  has  arriyed  is 
rendered  more  difficult  by  his  asking 
us  to  take  a  step,  which  he  does  not 
say  will  be  a  right  and  proper  one,  but 
rather  one  which  will  enable  us  to  ob- 
tain the  decision  of  a  Court  of  Law. 
But  I  am  bound  to  say  that  the  position 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  still  further 
weakened  by  what  has  taken  place  this 
evening^.  I  think  that  the  lan^age  and 
arguments  of  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
the  yiews  which  he  has  put  forward, 
weaken  still  ftirther  the  position  of  the 
hon.  Oentleman,  because  the  Prime 
Minister's  argument  was  one  rather 
Against  the  ocmdusions  of  the  second 
Committee  than  against  that  of  the  first, 


and  pointed  to  this — that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
ought  to  haye  been  allowed  to  come  up 
and  take  the  Oath  rather  than  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  Affirm.  The  case, 
I  feel,  is  one  which  it  is  impossible  for 
me  to  attempt  to  discuss  with  any  ad- 
yantage,  after  what  we  haye  hesod  in 
the  course  of  the  debate.  Nothing  I 
could  say  could  be  at  all  equal  in  autho- 
rity to  the  argument  of  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Uniyersity  of  Dublin.  My  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  argument  extended 
oyer  the  whole  case,  and  proyed,  I  think, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  great  bulk  of 
those  who  heard  him,  that  the  position 
which  is  now  proposed  be  taken  is 
one  which  is  quite  untenable.  If  we 
adopt  the  yiew  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
we  are  to  sit  by  and  consider  the 
House  a  mere  machine.  We  are  to 
abdicate  our  functions  and  exercise  no 
kind  of  jurisdiction  in  the  matter  of  the 
taking  of  the  Oath.  I  think  it  is  im- 
possible that  we  can  accept  that  doc- 
trine. It  is  impossible  for  us  to  agree 
to  sit  by  merely  that  we  should  haye 
the  question  decided  by  a  Court  of  Law. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  late 
Solicitor  General  pointed  out  how  diffi- 
cult it  would  be  to  get  a  fair  and  real 
decision  by  a  Court  of  Law  on  the  mat- 
ter. I  will  not,  howeyer,  enter  into  that 
question ;  but  what  I  contend  is,  that  we 
should  be  abdicating  our  functions  and 
lowering  the  character  of  the  House  if 
we  accepted  the  doctrine  that  when  we 
haye  a  matter  of  this  sort  before  us,  and 
haye  so  far  entertained  it  as  to  ap- 
point two  Committees  to  consider  it,  and 
naye  discussed  it  in  two  nights'  debate, 
we  are  still  to  turn  it  oyer  to  the  deci- 
sion of  a  Court  of  Law.  If  it  becomes 
to  be  belieyed  in  the  coimtry  that  we 
are  not  only  doing  this  because  it  is  a 
question  of  difficulty,  but  also  because 
we  are  anxious  to  find  some  way — around 
the  comer,  as  it  were — for  the  purpose 
of  introducing  to  this  House  a  Gentle- 
man whose  opinions  are  such  as  haye 
been  so  often  described,  the  effect  will 
be  disastrous  to  our  character;  and 
when  we  are  told  that  we  ought  to  take 
this  course  in  order  to  ayoid  the  diffi- 
culties and  dangers  which  might  possi- 
bly await  us,  then  I  say,  on  the  other 
himd,  there  is  no  sort  of  danger  greater 
than  for  this  House  to  show  itself  so 
cowardly  as  it  would  appear  by  the 
adoption  of  such  a  course  of  eyasion.    X 
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do  not  believe  there  will  be  any  danger 
of  collision  between  this  House  and  the 
Oonrts  of  Law.  That  is  a  bugbear  which 
I  feel  we  may  set  aside.  But  with  re- 
gard to  any  possible  collision  with  the 
constituency,  I  do  not  think  we  can 
avoid  it  by  any  course  which  we  may 
adopt.  I  was  struck  by  one  of  the  ob- 
servations in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Southwark.  I  un- 
derstood him  to  say,  if  you  refer  this 
matter  to  the  Courts  of  Law,  one  of  two 
things  must  happen — either  the  Courts 
will  affirm  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  pro- 
perly seated  and  has  taken  the  Affirma- 
tion which  he  ought  to  have  taken,  or 
else  the  Court  will  decide  that  he  is  not 
properly  seated,  and,  in  that  case,  he 
will  go  back  to  his  constituents.  He 
may  again  be  returned  to  this  House;  he 
may  come  to  the  Table  for  the  purpose  of 
taking  the  Oath,  "  and  then,''  said  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  "  I  should 
like  to  see  the  legal  authority  who  would 
stand  in  the  way  of  his  doing  so."  The 
advice  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
is,  go  to  the  Courts  of  Law ;  whether 
they  decide  that  the  statute  means  that 
he  can  Affirm  or  that  he  cannot  the 
ultimate  conclusion  is  certain — ^by  one 
step  or  the  other,  Mr.  Bradlauffh  will 
obtain  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. And  then,  I  think,  he  should 
have  wound  up  with  something  like  the 
conclusion  of  a  problem  in  Euclid,  and 
added,  "  which  was  to  be  done.**  Now, 
Sir,  I  do  not  want  to  import  into  this 
debate  anv  matter  of  acrimonious  con- 
troversy; out  I  do  express  my  opinion 
that  the  course  which  the  House  has 
taken  has  been  on  more  than  one 
point  a  doubtful  course,  and  not  such 
as  I  should  have  recommended.  I  regret 
that  we  have  had  two  Committees,  and 
believe  that  the  second  might  have  been 
dispensed  with ;  but  I  thmk  we  owe  it 
to  ourselves  not  altogether  to  repudiate 
our  own  actions.  As  we  have  appointed 
these  two  Committees,  let  us,  at  aU  events, 
consider  and  judge  of  their  recommenda- 
tions. With  regard  to  the  opinion  of 
the  first  Committee,  I  accept  its  decision 
partly  on  the  ground  of  authority  and 
Decause  it  is  that  which  the  Committee 
have  agreed  upon,  and  partly  because  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  a  decision  foimded 
upon  a  reasonable  interpretation  of  the 
statutes.  Looking  at  the  intention  with 
which  these  statutes  were  passed,  it 
seems  to  me  that  the  relief  intended 
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to  be  given  was  to  apply  to  the  case  of 
persons  who  ought  to  give  evidence 
before  Courts  of  Law,  who  might  d^ire 
to  escape  giving  evidence,  and  who,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  Judge,  ought  to  be 
allowed  or  called  on  to  affirm  instead  of 
taHng  an  oath  that  would  not  be  binding 
upon  them,  so  that  their  evidence  might 
not  be  lost.  But,  in  the  present  case,  no 
such  considerations  apply ;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  permission  to  Affirm  Ia 
not  claimed  on  the  ground  on  which  it 
is  given  to  certain  religious  bodies.  It 
is  clearly  not  giving  relief  to  conscien- 
tious' scruples,  because  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
has  no  such  scruple  about  taking  the 
Oath.  The  present  is  not  like  the  case 
of  a  member  of  the  Society  of  Friends  or 
Moravians,  who  mi^ht,  in  a  moment  of 
weakness,  have  taken  the  Oath,  and 
then  would  have  felt  he  had  committed 
a  sin  in  doing  so.  There  would  be  no 
relief  in  a  case  like  the  present,  because, 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  took  the  Oath,  his 
conscience  would  be  quite  at  ease.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Committee,  I  look 
with  respect  upon  its  decision,  so  far  as 
it  relates  to  the  particular  point  referred 
to  it.  But  when  it  goes  beyond  that, 
and  volunteers  to  make  recommenda- 
tions as  to  the  course  which  we  should 
pursue,  I  claim  for  myself  and  for  this 
House  the  right  to  judge  whether  the 
course  so  recommenaed  is  one  which  is 
consistent  with  the  position  and  duty  of 
this  House,  and  witn  the  position  which 
it  holds  in  the  eyes  of  the  people.  I  saj 
it  is  not ;  and  I  ask  the  House  to  join  in 
rejecting  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  upon  the  ground 
that  it  involves  a  departure  from  the 
position  which  this  House  is  bound  to 
take,  and  which,  I  believe,  the  country  is 
expecting  that  we  should  take. 

Me.  THOROLD  EOGERS  was  under- 
stood to  support  the  Motion ;  but  his 
speech  was  mandible  in  the  Ghallezy, 
owing  to  the  conftision  which  prevailed 
in  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .*— Ayes  230 ;  Noes 
275 :  Majority  45. 


AYES. 


Adand,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adam,  rt  hon.  W.  P. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainaworth,  D. 
Amoiy,  Sir  J.  H. 


Annitstesd,  O. 
Arnold,  A. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  8. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
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Baring,  Vucotint 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Baaa,A. 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaomoni,  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Biddolph^  M. 
Biffgar,  J.  O. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Brand,  H.  B. 
Braasey,  T. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
BriggB,  W.  E. 
l^right,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhnrtt,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brace,  rt  hon.  Lord  G. 
Brace,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,T. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  O. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
Campbell- Bannennan, 

H. 
Carington,hon.  Col.  W. 

hTp. 

Caoston,  R.  K. 
CaTendiflh,  Lord  E. 
CaTendiah,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childen,rt.  hn.  H.  C.E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clifford,  C.  C. 
Cohen,  A^ 
CoUings,  J. 
Colman,  J.  J. 
ComminSf  A. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H«  F. 
CreykcR. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Ctmliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Davey,  H. 
Daries,  D. 
Daries,  R. 
DaTiea,W. 
DiDce,  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodda,  J. 

Dodson,  rt  hon.  J.  Q. 
Duff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E  G. 
Dondaa,  hon.  J.  C. 

Efferton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
EUiot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Fairbaira,  Sir  A. 
Farqnhanon,  Dr.  R. 
Fawoeti,  rt  hon.  H. 
Fay.  C.  J. 

Ffolkes,  Sir  W.  IL  B. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 


Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  6.  8. 
Fo^jambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,R. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,T. 

Gladitone,rt  hn.  W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Goorley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  E.  P.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Groevenor,  Lord  R. 
Gordon,  R.  T. 
Harconit,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Harq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Havelock- Allan,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,T.  R. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  £.  S. 
Howard,  J. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
niingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
Ingram,  Vr.  J. 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  C. 
Jamea,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Kensington,  Lord 
Laing,  8. 

Ijambton,  hon.  F.  Vr. 
Law,  rt  hon.  H. 
Lawley,  hon.  B. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Layoock,  R. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W. 
Lee,  H. 

Leferre,  G.  J.  8. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
liacdonald,  A. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
BlacUrer,  P.  8. 
M*Lartti,D. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
MaSland,W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Mai3oribanka,Sir  D.  C. 
ICarriott  W.  T. 
Mason,  U. 

Massey,  rt  hon.  W.  N. 
MeUor.J.  W. 


Milbank,  F.  A. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  O. 
Morley,  A. 

MundeUa,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O*  Gorman  Mahon,  Col. 

The 
O'Kelly,  J. 
Paget,  T.T. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parnell,  C.  S. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel,  A.  W. 
Pennington,  F. 
PhiHps,  R.  N. 
Playudr,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pulley,  J. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Reed,  £.  J« 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rondel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Rothschild,SirN.M.  de 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E, 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 


Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 

Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanly,  hon.  E.  L. 
8tory-Ma8kelyn6,M.H. 
Strutt,  hon.  H. 
Summers,  W. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  Bte  H.  M. 
TiUett,J.H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Walter,  J. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbuin,  Sir  I). 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  8. 
Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  8.  C.  E. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  8. 
Willis,  W. 
Willyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilson,  L 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Woodall,W. 
Woolff,  8. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 

TELLBBS. 

Labouchere,  H. 
M'Laren,  C.  B.  B. 


NOES. 


Agar-Robartes»hn*T.C. 
Alexander,  Colonel 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
BaUey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barae,  F.  St  J.  N. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bass,  H. 

Beach,  rt.  hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bellingham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  rt  hon.  G.  C. 
Bentinck.  G.  W.  P. 
Beresford,  G.  de  la  P. 
Birkbeck,E. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackburne,  CoL  J.  I. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Boord,T.  W. 
Brise,  S.  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodriok,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 


Brooks,  M. 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Brymer,  W.  B. 
Burnaby,  Colonel  E.  S. 
Burrell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clive,  CoL  hon.  G.  W, 
Qose,  M.  C. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddinjiton,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Colthurst,  CoL  B.  la  T. 
Compton,  F. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 

Corbett,  J. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
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Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Orompton-Eoberts,  C. 
Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  rt  hon.  G. 
Daly,  J. 

Dawnay,  Col.  hon.  L.  P. 
Dawson,  C. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  Col.  ton.  E. 
D<maldson*Hadson,  C. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dackham,  T. 
Duff,  B.  W. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
£^erton,  hon.  W. 
Ekho,  Lord 
EUiot,  G.  W. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Errington,  G. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  0. 
Feilden,Maj.-Gen.  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Filmer,  Sir  £. 
Pinch,  G.  H. 
Findlater,  W. 
Fitzpatriok.hn.  B.  E.B. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 

Foley,  J.  W. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester.  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Gkdway,  Viscount 

Garflt,T. 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 

Gkumier,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt  hon.  E. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Gill,  H.  J. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gordon,  Lord  D. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 

Gk>r8t,  J.  £. 

Grafton,  F.  W. 

Grantham,  W. 

Greer,  T. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Guest,  M.  J. 

Hall,  A.  W. 

Halsev,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
LordG. 

Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Hanrey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Helmsiey,  Viscount 

Heneage,  E. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hermon,  £• 

Hicks,  E. 

HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 

Holker,Sir  J. 


Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B« 
Huobafd,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Eennard,  Col.  E.  H. 
Eennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Enightlev,  Sir  R. 
Lac^  Su:  E.  H.  E. 
Lalor,  R. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lea,T. 
Leamy,  E. 

Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Leg^h,  W.  J. 
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Lindsay,  CoL  R.  L. 
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Lyons,  R.  D. 
Mftcartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Ivor,  D. 
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M'Carthy,  J. 
M'Coan,  J.  C. 
M'Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
M*Lagan,P. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
Martin,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Maxwell,  J.  H.  M. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
MoUoy,  B.  C. 
Monckton,  F. 
Monk,  C.  J. 
Moore,  A. 
Moraan,  hon.  F. 
Morley,  S. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray,rthn.SirJ.R. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Musgraye,  Sir  R.  C. 
Kewdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  E. 

Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northoote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 
S.  H. 


0*Beime,  Migor  F. 
O'Connor,  A. 
0*Donnell,  F.  H. 
0*Donoghue,  The 
Onslow,  D. 
O'Shea,  W.  H. 
0*SulUyan,  W.  H. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
PaUiser,  Sir  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pender,  J. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  R. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rankin,  J. 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  Sir  0. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
RusseU,  Sir  C. 
St  Aubyn,  W.  M. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 


Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt  non.  W.  H. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt  hn.  CoL  F. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sulliyan,  A.  M. 
Sulliyan,  T. 
Sykes,  C. 
Synan,  £.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tfcylor,rt.hxi.Col.T.  E, 

Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,hon.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Viyian,  A.  P. 
Viyian,  H.  H. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  8. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Wauffh,R 
Whitley,  E. 
Williams,  O.  L.  C. 
Wihnot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  C.  B.  8t«i»rt- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TXLLBBS. 

Crichton,  Visconnt 
Winn,R. 


Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Retohedf  That,  haying  regard  to  the  Bapoits 
and  proceedings  of  two  Select  Committees  ap> 
pointed  by  this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  iMyt 
permitted  to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirma- 
tion mentioned  in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  o.  19,  and 
the  31  and  32  Vic.  c.  72. 


ISLE  OF  KAir  (LOAKS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  F&bdbrick  CAyiHoisB, 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  raising  of  Loans  on  be- 
half of  the  Isle  of  Man,  ord^rtd  to  be  brought 
in  by  Lord  Frbobricx  OAyxuniSH  and  Mr. 
John  Holms. 

Billjyr#Mfi<#if,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bi]1241.] 


TAXES  HAKAGEMEKT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  F&bdbrick  CAyBXDum« 
Bill  to  consolidate  enactments  relating  to  cer- 
tain Taxes  and  Duties  under  the  manageaneat 
of  the  Board  of  Inland  Beyenue,  ordered  to  b« 
brought  in  by  Lord  Fabdbrick  CAysxDiSH  and 
Mr.  John  Holms. 

Wlpre9mte4,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  242*3 


629 


Pmrlummiaiy 


iJvm  2d,  1880) 


OaiL 


630 


LOCAL  QOYEBiniEirr    PBOYISIONAL    OBDSB 
(POOB  law)   (no.    2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbxrt,  Bill  to  confirm 
an  Order  of  the  Local  Gk>vemment  Board  tinder 
the  proviflionB  of  '*The  Divided  Parishes  and 
Poor  Law  Amendment  Act,  1876/'  as  amended 
and  extended  by  '*  The  Poor  Law  Act,  187»/' 
relating  to  the  parishes  of  Bowers  Gifford, 
Hadlei^h,  Laindon,  Leigh,  North  Benfleet,  Pit- 
sea,  Pnttlewell,  South  Benfleet,  Southchorch, 
and  Vange,  ordered  to  be  brooght  in  by  Mr. 
HiBBBRT  and  Mr.  Dodsox. 

Billi»-#M»ilM;,andread  the  first  time.  [Bill243.] 


BELIEF  OF  DI8TBESS  (iBELAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pabnxll,  Bill  to  relieve 
the  Distress  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Pabnbll  and  Mr.  O'Kbllt. 

BiHpreeentedf  and  read  tlie  first  time.  [Bill  244.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
before  One  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wedneiday,  2Srd  Jun$,  1880. 


MINTJTES.]— New  Writ  Issued— /br  Oraves- 
end,  V,  Thomas  Bevan,  esquire,  void  Election. 

Select  Committee — Contagious  Diseases  Acts 
(1866-9),  appointed. 

Private  Bill  (by  Order) — Considered  a§  amended 
— Liverpool  Corporation  (Loans,  &c.)  *. 

Public  Bvua— Second  Reading — MiddlesexLand 
Registry  [142],  debate  a^foumed ;  Coimty 
Bridges  •  [226]. 

Second  Jieadtng — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  *  [192]. 

Select  Committee  —  Fraudulent  Debtors  (Scot- 
land)* [185],  Colonel  Alexander  and  Mr. 
Webster  added, 

J2drpor^— Births  and  Deaths  Registration  (Ire- 
land) •  [166-246]. 

CbmmiVttftf— JK^rpor^— ConsolidatedFund  (No.  1)*. 

Considered  as  amended— hocaX  Government  Pro- 
visional  Order  (Poor  Law)  •  [121]. 

Third  Reading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Broughty 
Ferrv)  •  [83]  ;  Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  • 
[162],  tma  passed, 

Withdraum—ljooaX  Inquiries  (Ireland)  [132]  ; 
Sligo  Borough*  [186]. 

PARLIAMENTARY    OATH    (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

Mb.  BBADLAUan,  one  of  the  Mem- 
ben  for  Northampton,  having  come  to 
the  Table,  claiming  to  take  the  Oath 
required  by  Law,  the  Olerk  explained  to 


him,  that  after  the  recent  Besolution  of 
the  House,  he  was  not  authorised  to 
tender  him  the  Oath;  and  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  having  replied  that  he  had  no 
formal  knowledge  of  the  said  Besolution, 
the  Clerk  reported  the  matter  to  the 
Speaker. 

Sir  Erihin$  May,  addressing  Mr. 
Speaker  said:  Mr.  Bradlaugh  daims 
the  right  to  take  the  Oath. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  to  inform 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  House  at  its 
last  Sitting  came  to  the  following  Beso- 
lution : — 

*  *  That,  haying  regard  to  the  Reports  and  pro- 
ceedings of  two  Select  Committees  appointed  by 
this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permitted  to 
take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  men- 
tioned in  the  Statute  29  Vic.  c.  19,  and  the  31 
and  32  Vic  c  72." 

In  pursuance  of  that  Besolution  I  must 
call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw. 

Me.  BBADLAUGH:  Before  with- 
drawing. Sir,  I  would  ask  through  you 
—[Crus  of  "  Order !  "  "  Withdraw ! »] 
— ^before  withdrawing.  Sir,  I  would  ask 
through  you — [^Renewed  interruptum,^ — 
before  withdrawing.  Sir,  I  would  ask 
throueh  you  if  this  House,  faithful  to 
its  old  traditions,  will  hear  me  before 
putting  that  Besolution  in  force  f  There 
is  no  precedent  for  it. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  understood  the 
hon.  Member  to  desire  to  be  heard  upon 
the  matter  now  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House.  That  is  a  question  for  the 
judgment  of  the  House,  and  I  must  call 
upon  the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw  in 
order  that  the  House  may  consider  it. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH:  I  withdraw, 
Sir,  while  it  is  considered. 

Mr.  Bradlaugh  withdrew. 

Mr.  LABOITCHEBE  :  I  beg  to  move 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  heard. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Motion  ? 

Mr.  ASHTON  DILEE  :  I  wiU  second 
the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  heard.'' 
— {Mr.  Labouehere.) 


Mr.  SPENOER  WALPOLE:  There 
is  an  ambiguity  in  the  Motion  which 
has  just  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere) 
which  I  think  ought  to  be  cleared  up 
before  we  come  to  any  decision  upon  the 
point.    The  ambiguity  is  this.    In  the 
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Motion  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  he  asks  generally  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  now  heard. 
I  think,  Sir,  that  that  Motion  ought  not 
to  be  put  in  that  form.  It  ought  to  be 
put  in  the  form  that  was  adopted  in  the 
case  of  Mr.  Daniel  O'Connell,  "  That  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  now  heard  at  the  Bar  of 
the  House." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  Question  is 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  heard ;  and 
it  is  open  to  the  House  to  declare  its 
pleasure  that  he  should  be  heard  at  the 
Bar.  

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  I  am  quite 
willing  to  alter  the  Motion  I  have 
made,  and  to  substitute  for  it  a  Motion, 
''  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  heard  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House." 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  ask  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  withhraw  his  Motion  in 
order  to  substitue  the  words  he  has 
mentioned  ?         

Me.  LABOUCHERE :  Tes. 

Question  proposed, ''  That  the  Motion, 
by  leaye  of  the  House,  be  withdrawn," 
agreed  to, 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  I  beg  to  move, 
''  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  heard  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House." 

Question  put. 

Sir  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  think, 
that  before  we  proceed  further,  the  Qo- 
vemment  ought  to  give  us  some  advice. 

Question  ag^ain  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Beeohed,  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now 
heard  at  the  Bar  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Bbadlaugh  was  then  called  in 
and  came  to  the  Bar  of  the  House. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  Mr.  Speaker: 
Sir,  I  have  to  ask  the  indulgence  of 
every  Member  of  this  House,  while,  in  a 
position  tmexampled  in  the  history  of 
this  House,  I  try  to  give  one  or  two 
reasons  why  the  Resolution  which  you 
have  read  to  me  should  not  be  enforced. 
If  it  were  not  unbecoming  I  should 
appeal  to  the  traditions  of  the  House 
against  the  House  itself,  and  I  should 
point  out  that  in  none  of  its  Records,  so 
far  as  my  poor  reading  goes,  is  there 
any  case  in  which  this  House  has  judged 
one  of  its  Members  in  his  absence,  and 
taken  away  from  that  Member  the  Con- 
stitutional right  which  he  undoubtedly 

Mr.  Spene^r  WalpoU 


has.  There  have  been  Members  against 
whom  absolute  legal  disqualification  has 
been  urged.  No  such  legal  disqualifi- 
cation is  ventured  to  be  urged  by  any 
Member  of  this  House  against  myself. 
But  even  those  Members  have  been 
heard  in  their  places;  those  Members 
have  been  listened  to  before  the  decision 
was  taken  against  them ;  and  I  ask  that 
the  House  to  myself  shall  not  be  less 
just  than  it  has  always  been  to  every  one 
of  its  Members.  Do  you  teU  mo  I  am 
unfit  to  sit  among  you?  The  more  reason, 
then,  that  this  House  should  show  that 
generosity  which  Judges  show  to  a  cri- 
minal, and  allow  every  word  he  has  to 
say  to  be  heard.  But  I  stand  here,  Sir, 
as  no  criminal.  I  stand  here  as  the 
chosen  of  a  constituency  of  this  country, 
with  my  duty  to  that  constituency  to  do. 
I  stand  here,  Sir — ^if  it  will  not  be  con- 
sidered impertinent  to  put  it  so — with 
the  most  profound  respect  for  this  House, 
of  which  I  had  hoped  and  mean  to  form 
a  part,  and  on  whose  traditions  I  should 
not  wish  to  cast  one  shadow  of  reproach. 
I  stand  here  returned  duly,  no  Petition 
ag^nst  my  Return,  no  impeachment  of 
that  Return.  I  stand  here  returned 
duly,  ready  to  fulfil  every  form  that  this 
House  requires,  ready  to  fulfil  every 
form  that  the  law  permits  this  House  to 
require,  ready  to  do  every  duty  that  the 
law  makes  it  incimibent  on  me  to  do.  I 
will  not,  Sir,  in  this  presence,  argue 
whether  this  House  has  or  has  not  the 
right  to  set  its  decision  against  the  law ; 
because  I  should  imagine  that  even  the 
rashest  of  those  who  speak  against  me 
would  hardly  be  prepared  to  put  it  into 
the  mouth  of  one  whom  they  consider  too 
advanced  in  politics  an  argument  so 
dangerous  as  that  might  become.  I 
speak,  Sir,  within  the  limits  of  the  law. 
asking  for  no  favour  from  this  House  for 
myseBor  for  my  constituency,  but  asking 
here  for  the  merest  justice,  which  has 
always  been  accorded  to  a  Member  of 
this  House.  I  have  to  ask  indulgence 
lest  the  memory  of  some  hard  words 
which  have  been  spoken  in  my  absence 
should  seem  to  give  to  what  I  say  a 
tone  of  defiance,  which  it  is  far  from  my 
wish  should  be  there  at  all ;  and  I  am 
the  more  eased,  because,  although  there 
were  words  spoken  whidi  I  have  always 
been  taught  that  English  gentlemen 
never  said  m  the  absence  of  an  antagonisl 
without  notice  to  him  in  advance,  yet 
there  were   also  generous  and   brave 
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words  said  for  one  who  is  at  present,  I 
am  afraid,  a  source  of  trouble  and  dis- 
comfort and  hindrance  to  Business ;  and 
I  measure  those  generous  words  against 
the  others,  and  I  will  only  make  one 
appeal  through  you,  Sir,  and  that  is, 
that  if  the  reports  be  correct,  that  the 
introduction  of  other  names  came  with 
mine  in  the  heat  of  passion  and  the 
warmth  of  debate,  that  then  the  Gentle- 
man who  used  those  words,  if  such  there 
were,  will  remember  that  he  was  wanting 
in  chivalry,  because,  while  a  man  can 
answer  for  himself— and  I  am  able  to 
answer  for  myself — nothing  can  justify 
the  introduction  of  any  other  name 
besides  my  own  to  make  a  prejudice 
against  me.  I  fear  lest  the  strength 
of  this  House  —  exercised,  as  I  un- 
derstand it  to  be,  with  infjrequency  of 
judicial  exercise — that  the  strength  of 
this  House  makes  it  f o^et  our  relative 
positions.  At  present,  1  am  pleading  at 
this  Bar  for  j  ustice.  By  right  it  is  there, 
upon  the  benches  of  tiiis  Mouse,  that  I 
should  make  my  appeal.  It  is  that  right 
which  I  claim  now  m  the  name  of  those 
who  sent  me  here.  There  was  no 
legal  di8<]^uaMcation  before  the  Elec- 
tion, or  it  might  have  been  made  a 
ground  of  Petition.  No  legal  dis- 
qualification since  my  Election  is  even 
pretended.  It  is  said — ''You  might 
nave  taken  the  Oath,  as  other  Mem- 
bers did."  I  could  not  help,  when  I 
read  that.  Sir,  trying  to  put  myself  in 
the  place  of  each  Member  who  said  it. 
I  imagined  a  Member  of  some  form 
of  faith  who  found  in  the  Oath  words 
which  seemed  to  him  to  dash  with  his 
faith,  but  still  words  which  he  thought 
he  might  utter,  but  which  he  would 
prefer  that  he  should  not  utter  if  there 
were  any  other  form  which  the  law  pro- 
vided him ;  and  I  asked  myself  whe- 
ther each  of  those  Members  would  not 
then  have  taken  the  form  most  consistent 
with  his  honoiur  and  his  conscience  ? 
If  I  have  not  misread,  some  hon. 
Members  seem  to  think  I  have  neither 
honour  nor  conscience.  Is  there  not 
some  proof  to  the  contrary  in  the  fact 
that  I  did  not  go  through  the  form,  be- 
lieving that  there  was  some  other  right 
open  to  me?  Is  that  not  some  proof 
that  I  had  some  honour  and  conscience  ? 
And  I  ask  those  Gentlemen  who  are  now 
about  to  measure  themselves  wainst  the 
right  of  the  constituencies  of  England, 
what  justification  have  they  for  that 


measurement  f  Some  say  I  have  thrust 
my  opinions  upon  this  House.  I  appeal 
here,  Sir,  to  the  evidence  of  Sir  Thomas 
Ersldne  May,  and  I  can  find  no  evi- 
dence of  any  opinion  of  mine  having 
been  thrust  upon  this  House.  I  have 
read — it  may  be  that  the  reports  mis- 
represent— that  the  cry  of  "Atheist" 
has  been  raised  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House.  No  word  of  all  mine 
before  the  Committee,  no  word  of  all 
mine  in  any  docimient,  puts  these  theo« 
logical  or  anti-theological  opinions  in 
evidence  before  the  House.  I  am  no 
more  ashamed  of  my  own  opinions-^ 
which  I  did  not  choose — ^I  am  no  more 
ashamed  of  my  opinions,  into  which  I 
have  grown,  than  any  Member  of  this 
House  is  ashamed  of  his ;  and,  much  as 
I  value  the  right  to  a  seat  in  tlus  House, 
much  as  I  believe  the  justice  of  this 
House  will  accord  it  me  before  the 
struggle  ceases,  I  would  rather  relin- 
quifiUQL  it  for  ever  than  it  should  be 
bought  that,  upon  any  shadow  of  hy- 
pocri^,  I  had  tried  to  gain  a  feigned 
entrance  here  bv  pretenmng  to  be  what 
I  am  not.  In  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee, as  it  stands  upon  the  evidence 
before  the  House,  what  is  the  objection 
either  to  my  Affirmation  or  to  my  taking 
the  Oath?  It  is  said,  "Tou  have  no 
legal  right  to  affirm."  I  will  suppose  that 
it  be  so.  It  is  the  first  time  the  House 
of  Commons  has  made  itself  a  Court  of 
Law  from  which  there  may  be  no  appeal, 
and  deprived  a  citizen  of  his  Considtu- 
tional  right  of  appeal  to  a  Court  of  Law 
to  make  out  what  the  statute  means  in 
dealing  with  him.  There  is  no  case  in 
which  the  House  has  overridden  every- 
thing, and  put  one  of  its  Members 
where  he  has  no  chance  of  battling  for 
his  right  to  take  the  Oath.  It  is  pos- 
sible that  some  of  the  lawyers — ^hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  who  have  dis- 
agreed among  themselves  even  upon 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House 
— it  is  possible  that  they  may  be  right,  and 
that  I  may  be  wrong  in  the  construction 
I  have  put  upon  the  Oath.  But  no  such 
objection  can  come.  There  is  no  prece- 
dent— there  is,  I  submit  respectfully,  no 
right — on  the  part  of  this  House  to  stand 
between  me  and  that  Oath  which  the 
law  provides  for  me  to  take,  which  the 
statute,  under  a  penalty  compels  that  I 
shall  take,  and  which  another  statute, 
under  penalty  even  on  Members  of  this 
House  themselves  if  they  put  me  out 
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from,  my  just  Batumi  gives  me  a  right 
of  appeaL  But  what  kind  of  conflict  is 
provoked  here  if  this  Besolution  be  en- 
forced ?  Not  a  grave  conflict  like  that 
which  takes  place  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
where  the  Judges  exclude  passion,  and 
where  they  only  deal  with  facts  and  evi- 
dence. I  do  not  mean  that  these  hon. 
Qentlemen  do  not  deal  with  facts ;  but, 
if  I  am  any  judge,  there  have  been 
many  things  which  I  can  hardly  reckon 
in  the  category  of  facts  put  against 
myself.  I  do  not  mean  that  they  are 
not  right,  for  hon.  Members  may  know 
more  of  myself  than  I  do  myself;  but, 
judging  myself  as  I  know  myself,  some 
of  the  hon.  Members  who  have  attacked 
me  so  glibly  during  the  last  few  days 
must  have  been  extremely  misinformed, 
or  must  have  exceedingly  misappre- 
hended matters.  It  has  been  said  that 
I  have  paraded  and  flaunted  some  ob- 
noxious opinions.  I  appeal  to  your  jus- 
tice. Sir,  and  to  that  of  the  Members  of 
this  House  to  say  whether  my  manner 
has  not  been  as  respectful  as  that  of 
man  could  be  f — whetiier,  in  each  case,  I 
have  not  withdrawn  when  you  told  me  ? 
If  I  now  insist  on  my  right  to  come  to 
that  Table,  it  is  because  I  feel  that  I 
should  be  a  recreant  and  a  coward  to 
the  constituency  which  has  entrusted  me 
to  represent  them ;  and  I  mean  to  be  as 
Memoers  have  been  in  the  best  history  of 
this  Assembly.  I  ask  the  House,  in  deal- 
ing with  my  right,  to  remember  how  they 
are  acting.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  by  a 
majority  they  may  decide  now.  What  are 
you  going  to  do  then  ?  Are  you^ing 
to  declare  the  seat  vacant  ?  First,  I  sub- 
mit that  you  have  not  the  right.  The 
moment  I  am  there,  upon  the  floor  of 
the  House,  I  admit  me  right  of  the 
House,  of  its  own  will  and  pleasure,  to 
expel  me ;  but,  tmtil  the  time  when  I 
am  there,  I  am  as  yet  not  under  your 
jurisdiction.  As  yet  I  am  under  the 
protection  of  the  law.  A  Hetum  sends 
me  to  this  House,  and  I  ask  you.  Sir,  as 
the  guardian  of  the  liberties  of  this  House, 
to  give  effect  to  that  Betum.  The  law 
says  you  should,  and  that  this  House 
should ;  and,  naturally  so,  because,  if  it 
were  not  so,  a  majority  of  Members 
might,  at  any  time,  exclude  anyone  they 
pleased.  Now,  what  has  been  alleged 
against  me  f    Politics  ?     Are  views  on 

Kilitics  to  be  urged  as  a  reason  why  a 
ember  should  not  sit  here  f   Pamphlets 
have  been  read — I  will  not  say  with 

Mr.  Bradhvgh 


accuracy,  because  I  will  not  libel  anv  of 
the  hon.  Members  who  read  them — but, 
surely,  if  they  are  grounds  of  disqualifi- 
cation, they  are  grounds  of  indictment, 
to  be  proved  against  me  in  a  proper 
fashion.  There  is  no  casein  all  the  Be- 
cords  of  this  House  in  which  you  have 
ransacked  what  a  man  has  written  and 
said  during  his  past  life,  and  then  chal- 
lenged him  with  it  here.  My  theology  ? 
It  would  be  impertinent  in  me,  after  the 
utterances  from  men  so  widely  disagree- 
ins^  with  me  as  have  been  made  on  the 
side  of  religious  liberty  during  the  past 
two  nights — it  would  be  imp^tinent  in 
me  to  add  one  word  save  this.  It  is  said 
that  you  may  deal  with  me  because  I 
am  isolated.  I  could  not  help  hearxnff 
the  ring  of  that  word  in  the  Ijobbj  asl 
sat  outside  last  night.  But  is  Uiat  a 
reason,  that,  because  I  stand  alone,  that 
the  House  are  to  do  against  me  what 
they  would  not  do  if  I  mui  100,000  men 
at  my  back?  [CWm  of  *«0h,  oh!*'] 
That  is  a  bad  argument — an  argument 
which  provokes  a  reply  inconsistent  with 
the  dignity  of  this  House,  and  which  I 
should  be  sorry  to  give.  I  have  not  yet 
used — ^I  hope  no  passion  may  tempt  me 
into  using — any  words  that  would  seem 
to  savour  of  even  a  desire  to  enter  into  a 
conflict  with  this  House.  I  have  alwaja 
tauffht  and  believed  in  the  supremacy  of 
Paniament,  and  it  is  not  because  for  a 
moment  the  judgment  of  one  Chamber 
of  Parliament  should  be  hostile  to  me, 
that  I  am  going  to  deny  the  ideas  I 
have  always  held;  but  I  submit  that 
one  Chamber  of   Parliament,  even  iti 

grandest  Chamber,  as  I  have  alwavs 
eld  and  believe  tlds  to  be,  has  no  rignt 
to  override  the  law.  The  law  gives  me 
the  right  to  sign  that  Boll,  to  take  and 
subscribe  that  Oath,  and  to  take  my  seat 
there  upon  those  benches.  I  admit  that 
the  moment  I  am  in  the  House,  without 
any  reason  but  your  own  good  will,  yon 
can  send  me  away.  That  is  your  right ; 
you  have  full  control  over  your  Mem- 
bers. But  you  cannot  send  me  awaj 
until  I  have  been  heard  in  my  place- 
not  a  suppliant,  as  I  am  now,  but  with 
the  rightnil  audience  that  each  Member 
has  always  had.  There  is  one  phase  of 
my  appeal  which  I  am  loth  indeed  to 
make.  I  presume  you  will  declare  the 
seat  vacant.  What  do  you  send  me  back 
to  Northampton  to  say  to  them  ?  I  have 
said  before,  and  I  trust  I  may  say  so 
again,  that  this   Assembly  is  one  in 
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which  any  man  might  be  proud  to  sit — 
prouder,  I,  that  have  not  some  of  your 
traditions  and  am  not  of  some  of  your 
families,  but  that  I  am  of  the  people — 
the  people  who  sent  me  here  to  spei^  for 
them.  Do  you  mean  that  I  am  to  go 
back  to  Northampton  as  a  Court,  to 
appeal  to  against  you  ?  Do  you  mean 
that  I  am  to  tell  my  constituency  to  array 
themselves  ajgainst  this  House  ?  I  hope 
not ;  but  if  it  is  to  be,  it  must  be.  If 
this  House  arrays  itself  against  an  iso- 
lated man — ^it  it  be  its  huge  powers 
against  one  citizen  that  you  are  thmking 
to  use— if  it  must  be  that,  then  the  battle 
must  be,  too.  But  it  is  not  with  the 
constituency  of  Northampton  alone — hon. 
Members  need  be  under  no  mistake — 
that  you  will  come  into  conflict.  If 
this  appeal  has  to  go  forward — if  the 
House  of  Commons  is  to  override  the 
statute  law  to  get  rid  even  of  the 
vilest  of  its  Members-^had  you  alleged 
even  more  against  me  than  against  one 
man  whose  name  was  spoken  of  in  this 
House  last  night,  or  nad  you  endea- 
voured to  alle|g;e  as  much  against  me, 
still  I  hold  that  this  House  cannot  super- 
sede the  rights  of  the  people  of  this 
oountrj.  But  not  as  much  is  alleged 
against  me  as  was  alleged  against  ^at 
man,  in  whose  case  the  House  itself  said 
that  its  conduct  had  been  subversive  of 
the  rights  of  the  people.  I  beg  you,  for 
your  own  sakes,  aonotputyoiirselves  in 
that  position.  I  have  no  desire  to  wrestle 
with  you  for  justice.  I  have  always 
believed  that,  although  in  moments  of 
Party  passion  votes  may  be  given  which 
are  sometimes  repented  of — I  have  al- 
ways believed  tnat  in  an  Assembly 
of  English  Gentlemen  having  to  deal 
with  one,  however  obnoxious  justice 
is  meted  .  out  —  and  I  admit  I  have 
used  hard  words  in  my  short  life  that 
give  men  the  right  to  say  hard  things  of 
me— but  is  it  not  better  that  I  should 
have  the  right,  if  within  the  law,  to  say 
them  to  your  face  ?  and,  if  without  the 
law,  then  let  the  law  deal  with  me  fairly 
and  properly,  and  not  unfairly,  as  I  sub- 
mit you  are  doing  now.  Tou  have  the 
power  to  send  me  back ;  but,  in  appeal- 
mg  to  Northampton,  I  must  appeal  to  a 
tribunal  higher  than  yours — not  to  the 
Courts  of  Law,  for  I  hope  the  days  of 
conflict  between  the  Assembly  which 
makes  the  law  and  the  Tribunala  which 
administer  it  are  passed.  It  must  be  a 
bad   day  for  Ei^^land  and  for  Great 


Britain  if  we  are  to  be  brought  back 
again  to  a  time  when  the  Judges  and 
those  who  make  the  law  for  the  Judges 
are  to  try  in  rash  strife  what  they  mean. 
But  there  is  a  Court  to  which  I  shall 
appeal — the  Court  of  public  opinion. 
You  say  it  is  ag^ainst  me.  Possibly ;  but 
then,  if  it  be  so,  is  it  against  me  rightly 
or  wrongly?  I  am  ready  to  admit,  if 
you  please,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  every  opinion  I  hold  is  wrong  and 
deserves  punishment.  Let  the  law  punish 
it.  If  you  say  the  law  cannot,  then  you 
admit  that  you  have  no  right,  and  I 
appeal  to  public  opinion  against  the 
iniquity  of  a  decision  which  overrides 
the  law  and  denies  me  justice.  I  beg 
yours.  Sir,  and  the  House's  pardon,  too, 
if  in  this  warmth  there  seems  to  be  a 
lack  of  respect  for  its  dignity,  as  I  shall 
have,  if  your  decision  be  against  me,  to 
come  to  that  Table  when  your  decision 
is  given.  I  beg  you.  Gentlemen,  to 
pause  before  a  step  is  taken  in  which  we 
may  both  lose  our  dignity.  Mine  is  not 
much,  but  yours  is  that  of  the  Commons 
of  England.  I  beg  you,  before  the 
gauntlet  is  fatally  thrown  down — I  beg 
you,  not  in  any  sort  of  menace,  not  in 
any  sort  of  boast ;  but  I  beg  you,  as  one 
man  against  600,  to  give  me  that  justice 
which  on  the  other  side  of  this  Hall  the 
Judges  would  give  me  were  I  pleading 
before  them. 

Mr.  Bbadlatjgh  then  withdrew. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  has  presented  himself 
at  the  Table  to  take  the  Oath,  and,  by 
the  pleasure  of  the  House,  has  been  heard 
at  the  Bar.  It  is  now  for  the  House  to 
declare  whether  the  hon.  Member  should 
be  called  in  to  know  the  pleasure  of  the 
House.  It  is  for  the  House  to  express 
its  opinion  upon  that  matter. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  Sir, 
the  Question  which  you  have  put  to  the 
House  is,  as  I  understand  it,  whether 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh),  who  has  just  been  heard  at 
the  Bar,  should  be  called  in  to  know  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  ?  I  am  not  aware 
whether  any  hon.  Member  proposes 
to  submit  any  Resolution  to  the  House ; 
but,  if  not,  I  hardly  understand  upon 
what  point  it  would  be  necessary,  or, 
indeed,  possible,  for  the  House  to  express 
any  opinion.  As  I  understand  it,  the 
House  yesterday,  after  full  debate,  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  hon  Member 
could  not  be  allowed  either  to  take  the 
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OathortomakeanAfiftrmation.  Against 
that  oondusioii  of  the  House  the  hon. 
Member  has,  in  the  speech  to  which  we 
have  just  listened,  advanced  certain 
arguments.  But  they  come  after  the 
House  has  arrived  at  a  conclusion,  and 
I  am  not  aware  that  anything  new  has 
been  advanced  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  which  had  not  been  previously 
known  to  and  considered  by  me  House. 
Under  these  circumstances,  it  does  not 
seem  to  me — ^but  I  speak  in  ignorance  of 
what  others  may  propose  to  do — that 
there  is  any  occasion  for  us  to  come  to 
any  Besolution  upon  the  matter,  nor 
can  I  gather  that  there  is  any  communi- 
cation which  it  is  necessary  for  the 
House  to  make  to  the  hon.  Qentleman. 
It  seems  to  me  that  the  matter  is  one 
which  is  left  where  it  stood  last  night. 
We  have  had  an  intimation  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  proposes,  unless 
the  decision  of  last  night  is  in  some 
shape  or  other  rescinded,  to  take  an- 
other opportunity  of  coming  forward 
and  challenging  what  he  claims  to 
be  his  right.  K  he  should  ti^e  that 
course,  I  presume  that  the  House  and 
you,  Sir,  will  'know  what  is  the  proper 
course  to  be  adopted ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, so  far  as  1  can  perceive,  without 
directions  from  yourself,  or  in  default 
of  any  Besolution  which  may  be  moved 
by  oUiers,  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
it  is  necessary  that  we  should  take  any 
further  action  in  the  matter. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  did  not  reply. 
Sir,  to  the  appeal  made  to  me  just  now 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South-West  Lancashire  (Sir  B. 
Assheton  Cross)  because  I  was  in  doubt 
whether,  the  Question  having  been  put,  I 
could  regularlv  speak.  The  fact  was,  I 
was  in  doubt  whetner  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  or  had  not  spoken  in  due 
submission  to  the  Forms  of  the  House,  or 
whether  he  had  observed  the  stage 
which  the  Speaker  had  reached  in  put- 
ting the  Question.  I  advisedly  ab- 
stained from  offering  to  the  House  any 
recommendation  upon  the  Question, 
whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  heard 
or  not?  It  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
it  appertains  presumptively  to  me  even 
to  presume  to  take  upon  myself  to  give 
advice  to  the  House  in  regard  to  any 
open  question  which  may  arise,  or  may 
be  likelv  to  arise,  under  the  Besolution 
at  whicn  it  arrived  last  night.  I  am 
one  of  the  minority  of  this  House  who 
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objected  to  that  Besolution ;   aU  of  us 
objected  on  the  ground  that  we  believed 
it  to  be  impolitic,  and  some  of  us  upon 
the  ground  that  we  believed  it  to  be 
illegal.    I  am  one  of  those  who,  leaning 
to  the  stronger  of  those  propositions^ 
felt  that  my  belief,  by  even  a  leaning 
in  that  direction,  disabled  me  from  offer- 
ing advice  to  the  House  in  regard  to 
particulars  which  may  arise  in  any  new 
or  subordinate  question  connected  with 
the  application  of  that  Besolution.   For 
that  reason  it  was  that  I  abstained  from 
offering  my  advice  to  the  House.    Now 
that  mx,  Bradlaugh  has  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speakinff,  I  may  say  that  it 
would  have  been  oifficult  to  establish  bj 
strict  argument  the  title  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  or  of  anyone,  to  offer  observa- 
tions at  the  Bar  against  the  judgment 
of  the  House,  a  judfipnent  at  which  the 
House  has  definitively  and  deliberatdy 
arrived.  At  the  same  time^  I  am  free  to 
say  that  I  think  the  House,  in  hearing 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  exercised  a  generous 
indulgence ;  and  I  do  not  dom>t  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  may  have 
been  a  wise  indulgence.    Now,  I  have  ao 
far  ventured  to  take  upon  myself  to  state 
exactly  what  my  opinion  was  upon  this 
question.    The  matter  which  has  now 
arisen,  as  put  Sir,  by    you  from    the 
Chair,  is  of  a  different  character.      I 
entirely  agree  with  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  that  no  new  question  arises 
for  the  consideration  of  the  House.     If  a 
new  question  had  arisen,  I  mieht  have 
thought  it  right  to  act  as  I  acted  before ; 
but,  at  present,  I  think  my  duty  is,  in 
the  first  place,  to  sustain  the   Chair, 
whenever  I  have  the  opportunity,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  authon^  with  regard  to 
this  matter,  to  submit  for  myself  to  the 
Besolution  of  the  House,  and  to  use  no 
indirect  or  circuitous  means  of  frustrating 
or  impeding  the  application  of  that  Bo- 
solution,    it  was  m  acting  upon  this  last 
expression  of  opinion  that  1  stated  my 
full  concurrence  with  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  when  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man said  that  no  new  question  had  at 
present  arisen  which  called  for  the  judg- 
ment of  the  House. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  position  in 
which  the  House  is  now  placed  is  this. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has 
presented  himself  at  the  Table  to  take 
the  Oath.  I  reminded  the  hon.  Member 
of  the  Besolution  which  was  passed  yes- 
terday, and,  having  read  it,  X  directed 
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the  hon.  Member  to  withdraw.  The 
hon.  Member  desired,  before  acting  upon 
my  direction,  that  he  might  be  heard. 
I  submit  to  the  House  that  the  proper 
course  is  that  the  hon.  Member  should 
be  desired  to  attend  at  the  Table  to  re- 
ceive a  final  direction  fxom,  the  Ohair 
that  he  do  withdraw — because  the  hon. 
Member,  if  I  understand  him  aright, 
awaits  the  final  verdict  from  the  Chair 
after  he  has  been  heard  at  the  Bar.  Is 
it  vour  pleasure  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
called  in  ? 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE  rose  to  address 
the  House,     p* Order,  order ! ' H 

Mb.  8PEAKEB :  I  must  pomt  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  House  is  now 
engaged  in  a  formal  prooeedinff — namely, 
simply  to  call  in  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  in  order  that  he  may  know 
the  pleasure  of  the  House.  After  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  has  been 
called  in,  and  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
shall  liave  been  signified  to  him,  an 
opportimity  wiU  be  given  to  the  hon. 
Member  to  address  the  House. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE :  That  is  pre- 
cisely  the  point  I  wished  to  raise^what 
is  the  pleasure  of  the  House  upon  this 
subject  ? — because  I  evidently  could  not 
raise  that  question  after  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  been  called  in  and  told  what  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  is.  As  I  under- 
stand it,  you  intend  to  convev  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  that  the  pleasureof  the  House 
is  that  he  be  neither  allowed  to  affirm 
nor  to  take  the  Oath.  ["Order,  order! "] 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  must  correct  the 
hon.  Member.  The  Question  I  put  to 
the  House  is,  whether  it  is  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
called  in  ? 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE,  who  rose  amid 
renewed  cries  of  "  Order,"  said :  I  ap- 
prehend. Sir,  I  am  in  Order.  Of  course 
you  will  tell  me  if  I  am  not,  and  I  will 
sit  down ;  but  I  want  to  say  this.  You 
have,  or  the  House  has,  heard  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  at  the  Bar.  Well,  it  is  just 
possible  that  the  House  may  have  changed 
its  opinion — [^Laughter'] — Hon.  Gentle- 
men laugh;  but  let  me  ask  if  they  started 
with  the  foregone  conclusion  that  what 
was  decided  yesterday  could  not  be  al- 
tered, what  was  the  use  of  calling  Mr. 
Bradlauffh  up  to  the  Bar  ? 

Sib  JOHN  B.  MOWBRAY :  I  rise  to 
Order.  You,  Sir,  have  informed  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  that  the  pleasure  of  the 

VOL.  COLni.     [thibo  sraiBs.] 


House  is  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  now 
be  called  in.  I  ask  you,  after  your  hav- 
ing twice  made  that  announcement, 
whether  it  is  now  in  Order  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  raise  the  question  again  ? 

Mb.  COUBTNEY  :  I  understand  you, 
Sir,  to  put  the  Question  to  the  House 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  now  called  in ; 
and,  therefore,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxford  University  (Sir 
John  B.  Mowbray)  is  not  correct  in  his 
supposition. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  The  Question  I  put 
to  the  House  was — ''  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be 
called  in  ?  "  If  that  received  the  general 
assent,  no  doubt  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would 
be  called  in  at  once ;  but  on  putting  that 
Question,  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton rises  in  his  place,  and  claims  to 
ad^ess  the  House  on  the  point.  There- 
fore I  now  call  upon  Mr.  Labouchere. 

Mb.  LABOUOHEBE;  As  you  have 
said,  Sir,  you  asked  the  House  whether 
it  is  the  pleasure  of  the  House  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  be  called  in.    Well,  if  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  were  called  in,  and  it  is  the 
pleasure  of  the  House  ^at  he  Be  not 
allowed  to  affirm  or  to  swear,  would  this 
be  stated  by  you  to  him  ?    It  is  that 
point  I  wish  to  challenge.    I  do  not  wish 
to  make  a  long  speech,  for  there  have 
been  too  many  speeches  upon  the  ques- 
tion already.    We  have  had  speeches 
upon    the  Motion,   speeches  upon  the 
Ainendment,   and  upon  other    matters 
which  had  nothing  to  do  either  with  the 
Motion  or  the  Amendment.     I  do  not 
think  these  speeches  have  changed  many 
views.    Hon.  Gentlemen  came  down  to 
vote  one  way  or  the  other,  and  I  think 
it  was  somewhat  invidious  to  raise  in  an 
indirect  manner  the  question  whether 
Mr.  Bradlaueh  should  be  allowed  to  take 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance.      Up  to   the 
present  moment  no  argument  nas  been 
specifically  addressed  to  this  question. 
Upon  this  side  of  the  House  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen spoke  in  favour  of  my  Motion, 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be  allowed 
to  affirm.    On  that  side  of  the  House 
hon.  Gentlemen  spoke  on  the  Amend- 
ment, and  made  many  speeches  to  show 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  might  neither  affirm 
nor  take  the  Oath.    But  those  speeches 
were  not  answered  here.    We  have  the 
fact  before  us  that  not  only  the  Prime 
Minister   is  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh has  an  absolute  and  perfect  right 
to  come  to  that  Table  to  take  th^  Oatb 
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of  Allegiance,  without  any  interference 
on  the  part  of  the  House ;  but  we  have 
also  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  (Sir  John  Holker), 
who  sits  on  that  side  of  the  House,  en- 
tertaining^ the  same  doctrine. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  entitled  to  call  in  question  a  vote 
of  the  House  unless  he  is  prepared  to 
make  a  Motion  to  rescind  it. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  Well,  I  will 
ask  you,  Sir,  whether  I  may  put  this  — 

**  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having  been  heard  at 
the  Bar  of  the  House,  be  now  allowed  to  take 
the  Oath  of  AUegianoe  at  the  Table  of  4he 
House?" 

I  gather  that  I  may  put  that. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Such  a  proposition 
would  be  in  direct  opposition  to  the  vote 
passed  by  the  House  yesterday,  and 
cannot  be  put. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEKE  :  As  I  under- 
stand it,  Sir,  you  ruled  that  I  could  ask 
the  House  to  rescind  the  decision  which 
it  came  to  yesterday.  That  being  so,  I 
apprehend  that  I  may  move  this  Reso- 
lution. Of  course  if  you  say  I  may  not, 
I  may  not,  and  there  the  matter  col- 
lapses; but  I  understand  that  I  may 
move  the  Resolution,  and,  under  those 
circumstances,  I  am  going  to  move  the 
Resolution.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is  in  an 
exceedingly  difficult  position — 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  I  wish 
to  ask,  Sir,  whether  it  is  competent  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  move  to  rescind  a 
Resolution  of  this  House  without  No- 
tice? 

Mb.  speaker  :  K  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northamption  moves  to  rescind  the 
Resolution  passed  by  the  House  yester- 
day he  will  be  in  Order. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE :  Then  I  will 
move  to  rescind  the  Resolution  taken  by 
the  House  yesterday.  I  have  already 
said  that  I  did  not  wish  to  occupy  the 
time  of  the  House  by  making  a  lengthy 
speech,  either  legal  or  otherwise,  upon 
this  question ;  but  I  will  only  point  out 
to  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  as  a  matter 
of  fairness  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  what  his 
position  is.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  been 
elected  fairly  and  legally  as  the  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton,  and  it  was  his 
duty  to  that  constituency  to  do  his  best 
to  oome  into  the  House  and  to  fulfil 
his  duty  as  their  Representative.  He 
was  anxious  to  affirm,  because  he  was 
under  the  impression  that  that  would  be 
more  pleasing  to  the  House  than  that  | 

Mr,  Laloueh»re 


he  should  take  the  Oath ;  but  when  I 
brought  forward  the  Resolution  that  he 
should  be  allowed  to  affirm,  an  Amend- 
ment was  put  and  carried  that  he  should 
neither  be  allowed  to  affirm  nor  to  take 
the  Oath.  I  beg  to  move  to  rescind  the 
Resolution  of  yesterday. 

Mb.  MACDONALD:  I  second  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  with  great 
pleasure.  I  feel  keenly  upon  the  matter, 
because  I  look  upon  the  course  taken  by 
the  House  as  an  attempt  to  trample  on 
the  rights  of  a  constituency  never  oefore 
witnessed  in  connection  with  any  con- 
stituency in  the  United  Kingdom.  If 
we  are  not  successful  in  resisting  Uiat 
action,  at  least  we  who  vote  for  the 
Motion  will  show  that  a  large  number 
of  Members  are  still  in  favour  of  civil 
and  religious  liberty. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the  Member  for 
Northampton,  having  be^  heard  at  the  Bar  in 
support  of  his  claim  to  take  the  Oath,  the  Re- 
solution of  the  House  relative  to  his  claim  be 
rescinded.'* — {Mr  Labtmehere.) 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE: 
I  rise  to  Order.  I  wish  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  with  r€^;ard 
to  the  important  proposal  which  I  under- 
stand to  oe  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere.)  I 
understand  from  the  authority  of  the 
book  to  which  we  commonly  look  for 
guidance  in  these  matters  that  in  the 
case  of  a  proposal  to  rescind  a  Resolu- 
tion, the  course  pursued  is  that  the  Re- 
solution itself  should  be  read  to  the 
House,  and  then  a  Motion  made  to 
rescind  it.  That  Motion,  I  understand, 
is  now  proposed  by  the  sitting  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  I 
wish  to  ask  if  that  is  the  right  course  to 
adopt  on  this  occasion,  or  whether  it  is 
not  necessary  that  Notice  should  be  given 
of  the  intention  to  take  so  serious  a  step 
as  to  move  to  rescind  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  On  the  question  of 
Notice  there  is  no  doubt  that,  under 
ordinary  circumstances,  Notice  is  neces- 
sary; out  this  being  a  question  of 
Privilege,  and  one  wecting  the  seat 
of  an  hon.  Member,  Notice  in  such 
a  case  is  not  absolutely  necessary,  re- 
gard being  had  to  the  practice  of  the 
House.  I  will  now  put  the  Ques- 
tion. 
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Mr.  GOBST  :  I  rise  to  moye  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Mb.  SPEAKBE  :  Order,  Order !  The 
Question  is  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having 
been  heard  at  the  Bar  in  support  of  his 
claim  to  take  the  Oath,  the  Besolution 
of  the  House  relative  to  his  claim  be  re- 
scinded. 

Mr.  GOEST:  I  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.  I  do  so  for 
this  reason.  Whether  the  House  re- 
quires Notice  of  this  Motion  or  not,  it  is 
obvious  that  the  rules  of  fair  play  require 
that  a  Besolution  arrived  at  by  the 
House  in  the  small  hours  of  the  morning 
ought  not  to  be  rescinded  at  noon  on 
the  same  day  without  some  Notice  being 
given.  I  feel  sure  that  my  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate  will  re- 
ceive the  support  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned.'' — 
{Mr.  Qorti.) 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  urged  that  if 
ever  a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate  was  justified  it  was  in  this 
case.  The  House  had  given  judgment 
in  the  case  of  Mr.  BradJaugh  that  day, 
and  the  House  was  asked  within  a  few 
hours  to  rescind  the  Besolution  which  it 
had  come  to  after  two  Committees  had 
investigated  the  subject,  and  after  the 
subject  itself  had  been  fiiUy  debated  for 
two  nights.  Whatever  might  be  the 
opinions  of  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton,  which  had  induced  him 
to  support  his  Colleague,  he  must  say 
that  his  conduct  now  was  scarcely  re- 
spectful to  the  House.  That  w&s  his 
opinion,  at  anv  rate.  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  had  the  indulgence  of  the  House  as 
far  as  it  could  be  g^nted. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  do  not 
join  in  the  censure  which  has  just  been 
passed  upon  the  sitting  Member  foi 
Northampton  (Mr.  Laboucherc;.  I  have 
no  doubt  that  he,  like  most  of  us,  felt 
that  whatever  choice  of  difficulties  we 
might  make,  choice  of  difficulties  is  the 
only  course  that  we  have  before  us.  Nor 
was  I  in  the  smallest  degree  surprised 
by  the  judgment  given  by  you,  Mr. 
Speaker,  from  the  Chair,  that,  under 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  this  case, 
the  authoritative  usage  respecting'Notice 
which  is  so  vital,  as  a  general  rule,  to 
the  good  order  of  our  proceedings,  could 
not  be  applied  against  the  hon. Member. 


Therefore,  he  will  not    misunderstand 
the  words   that  I  am  about  to  speak. 
Viewing  him  as  entitled  to  submit  his 
Motion  to  the  notice  of  this  House  upon 
his  own  conscientious  judgment,  I  like- 
wise have   endeavoured  to  give  it  the 
best  consideration  I  could  at  tiie  present 
moment  in  the  light  that  is  thrown  upon 
it  by  the  consideration  of  the  position 
of  the  several  parties  concerned  in  this 
important  and  critical  affair ;  and,  Sir, 
the  judgment  at  which  I  have  arrived 
is  that  no  good  can  be  done  by  persever- 
ing in  that  course.    There  cannot  be 
the  smallest  hope  that  the  House  will 
rescind  the  Besolution  of  last  night.    If 
the  House  did  rescind  the  Besolution, 
there  is  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  with 
a  loss  of  dignity  which    I  know  not 
whether   at  some  time  or    other,  and 
under  some  circumstances  or  other,  it 
mip^ht  have  to  confront.    What  I  look 
to  IS  the  probable  issue  of  the  re-affirma- 
tion of  the  Besolution,  and  at  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  mere  proposal  to  re- 
scind it  places  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  think  it  is  inflicting  disparagement 
upon  the  House,  so  far  as  that  can  be 
done  by  the  act  of  the  hon.  Member,  to 
make  this  request  at  the  present  time. 
I    perfectly  understand   the  obligation 
which  might  be  felt  by  the  hon.  Member 
to  run  the  risk  of  thatdisMragement  if  he 
had  in  view  a  practicable  object  of  pro- 
bable attainment.    But  he  cannot  him- 
self so  regard  it.     It  practically  assumes 
the    character  of    a  challenge    to    the 
House  to  affirm  the  Besolution  at  which' 
it  has  already  arrived.    I  can  see  no 
good  that  is  to  arise  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
to  the  House  of  Commons,  to  the  con- 
stituency of  Northampton,  to  the  ma- 
jority or  to  the  minority  of  this  House, 
from  taking  that  course ;  and,  therefore, 
not  having  shrunk  myself  from  meeting 
the  whole  exigencies  of  this  case,  so  far 
as  I  have  been  able  to  view  and  appre- 
ciate them,  I  would  most  earnestly  ap- 
peal to  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  waive 
this  exercise  of  his  riffht,  and  to  refrain 
frt)m  pressing  upon  the  House  a  Motion 
of  the  adoption  of  which  there  cannot  be 
the  smallest  reasonable  hope,  and  from 
the  rejection  of  which  nothing  but  incon- 
venience could  arise. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  :  Sir,  after  the 
appeal  which  which  has  been  made  to 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister,  who  has  already  so 
nobly  supported  the  cause  of  religious 
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and  civil  liberty  on  this  question,  and 
who  has  stood  up  so  bravely  to  defend 
the  cause  of  the  right  of  the  constituen- 
cies to  choose  their  own  Member,  with- 
out this  House  being  converted  into  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  I  think  that  I  should 
be  wrong  in  jpersisting  in  this  Besolu- 
tion.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of 
the  House  will  understand  the  peculiar 
position  which  I  occupy.  I  have  no 
wish  unduly  to  obtrude  myself  upon  the 
House  in  connection  with  this  case.  I 
have  no  wish  to  get  the  House  into 
trouble ;  but  I  will  point  out  that  it  was 
said  by  a  far  higher  authority  than  I 
am-nLely.  b/the  Prime  Minister 
yesterday,  that  if  hon.  Gentlemen  did 
not  agree  to  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  go 
at  once  to  the  Table  and  either  affirm  or 
take  the  Oath,  then  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  trouble  in  store  for  them.  I 
shall  exceedingly  regret  it ;  but  I  trust 
hon.  Gentlemen  will  see  that  it  is  not 
my  fault.  I  beg  leave  to  withdraw  my 
Resolution. 

Amendment  and  Motion,  by  leave, 
witMratcn. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Is  it  your  pleasure 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  called  in  ? 

Agreed  to. 

And  Mb.  SPEAKER  having  ascer- 
tained that  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the 
House  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  should  be 
called  in,  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  at 
the  Table, 

Mb. SPEAKER:  Mr. Bradlaugh, you 
attended  the  House  this  morning  with  a 
view  to  take  the  Oath.  I  then  directed 
you  to  withdraw,  and  you  expressed  a 
desire  that  you  should  be  heard  before 
you  were  finally  directed  to  withdraw. 
The  House  complied  with  that  applica- 
tion, and  you  were  heard  by  the  House. 
Having  been  heard  by  the  House,  I 
have  no  further  orders  from  the  House 
beyond  those  which  I  have  already  sig- 
nified.    You  will  now  withdraw. 

Mb.  bradlaugh  :  I  beg  respect- 
fully  to  insist  upon  my  right  as  a  duly 
elected  Member  for  Northampton ;  and 
I  ask  you  to  have  the  Oath  administered 
to  me  that  I  may  take  my  seat.  I  re- 
spectfully refuse  to  withdraw. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  desire  again  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  tlie 
orders  of  this  House  are  that  he  do  now 
withdraw. 

Mr.  Lahouehere 


Mr.  BRADLAUGH:  With  great 
respect,  Sir,  I  refuse  to  obey  the  orders 
of  the  House,  which  are  against  the 
law 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  have  now  to  ap- 
peal to  the  House  to  give  authority  to 
the  Chair  to  compel  the  execution  of  its 
orders.  I  have  no  authority,  in  a  case 
of  this  kind,  without  the  orders  of  the 
House,  to  exercise  force ;  and  I  must, 
therefore,  appeal  to  the  House  to  give 
me  instructions  for  that  purpose. 

After  a  pause,  during  which  there 
were  loud  cnes  of  **  Mr.  (Sadstone  " 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Mr.  Speaker,  I  feel  that  after  what  fell 
from  the  Prime  Minister  a  little  while 
ago  that  his  position  is  one  which  is  of 
great  delicacy  in  this  matter,  and  I  en- 
tirely sympathize  with  and  feel  the  force 
of  lus  observations  with  regard  to  the 
course  that  ought  to  be  taken  in  the  de- 
taib  of  the  proceedings  which  are  neces- 
sary in  conseciuence  of  the  decision  at 
which  the  House  arrived  yesterday,  con- 
trary to  his  advice  and  to  his  opinion. 
Sir,  I  therefore  take  upon  myself  the 
responsibility,  believing  that  I  am 
thereby  taking  a  course  the  most  conve- 
nient to  the  House,  and  most  in  accord- 
ance with  the  feelings  of  the  Prime 
Minister  himself  and  of  others,  in 
making  the  Motion,  which  you  say  is 
necessary,  in  order  to  give  you  authority 
in  the  matter  which  you  have  now  be- 
fore you.  I  therefore  will  take  upon 
mysefr  to  move — though  I  am  not  quite 
sure  what  the  terms  of  the  Motion  should 
be— 

'^That  Mr.  Speaker  do  take  the  necesBary 
steps  for  requiring  and  enforcing  the  withdrawiU 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton.*' 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  According  to  former 
precedents  the  Motion  should  be — 
"That  the  hon.  Member  do  now  with- 
draw." 

Sib  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE : 
Then  I  make  that  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  Mr.  Bradlaugh  do  now  with- 
draw."—{5ir  Stafford  NorthcoU.) 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  326  ; 
Noes  38:  Majority  288.— (Div.  List, 
No.  27.) 

Mr.  Bbadlauoh  continued  to  stand 
at  the  Table  while  the  division  was 
being  taken.  The  numbers  baring  been 
announced- 
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Me.  SPEAKFTR  :  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  I 
have  now  to  inform  you  that  it  is  the 
order  of  the  House  that  you  do  now 
withdraw. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH:  I  submit  to 
you,  Sir,  that  the  order  of  the  House  is 
against  the  law,  and  I  positively  refuse 
to  obey  it. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Serjeant  at  Arms, 
remove  Mr.  Bradlaugh  below  the  Bar. 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms,  advancing  to 
and  touching  Mr.  Bbadlauoh  upon  the 
shoulder,  requested  him  to  withdraw. 

Mr.  BRA.DLAUGH  (while  beinff  re- 
moved below  the  Bar) :  I  shall  submit 
to  the  Sergeant  at  Arms  removing  me 
below  the  Bar ;  but  I  shall  immediately 
return. 

Mr.  bradlaugh,  again  advanc- 
ing within  the  Bar,  said :  I  understand 
that  I  am  ordered  out  of  the  House. 
I  claim  my  right  as  a  Member  of 
this  House — [Oiw  of  **Order,  order!"] 
— I  claim  my  right  as  a  Member  of  this 
House  to  take  the  Oath  and  to  take  my 
seat.  I  admit  the  right  of  the  House  to 
imprison  me ;  but  I  admit  no  right  on 
the  part  of  the  House  to  exclude  me,  and 
I  refuse  to  be  excluded. 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  again  con- 
ducted Mr.  Bradlaugh  below  the  Bar. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  The  House  has  now 
to  deal  with  a  very  grave  matter.  It  is 
for  the  judgment  of  the  House  to  say 
what  course  is  now  to  be  taken  with  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton, who,  having  been  called  upon  to 
withdraw,  refused  to  obey  the  order  of 
the  Ho\ise.  He  was  then  ordered  to  be 
removed  by  the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  and 
now  he  again  insists  upon  taking  his 
seat  in  this  House.  I  have  to  put  it  to 
the  House  to  say  what  course  should  be 
taken  with  the  hon.  Member. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE :  I 
apprehend.  Sir,  that  the  question  now 
before  the  House  is  one  altogether  of  a 
different  character  from  that  with  which 
we  have  recently  been  occupied.  It  is 
not  now  a  question  of  whether  the  hon. 
Member  has  or  has  not  a  right  to 
take  the  Oath  or  make  an  Affirmation ; 
but  it  is  a  question  whether  the  autho- 
rity of  the  Chair»  and  not  only  the 
authority  of  the  Chair,  but  that  of  the 
House  itself,  is  to  be  supported  or  dis- 
regarded. I  am  quite  sure,  Sir,  that 
none  of  us  are  disposed  to  make  any 
personal  complaint  of  the  conduct  of  the 


hon.  Member.  We  know  that  he  is  in  a 
position  which  calls  for  our  considera- 
tion, and  that  we  must  make  all  proper 
allowance  for  the  course  which  he  may 
think  it  to  be  his  duty  to  take.  But 
we,  too,  have  our  duty  to  perform. 
Now,  Sir,  with  reference  to  my  own  in- 
terposition at  this  moment,  I  must  again 
apologize  to  this  House  for  taking 
upon  myself  the  function  which  would 
more  properly  belong  to  the  Leader  of 
the  House ;  and  I  make  no  observations 
beyond  referring  to  what  I  said  a  few 
minutes  ago  upon  the  circumstances 
which  induced  nim  to  keep  silence,  and 
to  leave  the  initiation  of  further  pro- 
ceedings to  one  who  is  in  a  less  respon- 
sible position — namely,  myself.  Sir,  I 
believe  there  is  no  question  as  to  the 
course  which  it  is  my  duty  to  recommend 
to  the  House.  I  make  the  Motion  with 
regret,  because  I  had  hoped  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  having  received  authorita- 
tively— and  after  having  had  a  full  op- 
portunity of  making  his  own  statements 
m  the  House — through  you,  Sir,  the 
decision  of  the  House  and  the  directions 
of  the  House,  that  he  would  withdraw ; 
I  had  hoped  that  he  would  have  at* 
tended  to  that  instruction,  and  that  he 
would  not  have  put  us  in  the  painful 
position  in  which  we  stand  of  having  to 
enforce  the  authority  of  the  Chair.  I  do 
not  know  that  there  is  an  alternative 
open  to  us  under  these  circumstances. 
It  is  quite  impossible  that  we  can  allow 
theoi^er  of  the  House  to  be  broken 
repeatedly,  and  the  authority  of  the 
Speaker  and  the  House  itself  to  be  chal- 
lenged over  and  over  again ;  and  there- 
fore I  shall  deem  it  my  duty  to  move, 
not  in  any  spirit  of  vindictiveness,  but 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  asserting  the 
authority  of  the  House  and  the  Chair — 

'^  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having  disobeyed  the 
Orders  and  resisted  the  authority  of  the  House, 
he  for  his  said  offence  taken  into  the  custody  of 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House.'* 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having  disobeyed  the 
Order,  and  resisted  the  authority  of  this  House, 
be  for  his  said  offence  taken  into  the  custody  of 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House; 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant 
accordingly.*' — (Sir  Stafford  XorthcoteJ) 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  have  en- 
deavoured  to  act  consistently  upon  the 
intention  that  I  announced  to  the 
House.    I  thought  it  more  seemly,  and, 
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upon  the  whole,  more  advisable  that 
recommendations  should  be  made  to  the 
House  as  to  the  steps  for  it  to  take  in 
the  process  in  which  it  is  engaged,  by 
those  who  have  been  parties  to  the  ori- 
ginal decision,  rather  than  by  one  of 
those  who  had  most  objected  to  it  and 
most  lamented  it.  But  at  the  same 
time,  though  it  was  no  part  of  my  duty, 
I  think,  to  advise  the  House  in  the 
matter,  yet  the  Mover  of  the  Eesolution 
and  those  interested  in  it  have  a  fair 
right  to  expect  that  it  should  be  viewed 
by  me,  and  those  immediately  around 
me,  with  entire  candour,  and  candour 
compels  me  to  admit  that  I  see  no  other 
course  that  could  have  been  taken  by 
those  responsible  for  the  decision  of  last 
night  than  the  course  which  is  de- 
scribed in  the  Motion  just  submitted  to 
the  House.  I  cannot  myself  think  it 
right  to  attempt  to  resist  the  House  in- 
effectually at  each  step  in  a  consistent 
effort  to  give  a  perfect  accomplishment 
and  consummation  to  the  Eesolution  at 
which  it  has  arrived.  I  know  not 
whether  the  decision  will  be  disputed ; 
but  admitting  that  it  follows  logically 
and  necessarily  out  of  what  has  been 
already  done,  and  moreover  nothing 
could  be  more  unsatisfactory  to  all 
parties,  nothing  more  unseemly  than 
the  prolongation  of  the  scenes  such  as 
we  nave  lately  witnessed,  I  can  enter  no 
objection  to  ^at  Motion,  considering  it 
as  being  in  reality  involved  in  its 
essence  in  the  previous  proceedings  of 
the  House. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  :  I  do  not  rise, 
Sir,  to  oppose  the  Eesolution.  I  think 
it,  however,  a  somewhat  strange  thing 
that  a  citizen  of  this  country  should  be 
sent  to  prison  for  doing  what  eminent 
legal  Gentlemen  on  this  side,  and  an 
eminent  legal  Gentleman  on  that  side 
of  the  House  say  he  has  a  perfect  right 
to  do.  p'No,  no!"]  Well,  I  do  not 
know  whether  hon.  Members  opposite 
mean  to  say  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  General  is 
not  an  eminent  legal  authority  on  such 
a  point.  That  is  the  view  taken  by 
that  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  I 
say  it  is  a  somewhat  hard  thing 
that  anyone  should  be  put  in  prison 
for  doing  what  a  genend  eonsen$ui  of 
legal  opinion  in  this  House  holds  to 
be  his  duty  and  his  right.  But,  as 
the  Prime  Minister  has  stated,  it  is 
useless  to  oppose  the  Motion,  because 

Mr,  Oladiions 


Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  come  into  conflict 
with  a  Eesolution  of  the  House,  be 
that  Eesolution  right  or  wrong.  I,  re- 
letting as  I  do,  the  necessity  that  has 
been  forced  on  the  House,  and  regret- 
ting the  Eesolution  that  has  been  passed 
by  the  House,  do  not  think  I  should  be 
serving  an^  good  purpose  in  opposing 
the  Eesolution,  or  in  asking  the  House 
to  go  to  a  vote  on  this  question.  I 
believe  myself  that  the  sending  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  into  custody  will  be  the  first 
step  towards  his  becoming  a  recognized 
Member  of  this  House. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH:  Mr.  Speaker. 
I  ask  through  you,  Sir  —  rOriet  of 
''Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
cannot  be  heard  without  the  leave  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH :  I  ask  through 
you,  Sir~[';  Order,  order  I "] 

Mb.  COuETNEY  desired  to  put  a 
point  which  might  deserve  a  little  con- 
sideration. As  he  understood  the  Mo- 
tion which  had  been  proposed  to  them, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  was  to  be  taken  into  custody 
for  resisting  an  Order  of  theHouse.  That, 
of  course,  they  all  expected  would  be 
fulfilled  ;  but  it  occurred  to  him  that  if 
they  could  put  a  recital  in  that  Order 
that  the  hon.  Member  disputed  the 
legality  of  the  action  of  the  House  in 
refusing  to  allow  the  Oath  to  be  admi- 
nistered to  him,  it  would  then  be  com- 
petent for  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  being  in 
custody,  to  move  for  a  Writ  of  HqImm 
Corpus,  and  on  the  return  of  that  Writ, 
a  question  of  the  utmost  importance^ 
namely,  the  legality  of  that  refusal — 
might  possibly  be  raised.  They  were 
undoubtedly  on  the  eve  of  a  contention 
between  the  House  and  the  Courts  of 
Law,  and  there  ought  to  be  no  back- 
wardness on  the  part  of  the  House  in 
facing  the  consequences  of  its  own 
action.  He  (Mr.  Courtney)  himself 
voted  with  the  minority  on  the  previous 
night ;  but  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
Eesolution  then  carried,  though  im- 
politic, was  legal ;  but  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's contention  was  that  that  Eesolution 
was  illegal,  he  thought  there  should  be, 
as  he  had  suggested,  the  possibility  of 
inserting  a  recital  to  the  effect  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  disputed 
the  legality  of  the  action  of  the  House  in 
refifsing  to  allow  the  Oath  to  bo  admi- 
nitstered  to  him. 
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Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  pointed  out 
that  the  hon.  Oentleman's  (Mr.  Court- 
ney's) suggestion  raised  an  issue  which 
was  not  now  before  the  House.  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  about  to  be  committed, 
not  for  his  refusal  to  take  the  Oath,  but 
for  his  refusal  to  withdraw  when  ordered 
to  do  so  by  the  House;  and  nobody 
could  say  there  was  any  precedent  for 
putting  on  the  books  of  the  House  a  re- 
cital in  connection  with  an  Order  for 
withdrawal.  It  occurred  to  him  (Mr.  A. 
M.  Sullivan)  that  if  the  question  as  to 
taking  the  Oath  were  to  be  raised  in  any 
way  that  would  enable  the  House  as  weU 
as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  try  it,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  himself  could  raise  the  question 
by  walking  into  the  Lobby  and  giving 
a  vote  or  by  taking  his  seat  in  the 
House ;  but  any  Member  of  the  House 
who  refused  to  obey  an  Order  of  the 
House  thus  conveyed  to  him  by  the 
Speaker  would  be  in  exactly  the  same 
position  which  the  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton now  occupied.  He  understood  that 
the  committal  was  for  disobedience  to  the 
Order  of  the  House,  and  for  nothing  else. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
thought  it  was  important  that  they 
should  have  on  the  record  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  giving  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  into  custody,  for  it  would 
be  in  the  power  of  the  House,  by  making 
a  mere  general  Betum  that  he  was 
ffiven  into  custody  for  disobeying  the 
Order  of  the  House,  to  evade  all  con- 
sequences of  law  whatever,  as  a  Court 
of  Law  would  not  go  behind  the  Betum. 
But  he  took  it  that  the  majority  would 
not  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of 
their  action.  Having  stepped  between 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  discharge  of 
what  he  considered  to  be  his  Parlia- 
mentary duty,  they  ought  not  to  be 
afraid  to  have  clearly  on  record  what 
were  the  circumstances  in  connection 
with  the  giving  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  into 
custody,  in  order  that  he  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  asking  the  Courts  of  Law 
whether  the  action  of  the  House  was  or 
was  not  an  illegal  obstruction.  A  proper 
Beeolution  to  this  effect  could  not  be 
drawn  up  on  the  spur  of  the  moment ; 
but  it  was  dear  that  those  who  felt 
stronffly  that  the  House  was  entering  on 
an  illegal  course  of  action,  in  defiance 
of  the  warning  of  one  of  its  oldest 
Members — 

Mb.  FINICJAN  :  Sir,  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  wish  to  know  whether  a  gentleman 


who  is  taking  notes  at  the  Bar  is  doing 
so  with  the  cog^nizance  of  the  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  made  no  reply. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  resumed, 
and  said  that  he  and  others  wanted  to 
have  all  the  circumstances  placed  on  the 
records  of  the  House,  so  that  the  legal 
question  might  hereafter  be  properly 
raised.  He  did  not  think  that  ought  to 
be  decided  on  the  spur  of  the  moment, 
and  he  suggested  that  there  should  be  an 
adjournment  in  order  to  give  time  for 
the  consideration  of  the  matter. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  :  I  rise  again, 
Sir,  to  call  your  attention  to  a  gentle- 
man who  is  now,  and  has  been  for  some 
time,  within  the  limits  of  this  House 
taking  notes,  and  I  wisk  to  know  whe- 
ther that  is  by  your  authority  or  the 
authority  of  this  House  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  The  shorthand 
writer  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
is  present  by  the  authority  of  the  House, 
and  he  is  taldng  down — not  the  debates 
of  the  House,  for  that  would  be  clearly 
out  of  Order — but  simply  the  proceedings 
with  reference  to  this  matter,  which  is  a 
matter  of  Privilege. 

Mb.  LYTJLPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
would  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate,  as  it  was  impossible  at  that 
moment  to  settle  a  Besolution  in  a  form 
that  would  raise  the  whole  matter. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  seconded  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  was  entitled  to 
have  a  clear  record  of  the  proceedings  if 
he  intended,  as  he  (JAx.  Macaonald)  hoped 
he  did  intend,  to  appeal  at  once  to  a  Court 
of  Law  to  vindicate  his  right  to  sit  in  the 
House.  The  hon.  Member  appeared 
there,  largely  supported  by  the  working 
men  of  Northampton ;  and  as  represent- 
ing the  working  men  of  the  town  of 
Stafford  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  claimed  that 
thehon.  Member  might  have  every  justice 
done  him,  and  that  he  might  have  the  pro- 
ceedings clearly  recorded.  Hon.  M!em- 
bers  on  the  Opposition  side  had  had  the 
courage,  on  the  previous  night,  to  go 
into  the  Lobby  to  deprive  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
of  his  right,  and  to  deprive  the  town  of 
Northampton  of  its  right  to  return  him ; 
and  if  they  did  not  have  the  courage  to 
allow  the  whole  matter  to  be  placea  on 
the  records  of  the  House,  he  ^ir.  Mac- 
donald) said  that  they  would  De  acting 
in  a  spirit  of  cowardice  unworthy  of  a 

Seat  Assembly.     [Cnw  of  **  Order!  "] 
e  was  under  the  order  of  the  Speaker, 
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and  not  under  the  order  of  the  Opposi- 
tion. Till  he  had  his  condemnation,  his 
language  would  be  ''No."  He  said 
ag^ain  that  they  would  be  aoting  in  a 
spirit  of  cowardice.  The  meanest  sub- 
ject in  the  Bealm  had  the  power  to 
appeal  to  a  Court  of  Justice ;  but  by  the 
course  proposed  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  would  be  deprived  of  that 
right.  He  (Mr.  Macdonald)  therefore 
cordially  seconded  the  Motion  for  ad- 
journment, so  that  the  whole  matter 
might  be  put  in  such  a  form  as  would 
give  the  hon.  Member  an  opportunity 
of  bringing  his  case  before  the  Courts  of 
Law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
{Mr,  Lyulph  Stanley.) 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henbt  James)  said,  his  reasons  for 
abstaining  from  taking  part  in  the  dis- 
cussion were  similar  to  those  of  the 
Prime  Minister ;  but  it  might  be  expected 
that  he  should  say  a  few  words  with 
respect  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney). 
He  understood  that  suggestion  to  relate 
to  the  probability  of  the  action  of  the 
House  being  reviewed  by  means  of  legal 
proceedings,  and  the  phrase  used  oy 
the  hon.  Member  was  that  the  House 
was  on  the  verge  of  coming  into  col- 
lision with  the  Courts  of  Law.  He 
apprehended  that  there  was,  in  fact,  no 
such  probability.  He  understood  the 
case  to  be  this — ^that  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
having  received  directions  ^m  the 
Speaker,  with  the  full  acquiescence  of 
the  House,  to  withdraw  from  the  House, 
had  thought  it  right,  in  order  to  main- 
tain the  claim  which  he  had  made,  to 
refuse  to  withdraw.  He  (the  Attorney 
Qeneral)  apprehended  that  that  was 
clearly  an  act  of  disorder  and  contempt. 
He  supposed  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  so  done 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  what  he 
considered  to  be  his  right ;  but  clearly  it 
was  a  contempt  of  the  House  not  to 
obey  the  order  to  withdraw.  He  would 
not  entor  into  a  legal  question  ;  but  he 
apprehended  that  there  were  decisions 
over  and  over  again,  well  known  to  them 
ally  that  a  Court  of  Law  had  no  power 
to  review  such  proceedings  of  the  House. 
The  House  had  thatinherentpower  which 
every  Court  had,  to  maintain  order  within 
its  walls,  and  to  prevent  its  orders  from 
being  treated  with   contempt.     There 

Mr.  MacdcnaU 


could,  therefore,  bene  powerof  reviewing 
the  proceedings  of  the  House.  He 
understood  his  hon.  Friend  who  had 
made  the  suggestion  to  wish  it  to  be 
shown  on  the  Warrant  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh had  acted  in  the  exercise  of  a 
bond  fide  claim  of  right  to  remain  in  the 
House.  He  was  sure  that  the  House 
would  be  unwilling  to  take  any  course 
that  would  prevent  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  from  raising  any  legal 
right  which  he  thought  he  miffht  possess, 
and  that,  considering  all  &e  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  the  House  would  be 
very  careful  to  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
should  be  in  no  way  prejudiced  by  a  re- 
fusal to  brii^  all  the  facts  of  the  case 
before  the  Osurt  that  was  said  to  have 

Eower  in  the  matter.  But  there  could 
e  no  possibility  of  any  injustice  being 
done  to  the  hon.  Member  by  refraining 
irom  setting  out  in  the  Warrant  the 
reasons  for  the  Order,  for,  supposing 
there  was  a  right  in  the  Courts  of  Law 
to  review  the  decisions  of  the  House, 
against  which  view  he  protested,  he  pre- 
sumed it  would  be  done  by  moving  for 
a  Writ  of  habeas  corpus,  and  that  appli- 
cation would  have  to  be  made  on  affi- 
davits, statingdistinctly  the  whole  of  the 
proceedings.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  contrary  both  to  the  prac- 
tice and  the  dig^ty  of  the  House  to  enter 
on  the  warrant  of  commitment  the 
course  taken  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  but 
only  the  order  made  by  the  House,  and 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  in  doing 
so  they  would  not  be  prejudicing  any 
claim  made  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  LYULPH  STANLEY  asked 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for  an 
adjournment,  because  he  understood, 
from  indications  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  that  if  the  matter  came  before  a 
Court  of  Law  the  facts  would  be  stated 
as  fully  and  fairly  as_possible. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEkE  said,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh wished  him  to  state  that  on 
coming  to  the  Table  and  on  being  asked 
to  withdraw,  he  said — *'I  positively  re- 
fuse to  obey  the  order  of  tne  House,  as 
not  being  according  to  law."  All  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  Bskei  was  that  those 
words  should  oe  on  the  face  of  the  pro- 
ceedings. He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  hoped 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
would  not  object  to  that.  They  might 
be  useless ;  but  in  that  case  thev 
would  only  be  surplusage,  and  could 
do  no  harm.    There  could  be  no  doubt 
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that    Mr.    Bradlaugh    did    say    those 
words. 

Motion,  by.  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  that  as  an  Irish 
Member,  sent  to  that  House  for  the  pur- 
pose of  obtaining  guarantees  for  the 
liberties  and  ^edom  of  Ireland,  he 
could  not  see  that  he  should  be  support- 
ing the  principles  of  liberty  by  in  any 
way  consenting  to  the  imprisonment  of 
a  Gentleman  over  whom,  he  contended, 
the  House  had  no  jurisdiction.  Until 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  taken  his  seat  within 
that  House  as  a  Member,  he  wad  con- 
vinced that,  if  not  from  a  legal  point  of 
view,  yet  from  the  point  of  view  of 
justice,  the  House  would  be  acting  in  an 
impolitic  and  imjust  manner  if  it  con- 
demned to  imprisonment  a  Gentleman 
over  whom  it  had  no  control.  He  had 
heard  many  arguments  in  that  House 
for  and  against  Mr.  Bradlaueh  ;  but  he 
had  not  heard  from  any  of  the  legal  or 
non-legal  speakers  a  tittle  of  evidence  to 
prove  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  no  right 
to  take  an  Oath  in  that  House.  There- 
fore, until  the  House  had  had  time  to 
calmly  consider  the  question,  and  in 
order  that  some  judicial  opinion  might 
be  taken  on  the  case  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  as  a  supporter  of  the  liberties 
of  his  own  oount^,  and  an  opponent  of 
any  form  of  tyranny  whatever,  he  moved 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Mb.  BIGOAE  seconded  the  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Finigan,) 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  pointed  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that,  while  he  emoyed 
the  privileges  of  a  Member  oi  the 
House,  it  was  contrary  to  the  authority 
of  the  House,  and  to  the  authority  of 
any  Leffislative  Assembly,  however 
democratic  it  might  be,  to  interrupt  the 
exercise  of  its  authority,  not  only  over 
a  Member,  but  over  any  other  person 
who  interrupted  its  proceedings. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  5;  Noes 
342;  Majority  337.— (Div.  List,  No.  28.) 

Original  Question  proposed. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  had  not 
taken  any  part  in  the  debate  on  this 


I  question  up  to  the  present  moment,  be- 
cause he  had  found  that  his  opinions 
upon  it  were  not  shared  by  the  great 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members.  Al- 
though he  had  felt  it  right  to  vote  in  the 
division  of  the  previous  day,  and  in  the 
various  divisions  that  had  taken  place 
that  day,  he  had  not  up  to  that  point 
deemed  it  right  to  obtrude  himself  upon 
the  House.  But  they  had  now  reached 
a  stage  at  which  he  felt  it  was  his  duty 
to  say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  the 
vote  he  had  given.  The  Eesolution 
which  the  Speaker  had  put  from  the 
Chair  asked  the  House  to  decide  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  committed  to  the 
custody  of  the  Sergeant  at  Arms — in 
other  words,  that  he  be  imprisoned.  He 
asked  hon.  Members  to  consider  the 
position  in  which  they  would  be  placed 
if  the  House  adopted  the  Motion.  They 
had  not  decided  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
seat  be  declared  vacant,  and  if  they  im- 
prisoned him,  they  put  themselves  in 
this  position — that  either  they  would 
have  to  leave  the  question  alone  with 
reference  to  the  vacation  of  the  seat  for 
Northampton,  or  else  they  would  have 
to  adjudicate  upon  it  during  the  im- 
prisonment of  the  principal  person  con- 
cerned. If  they  did  not  proceed  to 
vacate  the  seat  they  inflicted  a  g^evous 
injury  upon  the  constituency  of  North- 
ampton oy  depriving  it  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  being  represented  in  that 
House.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  they 
proceeded  to  consider  the  question  of 
vacating  the  seat,  they  would  have  to  do 
so  durine  the  imprisonment  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  whose  case  they  would  have 
to  decide  behind  his  back  and  without 
affording  him  an  opportunity  of  saying 
anything  in  his  own  defence.  But  his 
(Mr.  Pamell's)  object  in  rising,  more 
particularly  at  that  time,  was  to  point 
out  to  his  hon.  Friends  from  Irelana  that 
if  they  voted  for  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  they  would  vote,  as  he  believed, 
for  a  Motion  repugnant  to  the  feelings 
of  the  people  of  the  Southern,  Western, 
and  Eastern  divisions  of  Ireland.  He 
could  not  believe  that  the  Irish  consti- 
tuencies would  desire  their  Members  to 
vote  for  the  imprisonment  of  anybody. 
They  knew  the  last  time  that  Motion 
was  made  it  was  made  aeainst  the  late 
Mr.  William  Smith  O'Bnen,  who  was 
taken  to  the  place  to  which  he  supposed 
the  hon.  M!ember  for  Northampton 
would  be  taken.    He  could  not  help 
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thinking  that  there  were  alternatives  to 
the  course  which  it  was  proposed  to 
adopt — such,  for  example,  as  excluding 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  House — and 
that  there  was  no  reason  to  imprison  the 
hon.  Member  and  do  an  injury  to  the  con- 
stituency. He  would  conclude  as  he  had 
begun,  by  saying  that  he  did  not  believe 
the  Irish  constituencies  would  wish  even 
an  Atheist  to  be  imprisoned. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  protested 
against  the  false  issues  which  had  been 
raised.  They  did  not  imprison  this  man 
because  of  his  religious  opinions.  An 
Order  had  been  given  to  him  to  with- 
draw, and  he  had  refused  to  obey  that 
Order.  Such  a  proceeding  was  clearly 
a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House, 
which  would  be  only  exercising  its  legiti- 
mate authority  by  acting  upon  the  Mo- 
tion now  before  it.  He  denied  that  the 
issue  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  was  the  true  or  real 
issue  before  the  House. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  be  obliged  to  differ  from  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork  (Mr. 
PameU)  on  the  course  he  had  taken  in 
this  question.  On  most  subjects  he  was 
quite  ready  to  allow  his  hon.  Friend  to 
speak  for  him  ;  but  on  this  occasion  he 
must  positively  decline  to  do  so. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  rose  to  ex- 
plain.    P'  Order,  Order !  "] 

Mb.  Speaker  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tralee  (The  O'Donoghue)  was  in 
possession  of  tne  House ;  but  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
PameU)  to  rise  merely  to  make  an  ex- 
planation. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  that  he  wished, 
with  the  permission  of  his  hon.  Friend 
(The  O'Donoghue),  to  explain  that  he 
had  not  attempted  to  speak  for  any  hon. 
Member  but  mmself. 

Thb  O'DONOCJHUE  said,  that  of 
course  he  did  not  for  a  moment  wish  to 
deny  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell)  an 
opportunity  to  explain ;  but  he  certainly 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  course 
which  many  Irish  Members  had  taken, 
or  were  about  to  take,  would  be  dis- 
agreeable to  their  constituents  in  the 
South  and  West  of  Ireland.  He  (The 
O'Donoghue)  entertained  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  course  which  he  had 
taken  and  intended  to  take  would  be  in 
accordance  with  the  wishes  and  feelings 
not  only  of  his  constituents  but  of  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  the  South 
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and  West  of  Ireland.  The  facts  of  the 
case  had  not  been  put  before  the  House 
quite  fairly.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  ordered 
to  withdraw,  and  in  defiance  of  the  Rules 
of  the  House  iie  declined  to  do  so.  He 
(The  O'Donoghue)  thought  he  was 
doing  his  duty  to  iJie  House  and  to  his 
constituents  in  voting  that  every  neces- 
sary step  should  be  taken  to  compel  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  conform  to  the  Roles  of 
the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  274 ;  Noes 
7 :  Majority  267.— (Div.  list,  No.  29.) 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  having  di«obe  j«d 
the  Order,  andresisted  theauUiority  of  this  Hooaa, 
be  for  hia  said  offence  taken  into  the  custody 
of  the  Seneant-at-ArmB  attending  this  Hoaw; 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  ac- 
cordingly. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


LOCAL  INQUIRIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Mr.  Fay,  Sir  Harcourt  Johnetone,  Mr.  jMtpk 

Cowen,  Dr.  Cameron,  Sir  Joeeph  M^Kennm.) 

[bill   132.]      SECOND  BEiiDIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  fay,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be 
now  read  a  second  time,  said,  that  it 
was  designed  to  provide  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  tribunal  for  the  conduct  of 
local  inquiries  relating  to  Private  Bills 
in  Ireland.  He  did  not  claim  to  be  the 
author  of  the  Bill.  It  was  drawn  by 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Tip- 
perary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth),  but  handed 
over  to  him  (Mr.  Fay)  when  his  hon. 
Friend  was  unable  to  come  to  the  House 
in  time  for  the  presentation  of  the  BiU. 
It  was  highly  probable  that  the  idea  of 
introducing  the  measure  had  its  origin 
in  his  hon.  Friend's  mind,  probably  to 
a  g^at  extent,  in  words  spoken  by  the 
right,  hon.  Gentleman  now  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  when  he 
was  appealing  to  the  sympathetic  heart 
of  Mid  Lothian.  Of  course,  no  one  should 
be  tied  to  the  ipiiisima  verba  of  an  elec- 
tioneering speech  no  more  than  the  more 
social  Members  of  that  House  should  be 
tied  to  their  after-dinner  speechee ;  but 
still  the  expression  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter's feeling  on  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill  strongly  advised  some  local  machi- 
nery for  relieving  the  House  of  Commons 
such  as  the  BiB  recommended.    Nov* 
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neither  he  nor  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tipperary  meant  at  all  to 
come  forward,  and,  in  answer  to  the 
remarks  of  the  ric^ht  hon.  Qentleman, 
cry  out  "Eureka.  On  the  contrary, 
they  humbly  submitted  to  the  House 
what  they  considered  a  fair  sugges- 
tion. The  question  was  no  now  one. 
It  had  been  mooted  in  that  House  more 
than  once ;  and  on  all  occasions  the  con- 
cession had  been  made  by  the  House 
that  there  existed  a  necessity  for  some 
reform  in  this  direction.  As  to  carry- 
ing out  the  desired  measures,  their 
proposed  did  not  in  any  way  invade  the 
ancient  Prerogatives  of  Parliament.  It 
was  no  new  scheme,  repealing  Acts  of 
the  House  deliberately  passed,  or  estab- 
lishing, as  against  old  precedents  and 
old  tribunals,  new  laws  and  new  organi- 
zations. The  Bill  merely  proposed  that, 
to  provide  facilities  for  legislation  on 
Private  Bills  in  Ireland,  they  should 
chanfi^e  the  venue  of  the  existing  tri- 
bunals in  that  and  the  other  House,  as 
regarded  certain  component  parts  thereof, 
from  London  to  Ireland.  They  should 
establish  a  branch  of  the  Private  Bill 
Office  in  Dublin,  to  be  called  the  **  Irish 
Private  Bill  Branch  Office."  for  the  de- 
posit of  Irish  Private  Bills,  subject  to 
regulations  by  Standing  Orders,  to  be 
made  from  time  to  time  for  that  purpose 
by  each  House  of  Parliament ;  that  Pri- 
vate Bills  originating  in  the  House  of 
Lords  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
consisting  exclusively  of  Irish  Hepresen- 
tati  ve  Peers,  or  Peers  of  Parliament  con- 
nected with  Ireland  by  having  a  residence 
in  that  country ;  that  Private  Bills  origi- 
nating in  the  House  of  Commons  shomd 
be  referred  to  a  Committee  composed  ex- 
clusively of  Irish  Members  of  Parliament, 
and  that  these  Committees  should  hold 
their  sittings  in  Ireland,  at  such  conve- 
nient places  as  they  might  select.  As 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  had,  to  a  great  extent,  prac- 
tically conceded  the  merits  of  the  claim 
which  he  now  advanced,  it  was  not  his 
intention  to  go  into  details  upon  the 
question,  and  he  should  be  as  brief  as 
possible  in  his  remarks.  But  there  were 
three  points  which  occurred  to  the  Irish 
mind  in  regard  to  Private  Bills.  He 
alluded  to  Bailway,  Gas,  and  Tramway 
Bills,  and  all  Bills  of  that  class.  Now, 
the  points  which  had  provoked  a  very 
strong  expression  of  feeling  in  Ireland 
iu  respect  of  these  measures  were  (1) 


the  serious  inconvenience  attending  the 
promotion  of  such  schemes  in  London ; 
(2)  the  large  drain  of  money  from  Ire- 
land into  London ;  and  (3)  that  the 
great  expense  attending  the  promotion 
of  smaller  schemes,  such,  for  instance, 
as  small  trains,  had  operated  to  prevent 
a  g^eat  many  valuable  improvements 
from  being  effected  in  the  country. 
These  were  all  very  serious  grievances. 
As  to  the  inconvenience,  that  was  pro- 
bably the  smallest  matter ;  but  he  would 
say  much  valuable  evidence  was  lost  by 
the  fact  that  many  men  of  position  and 
great  business  engagements  fought  very 
shy  of  being  kept  Knocking  about  the 
Lobbies  of  the  House  for  weeks,  per- 
haps, awaiting  to  be 'called  as  witnesses. 
But  as  to  the  drain  from  the  country, 
first,  from  a  general  point  of  view,  he 
found  that  it  was  calculated,  when  this 
matter  was  under  discussion  in  1871, 
that,  from  1800  to  1870,  681  Irish  Local 
Acts  were  passed.  That  did  not  include 
the  rejected  private  measures.  Well, 
take  them  at  another  681,  he  would  cal- 
culate the  loss  in  cash  to  Ireland  for 
legal  and  other  incidental  costs  at  nearly 
£3,000,000.  Add  to  this  travelling  and 
hotel  expenses  of  witnesses,  and  those 
interested  in  the  Bills,  and  the  sum 
would  probably  represent  dose  on 
£6,000,000  lost  to  Ireland.  That,  in 
itself,  to  a  poor  country,  was  a  severe 
loss.  As  regarded  the  witnesses'  expen- 
diture, he  might  add  that  it  was  won- 
derful how  men  accustomed  to  humble 
homes  and  meagre  fare  dropped  at  once 
into  views  about  grand  hotels  and  choice 
brands  of  wine  when  they  came  over  as 
such  witnesses.  Enthusiastic  English- 
men ascribed  this  fact  to  the  instan- 
taneously refining  feeling  of  London 
society;  others,  more  prosaic,  believed 
it  ascribable  to  the  fact  that  every  wit- 
ness thought  corporations  and  projectors 
of  companies  fair  game  for  plunder. 
But  the  expense  of  promoting  Bills  by 
small  townships  had  been  something 
enormous;  and  he  could  heap  up  in- 
stances of  the  evil.  He  should  take  as  a 
present  illustration  one  of  the  last  made 
townships  in  Ireland — that  was  Drum- 
condra.  Its  rating  was  £13,000  only; 
its  conversion  into  a  township  cost 
£1,700  under  the  present  system .  There 
were  other  township  creation  expenses 
equally  bad,  including  Bathmines,  Sligo, 
£14,000;  Clonmel,  £20,000;  and  he 
might  also  refer  to  the  cost  of  the  Dublin 
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Trunk  Railway,  amounting  to  £54,000. 
He  could  multiply  incident  after  incident 
if  he  so  desired ;  but  he  should  now 
point  out  that  the  result  of  this  was  that 
a  great  many  small  improvements  in 
Ireland  were,  prevented  ^m  being  car- 
ried out.  By  way  of  illustration  he 
might  mention  that  in  many  parts  of 
Irdand  smaU  links  were  wanted  to  con- 
nect them  with  existing  railways.  These 
gaps  could  not  well  be  filled  up  by  the 
mi^dng  of  railroads.  In  point  of  fact, 
i^ey  would  not  pay  ;  but  if  they  could 
get  Tram  Bills  at  a  venr  cheap  price — 
say  for  a  few  thousand  pounds — thev 
could  in  many  cases  connect  towns  which 
were  now  almost  inaccessible.  These 
trams  would  be  extremely  suitable,  espe- 
cially in  the  mountainous  districts,  where 
the  circumstances  of  the  country  would 
not  afford  a  short  railway  to  meet  the 
nearest  stations  or  mountain  roads. 
Well,  in  these  cases  the  companies  pro- 
moting schemes  would,  under  the  present 
system,  be  out  of  pocket  half  the  amount 
of  money  that  would  be  required  to  form 
the  line  before  they  were  in  a  position  to 
lay  a  rail ;  for  it  would  have  to  be  spent 
in  London  on  high  fees  to  London  law- 
yers, and  luxurious  living.  That  was  a 
very  serious  defect.  As  regarded  the 
reclamation  of  waste  lands  the  very  same 
thing  would  happen.  He  (Mr.  Fay) 
himself  was  about  projecting  a  company 
for  the  reclamation  of  certam  slob-Iana. 
It  would,  he  believed,  have  been  a  great 
commercial  success ;  but  everyone  seemed 
anxious  to  avoid  an  immediate  invest- 
ment of  ready  money  for  expenditure  in 
London.  Send  them  back  to  Ireland, 
where  their  legal  expenses  would  be 
about  one-tenth  of  what  they  were  here, 
and  their  witnesses  and  other  expenses 
infinitesimal.  From  the  point  of  know- 
ledge of  the  facts,  surely  the  Irish  Peers 
and  Commons  were  the  best  judges  of 
Irish  wants  and  Irish  witnesses.  For 
his  part,  when,  six  years  ago,  he  came 
first  to  that  House  a  very  glutton  for 
work,  he  found  himself  appointed  a 
Member  of  a  Committee  on  a  mixed 
group  of  Welsh,  English,  and  Scotch 
Bills.  His  first  look  at  the  Paper 
finished  him,  and  he  had  never  served  on 
a  Committee  since.  The  Bill  that  headed 
the  list  was  a  railway  from  some  place 
in  Wales  to  some  other  place  in  the  same 
Principality.  The  two  names  were  com- 
posed of  the  letters  C  F  B  and  W  thrown 
together,  apparently  without  any  regard 
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to  pronunciation.  He  had  never  heard 
of  them  before  or  since,  for  he  had  a 
fixed  idea  that  the  BiU  was  a  sort  of 
conundrum  intelligible  only  to  Welsh 
people.  The  next  Bills  were  either 
Scotch  or  English,  relating  to  water- 
works, and  a  turnpike  in  places  he  had 
never  heard  of.  He  asked  himself  could 
he  conscientiously  do  his  duty  in  respect 
of  a  Bill  about  which  he  knew  nothing  and 
cared  less ;  and  he  considered  it  his  duty 
to  plead  professional  engagements  and 
leave  room,  perchance,  for  some  Welsh 
Gentleman,  who  might  solve  the  puzzle 
of  the  Welsh  names,  or  for  some  Scotch 
or  Englishman  who  took  an  interest  in 
the  water  supply  or  turnpikes  affected  by 
these  Bills.  He  maintamed  that  with  a 
system  such  as  he  advocated  the  expenses 
would  be  so  materially  reduced  that  they 
would  be  able  to  undertake  measures  for 
the  improvement  of  land  and  for  giving 
greater  facilities  for  locomotion  to  people 
throughout  the  country.  Well,  now, 
what  could  be  the  objection  to  trust  Irish 
Peers  and  Members  with  these  local  in- 
quiries? Had  the  Irish  Peers  shown 
themselves  open  to  corruption,  or  had 
the  Irish  Members,  of  no  matter  what 
politics,  a  single  shadow  been  thrown  on 
their  honour  as  Committeemen  of  this 
House,,  and  they  had  acted  as  stich  ever 
since  the  Union  ?  Surely,  if  such  was 
the  case,  they  might  be  trusted  in  their 
own  country  to  do  their  own  work.  Look 
to  the  whole  controlling  parties  of  Ire- 
land —  Judges,  Superior  and  Connty 
Courts,  magistrates,  corporations,  Poor 
Law  Boards — where  was  there  a  spot 
upon  their  reputation  ?  But  they  might 
say — ^What  about  the  Provisional  Order 
system  of  the  Local  Government  Board  ? 
The  answer  was — ^The  Irish  people  would 
have  none  of  it ;  they  would  not  have  a 
few  unsympathetic  paid  clerks,  unac- 
quainted with  the  people  and  their  wants, 
deciding  on  the  wishes  of  the  elective 
bodies,  whether  corporate,  company,  or 
otherwise.  They  had  never  worked  in 
harmony  with  the  people,  and  their  deal- 
ings wi&  local  bodies  had  been  very  un- 
satisfactory. It  would  be  a  misfortune  if 
a  practical  measure  like  the  present  were 
not  accepted  by  the  Government,  or,  at 
any  rate,  so  far  favoured  as  that  they 
would  be  disposed  to  institute  an  inquiry 
into  the  necessity  of  establishing  such  a 
system  as  he  proposed.  He  would,  in- 
deed, be  sorry  to  impede  in  any  way  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  the  difictiarg» 
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of  those  duties  which  this  short  Session 
rendered  urgent.  Should  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  see  their  way  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee  on  the  subject,  or 
the  more  extended  one  indicated  by  the 
speech  of  the  Prime  Minister  at  Mid 
Lothian,  he  would  be  perfectly  satisfied. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  concludea  by  mov- 
ing the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Fay,) 

Db.  CAMEBON  said,  he  had  had  no 
intention  of  interposing  in  the  debate  at 
so  early  a  period,  aluiou^h  his  name 
was  on  the  back  of  the  Bill,  and  he  only 
did  so  because  no  one  else  had  risen.  He 
regretted  that  the  Treasury  and  the  front 
Opposition  Benches  were  both  alike  con- 
spicuous by  their  emptiness,  for  this  was 
a  Bill  of  great  importance ;  and  what  he 
wished  to  insist  upon  was  the  necessity 
of  some  legislation  of  this  kind,  not  only 
for  Ireland,  but  for  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land. They  felt  in  Scotland  quite  as 
•much  as  was  the  case  in  Ireland  the 
need  of  some  local  tribunal  to  dispose  of 
their  Local  Bills.  As  to  the  details  of  the 
measure,  he  would  not  enlarge  upon 
them,  or  discuss  whether  they  ought  to 
remedy  the  evil  by  perambulating  Com- 
mittees of  this  House,  or  a  system  of 
legislation  by  Proyisional  Order ;  but  he 
contended  that  if  they  were  to  set  to 
work  to  deyise  the  very  worst  possible 
system  of  Private  Bill  legislation,  they 
could  hardly  by  any  possibility  devise  a 
worse  than  the  svstem  which  at  present 
prevailed  in  Parliament.  His  own  ex- 
perience in  connection  with  the  city  he 
represented  had  been  as  unfortimate 
as  had  been  the  case  of  Dublin  in  the 
instances  referred  to  bv  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Fay).  Glasgow  was  continually 
in  the  Committee-rooms  upstairs,  and 
was  always  spending  large  sums  of  the 
money  of  the  ratepayers  in  expenses, 
either  when  obliged  to  come  there  for 
needed  improvements,  or  when  dragged 
there  by  its  neighbours.  What  sort  of 
tribunal  did  they  find?  Those  cases 
in  which  the  city  was  interested,  in- 
volving enormous  sums  of  money  and 
enormous  interests,  might  be  disposed 
of  before  a  tribunal  consisting  of  a  ma- 
jority of  Members  who  had  never  sat 
upon  a  Private  Bill  Committee  before. 
Me  (Dr.  Cameron)  himself  had  sat  upon 
one  (^up  of  Private  Bills  on  a  Com- 


mittee on  which  three  Members  were 
new  Members  who  knew  nothing  what- 
ever of  the  proceedings  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  knew  nothing  of  the  tra- 
ditions or  the  Bules  which  regulate  tiiem. 
So  lonfi^  as  they  had  learned  Gentlemen 
of  the  long  robe  to  guide  them,  they  did 
not  go  very  far  wrong ;  but  when  the 
opposition  to  a  Bill  was  withdrawn  they 
found  themselves  in  a  mess  in  settling 
the  clauses.  One  clause  after  another 
came  up,  and  the  whole  discussion  then 
turned  on  whether  these  clauses  were 
approved  of  by  Mr.  Speaker's  counsel 
or  by  Lord  Eedesdale's  counsel.  Were 
those  Gentlemen,  however  able  or  how- 
ever eminent,  to  be  the  tribunal  to 
settle  clauses  materially  affecting  the 
interests  and  liberty  of  the  lieges  in  this 
country,  and  was  it  the  function  of  a 
Committee  simply  to  endorse  their  views? 
No  worse  tribunal  could,  in  fact,  be  de- 
vised than  that  which  now  existed.  They 
had  no  need  to  go  further  than  that  day 
for  an  example.  There  were  a  number  of 
Committees  upstairs;  but  in  consequence 
of  the  interesting  scene  being  transacted 
in  this  House  ab^ut  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  the 
Members  of  those  Committees  left  the 
Committee-rooms,  and  the  persons  who 
had  the  Private  Bills  there  were  obliged 
to  keep  over  for  another  day  their  wit- 
nesses, to  refresh  their  counsel,  and  to 
have  the  whole  of  their  business  retarded. 
If  they  had  perambulating  Committees, 
goin|^  about  the  country  and  instituting 
inquiries,  they  would,  of  course,  report 
to  this  House,  and  then  legislation  would 
proceed  on  precisely  the  same  lines  as  it 
did  at  the  present  moment.  He  did  not 
say  that  would  be  the  best  possible  solu- 
tion of  this  question  ;  but  it  was  a  very 
simple  solution.  It  did  not  deprive  the 
House  of  its  jurisdiction.  It  simply 
left  the  Committee  to  take  evidence  in 
Ireland,  instead  of  in  a  Committee- 
room  of  this  House.  An  eminent  au- 
thority, the  President  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  (Mr.  Dodson),  while 
Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  pro- 
posed another  system  —  that  evidence 
should  be  taken  by  a  perambulating 
Commission,  or  other  tribunal,  and  that 
upon  that  evidence  legislation  should 
proceed  by  way  of  Provisional  Order. 
That  system  was  not  open  to  the  objec- 
tion of  local  legislation  originating  in 
Provisional  Orders  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  which  he  objected  to  quite 
as  stron^B^y  as  anyone.      He  thought  a 
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rftwn ;  otherwise  1  shall  feel  it  my  duty 
I  move  the  Fievioos  Question,  and,  &t 
matter  of  form,  I  must  take  that  atep 
}w,  in  the  possibility  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
)r  not  complying. 

Motion  made,  and  PrevioM  Qiuition 
roposed,  "  That  that  Question  be  now 
it."— (Jfr.  William  £dward  Foriter.) 

Sm  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  saw  no 
>a6on  why  Irish  prof eaeional  men  should 
Dt  have  the  advantage  of  conducting 
lese  inquiries  in  their  own  coujitiy.  At 
iQ  same  time,  he  thought  Irish  Mem- 
JFS  should  be  content  with  the  assur- 
ice  given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
:«Iand,  and  withdraw  the  Bill.  He 
as  eatiafied  that  whatever  the  right 
an.  Gentleman  said  he  meant. 
Ms.  M'LABEN  said,  he  took  an  in- 
xest  in  this  Bill,  beoause  the  same 
nnciple  as  was  contained  in  it  was  ap- 
licable  to  Scotland.  There  waa  in  it  a 
amand  that  had  been  made  there  for 
any  years.  The  evil  was  felt  very 
lougly  indeed  in  the  North,  and  a 
Jsire  for  some  such  arrangement  was 
most  universal  amongst  those  who  had 
I  do  with  private  legislation.  He  did 
>t,  however,  anee  with  the  clauses  of 
le  Bill,  as  he  wought  it  would  be  easy 
<  establish  a  better  plan. 
An  hon.  Mehbbr  wished  to  suggest 
I  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman 
le  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  that, 
I  he  had  expressed  his  approval  of  the 
rinciple  of  the  Preamble,  he  would, 
robably,  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
le  measure,  as  promised  by  the  Chief 
acretary  for  Ireland,  find  it  useful  to 
ok  into  the  provisions  of  two  Bills 
hioh  were  brought  in  on  this  subject 
1872  by  Mr.  Pirn  and  others,  because 
)  thought  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
ifitpart  of  the  Bill  was  defective.  By 
okmg  at  the  Bills  to  which  he  referred, 
any  valuable  sngveetianB  might  be  re- 
ived by  the  right  hon.  ana  learned 
entleman. 

Mb.  FAT,  out  of  deference  to  the 
atement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
eland,  asked  leave  to  withdraw  the 
ill.  He  was  much  obliged  to  the  right 
m.  Gentleman  for  the  cordial  answer 
i  had  given. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdraion. 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraton. 
BiU  withdraum. 
Mr.  W.  E.  For$Ur 


[ONBl  i?«yt.fry  Bitt. 

MIDDLESEX  LAKD  EEGXSTRT  BI 

{Mr.  Soptcted,  Mr.  Greg^g,  Sir  TItem* 

Ciandtrt.') 

[bIU.  142.]      BECOITD  RSJlDIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Me.  HOPWOOD,  in  moving  tJiai 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  i 
that  it  originated  in  the  wants  of  a  1: 
number  of  building  societies,  who  i 
much  interested  in  the  proper  re^ 
tion  of  land  titles,  and  the  objec 
which  was  to  make  a  registry  which 
existed  for  more  than  100  years, 
was  confessedly  in  a  most  complic 
and  useless  state,  a  working  regii 
assuring  people  interested  in  the 
chase  and  conveyance  of  land  sometl 
like  certainty  of  title  by  establishii 
system  of  registration  similar  to  1 
prevailed  in  Scotland.  The  Bill 
practically  that  which  the  Judge  A 
cate  General  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan^ 
troduoed  last  Session,  and  he  trusts 
would  meet  with  favourable  consid 
tion  at  the  hands  of  the  CKtvenm 
The  Bill  commenced  by  repealing 
statute  of  Queen  Anne  relating  to 
re^tration  of  land,  and  propose 
bnng  the  matter  onder  the  directio 
the  Lord  Chancellor  as  far  as  the  r 
lation  of  the  system  was  ooncemed. 
further  proposed  that  all  the  necee 
local  deaoription  of  the  property  shon 
registered,  and  that  its  operation  sh 
extend  not  merely  to  the  county  of  ] 
dleaex,  its  original  limit,  but  to  the 
tropolis  generally,  as  defined  by 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act. 
hon.  and  learned  Member  coucludei 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  I 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prop< 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  ae 
tim6."^-(^r.  Sopwood.) 

Mb.  OSBOBNE  MOBGAN  said, 
at  the  commencement  of  last  Seasioi 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  w 
hod  sat  to  consider  this  question, 
introduced  a  tentative  measure,  fon: 
on  the  Scotch  system.  The  Bill 
before  the  House  was  practically 
same  measure  ;  and  speaking,  as  he 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  he  f< 
himself  in  the  awkward  position  of 
ing  to  oppose  its  second  reading.  L 
language  of  the  late  Prime  Minister 
good  deal  had  happened  "  ainoe  the 
of  which  he  had  spoken,  ondthaQoi 
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ment  had  promised  to  lay  before  Par- 
liament measures  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  land  transfer,  of  which  this 
question  of  reg^tration  formed  a  part. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  could 
hardly  be  expected  that  at  this  stage  of 
the  Session  they  would  be  prepared  to 
enter  into  a  piece-meal  discussion  of  this 
particular  measure.  He  trusted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  be 
satisfied*  with  his  promise  that  the  GK>- 
yemment  would  give  the  subject  their 
best  attention,  and  would  not  press  his 
measure. 

Mb.  GREGORY,  approving  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  eicpressed  his  re- 
gret that  the  Gt>vemment  were  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  it  at  once ;  but  trusted 
they  would  deal  with  the  question  at  as 
early  aperiod  as  possible. 

SiE  HENRY  JACKSON  hoped  there 
would  be  time  before  the  House  ad- 
journed to  move  a  direct  negative  to  a 
Bill  which,  although  an  apparently  inno- 
cent, was  really  a  most  objectionable 
measure.  It  was  an  amiable  attempt  to 
patch  up  a  system  which  every  lawyer 
knew  by  experience  to  be  very  costly, 
and,  if  not  mischievous,  at  best  useless  in 
its  effect,  and  instead  of  amending  it 
would,  by  continuing  the  system  of  reg^- 
tration  of  assurances,  tend  to  keep  back 
the  reform  of  land  transfer,  which,  in 
his  judgment,  depended  entirely  on  re- 
gistration of  title.  He  begged  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day 
three  months." — {Sir  Henry  Jackson,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  signified  his  willing- 
ness to  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEA^S  thought  it 
scarcely  satisfactory  that,  because  the  Gt>- 
vemment  entertained  some  grand  views 
on  the  subject  of  the  reform  of  the  Land 
Laws,  aU  practicable  measures  dealing 
with  the  question  were  to  be  set  aside.  He 
condoled  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  and  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood),  at  havinff  the  duty  cast  upon 
them  of  stifling  wim  their  own  hands 
their  own  oflEspring ;  but  he  trusted  that 
next  Session  the  measure  would  be  re- 
introduced. 


And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS   (1866-9). 

Select  Committee  appointed^  **  to  inquire  into 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  1866-9,  their  ad- 
ministration, operation,  and  effect  :** — Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to 
be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  all  Reports  and  Returns  thereto 
relating  be  referred  to  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee,  That  they  have  power  to  receive 
evidence  which  may  be  tendered  concerning 
similar  systems  in  British  Colonies  or  in  other 
Coimtries,  and  to  report  whether  the  said  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  should  be  maintained, 
extended,  amended,  or  repealed. — {Mr.  Secretary 
Childers.) 

And,  on  July  9,  Committee  nominated  ma 
follows : — Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Stans- 
FELD,  Colonel  Alexander,  Sir  Hakcourt  John- 
stone, Viscount  Crichton,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
O'Shauohnesst,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Brasset,  Mr.  Cobbold,  General  Burnabt,  Sir 
Henry  Wolff,  Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  Colonel 
DioBT,  and  Mr.  William  Fowler  :— Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to 
be  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
ITiurtdoff,  24th  June,  1880. 


MINXJTE8J— Public  Bills— JVr#/  Beading-^ 
Judicial  Factors  (Scotland) «  (98);  General 
Police  and  Improvement  (ScoUuid)  Provi- 
sional Order  (Broughty  Ferry)  •  (99). 

Second  Reading — Great  Seal*  (90) ;  Universities 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Limited  Tenures)* 
(91) ;  Universities  and  College  Estates  Act 
Amendment*  (92). 

Committee — Report — Local  Govemment(L:eland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Dublin,  &c.)  *  (80). 

Third  Reading — Burials  (89),  ajid  pasted, 

BURIALS  BILL— (Nos.  73,  86,  89.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

THIBD  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing,  read. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*.'' 
—{The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

The  Abchbishop  of  YOBK  said,  that 
the  rural  clergy  were  extremely  agitated 
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system  might  be  devised  upon  the  lines 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chester,  which  would 
meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case  quite  as 
well  or  better  than  this  Bill.  But  as- 
suredly something  should  be  done,  and 
that  speedily.  The  want  which  this 
Bill  was  introduced  to  supply  was  a 
want  participated  in  to  the  full  extent 
by  Scotland  and  England,  quite  as  much 
as  it  was  by  Ireland.  He  believed  that 
the  want  of  some  such  provision  for 
the  settlement  of  local  questions  as  was 
contained  in  this  Bill  had  done  more 
to  strengthen  Home  Bule,  in  the  sense 
in  which  the  expression  was  generally 
used  in  Ghreat  Britain,  than  any  other 
thing.  [Mr.  Parnell  dissented.]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
shook  his  head.  There  was  no  neces- 
sity for  introducing  any  acrimony  into 
the  discussion  of  this  question.  But 
in  Glasgow  a  great  number  of  per- 
sons were  constantly  complaining  of 
the  necessity  of  coming  up  to  Lon- 
don to  settle  every  small  question, 
and  were  asking  if  Home  Bule  would 
not  do  away  with  that  necessity  and 
difficulty.  It  would ;  but  that  was  not 
the  question  before  them.  The  question 
was  whether  it  could  not  be  equally  well 
settled  by  such  a  proposal  as  that  con- 
tained in  the  Bill,  and  whether  the 
Members  of  the  House  could  not  find 
themselves  more  in  accord  in  adopting 
such  a  proposal  than  by  waiting  until 
they  could  carry  the  more  extensive  and 
radical  measures  of  Home  Eule.  He 
had  great  pleasure,  as  the  Bepre- 
sentative  of  a  Scotch  constituency,  in 
supporting  the  Bill ;  and  he  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  deal  with  the 
question  involved  in  its  principle  speedily, 
and  not  with  reference  to  Ireland  only, 
but  with  reference  to  Scotland  and  Eng- 
land also. 

Mr.  GREGORY  said,  that,  so  far  his 
experience  went,  the  Committees  of  the 
House  of  Commons  and  Lords  did  justice 
with  regard  to  all  Private  Bills.  As  re- 
garded the  clauses  which  were  inserted, 
they  were,  in  all  cases  scrutinized  by  the 
counsel  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
in  the  one  House  and  of  the  Speaker  in 
the  other,  who  could  be  entirely  relied 
upon.  Committees  of  the  House  were 
veiy  jealous  of  local  inquiries,  and  he 
had  seen  them  upset  after  consider- 
able outlay.  Local  inquiries  had  worked 
satisfactorily  enough  when  their  deci- 

ZV,  Cameron 


sions  were  given  eflTect  to  in  Provimonml 
Orders;  but,  otherwise,  they  had  gene- 
rally resulted  in  failure,  of  which  Lord 
Dalhousie's  Commission  was  a  remaxk- 
able  illustration.  He  thought,  howerer, 
that  a  good  deal  of  unnecessary  expense 
was  incurred  in  bringing  witnesses  to 
London  to  give  evidence  on  merely  local 
questions.  

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  in  the 
few  observations  which  he  would  make 
he  would  confine  himself  to  the  effect 
the  proposed  Bill  would  have  if  adopted 
upon  the  g^at  industrial  efforts  and 
improvements  made  in  Ireland.  He 
might  instance  railway  companies ;  and 
he  could  state  that  if  it  were  not  for  the 
great  expense  attending  Private  Bills  a 
g^at  many  more  railway  works  would 
be  set  on  foot.  In  the  Bill  recently  be- 
fore Parliament  it  was  proposed  that  the 
extension  of  railways  should  be  lefl  to 
presentment  sessions ;  and  if  a  local  in- 
quiry was  held  in  every  case,  it  would 
have  the  effect  of  preventing  the  adoption 
of  chimerioal  or  bogus  schemes.  There 
was  another  important  point — namely, 
the  reclamation  of  waste  lands — and  in 
these  he  included  lands  which  were  only 
partially  drained.  To  carry  out  to  any 
extent  a  scheme  for  the  reclami^on  of 
land  it  was  necessary  to  come  to  Pariia- 
ment  for  fresh  powers  to  undertake 
them,  and  this  would  involve  a  great 
cost,  which  would  have  the  effect  of  pre- 
venting any  action  from  being  taken.  In- 
quiries held  in  Ireland  then  would  fliunli- 
tate*such  useful  operations  as  the  drainage 
of  waste  lands.  Then  in  regard  to  the 
fishing  population,  a  great  deal  oould  be 
done  m  the  way  of  starting  some  10  or 
12  fishermen  to  maintain  a  number  of 
boats  together.  Under  present  circum- 
stances, that  would  necessitate  great  ex- 
pense ;  but  local  inquiry  would  do  much 
to  meet  the  difficulty,  and  it  was  ad- 
mitted by  a  Gentleman  on  the  Treasory 
Bench  that  some  change  in  the  present 
system  of  dealing  with  Private  Bills 
was  desirable.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  difficult  to  define  the  remedy.  If  local 
inquiries  with  reg^d  to  the  develop* 
ment  of  Irish  industries  could  be  eetab- 
lished,  he  had  no  doubt  that  substan- 
tial benefit  woidd  result  therefrom.  If 
the  House  did  not  approve  of  the  detaUs 
of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  that  it  would  affirm 
the  principle. 

Mb.  p.  martin  hoped  the  House 
would  afi^m  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
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The  clergy  of  his  diocese  felt  strongly 
that  the  provision  would  not  prevent 
non-Christian  services,  the  more  espe- 
cially as  the  clause  did  not  provide 
any  penalty  for  non-Christian  services, 
though  there  was  for  disorderly  services. 
Whatever  might  be  its  intention,  the 
clause  was  practically  inoperative,  and  he 
believed  it  would  vanish  from  the  Bill. 
The  Convocation  Clause,  which  referred  to 
certain  amendments  of  the  Burials  Bu- 
brics  carried  in  Convocation,  and  sche- 
duled in  the  Bill,  was  a  practical  matter, 
and  deserved  the  serious  attention  both 
of  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Briefly,  it  amounted  to  this 
— that  whereas  under  the  existing  Burial 
Laws  of  the  Church  there  were  three 
classes  of  persons  over  whom  the  Burial 
Service  might  not  be  read,  the  amended 
Bubrics  in  the  clause  would  allow  the 
clergy,  with  the  consent  of  the  kindred 
of  the  deceased,  to  read  two  alternative 
services.  The  title  was  not  his,  but  he 
knew  that  they  had  already  been  styled 
second  and  third-class  Burial  Services. 
That  did  not  remove  the  real  grievance  of 
the  clergy,  which  was  that  at  present  they 
were  obliged  to  read  the  Burial  Service 
over  the  greatest  reprobate,  if  he  had 
been  baptized  or  had  not  committed  sui- 
cide. Under  this  Bill  the  clergy  would 
be  obliged  to  bury  those  persons  whom 
the   Dissenting  ministers  might    have 

E renounced  to  be  too  bad  for  them  to 
ury.  On  the  other  hand,  what  relief 
was  offered  to  the  clergy  ?  They  might 
read  over  these  unhappy  deceased  per- 
sons who  were  thus  handed  over  to 
them  one  or  other  of  the  alternative 
Burial  Services,  provided  they  obtained 
the  consent  of  tiie  very  persons  who  had 
the  most  special  and  intense  interest  in 
refusing  that  permission,  and  in  pre- 
venting dishonour  from  being  done  to 
the  remains  of  their  relations,  and  a 
slur  from  being  cast  on  the  family 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  Was 
it  probable  or  possible  that  the  clergy 
would  feel  a  sense  of  relief  in  such  a 
provision  as  that  ?  Human  nature 
throughout  the  dioceses  of  England 
generally  was  an  average  human  nature, 
and  it  was  against  human  nature  if  it  was 
expected  that  this  clause  would  be  largely 
successful  in  relieving  the  clergy.  He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  look  at  the 
enormous  price  which  the  clergy  had  to 

gay  for  the  boon,  small  as  it  was,  of 
aving  an  alternative  service.    If  the 


clause  passed,  this  would  be  the  result. 
The  clergy  would  be  compelled  to  give 
a  certificate  of  character  to  every  one 
of  the  parishioners  they  buried.  If 
they  perfcrmed  the  full  Burial  Service, 
that  would  amount  to  a  declaration  that 
the  deceased  was  worthy  of  it ;  if  they 
did  not,  that  would  be  declaration  that 
the  deceased  was  not  worthy  of  it.  That 
was  a  painful  and  terrible  dilemma  in 
which  to  place  the  clergy.  But  he 
would  also  ask  how  it  would  affect  the 
laity  ?  Were  they  to  assent  to  the  im- 
posing of  a  necessity  on  clergymen  of 
pronouncing  a  post  mortem  judgment  in 
the  case  of  every  member  of  their 
families  who  died,  and  authorize  the 
clergy  to  go  to  kindred  and  Mends  and 
worry  them  as  to  the  form  of  the  Burial 
Service?  Who  were  "the  kindred" 
under  this  Bill?  Would  the  cousin, 
or  the  cousin  once  removed,  come  within 
that  category  ?  The  next  of  kin  might 
be  a  person  who  differed  from  the  de- 
ceasea  in  religion,  or  between  whom 
and  the  deceased  there  had  been  posi- 
tive enmity.  He  might  be  a  person 
whom  the  deceased  had  disinherited. 
Was  the  kinsman  who  had  been  cut  off 
with  a  shilling  to  come  and  consult  with 
the  widow  as  to  the  prayers  which  were 
to  be  read  over  the  person  who  had  cut 
him  off?  The  most  rev.  Primate  and 
some  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren  were  so 
enamoured  of  this  clause,  that  they  were 
ready  to  run  the  risk  of  wrecking  the 
Bill  in  August  next  by  re-inserting  it. 
On  account  of  it  they  rose  to  a  height 
of  courage  in  favour  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  did  not  feel  himself  able  to 
ascend.  The  most  rev.  Primate  advo- 
cated the  clause  as  embodying  a  recom- 
mendation of  Convocation  and  removing 
a  grievance  suffered  by  the  clergy.  It 
dia  remove  one  grievance,  but  it  was  by 
inflicting  another.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  sucn  a  clause  would  stir  up  strife 
and  bitterness  in  every  parish  in  the 
land.  Instead  of  the  small  ^evance 
which  existed  now  between  the  clergy 
and  the  Dissenters,  it  would  lead  to  a 
much  larger  one  between  the  clergy 
and  their  parishioners.  He  might  men- 
tion that,  at  a  large  and  important 
meeting  of  the  clerc^y  in  his  own  diocese, 
held  on  the  prececung  day,  the  conclu- 
sion was  come  to  that  the  clause  would 
give  rise  to  more  painful  difficulties 
and  more  occasions  of  strife  in  parishes 
than  it  removed,  and  they,  therefore, 
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ing  of  the  Bill.  It  simply  established  a 
principle  of  a  general  character,  and 
certainly  would  be  of  enormous  advan- 
tage in  relioTing  the  House  of  what  had 
been  over  and  over  again  complained  of 
— not  from  one  side,  but  from  both 
sides  of  the  House— namely,  that  they 
undertook  a  vast  quantity  of  Business 
which  they  found  it  utterly  unable 
adequately  to  perform.  The  noble  Lord 
the  present  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
in  strong  terms,  had  reg^tted  the 
House  had  to  undertake  Business  which 
it  was  totally  unable  to  discharge.  That 
was  the  strongest  argument  for  the 
transfer  to  local  bodies  of  a  g^at  por- 
tion of  the  legislation  undertaken  bv  the 
House;  and  the  noble  Lord  said  the 
House  would  give  a  favourable  con- 
sideration to  any  proposal  which  might 
desire  to  transfer  to  local  bodies  busi- 
ness of  a  character  which  might  be 
transacted  by  them.  The  Bill  was  not 
one  introduced  by  a  section  of  Irish 
Members  alone,  but  had  received  very 
general  approval ;  and  he  hoped,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  House  would 
ag^e  to  its  second  reading. 

Mb.  FOLEY  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  was  necessary,  not  so  much  in  the 
interest  of  railway  companies,  or  the 
promoters  of  various  undertakings,  as 
in  the  interest  of  the  ratepayers  who 
had  to  pay  for  them.  He  contended 
that  g^at  cost  was  incurred,  in  many 
instances,  when  difficulties  arose,  with- 
out the  ratepayers  frequently  having  an 
opportunity  to  express  an  opinion  until 
the  measure  was  aosolutely  adopted.  In 
his  own  township,  a  loan  of  £10,000 
was  required,  and  it  cost  £6,000  to  ob- 
tain that  loan ;  so  that  the  ratepayers 
had  to  pay  £16,000  when  they  could 
only  expend  £  1 0, 000.  He  believed  local 
inquiries  on  the  spot  concerned  would 
obviate  many  of  the  present  difficulties 
and  inconveniences;  and  he  therefore 
trusted  the  House  would  ag^e  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

PAELUMENTARY  OATH  (MR. 
BRADLAUGH). 

ABRE8T  OF  KB.   BRADLAUOH. 

The  Serjeant  at  Arme  informed  the 
House  that,  in  obedience  to  the  Order 
of  the  House  of  this  day,  and  in  con- 
formity with  Mr.  Speaker's  Warrant,  he 
had  taken  Mr.  Charles  Bradlaugh  into 
his  custody. 

Mr.  P.  Martin 


LOCAL  INQUIRIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

8S00ND  BSADnro. 
Debate  resumed. 

Sm  HAEOOUKT  JOHNSTONE 
said,  his  experience  was  that  it  was  not 
at  all  advisable  that  the  whole  of  th« 
Private  Bill  Business  of  the  countiy 
should  be  transacted  upstairs ;  and  he 
thought  the  measure  ox  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Fay)  was  well  worthy 
of  consideration,  and  might  be  extended 
to  Scotland,  and,  perhaps,  to  portions  <^ 
England.  The  present  system  was  a 
great  scandal,  and  on  the  ground  of 
economy  alone  a  complete  change  was 
necessary.  It  was  a  system  which  com- 
mon sense  and  public  opinion  would  not 
long  tolerate,  especially  as  it  had  a  ten- 
dency to  restrict  industrial  enterprise. 
It  formed  one  of  the  strongest  arguments 
for  Home  Bule.  Complaints  wero  also 
frequently  made  of  the  arbitrary  ruling 
of  tiie  autocrat  in  "  another  place." 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  supporting  the  Bill, 
said,  there  were  man^  useful  enterpiizes 
that  were  rendered  impossible  or  were 
retarded  on  account  of  the  expense  and 
inconvenience  of  the  present  system  of 
Parliamentary  inquiry.  As  an  instance, 
he  would  refer  to  the  case  of  Waterford, 
from  whence  a  Bill  was  presented  for 
the  benefit  of  the  town,  wmch  the  Com- 
mons passed,  but  which  the  Lords  re- 
jected through  mere  capriciousness.  The 
expenditure  for  the  promotion  of  this 
BiU— £1,400— fell  upon  the  promoters, 
and  the  locality  was  deprived  of  a  Bill 
which  would  be  of  the  gpreatest  possibls 
advantage.  If  the  preliminary  stages 
of  the  Bill  had  taken  place  in  Ireland 
instead  of  London,  Waterford  would 
now  be  deriving  one  advantage  of  having 
a  most  useful  measure  in  operation. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  the  measure  be- 
fore the  House  was  one  upon  which 
Irish  Members  were  almost,  if  not  en- 
tirely, unanimous,  and  great  weight 
ought,  he  thought,  to  be  attached  to  the 
fact  that  OenUemen  representing  large 
constituencies  in  Ireland  were  of  the 
same  opinion  on  the  subject.  It  was 
not  only  the  matter  of  expense  in  oonnee- 
tion  with  large  undertakings ;  but  rather 
in  many  of  the  small  matters  that  the 
grievance  was  felt.  The  oo$t  of  promoting 
schemes  moderate  in  themselves  was  so 
great  that  many  small  improTementi, 
which  woxild  have  brought  great  and  lasl^ 
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The  clergy  of  his  diocese  felt  strongly 
that  the  provision  would  not  prevent 
non-Christian  services,  the  more  espe- 
cially as  the  clause  did  not  provide 
any  penalty  for  non-Christian  services, 
though  there  was  for  disorderly  services. 
Whatever  might  he  its  intention,  the 
clause  was  practically  inoperative,  and  he 
believed  it  would  vanish  from  the  Bill. 
The  Convocation  Clause,  which  referred  to 
certain  amendments  of  the  Burials  Hu- 
brics  carried  in  Convocation,  and  sche- 
duled in  the  Bill,  was  a  practical  matter, 
and  deserved  the  serious  attention  both 
of  the  clergy  and  laity  of  the  Church  of 
England.  Briefly,  it  amounted  to  this 
— that  whereas  under  the  existing  Burial 
Laws  of  the  Church  there  were  three 
classes  of  persons  over  whom  the  Burial 
Service  might  not  be  read,  the  amended 
Bubrics  in  the  clause  would  allow  the 
clergy,  with  the  consent  of  the  kindred 
of  the  deceased,  to  read  two  alternative 
services.  The  title  was  not  his,  but  he 
knew  that  they  had  already  been  styled 
second  and  third-class  Burial  Services. 
That  did  not  remove  the  real  grievance  of 
the  clergy,  which  was  that  at  present  they 
were  obliged  to  read  the  Burial  Service 
over  the  greatest  reprobate,  if  he  had 
been  baptized  or  had  not  committed  sui- 
cide. Under  this  Bill  the  clergy  would 
be  obliged  to  bury  those  persons  whom 
the   Dissenting  ministers  might   have 

E renounced  to  be  too  bad  for  them  to 
ury.  On  the  other  hand,  what  relief 
was  offered  to  the  clergy  ?  They  might 
read  over  these  unhappy  deceased  per- 
sons who  were  thus  handed  over  to 
them  one  or  other  of  the  alternative 
Burial  Services,  provided  they  obtained 
the  consent  of  the  very  persons  who  had 
the  most  special  and  intense  interest  in 
refusing  that  permission,  and  in  pre- 
venting dishonour  from  being  done  to 
the  remains  of  their  relations,  and  a 
slur  from  being  cast  on  the  family 
under  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  Was 
it  probable  or  possible  that  the  clergy 
would  feel  a  sense  of  relief  in  such  a 
provision  as  that  ?  Human  nature 
throughout  the  dioceses  of  England 
generally  was  an  average  human  nature, 
and  it  was  against  human  nature  if  it  was 
expected  that  this  clause  would  be  largely 
successful  in  relieving  the  clergy.  He 
asked  their  Lordships  to  look  at  the 
enormous  price  which  the  clergy  had  to 

gay  for  the  boon,  small  as  it  was,  of 
aving  an  alternative  service.    If  the 


clause  passed,  this  would  be  the  result. 
The  clergy  would  be  compelled  to  give 
a  certificate  of  character  to  every  one 
of  the  parishioners  they  buried.  If 
they  perwrmed  the  full  Burial  Service, 
that  would  amount  to  a  declaration  that 
the  deceased  was  worthy  of  it ;  if  they 
did  not,  that  would  be  declaration  that 
the  deceased  was  not  worthy  of  it.  That 
was  a  painful  and  terrible  dilemma  in 
which  to  place  the  clergy.  But  he 
would  also  ask  how  it  would  affect  the 
laity  ?  Were  they  to  assent  to  the  im- 
posing of  a  necessity  on  clergymen  of 
pronouncing  a  post  mortem  judgment  in 
the  case  of  every  member  of  their 
families  who  died,  and  authorize  the 
clergy  to  go  to  kindred  and  friends  and 
worry  them  as  to  the  form  of  the  Burial 
Service?  Who  were  **the  kindred" 
under  this  Bill?  Would  the  cousin, 
or  the  cousin  once  removed,  come  within 
that  category  ?  The  next  of  kin  might 
be  a  person  who  differed  from  the  de- 
ceasea  in  religion,  or  between  whom 
and  the  deceased  there  had  been  posi- 
tive enmity.  He  might  be  a  person 
whom  the  deceased  had  disinherited. 
Was  the  kinsman  who  had  been  cut  off 
with  a  shilling  to  come  and  consult  with 
the  widow  as  to  the  prayers  which  were 
to  be  read  over  the  person  who  had  cut 
him  off?  The  most  rev.  Primate  and 
some  of  his  right  rev.  Brethren  were  so 
enamoured  of  this  clause,  that  they  were 
ready  to  run  the  risk  of  wrecking  the 
Bill  in  August  next  by  re-inserting  it. 
On  account  of  it  they  rose  to  a  height 
of  courage  in  favour  of  the  Bill  to 
which  he  did  not  feel  himself  able  to 
ascend.  The  most  rev.  Primate  advo- 
cated the  clause  as  embodying  a  recom- 
mendation of  Convocation  and  removing 
a  grievance  suffered  by  the  clergy.  It 
dia  remove  one  grievance,  but  it  was  by 
inflicting  another.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  sucn  a  clause  would  stir  up  strife 
and  bitterness  in  every  parish  in  the 
land.  Instead  of  the  small  ^evance 
which  existed  now  between  the  clergy 
and  the  Dissenters,  it  would  lead  to  a 
much  larger  one  between  the  clergy 
and  their  parishioners.  He  might  men- 
tion that,  at  a  large  and  important 
meeting  of  the  clerc^y  m  his  own  diocese, 
held  on  the  preceding  day,  the  conclu- 
sion was  come  to  that  the  clause  would 
give  rise  to  more  painful  difficulties 
and  more  occasions  of  strife  in  parishes 
than  it  removed,  and  they,  therefore, 
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merely  because  the  recital  of  its  object 
was  correct.  It  was  necessary  to  see 
that  the  object  was  likely  to  be  attained. 
Now,  here,  ho  must  say,  he  could  not 
find  in  the  enacting  clauses  any  prin- 
ciples, except  that  of  committing  in- 
quiries to  a  Parliamentary  Committee 
sitting  during  the  Becess,  tiiereby  caus- 
ing me  difficulties  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  He  admitted  that  the  present 
was  a  state  of  things  which  should  not 
continue,  and  he  hoped  before  yery  long 
means  would  be  deyised  to  put  an  end  to 
it,  so  that  Inquiries  as  to  the  desirability 
of  constructing  railway,  water,  and  other 
works  for  particular  localities  should  be 
conducted  by  some  process  the  better  part 
of  which  would  be  conducted  on  the  spot 
and  not  in  the  House  ;  but  he  could  not 
see  his  way  to  accepting  the  method  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill.  He  hoped,  under 
those  circumstances,  the  Bill  would  not 
be  Dressed 

Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  said,  if 
these  proceedings  had  taken  place  in  a 
Committee  Boom,  and  had  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  been 
in  the  position  of  Chairman,  th6  decision 
which  he  had  just  announced  would  haye 
found  expression  in  a  phrase  yery  fa- 
yourable  to  the  progress  of  a  Bill — 
namely,  "The  Preamble  is  proyed." 
The  necessity  of  leg^lation  was  admitted, 
and  such  legislation  could  not  be  yery 
long  delayed.  He  regretted  yery  much 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth),  who  in- 
troauced  the  Bill  on  a  preyious  occasion, 
was  precluded  by  form  from  taking  part 
in  the  debate.  He  had  only  amyed 
at  a  time  when  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  were  somewhat  interrupted, 
and  so  had  not  yet  taken  the  Oath.  Had 
he  been  present,  he  would  haye  been 
able  to  suggest  Amendments  which 
mi^ht  be  introduced  in  Committee,  and 
which  would  remoye  those  difficidties  to 
which  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  referred.  Those  difficulties,  espe- 
cially the  delay,  were,  no  doubt,  of  a 
yery  substantial  character ;  but  he  would 
haye  expected  from  a  Gentleman  holding 
the  position  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  and  who  admitted  the  principle, 
that  he  would  haye  giyen  the  House  the 
benefit  of  his  known  experience,  and 
haye  suggested  a  way  in  which  the 
difficulties  could  be  remoyed.  He,  how- 
eyer,  had  not  done  so ;  but  he  had  dimly 
referred  to  some  machinery  by  which  I 

Th$  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 


those  inconyeniences  could  be  remoyed, 
and  these  priyate  measures  dealt  with  in 
Ireland.  Now,  he  (Mr.  O'Shauehneesj) 
would  haye  the  assent  of  the  whole  Home 
Bule  Pcurty  in  giying  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  mis  warning  and  this 
information — ^that  it  would  be  found  ut- 
terly impossible  to  transfer  to  any  but 
an  elected  Irish  body,  and  to  a  body 
possessing  the  hereditary  qualifications 
for  legislation  like  the  Irish  Peers,  the 
right  to  deal  with  Priyate  Bill  legfiala- 
tion.  There  was  in  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  the  fore- 
shadowing of  an  idea  of  a  new  Board  of 
officials  of  some  kind.  ["  No,  no  !  "] 
He  feared  there  was  a  suggestion  fore- 
shadowed that,  by  means  of  official  ma- 
chinery, this  Priyate  Bill  Inquiry  might 
be  worked  out.  [The  Attobnet  Gssz- 
RAL  for  Irelaio)  (Mr.  Law) :  No,  no !] 
He  feared  that  suggestion  would  be 
made,  for,  apparently,  there  was  no  idea 
of  using  the  legislatiye  force  that  came 
from  Ireland  ;  but  let  this  be  borne  in 
mind  by  those  who  considered  the  mea- 
sure—no attempt  to  transfer  to  IH^h 
officials  the  jurisdiction  oyer  Priyate 
Bills  now  enjoyed  by  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  London  would  be  entertained 
by  the  Home  Hule  Party.  There  was 
an  easy  means  of  remedying  the  defects 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
referred  to ;  but  not  by  the  machinery  of 
the  Local  Gbyemment  Board,  the  Board 
of  Works,  or  any  new  Board  formed  by 
their  side.  If  it  was  right  and  desirable 
that  Irish  Peers  and  Irish  Members 
should  consider  Irish  Bills  in  Committee 
in  Dublin,  it  was  equally  desirable  and 
necessary  that  they  shoidd  discharge 
other  duties  with  regard  to  Priyate  BUL, 
and  there  would  be  no  difficulty  about 
it,  as  they  would  meet  there  after  the 
sitting  of  Parliament.  But  he  wished 
to  take  adyantage  of  the  admission  of 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Ghentlemaa 
that  some  remedy  was  required  to  ask 
what  was  proposed,  and  to  assure  him 
that  any  transference  of  the  kind  he  had 
mentioned  would  meet  with  uncompro- 
mising opposition.      

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  :  Sir,  I  can 
only  repeat  to  a  g^at  extent  the  re- 
marks made  by  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Law).  I  think  the  case  of 
the  necessity  for  reform  in  this  matter 
has  been  most  abundantly  preyed.  It 
is  quite  dear  there  is  yery  great  inooa* 
yenienoe  in  haying  all  these  inquiries 
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the  right  rev.  Prelate.  Now,  what  was 
the  upshot  of  the  right  rey.  Prelate's 
speech  ?  It  was  a  speech  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Oshome  Morgan's  Bill. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH  : 
Hear,  hear ! — in  preference  to  this. 

The  Abchbishop  op  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  was  not  in  favour  of  Mr. 
Osborne  Morg^'s  Bill ;  but  he  thought 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  was  a  fair 
mode  of  treating  the  question.  On  the 
one  hand,  it  met  a  demand  made  by  the 
Nonconformists ;  and  on  the  other,  there 
was  a  concession  made  to  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  England.  Whatever 
might  have  been  the  motives  of  his  right 
rev.  Brother  in  assisting  to  draw  up 
the  recommendations  of  Convocation,  he 
could  say  that  if  his  right  rev.  Brother 
meant  those  recommendations  to  be  a 
means  of  preventing  their  Lordships 
from  ever  taking  up  the  Burials  Bill, 
certainly  that  was  not  the  view  of  the 
majority  of  those  who  concurred  in  them. 
He  understood  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
was  not  in  favour  of  the  clause  which 
prescribed  the  character  of  the  service 
which  might  be  conducted  at  the  grave  ; 
but,  seeing  that  it  was  a  safe-guard 
for  Christian  services,  he  was  suiprised 
that  his  right  rev.  Brother  should  have 
so  expressed  himself  in  regard  to  it  as 
to  lead  possibly  to  its  ultimate  omission 
from  the  Bill.  He  had  yet  to  learn  that 
it  was  likely  that  their  Lordships  would 
approve  of  what  his  right  rev.  Brother 
seemed  to  say— namely,  that  they  ought, 
on  principles  of  religious  equality,  to 
permit  secular  services  in  their  church- 
yards 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH 
begeed  the  most  rev.  Prelate's  pardon. 
He  had  said  that  he  valued  the  clause 
highly  because  of  its.  assertion  that  the 
burial  should  be  Christian,  but  thought 
in  practice  it  would  be  inoperative. 

The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
thought  it  ver^r  undesirable  that  on  such 
a  pomt  the  right  rev.  Prelate  should 
have  expressed  himself  in  such  a  way  as 
to  lead  to  a  misapprehension  of  his 
words.  He  had  understood  the  right 
rev.  Prelate,  by  way  of  objection,  to  say 
that  to  introduce  the  word  **  Christian  " 
was  in  opposition  to  the  principle  of 
religious  equality.         

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH 
rose  to  Order.  The  statement  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  was  a  misrepresenta- 
tion of  his  words. 


The  Abchbishop  of  CANTERBURY 
said,  he  had  certainly  understood  his 
right  rev.  Brother  to  argue  against  the 
retention  of  the  word  "  Christian,"  both 
on  the  ground  he  had  abeady  stated, 
and  because  the  introduction  of  the  word 
would  not  prevent  Mormons  and  other 
sects  from  having  secular  services.  More- 
over, his  right  rev.  Brother  had  argued 
that  the  principle  of  accepting  a  man's 
declaration  that  he  was  a  Christian 
would  enable  anyone  to  get  permission 
for  a  non-Christian  service  by  declar- 
ing himself  a  Christian  one  day,  though 
he  might  not  make  the  same  profes- 
sion the  next.  The  speech  of  his  right 
rev.  Brother  was  calculated  to  do  in- 
finite mischief  to  the  Bill  and  infinite 
mischief  to  himself.  He  thought  that, 
on  cool  and  calm  reflection,  the  right  rev. 
Prelate  would  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  would  have  been  better  for  the 
Church,  for  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
for  himself,  that  he  had  not  made  these 
remarks  on  the  word  '*  Christian; "  for 
certainly  they  were  calculated  to  en- 
courage an  effort  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  to  have  it  expimged.  It 
was  very  undesirable  that  a  Prelate  of 
the  Church  of  England  should  before  that 
House  even  appear  to  argue  against  the 
introduction  of  the  word  '*  Christian" 
into  such  a  Bill  as  this,  and  to  vilify 
those  who  claimed  liberty  of  conscience 
and  the  right  to  perform  their  ministra- 
tions in  the  churchyards,  by  saying  that 
to-day  they  would  declare  themselves 
Christians,  and  to-morrow  assume  the 
character  of  heathens.  He  spoke  with 
some  warmth,  because  he  thought  the 
occasion  required  it.  While  he  (the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury)  took  upon 
himself  the  whole  blame  which  his  ri^ht 
rev.  Brother  seemed  to  impute  to  him, 
of  being  willing  to  run  the  risk  even  of 
losing  the  BiU  rather  than  lose  its  re- 
ligious character,  he  believed  that,  in 
expressing  himself  as  he  had  done  upon 
this  particular  point,  he  was  expressing 
the  general  feeling  both  of  the  clergy 
and  of  the  laity  in  this  country. 

The  Bishop  op  PETERBOROUGH 
hoped  the  House  would  not  accept  the 
interpretation  put  upon  his  words  by 
the  most  rev.  ]rrelate.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  he  had 
said  not  one  word  against  the  word 
**  Christian.  '*  On  the  contrary,  he  ex- 
pressed his  approval  of  it  as  a  testimony 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Legislature  that 
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drawn ;  otherwise  I  BLall  feel  it  my  duty 
to  move  the  Previous  Question,  and,  as 
a  matter  of  form,  I  must  take  that  step 
now,  in  the  possibility  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber not  complying. 

Motion  made,  and  Previous  Question 
proposed,  **  That  that  Question  be  now 
put."-— (ifr.  William  £dward  Forster,) 

Sib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  saw  no 
reason  why  Irish  professional  men  should 
not  have  the  adVantage  of  conducting 
these  inquiries  in  their  own  country.  At 
the  same  time,  he  thought  Irish  Mem- 
bers should  be  content  with  the  assur- 
ance given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  withdraw  the  Bill.  He 
was  satisfied  that  whatever  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  meant. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  said,  he  took  an  in- 
terest in  this  Bill,  because  the  same 
principle  as  was  contained  in  it  was  ap- 

Slicable  to  Scotland.  There  was  in  it  a 
emand  that  had  been  made  there  for 
many  years.  The  evil  was  felt  very 
strongly  indeed  in  the  North,  and  a 
desire  for  some  such  arrangement  was 
almost  universal  amonest  those  who  had 
to  do  with  private  legislation.  He  did 
not,  however,  affree  with  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  as  he  mought  it  would  be  easy 
to  establish  a  better  plan. 

An  hon.  Mbmbeb  wished  to  suggest 
to  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland  that, 
as  he  had  eicpressed  his  approval  of  the 
principle  of  the  Preamble,  he  would, 
probably,  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
the  measure,  as  promised  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  find  it  useful  to 
look  into  the  provisions  of  two  Bills 
which  were  brought  in  on  this  subject 
in  1872  by  Mr.  Pmi  and  others,  because 
he  thought  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill  was  defective.  By 
looking  at  the  Bills  to  which  he  refeired, 
many  valuable  suggestions  mieht  be  re- 
ceived by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman. 

Mb.  fay,  out  of  deference  to  the 
statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  asked  leave  to  withdraw  the 
Bill.  He  was  much  obliged  to  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  for  the  cordial  auRwer 
he  had  given. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Bill  withdrawn, 
Mr,  W,  B,  Foreter 


MIDDLESEX  LAND  REGISTRY  BILK 

( Jfr.  Hopwood,  Mr,  Gregory,  Sir  Tkommt 
Chtmbera,) 

[bill  142.]    sboond  bsadiko. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  originated  in  the  wants  of  a  laige 
number  of  building  societies,  who  were 
much  interested  in  the  proper  registra- 
tion of  land  titles,  and  the  object  of 
which  was  to  make  a  registry  which  had 
existed  for  more  than  100  years,  and 
was  confessedly  in  a  most  complicated 
and  useless  state,  a  working  registxy, 
assuring  people  interested  in  the  pur- 
chase and  conveyance  of  land  something 
like  certainty  of  title  by  establishing  a 
system  of  registration  similar  to  what 
prevailed  in  Scotland.  The  Bill  was 
practically  that  which  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate Oeneral  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan)  in- 
troduced last  Session,  and  he  trusted  it 
would  meet  with  favourable  considera- 
tion at  the  hands  of  the  Ot>vemment. 
The  Bill  commenced  by  repealing  the 
statute  of  Queen  Anne  relating  to  the 
refi;istration  of  land,  and  proposed  to 
brmg  the  matter  under  the  direction  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  as  far  as  the  regu- 
lation of  the  system  was  concerned.  It 
further  proposed  that  all  the  necessary 
local  description  of  the  property  should  be 
registered,  and  that  its  operation  should 
extend  not  merely  to  the  county  of  Mid- 
dlesex, its  original  limit,  but  to  the  Me- 
tropolis generally,  as  defined  by  the 
Metropolis  Local  Management  Act.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  concluded  by 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  BilL 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Hopwood,) 

Mb.  OSBOENE  MOBOAN  said,  that 
at  the  commencement  of  last  Session  he, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  which 
had  sat  to  consider  this  question,  had 
introduced  a  tentative  measure,  founded 
on  the  Scotch  system.  The  Bill  now 
before  the  House  was  practically  the 
same  measure ;  and  speaking,  as  he  did, 
on  behalf  of  the  Gk>vemment,  he  found 
himself  in  the  awkward  position  of  hav- 
ing to  oppose  its  second  reading.  In  the 
language  of  the  late  Prime  Minister,  ' '  a 
good  deal  had  happened  "  since  the  tini9 
of  which  he  had  spoken,  and  the  Govern- 
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ment  had  promised  to  lay  before  Par- 
liament measures  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  land  transfer,  of  which  this 
question  of  registration  formed  a  part. 
Under  those  circumstances,  it  could 
hardly  be  expected  that  at  this  stage  of 
the  Session  they  would  be  prepar^  to 
enter  into  a  piece-meal  discussion  of  this 
particular  measure.  He  trusted  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  be 
satisfied' with  his  promise  that  the  GK>- 
yemment  would  give  the  subject  their 
best  attention,  and  would  not  press  his 
measure. 

Mb.  GREGORY,  approving  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  expressed  his  re- 
gret that  the  Gbvemment  were  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  it  at  once ;  but  trusted 
they  would  deal  with  the  question  at  as 
early  aperiod  as  possible. 

Sib  henry  JACKSON  hoped  there 
would  be  time  before  the   House  ad- 

i'oumed  to  move  a  direct  negative  to  a 
3ill  which,  although  an  apparently  inno- 
cent,  was  really  a  most  objectionable 
measure.    It  was  an  amiable  attempt  to 
natch  up  a  system  which  every  lawyer 
knew  by  experience  to  be  very  cosUy, 
and,  if  not  mischievous,  at  best  useless  in 
its  effect,   and  instead  of  amending  it 
would,  by  continuing  the  system  of  reg^- 
tration  of  assurances,  tend  to  keep  back 
the  reform  of  land  transfer,  which,  in 
his  judgment,  depended  entirely  on  re- 
g^istration  of  title.    He  begged  to  move 
the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the  Ques- 
tion to  add  the  words  "  upon  this  day 
three  months." — {8ir  Henry  Jaekeon,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  simified  his  willing- 
sees  to  withdraw  the  SijU. 

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  thought  it 
Dcarcelj  satisfactory  that,  because  the  Go- 
vernment entertained  some  grand  views 
on  the  subject  of  the  reform  of  the  Land 
Laws,  all  practicable  measures  dealing 
with  the  question  were  to  be  set  aside.  He 
condoled  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne 
Morgan)  and  with  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood),  at  havinff  the  duty  cast  upon 
them  of  stifling  with  their  own  hands 
their  own  offspring ;  but  he  trusted  that 
next  Session  the  measure  would  be  re- 
introdooed. 


And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow, 


CONTAGIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS   (1866-9). 

Select  Committee  appointed^  "  to  inquire  into 
the  Contagious  Diseases  Acts,  1866-9,  their  ad- 
ministration, operation,  and  effect :" — Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to 
be  the  quorum. 

Ordered,  That  all  Reports  and  Returns  thereto 
relating  he  referred  to  the  Committee. 

Ordered,  That  it  he  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee,  That  they  have  power  to  receive 
evidence  which  may  he  tendered  concerning 
similar  systems  in  British  Colonies  or  in  other 
Coimtries,  and  to  report  whether  the  said  Con- 
tagious Diseases  Acts  should  be  maintained, 
extended,  amended,  or  repealed. — {Mr.  Secretary 
Ckilders.) 

And,  on  July  9,  Committee  nominated  as 
follows : — Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck,  Mr.  Stans- 
FELD,  Colonel  Alexander,  Sir  Harcourt  John- 
stone, Viscoimt  Crichton,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
0*Shauohne88T,  Mr.  Osborne  Morgan,  Mr. 
Brabset,  Mr.  Cobbold,  General  Burnabt,  Sir 
Henry  Wolpf,  Mr.  Ernest  Noel,  Colonel 
DioBT,  and  Mr.  William  Fowler  :— Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ;  Five  to 
he  the  quorum. 

House  adjourned  at  Five  minutes 
hefore  Six  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thureday,  2Uh  June,  1880. 


MINUTB8J— Public  Bills— -FVr#/  Beading-^ 
Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)*  (98);  General 
Police  and  Improvement  (ScoUuid)  Provi- 
sional Order  (Broughty  Ferry)  •  (99). 

Second  Reading — Great  Seal  *  (90) ;  Universities 
of  Oxford  and  Camhrid^e  (Limited  Tenures)* 
(91) ;  Universities  and  College  Estates  Act 
Amendment*  (92). 

Committee — Report — Local  Govemment(L:eland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Dnhlin,  &c)  •  (80). 

Third  Reading—BuxiBilB  (89),  sjidpaeeed. 


BUIUALS  BILL— (Nos.  73.  86,  89.) 

(The  Lord  Chancellor,) 

THIBD  BEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing,  read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  3'." 
—(2%^  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Thx  Abohbisuof  of  YOBK  said,  that 
the  rural  dei^  were  extremely  agitated 
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about  this  measure,  and  expressed  a 
hope  that  some  time  might  be  allowed 
to  elapse  between  the  passage  of  the 
Bill  and  the  Act  coming  into  operation, 
as  he  believed  such  an  interval  would 
diminish  the  heart-burning  and  cause 
the  measure  to  work  much  more  smoothly 
than  if  it  came  into  operation  speedily. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH, 
who  reminded  their  Lordships  that  he 
had  taken  no  part  in  the  debates  or 
divisions  on  the  Bill,  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  before  the  measure  reached  the 
House  of  Commons,  where,  he  believed, 
its  real  value  would  be  settled  and  its 
fate  would  be  decided.  He  was  not 
about  to  trouble  their  Lordships  with 
any  expression  of  opinion  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  That  principle  their 
Lordships  had  affirmed,  not  only  on  the 
second  reading  of  this  measure,  but  by 
a  Resolution  passed  three  years  ago; 
and  it  would  be  preposterous  in  him  to 
suppose  that  anything  he  could  now  say 
would  induce  their  Lordships  to  alter 
their  determination  on  that  point.  He 
wished,  however,  to  say  a  few  words 
on  the  results  that  he  expected  to  see 
follow  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  And  first, 
he  would  remark  that  he  feared  it  would 
not  be  very  long  before  the  principle 
and  its  corollaries  which  had  been  ap- 
plied in  this  case  would  be  brought  to 
bear  on  other  acres  besides  "  Gbd's 
acre."  He  hoped  it  would  not  be  so ; 
but  he  thought  he  saw  symptoms  of  it 
in  Lreland,  and  in  England  a  growing 
tendency  in  the  same  direction.  He 
thought  their  Lordships  might  antici- 
pate that  the  Amendments  passed  on 
the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Mount  Edgcumbe)  and  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  (the  Archbishop  of  York) 
would  vanish  in  ''another  place;"  for 
if  anyone  thought  that  for  the  sake  of 
Amendments  carried  by  such  narrow 
majorities,  and  on  which  the  Episcopate 
was  divided,  their  Lordships'  House 
would  throw  out  the  Bill  when  it  came 
back  to  them  again,  at  the  risk  of  keep- 
ing the  question  open  for  another  nine 
months  and  getting  a  worse  Bill  at  the 
end  of  that  time,  he  thought  that  person 
would  find  himself  mistaken.  He  re- 
membered the  history  of  the  Irish  Ohurch 
Act,  and  he  could  not  but  think  that 
proved  it.  He  wished  to  express  his 
unfeigned  gratitude  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  for  the 
anxiety  he  had  shown  to  do  justice  to 

Th$  Archbishop  of  York 


the  clergy;  but,  in  the  two  essential 
particulars  in  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  departed  from  Mr.  Os- 
borne Morgan's  Bill,  they  had  not  suc- 
ceeded in  effecting  what  was  really 
desired  by  the  clergy.  That  he  haa 
ascertained  to  be  the  feeling  of  a  large 
majority  of  the  clergy  of  his  dio- 
cese. One  of  the  two  points  to  which 
he  referred  was  the  provision  that  all 
burials  under  the  Bill  shouldbe  Christian ; 
the  other  was  the  concession  to  the  feel- 
ings and  difficulties  of  the  clergy  known 
generally  amongst  them  as  the  Convo- 
cation Clause.  The  former  provision 
was  open  to  the  peril  arising  from  the 
fact  that  it  was  a  distinct  violation  of  the 
principle  of  religious  equality.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  that  the  clause  would 
encounter  violent  opposition  in  "  another 
place  "  from  two  parties — one,  that  large 
party,  who  hated  the  Church  of  England 
a  little  more  than  they  loved  Christianity ; 
and  the  second,  that  smaller  but  resolute 
party,  who  hated  Christianity  a  little 
more  than  they  hated  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. How  far  the  Government,  and 
especially  the  Prime  Minister,  would  be 
able  to  resist  the  union  of  those  two  forces 
it  was  not  for  him  to  say.  He  valued 
the  clause  himself,  because  it  was  a  re- 
cognition by  the  Legislature  of  the  prin- 
ciple that  the  services  in  churchyards 
ought  to  be  Christian ;  but  if  those  parties 
succeeded  in  striking  it  out  of  the  Bill, 
he  thought  that  in  practice  it  would  very 
little  matter.  It  seemed  to  him  utterly 
impossible  to  frame  in  any  Act  of  Par- 
liament a  definition  of  Christianity.  If 
anyone  could  have  succeeded  in  doin^ 
that  it  was  the  noble  and  learned  Lora 
on  the  Woolsack.  What  the  clause  in 
reality  did  was  not  to  define  the  nature  of 
the  Burial  Service,  but  the  profession  or 
denomination  of  the  person  who  was  to 
perform  it.  The  result  was  that  any  ser- 
vice might  be  used  by  any  person,  male 
or  female,  who  on  the  occasion  pn^essed 
himself  or  herself  to  be  a  Christian. 
The  Rev.  Charles  Yoysey  had  written  a 
letter  to  show  that  a  particular  cong^- 
gation  would  be  precluded  from  using  a 
really  Christian  service  which  contained 
the  Lord's  Prayer  and  extracts  from 
Scripture,  because  they  would  not  call 
themselves  Christian.     A  person  who 

Srofessedhimself  a  Christian  for  a  single 
ay  and  abandoned  the  title  the  next 
day,  might  succeed  in  having  an  un- 
christian service  performed  at  me  grave. 
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desecration  of  "  (Jod's  acre  "  by  allow- 
ing it  to  be  used  by  people  whose  re- 
ligious opinions  do  not  ag^ee  with  theirs. 
Then,  again,  there  are  others  who  com- 
plain of  the  great  hardship  they  suffer 
from  not  being  permitted  to  have  a  por- 
tion of  **  God's  acre."  But  though  I  trust 
that  the  hour  may  never  arrire  when 
the  recognition  of  a  Supreme  Oovemor 
of  this  world  will  cease  to  be  the  pro- 
fession of  the  inhabitants  of  this  coun- 
try, still,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  but  feel 
that  this  institution  of  what  is  called 
"  Gtod's  acre,"  is  one  which  is  really  not 
adapted  to  the  country  which  we  in- 
habit, the  times  in  which  we  live,  and 
the  spirit  of  the  age.  What  I  should 
like  to  see  would  be  a  settlement  of  this 
question  byshutting  up  all "  Ood's  acres" 
throughout  the  country.  I  think  the 
churchyard  of  the  Ordained  clergyman 
and  the  gprayeyard  of  the  Dissenting 
minister  alike,  are  institutions  which 
are  prejudicial  to  the  health  of  the 
people  of  this  country ;  and  their  health 
ought  to  be,  if  not  the  first,  at  any  rate 
one  of  the  first,  considerations  of  a 
statesman.  Now,  we  have  been  moving 
gradually  in  the  direction  of  these  views, 
and  there  has  been  for  some  years  a 
notion,  soon  about  to  amount,  I  believe, 
to  a  conviction,  that  the  institution  of 
existing  churchyards  is  one  highly  pre- 
judicial to  the  public  health.  I  think  it 
would  be  a  much  wiser  step  if  we  were 
to  say  that  the  time  has  arrived,  seeing 
the  vast  increase  of  population  in  this 
country  and  the  further  increase  which 
we  may  contemplate,  when  we  should 
close  all  these  churchyards,  and  when  we 
should  take  steps  for  furnishing  every 
community  with  a  capacious  and  ample 
cemetery  placed  in  a  situation  in  which, 
while  it  would  meet  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  society  for  which  it  was 
intended,  would  exercise  no  prejudicial 
influence  on  the  public  health.  These 
are  views  which  I  am  convinced  are 
sound;  and  if  they  had  been  enter- 
tained, as  ultimately  they  must  be, 
and  if  the  health  of  the  country  had 
been  considered,  there  would  have  been 
no  reason  whatever  foe  the  legbla- 
tion  now  before  us  which,  in  its  ulti- 
mate consequences,  may  be  highly  pre- 
judicial to  this  country,  and  which  tends, 
in  my  opinion,  to  keep  alive  feelings  of 
opposition  and  mutual  distrust  among 
different  classes  of  the  population  which 
it  would  be  bett«r  to  cause  to  subside 


and  to  discourage.  Well,  then,  I  may  be 
asked — "If  these  be  really  your  opi- 
nions, why  do  you  now  support  this  Bill  f 
If  you  think  that  it  is  an  unjust  and  an 
unwise  Bill ;  if  you  think  that  it  is  a  Bill 
which,  in  its  ultimate  consequences,  will 
be  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England,  why  are  you  allowing  it  to 
pass  the  third  reading  without  opposi- 
tion?" To  this  I  must  answer  that  I 
support  the  Bill  with  great  regret,  and 
only  because,  from  what  I  have  observed 
in  this  House,  I  am  convinced  that  op- 
position would  be  fruitless,  and  fruitless 
opposition  is  a  kind  of  opposition  which 
I  never  care  much  to  encourage.  When 
I  am  freouently  appealed  to  to  fight 
what  is  called  the  battle  of  the  Church, 
I  must  frankly  reply,  it  is  quite  impos- 
sible to  stand  up  for  a  privilege  which 
the  ordained  clergy  of  this  country 
enjoy,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  exer- 
cised for  the  welfare  and  benefit  of  the 
country,  when  you  find  that  you  are 
opposed  in  such  attempts  by  the  Prelates 
of  the  Church  of  England  itself.  When 
the  two  most  rev.  Prelates  and  at  least 
half  the  Episcopal  Bench  support  a  par- 
ticular course,  you  cannot  persuade  the 
country  that  in  resisting  a  proposal 
sanctioned  bv  such  high  authority  you 
are  actuated  by  any  but  Party  or 
factious  motives.  I  listened  with  great 
attention  the  other  night,  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  moved, 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
the  Bishop  of  Lincoln ;  and  it  appeared 
tome  that  a  more  able  and  earnest  speech 
than  that  which  he  delivered  was  seldom 
addressed  on  this  subject  to  vour  Lord- 
ships. I  entirely  agpreed  witn  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
thought  to  myself  the  effect  that  he  has 
produced  is  so  decided,  and  the  balance 
of  opinions  upon  subjects  of  this  kind 
seems  so  equal,  that  it  will  be  well  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House.  But 
when  I  found  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
answered  immediately  by  the  highest 
authority  in  the  House  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, I  felt  that  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible that  the  appeal  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  could  succeed.  This  is 
why  I  now  think  it  is  in  vain  to  at- 
tempt to  prevent  the  progress  of  this 
measure.  The  measure,  I  feel,  in  anv 
circumstances  would  have  been  a  harsh 
and  unjust  measure,  though  there  might 
have  been  reasons  of  State  which  would 
have  justified  it.    It  is  necessary  some- 
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desired  its  omission  from  the  Bill. 
Three  years  ago  the  most  rev.  Pre- 
late was  not  so  enamoured  of  the 
opinion  of  ConTOcation  and  the  clergy  ; 
and  he  begged  to  remind  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  and  their  Lordships' 
House  that  there  had  been  a  more  re- 
cent utterance  from  the  clergy  of  the 
Lower  House  of  the  Conyocation  of  Can- 
terbury than  the  recommendation  in 
question.  He  was  sure  that  when  the 
clergy  complained  that  they  were  not 
sufficiently  represented  in  Oonyocation, 
and  the  laity  that  they  were  not  repre- 
sented in  it  at  all,  rather  cold  comfort 
was  given  them  by  telling  them  that 
this  dangerous  clause  was  approved  of 
by  Convocation.  Moreover,  he  had  to 
point  out  that  those  amended  Bubrics  re- 
adopted  by  Convocation  were  passed  in 
different  circumstances.  He  took  part 
in  framing  them,  though  at  the  time  he 
expressed  misgivings  as  to  the  result; 
but  those  amended  Bubrics  were  framed, 
not  to  form  part  of  a  Burials  Bill,  but 
to  prevent  a  Burials  Bill  from  being 
passed.  ["  Hear,  hear!  "1  Precisely  so ; 
and  he  would  add  this  raot,  that  these 
clauses  were  introduced  for  the  purpose 
of  giving  relief  to  the  unbaptized  Dib- 
senter,  whose  case  had  been  supported 
by  no  one  more  powerfully  than  by  the 
most  rev.  Prelate  who  had  somewhat 
sarcastically  cheered  his  remarks.  The 
necessity  for  the  amended  Rubrics  was 
therefore  gone  with  this  Bill;  for,  al- 
though it  was  supposed  to  give  relief  to 
the  clergy  by  empowering  them  to  read 
the  shorter  service  over  the  unbaptized, 
yet  in  case  a  Baptist  came  to  a  clergyman 
to  bury  his  child,  and  the  clergyman  said, 
"lean  only  read  the  inferior  service," 
what  would  be  the  answer?  ''Thank 
you  for  nothing,  I  can  have  the  full  ser- 
vice read  by  myself,  or  by  our  own 
minister."  To  use  the  Bubrics  of  Con- 
vocation in  this  Bill  was  to  use  clauses 
passed  with  one  object  for  another  never 
intended  and  never  wished  for  by  the 
authors.  The  same  Convocation  which  re- 
commended those  Bubrics,  recommended 
that  there  should  be  no  Parliamentary 
legislation  with  respect  to  them  till  cer- 
tain of  the  relations  between  Convocation 
and  Parliament  underwent  alteration. 
This  application  of  the  Bubrics  was,  there- 
fore, in  the  teeth  of  that  recommendation 
of  Convocation.  After  this,  he  trusted 
they  would  hear  less  of  the  defence  of 
the  clause  founded  on  the  recommen- 
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dation  of  Convocation.  He  had  only 
further  to  remark  that  he  was  deeply 
struck,  at  the  meeting  he  referred  to, 
and  in  other  conferences  with  the  clergy, 
at  the  growing  readiness  to  yield  to  the 
Bill,  when  passed,  a  loyal,  patient,  and 
a  dignified  submission.  The  dergy  felt, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  that  they  were  deeply 
wounded  by  this  Bill.  He  had  regarded 
it  as  his  duty  as  a  Bishop  to  press  on  the 
clergy  this  consideration — how  undig- 
nified and  how  unworthy  it  would  be  if 
they  were  to  offer  a  petulant  obstruction 
to  the  Bill ;  and  that  their  duty  was  to 
endeavour  that  this  Bill,  when  passed, 
should  work  with  as  little  friction  and  as 
little  offence  and  as  much  ease  and  kind- 
ness and  goodwill  as  possible.  And  every 
one  of  those  present  at  the  meeting  rose, 
one  after  another,  to  say  how  entirely  it 
was  their  desire,  loyally  and  fairly  and 
honestly  to  carry  out  this  Act,  and  to 
oppose  no  undue  or  frivolous  obstruction 
to  it.  One  most  rev.  Prelate,  some 
nights  ago,  had  referred  to  the  angry 
letters  he  had  received  from  clergymen 
with  reference  to  this  Bill.  He  also 
had  received  angry  letters ;  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  as  time  went  on 
those  feelings  would  wear  away.  It  was 
not  merely  Uie  derey  of  the  Church  of 
England  who  would  require  to  ezeroise 
forbearance ;  it  was  to  be  feared  that 
there  would  be  on  the  part  of  Noncon- 
formists exhibitions  of  feeling  which  it 
would  be  well  that  the  leaders  of  that 
party  should  do  all  in  their  power  to 
prevent.  With  the  view  to  the  better 
closing  of  the  controversy,  he  most 
earnestly  appealed  to  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack  to  allow 
a  few  months  or  a  year  to  elapse  be- 
tween the  passing  of  the  Bill  and  its 
coming  into  operation ;  and  he  felt 
certain  that  in  this  matter  the  Bishops 
and  clergy  would  be  true  to  their  Ordin* 
ation  vow,  and  promote  peace  and 
goodwill  among  those  intrusted  to  their 
charge. , 

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEBBUBY 
said,  he  heartily  concurred  in  the  closing 
remarks  of  his  right  rev.  Brother  ;  but 
he  could  not  agree  in  the  remarks  made 
by  him  in  the  earlier  portion  of  his 
speech.  Whatever  his  right  rev.  Brother 
might  think  of  his  views  of  Convocation^ 
or  of  the  weight  to  which  its  resolutions 
were  entitled,  Convocation  was  a  better 
representative  of  the  dergy  than  was 
the  meeting  attended  a  few  days  ago  by 
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deseoration  of  "  (Jod's  acre  "  by  allow- 
ing it  to  be  used  by  people  whose  re- 
ligious opinions  do  not  ag^ee  with  theirs. 
Then,  again,  there  are  others  who  com- 
plain of  the  great  hardship  they  suffer 
from  not  being  permitted  to  hare  a  por- 
tion of  **  Ghod's  acre."  But  though  I  trust 
that  the  hour  may  never  arrive  when 
the  recognition  of  a  Supreme  Oovemor 
of  this  world  will  cease  to  be  the  pro- 
fession of  the  inhabitants  of  this  coun- 
try»  still,  my  Lords,  I  cannot  but  feel 
that  this  institution  of  what  is  called 
"  Gk>d's  acre,"  is  one  which  is  really  not 
adapted  to  the  country  which  we  in- 
habit, the  times  in  which  we  live,  and 
the  spirit  of  the  ag^.  What  I  should 
like  to  see  would  be  a  settlement  of  this 
q uestion  by  shutting  up  all ' '  God's  acres ' ' 
throughout  the  country.  I  think  the 
churchyard  of  the  Ordained  clergyman 
and  the  gpraveyard  of  the  Dissenting 
minister  alike,  are  institutions  which 
are  prejudicial  to  the  health  of  the 
people  of  this  country ;  and  their  health 
ought  to  be,  if  not  the  first,  at  any  rate 
one  of  the  first,  considerations  of  a 
statesman.  Now,  we  have  been  moving 
gradually  in  the  direction  of  these  views, 
and  there  has  been  for  some  years  a 
notion,  soon  about  to  amount,  I  believe, 
to  a  conviction,  that  the  institution  of 
existing  churchyards  is  one  highly  pre- 
judicial to  the  public  health.  I  thinK  it 
would  be  a  much  wiser  step  if  we  were 
to  say  that  the  time  has  arrived,  seeing 
the  vast  increase  of  population  in  this 
country  and  the  further  increase  which 
we  may  contemplate,  when  we  should 
close  aU  these  churchyards,  and  when  we 
should  take  steps  for  furnishing  every 
community  with  a  capacious  and  ample 
cemetery  placed  in  a  situation  in  which, 
while  it  would  meet  all  the  require- 
ments of  the  society  for  which  it  was 
intended,  would  exercise  no  prejudicial 
influence  on  the  public  health.  These 
are  views  which  I  am  convinced  are 
sound;  and  if  they  had  been  enter- 
tained, as  ultimately  they  must  be, 
and  if  the  health  of  the  country  had 
been  considered,  there  would  have  been 
no  reason  whatever  foe  the  legisla- 
tion now  before  us  which,  in  its  ulti- 
mate consequences,  may  be  highly  pre- 
judicial to  this  country,  and  which  tends, 
in  my  opinion,  to  keep  alive  feelings  of 
opposition  and  mutual  distrust  among 
different  classes  of  the  population  whi(£ 
it  would  be  better  to  cause  to  subside 


and  to  discourage.  Well,  then,  I  may  be 
asked — "If  these  be  really  your  opi- 
nions, why  do  you  now  support  this  Bill  f 
If  you  think  that  it  is  an  unjust  and  an 
unwise  Bill ;  if  you  think  that  it  is  a  Bill 
which,  in  its  ultimate  consequences,  will 
be  hostile  to  the  interests  of  the  Church 
of  England,  why  are  you  allowing  it  to 
pass  the  third  reading  without  opposi- 
tion?" To  this  I  must  answer  that  I 
support  the  Bill  with  great  regret,  and 
only  because,  from  what  I  have  observed 
in  this  House,  I  am  convinced  that  op- 
position would  be  fruitless,  and  fruitless 
opposition  is  a  kind  of  opposition  which 
I  never  care  much  to  encourage.  When 
I  am  j&equently  appealed  to  to  fight 
what  is  cfJled  the  battle  of  the  Church, 
I  must  frankly  reply,  it  is  quite  impos- 
sible to  stand  up  for  a  privilege  which 
the  ordained  clergy  or  this  country 
enjoy,  and  which,  in  my  opinion,  is  exer- 
cised for  the  welfare  and  benefit  of  the 
country,  when  you  find  that  you  are 
opposed  in  such  attempts  by  the  Prelates 
of  the  Church  of  England  itself.  When 
the  two  most  rev.  Prelates  and  at  least 
half  the  Episcopal  Bench  support  a  par- 
ticular course,  you  cannot  persuade  the 
country  that  in  resisting  a  proposal 
sanctioned  by  such  high  authority  you 
are  actuated  by  any  but  Party  or 
factious  motives.  I  liistened  with  great 
attention  the  other  night,  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  was  moved, 
to  the  speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate 
the  Bishop  of  Lincoln ;  and  it  appeared 
tome  that  a  more  able  and  earnest  speech 
than  that  which  he  delivered  was  seldom 
addressed  on  this  subject  to  vour  Lord- 
ships. I  entirely  agpreed  witn  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  on  that  occasion,  and  I 
thought  to  myself  the  effect  that  he  has 
produced  is  so  decided,  and  the  balance 
of  opinions  upon  subjects  of  this  kind 
seems  so  equal,  that  it  will  be  well  to 
take  the  opinion  of  the  House.  But 
when  I  found  the  right  rev.  Prelate  was 
answered  immediately  by  the  highest 
authority  in  the  House  on  such  a  sub- 
ject, I  felt  that  it  would  be  almost  im- 
possible that  the  appeal  of  the  right 
rev.  Prelate  could  succeed.  This  is 
why  I  now  think  it  is  in  vain  to  at- 
tempt to  prevent  the  progress  of  this 
measure.  The  measure,  I  feel,  in  any 
circumstances  would  have  been  a  harsh 
and  unjust  measure,  though  there  might 
have  been  reasons  of  State  which  would 
have  justified  it.    It  is  necessaiy  soma- 
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all  funerals  under  the  Bill  shonld  be 
Ohristian.  What  he  had  argued  was 
that,  notwithstanding  its  yalue  in  this  re- 
spect, it  would  be  practically  inoperatiye. 
It  was  a  most  cruel  injustice  of  the  most 
rey.  Prelate  to  charge  him,  a  Bishop  of 
the  English  Church,  with  haying  so  far 
forgotten  himself  as  to  express  a  desire 
to  exclude  the  word  **  Christian"  from 
the  clause,  so  that  the  Bill  should  not 
retain  its  Christian  character.  [''  Hear, 
hear !  "J  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
noble  Liords  opposite  imderstood  the 
words  that  fell  from  his  lips.  He  dis- 
tinctly asserted  that  he  had  made  use  of 
no  such  words ;  and,  as  to  imputing  any- 
thing to  the  most  rey.  Prelate,  the  fact  was 
that  what  he  referred  to  was  a  different 
dause  altogether — that  allowing  alter- 
natiye  seryices  to  the  clergy — and,  so  far 
from  suggesting  that  the  most  rey.  Pre- 
late was  to  blame  for  desiring  to  retain 
the  words  in  question,  he  was  himself 
desirous  of  retaining  them,  although  he 
expressed  his  belief  that  they  would  be 
inoperatiye.  As  to  forgetting  himself, 
he  was  perfectly  prepared  to  again 
repeat  and  take  the  responsibility  of 
what  he  had  said ;  but,  with  all  himulity 
to  one  who,  although  he  was  his  eccle- 
siastical superior,  yet,  in  that  House, 
should  remember  that  he  spoke  only  as 
his  Peer,  he  protested  against  the  impu- 
tation which,  with  all  the  weight  of  his 
character  and  position,  the  most  rey. 
Prelate  had  made  against  him.  He 
neyer  said  a  word  approaching  the  ex- 
pression of  a  wish  or  desire  that  the  word 
•*  Christian,"  in  reference  to  the  seryices 
under  the  Bill,  should  be  omitted  from 
the  clause.  Such  an  accusaion  was  mon- 
strous, perfectly  monstrous. 

The  Akchbishop  of  CANTEEBUEY 
was  extremely  glad  that  the  right  rey. 
Prelate  had  remoyed  a  misapprehension, 
and  made  a  distinct  declaration  of  his 
wish  to  maintain  the  word  *'  Christian ; " 
but  he  regretted  that  the  right  rey. 
Prelate  felt  it  necessary  to  adhere  to  his 
line  of  argument  in  reference  to  the  in- 
sertion of  that  word.  

The  Eakl  op  BEAC0N8FIELD : 
My  Lords,  I  think  it  would  haye  been 
desirable  if  the  most  rey.  Prelate  and 
the  right  rey.  Prelate  could  haye  managed 
to  be  of  the  same  opinion  upon  this  Bill. 
It  is  one  of  ereat  difficulty,  and  the 
subject  is  rendered  more  perplexing  by 
the  opposite  opinions  giyen  by  the  nght 
rey.  and  the  most  rey.  Prelates,  which 
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are  so  contrary  one  to  the  other.  I 
haye  not  now  risen  to  oppose  the  third 
reading  of  this  Bill,  though  my  opinion 
is  unchanged  as  to  its  character.  I 
think  it  an  unjust  and  an  imwise  Bill, 
and  I  haye  not  heard  any  arg^uments 
yet  which  haye  shown  me  that  all  the 
reasons  which  haye  been  applied  to  the 
churchyards  do  not  equally  apply  to  the 
churches  themselyes.  I  haye  neard  re- 
marks on  the  subject;  but  I  haye  heard 
no  arguments  arainst  that  yiew  of  the 
question.  We  haye  been  told  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  something  in  re- 
ference to  the  Church  of  Ireland.  It 
was  said  you  disestablished  the  Church 
of  Ireland,  and  that  was  a  much 
greater  measure  than  this,  and  that 
although  the  Eoman  Catholics  had  for 
some  years  the  priyilege  of  using  the 
parish  churchyards,  they  neyer  urged 
any  claim  to  the  possession  of  the 
churches.  There  may  be  yarious 
reasons  for  that  course  of  conduct. 
Whateyer  may  be  said  of  the  errors 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  Church,  no 
one  can  impute  to  it  a  want  of  good 
taste  ;  but  as  to  the  Protestant  churches 
of  Ireland,  they  are  not  such  as  those  who 
appreciate  the  beauty  of  holiness  would 
be  particularly  anxious  to  possess.  That 
has  been  stated  as  one  of  the  reasons 
why  the  Boman  Catholic  population  of 
Ireland  neyer  laid  any  claim  to  those 
churches.  But  that  will  not  apply  to 
the  churches  of  England,  which  are 
beautiful  and  are  made  more  beautiful 
eyery  year  by  the  deyotion  and  the 
taste  of  the  wealthy  congregations  of 
this  coimtry ;  but  whether  that  deyotion 
and  taste  will  continue  aft;er  this  Bill 
passes,  and  after  the  consequences  of 
the  Bill  haye  been  seen,  will,  I  think, 
be  doubtful.  This  BUI  appears  to 
me  to  be  unjust  for  many  reasons,  and 
particularly  for  one  primary  reason, 
which  no  person  has  yet  grappled  with. 
Every  ordained  clergyman  oi  tie  Church 
of  England  will  be  obliged  to  open  the 
churchyard  to  all  sects,  while  he  is  not 
to  enjoy  the  use  of  their  graveyards 
for  his  parishioners  in  the  same  parish ; 
and  I  cannot  understand  how  such  in- 
e^ualibr  could  be  brought  forward  in  a 
Bill  of  this  nature,  which  assumes  to 
be  founded  on  justice  and  eauality. 
This  is  not  only  an  imjust  Bill,  but 
an  unwise  one.  We  hear  much  about 
*'  God's  acre."  There  are  those  who 
call  upon  the  House  not  to  sanction  the 
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confess,  I  was  somewhat  astonished  at 
the  opposition  he  raised  to  the  dauses, 
because  that  opposition  might  haye  been 
better  raised  in  Committee.  I  cannot 
pretend  that  the  right  rey.  Prelate's 
speech  is  one  that  will  assist  the  Go- 
yemment  much  in  ''another  place" 
in  obtaining  those  restrictions  which, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  have  met  the  ap- 

?robation  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
'he  right  rey.  Prelate  seemed  to  me  to 
lay  down  clearly — though  he  afberwards 
explained  he  was  in  favour  of  the  re- 
strictions—how they  were  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  principles  of  religious 
freedom  on  which  the  Bill  was  supposed 
to  be  founded.  On  the  whole,  I  have  only 
to  thank  the  right  rey.  Prelate  for  hav- 
ing reserved  his  eloquence  to  this  stage 
of  the  Bill — an  eloquence  which,  though 
not  of  an  especially  episcopal  character, 
is  always  appreciated  in  this  House. 
His  speech  to-night  might  at  an  earlier 
stage  have  influenced  opinion  and  af- 
fected votes.  I  am  still  more  grate- 
ful to  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Prime 
Minister  for  the  line  which  he  has  taken. 
He  has  denounced  the  Bill  as  a  strong 
measure.  But  I  am  struck  by  the  cha- 
racter of  the  observations  which  he  has 
reserved  for  this  period  of  the  question. 
At  an  earlier  period  his  remarks  might 
have  had  a  g^eat  effect  upon  the  House. 
I  do  not  doubt  for  a  moment  the  per- 
fect sincerity  of  the  noble  Earl.  But  I 
cannot  think  it  was  merely  the  speech  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  which  convinced 
the  late  Prime  Minister  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient on  the  whole  to  settle  this  vexed 
question.  I  must  think  that  there  were 
other  considerations.  ButI  must  say  that, 
after  the  very  severe  denunciation  of  the 
Bill  by  the  noble  Earl,  it  is  a  g^at  satis- 
faction to  me  that  the  only  alternative 
which  he  can  propose  is  that  all  the 
churchyards  in  the  country  should  be 
dosed.  Is  the  noble  Earl  aware  that 
that  alternative  would  involve  the  dosing 
of  12,000  churchyards,  many  of  them 
in  country  districts  and  in  a  condition 
not  unsanitary  ?  I  think,  therefore,  that 
I  have  reason  to  be  grateful  to  him  for 
his  speech  to-night,  and  more  espe- 
cially as  he  has  indicated  the  only  pos- 
sible alternative  course— a  course  wluch, 
I  am  sure,  will  be  utterly  unsatisfactory 

to  your  Lordships.  

The  Eakl  of  HABRO WB Y,  who  was 
almost  inaudible  in  the  Gallery,  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  he  hoped  that  the 


Bill  would  be  loyally  accepted  by  both 
parties  as  a  final  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  proposals  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped, 
would  be  met  in  a  fair  and  not  a  hostile 
spirit  by  both  parties.  It  was  a  difficult 
thing,  no  doubt,  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion to  avoid  acerbities  being  de- 
veloped ;  but  he  candidly  expressed  the 
hope  that  after  this  measure  had  be- 
come law  the  feelings  of  both  parties 
would  be  very  different  from  what  they 
had  seemed  to  be  in  the  past.  He 
trusted  there  would  be  no  show  of  vic- 
tory or  defeat  on  either  side— feelings 
which  ought  not  to  arise  in  regard  to 
such  a  question. 

The  EiLRL  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
MAK  of  OoMMTTTEEs)  trustod  that  those 
who  would  take  up  tiiis  Bill  in ''  another 
place"  would  show  the  same  concili- 
atory spirit  which  had  been  displayed 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  m  this 
House.  If  that  were  done,  a  settlement 
would  be  arrived  at  without  further  de- 

Thb  lord  chancellor  said,  he 
could  not  but  thank  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  just  sat  down  for  his  wise  and 
very  condliatory  and  useful  remarks  to 
their  Lordships  in  this  stage  of  the 
measure.  It  did  appear  to  him  that 
all  of  them,  whatever  their  opinions 
might  be,  were  bound  to  do  their  best 
to  facilitate  such  a  settlement  of  this 
question  as  should  be  on  the  whole  best 
K)r  the  peace  and  harmony  of  all  classes 
of  their  fellow-Christians  and  fellow- 
subjects.  It  was  with  profound  regret 
that  he  had  heard  the  remarks  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough). No  doubt,  those  remarks 
proceeded  from  the  most  sincere  convic- 
tion and  the  best  possible  motives ;  but 
the  speech  was  of  a  very  different  ten- 
dency from  .those  to  which  the  House 
had  just  listened.  In  his  opinion,  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
tend  not  to  promote  harmony.  But 
there  were  two  things  mentioned  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  for  which  he  was 
grateful.  In  the  first  place,  he  was 
grateful  for  his  kind  appreciation  of  his 
own  sincere  endeavours  to  be  just  in 
dealing  with  this  matter — to  do  all  in 
his  power,  not,  indeed,  to  make  the  Bill 
acceptable  to  the  majority  of  the  clergy, 
for  that  he  could  not  do,  but,  in  framine 
its  provisions,  to  arrive  at  as  just  and 
equitable  an  arrangement  as  possible. 
He  owned  he  saw  no  better  way  to 


I 


I 

1 


695 


BuriaU  Bill, — 


{LORDS] 


Third  Reading. 


696 


times  to  make  proposals  in  politics  wluch 
are  unjust  to  a  considerable  section 
of  the  community  in  consequence  of  the 
demands  of  the  public  welfare.  But 
here  it  was  otherwise.  I  feel,  however, 
that  resistance  is  impossible,  and  that, 
in  these  circumstances,  what  we  should 
most  desire  would  be  that  the  Bill  should 
pass  and  should  be  sent  to  the  other 
House  with  those  modifying  clauses  in  it 
which  have  been  introduced  by  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  other  Members  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  K  they — as  I  will 
hope — ^bear  some  balm  to  the  injured 
feelings  of  the  great  body  of  the  clergy 
of  the  country,  I  think  it  highly  desirable 
that  they  should  be  passea.  But,  even 
if  they  pass,  I  cannot  but  express  my  re- 
gret that  this  Bill  should  have  ever  Deen 
introduced,  or  that  there  should  have 
been  any  assumed  necessity  to  have  re- 
course to  such  legislation.  It  is  in  my 
mind  legislation  which  is  opposed  to  the 
circumstances  in  which  we  live.  I  think 
the  direction  in  which  we  ought  to  have 
moved  would  have  been  to  have  shut  all 
these  churchyards  and  graveyeurds  and 
to  have  assisted  the  Government  in 
some  adequate  proposal  which  would 
have  furnished  the  country  with  ceme- 
teries in  which  none  of  these  painful 
controversies  could  have  occurred,  and 
which  would  have  conduced  to  the  pre- 
servation of  the  health  and  welfare  of 
the  country. 

Eael  FOETESCUE  asked  for  the 
indulgence  of  their  Lordships  while  he 
stated  what  had  been  his  object  in  pro- 
posing his  Amendments,  all  of  wluch, 
except  one,  had  been  adopted.  In  his 
opinion,  too  many  Churchmen,  and 
clergymen  especially,  had  met  this 
question  in  an  unreasonable  spirit,  and 
too  many  Nonconformists  in  an  unfair 
spirit  besides ;  for,  while  claiming  the 
churches  and  churchyards  as  national 
property,  they  had  not  rested  until 
they  were  freed  from  all  share  in  the 
expense  of  maintaining  and  repairing 
those  churches  and  keeping  those  church- 
yards in  order.  Too  much  importance 
was  attributed  to  consecrated  g^imd. 
He  thought  that  the  attitude  adopted 
by  many  with  regard  to  it  was  not 
only  unreasonable,  but  un-Christian  in 
its  tendency.  They  must  remember  that 
the  remains  of  the  greatest  saints  and 
niartyrs  of  our  Church  had  not  rested 
in  consecrated  ground,  nor  those  of 
many  of  the  noblest  heroes  and  patriots 
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of  our  own  and  other  countries.  Beve- 
lation  taught  us  that  the  dead  were  not 
affected  by  burial.  The  only  good  to 
be  considered  was  the  good  of  the  living 
in  the  widest  sense.  That  good  would 
in  this  and  many  other  Church  matters 
be  best  consulted  by  acting  on  the  prin- 
ciple^'' Let  all  things  be  done  decently 
and  in  order."  There  had  been  much 
said  on  both  sides  with  which  he  could 
not  sympathize.  Still  he  thought  the 
Dissenters  had  grievances  which  ought 
to  be  removed  in  such  a  way  as  to  pre- 
vent the  question  being  re-opened ;  but 
that  the  feelings  of  the  clergy,  whether 
reasonable  or  unreasonable,  should  as  far 
as  possible  be  respected.  As  to  gifts  of 
land  for  churchyards,  he  thought  that 
such  gifts,  if  of  recent  date,  should,  if  the 
donors  wished  it,  be  preserved  accord- 
ing to  their  original  intention,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  flow  of  such  liberality 
being  checked.  He  had  been  a  donor 
himself,  and  he  was  then  making  ar- 
rangements to  extend  a  churchyard. 
But  his  wish  was  that  such  land  for 
churchyards  as  he  had  given  should  be 
open  to  services  of  a  decent  and  orderly 
character  on  the  part  of  Dissenters.  In 
advocating  the  preservation  of  recent 
gifts  for  the  Church  of  England,  be 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  spoke 
in  deference  to  the  prejudice  of  others, 
as  he  had  none  of  ms  own. 

E4EL  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords, 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  this  is  a 
Government  Bill,  I  must  rise  to  address 
the  House,  though  I  have  little  to  say 
on  this  stage  of  the  BilL  It  is  a  subject 
in  which  I  have  taken  a  great  interest, 
and  on  which  I  have  sp<%en  at  great 
length  at  different  times ;  but  I  do  not 
wish  to  inflict  on  your  Lordships  the  ar- 
gumentsl  have  previously  used.  I  cannot 
allow  myself  to  think  that  the  Bill  is  either 
unjust  or  harsh,  or  liable  to  the  severe 
attack  which  has  been  made  upon  it  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Beaconsfield). 
I  rise  rather  to  express  my  satisfaction 
at  the  tone  of  the  debates  in  this  House, 
and  especially  in  reference  to  two  of  its 
Members,  one  of  them  a  Prelate  on  the 
Episcopal  Bench,  and  the  other  the  lato 
Prime  Minister  of  the  country,  for  the 
course  they  have  taken  in  reference  to 
this  Bill.  I  feel  exceedingly  grateful  to 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  for  not  opposing 
a  measure  to  which  it  is  known  he  dis- 
sents till  the  present  sta^e,  when  it  has 
practically  passed  the  House,  though,  I 
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oonfees,  I  was  Bomewhat  astonished  at 
the  opposition  he  raised  to  the  clauses, 
because  that  opposition  might  have  been 
better  raised  in  Committee.  I  cannot 
pretend  that  the  right  rev.  Prelate's 
speech  is  one  that  will  assist  the  Go- 
▼emment  much  in  "another  place" 
in  obtaining  those  restrictions  which, 
rightly  or  wrongly,  have  met  the  ap- 
probation of  your  Lordships'  House. 
The  right  rev.  Prelate  seemed  to  me  to 
lay  down  clearly — though  he  afterwards 
explained  he  was  in  favour  of  the  re- 
strictions— ^how  they  were  utterly  incon- 
sistent with  the  prindples  of  religious 
freedom  on  which  the  Bill  was  supposed 
to  be  founded.  On  the  whole,  I  haye  only 
to  thank  the  right  rey.  Prelate  for  hay- 
ing resenred  his  eloquence  to  this  stage 
of  the  Bin — an  eloquence  which,  though 
not  of  an  especially  episcopal  character, 
is  always  appreciated  in  this  House. 
His  speech  to-night  might  at  an  earlier 
stage  have  influenced  opinion  and  af- 
fected votes.  I  am  still  more  grate- 
fol  to  the  noble  Earl  the  late  Prime 
Minister  for  the  line  which  he  has  taken. 
He  has  denounced  the  Bill  as  a  strong 
measure.  But  I  am  struck  by  the  cha- 
racter of  the  observations  which  he  has 
reserved  for  this  period  of  the  question. 
At  an  earlier  period  his  remarks  might 
have  had  a  great  effect  upon  the  House. 
I  do  not  doubt  for  a  moment  the  per- 
fect sinceri^r  of  the  noble  Earl.  But  I 
cannot  think  it  was  merely  the  speech  of 
the  right  rev.  Prelate  which  convinced 
the  late  Prime  Minister  that  it  was  ex- 
pedient on  the  whole  to  settle  this  vexed 
question.  I  must  think  that  there  were 
other  considerations.  Butlmust  say  that, 
after  the  very  severe  denunciation  of  the 
Bill  by  the  noble  Earl,  it  is  a  great  satis- 
faction to  me  that  the  only  alternative 
which  he  can  propose  is  that  all  the 
efaurohyards  in  the  country  should  be 
dosed.  Is  the  noble  Earl  aware  that 
that  alternative  would  involve  the  closing 
of  12,000  churchyards,  many  of  them 
in  country  districts  and  in  a  condition 
not  unsanitary  ?  I  think,  therefore,  that 
I  have  reason  to  be  grateful  to  him  for 
his  speech  to-night,  and  more  espe- 
dally  as  he  has  indicated  the  only  pos- 
sible alternative  course— a  course  which, 
I  am  sure,  will  be  utteriy  unsatisfactory 

to  your  Lordships.  

Tbs  Babl  of  uABROWBY,  who  was 
almost  inaudible  in  the  Gallery,  was  un- 
derstood to  say  that  he  hopea  that  the 


Bill  would  be  loyally  accepted  by  both 
parties  as  a  final  secernent  of  the  ques- 
tion. The  proposals  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped, 
would  be  met  in  a  fair  and  not  a  hostile 

rlt  by  both  parties.  It  was  a  difficult 
g,  no  doubt,  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion to  avoid  acerbities  being  de- 
veloped ;  but  he  candidly  expressed  the 
hope  that  after  this  measure  had  be- 
come law  the  feelings  of  both  parties 
would  be  very  different  from  what  they 
had  seemed  to  be  in  the  past.  He 
trusted  there  would  be  no  show  of  vic- 
tory or  defeat  on  either  side— feelings 
which  ought  not  to  arise  in  r^^ard  to 
such  a  question. 

Thb  Eabl  of  EEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
MAK  of  OoiooTTEEs)  trustcd  that  those 
who  would  take  up  tiiis  Bill  in  "  another 
place  "  would  show  the  same  concili- 
atory spirit  which  had  been  displayed 
during  the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  this 
House.  If  that  were  done,  a  settlement 
would  be  arrived  at  without  further  de- 
lay. 

Thb  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  he 
could  not  but  thank  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  just  sat  down  for  his  wise  and 
very  conciliatory  and  useful  remarks  to 
their  Lordships  in  this  stage  of  the 
measure.  It  did  appear  to  him  that 
all  of  them,  whatever  their  opinions 
might  be,  were  bound  to  do  their  best 
to  facilitate  such  a  settlement  of  this 
question  as  should  be  on  the  whole  best 
K>r  the  peace  and  harmony  of  all  classes 
of  their  fellow-Christians  and  fellow- 
subjects.  It  was  with  profoimd  regret 
that  he  had  heard  the  remarks  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough). No  doubt,  those  remarks 
proceeded  from  the  most  sincere  convic- 
tion and  the  best  possible  motives ;  but 
the  speech  was  of  a  very  different  ten- 
dency from  those  to  which  the  House 
had  just  listened.  In  his  opinion,  the 
speech  of  the  right  rev.  Prelate  would 
tend  not  to  promote  harmony.  But 
there  were  two  things  mentioned  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  for  which  he  was 
grateful.  In  the  first  place,  he  was 
grateful  for  his  kind  appreciation  of  his 
own  sincere  endeavours  to  be  just  in 
dealing  with  this  matter — to  do  all  in 
his  power,  not,  indeed,  to  make  the  Bill 
acceptable  to  the  majority  of  the  clerp^, 
for  that  he  could  not  do,  but,  in  f^minfi^ 
its  provisions,  to  arrive  at  as  just  ana 

Suitable  an  arrangement  as  possible, 
e  owned  he  saw  no  better  way  to 
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Hiile  he  (the  Lord  Ohanoellor)  did  not 
retend  to  jud^  as  to  the  amount  of 
ilief  to  be  given  to  the  clergy,  he 
aa  sure  there  was  no  fonndation  what- 
rer  for  the  suggestion  of  the  right 
)T.  Prelate  that,  as  often  as  anyone 
led,  it  wonld  fall  on  the  cler^  to 
lake  a  classification,  giving  acertifioate 
F  character  in  some  cases,  and  refusing 

in  others.  -  Unless  the  friends  of  the 
eceased  made  a  request,  or  expressed 
leir  consent  otherwise,  the  clergy  wonld 
are  no  option  or  choice  but  to  perform 
le  full  funeral  service.  There  was,  there- 
ire,  no  foundation  for  that  suggestion 
f  the  right  rev.  Prelate.  Nor  would 
lere  be  any  family  councU,  with  all  the 
larming  consequences  on  which  the 
ight  rev.  Prelate  had  expatiated.    The 

kindred  or  friends"  who  might  re- 
ueet  or  consent,  would,  upon  a  proper 
onstruction  of  the  Schedule  with  Uie  rest 
f  the  Bill,  be  only  those  who  had  the 
barge  of,  and  were  responsible  for,  the 
imeral.  All  these  remarks  were  tiioee 
f  one  who  desired  to  destroy  the  whole 
till.  Oonvocation  had,  with  the  right 
ev.  Prelate's  own  concurrence,  deUber- 
tely  resolved  upon  this  particular  mode 
fdeahng  with  the  subject.  He  ventured 
0  hope  that  when  this  Bill  went  to  the 
louse  of  Commons,  there  would  be 
uffident  liberality  in  that  Assembly  to 
nduce  them  to  think  that,  even  if  you 
ould  sot  give  a  great  measure  of  relief 
0  the  clergy,  it  was  worth  while  to  give 
uoh  a  measure  of  relief  as  tbey  had 
hemselves  asked  for. 

Motion  agreed  to  :  Bill  read  3*,  accord- 
Qgly:  Amendments  made:  3iilpa*ied, 
nd  sent  to  the  Commons. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkundai/,  2iih  June,  1880. 
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lingford,  e.  Waller  Wren,  esquire,  whose 
Election  hm  leoD  determined  to  be  void ;  /ur 
Buteshire,  v.  Ilioniss  HuBsell,  Mquire,  who, 
hftTinft  held  ■  Contract  entered  into  for  the 

n»  lord  ChanetlUr 


N8|  lavth  EUetion. 

Public  SeFvice  at  the  time  of  hia  Eleetii 
the  said  Sliiie,  was  incapable  of  being  e 
for  the  same. 

Public  Bill»— OtAm*— Krii  Sfdiiif—l 
trial  Schools*  [247]. 

Ste^nd  Saailins — Customs  and  Inland  Re 
[221]  ;  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)  •  [241]  ;  Co: 
Law  Procedure  and  Judicature  Acta  Ai 
ment*  [220];  BeUef  of  DistnHi  (In 
[214],  iMatt  a^joumtd. 

OmwHillit  —  Merchant  Seamen  (Payme 
Wa^M,  Ac.)  [ll»l-a.p.;  Wild  Birdi 
tection  Iaw  Amendment  *  [211] — s.f. 

Comnilttt  —  Stpuri  —  Union  Assessment 
mittee  (Sin^e  Parishes)  •  [212]  ;  Salmt 
Freshwater  Fisher;  Laws  Amendment  * 
248] ;  Representation  of  the  People 
land)  Act  (1868)  Amendment*  [208]. 
Third  iiMufin;— Local  Government  Pior: 
Order  (Poor  Law)*  [121];  Consol 
fWd  (No.  1)  *,  anipatttd. 

OONTROYZKTKD  BLSOTIOVS. 

Ur.  Sfeaser  informed  the  House,  tt 
had  received  from  Atr.  Baron  Dowse  ax 
Jiutice  Harrison,  two  of  the  Jadget  eeleo 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Eleotioi 
1808,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions, 
tificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Electi 
the  County  of  Louth ; 

And  from  Robert  Macfarlane  Lord  Un 
and  John  Willni-  Lord  Craigihill,  two 
Judges  selected,  in  pursuance  of  the  same 
Certificate  and  Reoott  relating  t«  the  E 
for  the  County  of  Bute ;  and  a  Report  n 
to  the  Election  for  the  County  of  Uomba 


COCNTT  OF  ICTJTH   ELKCTION. 

In  Qie  matter  of  an  Election  Petition 
County  of  Louth,  between  Qeorge  Harlej 
Petitioner ;  and  Philip  Callan,  Respondei 

We  hereby  certi^  to  the  Right  honi 
the  Speaker  of  the  Uouse  of  Commons  tl 
above-mentioned  Petition  was  trind  bef  oi 
Dundalk  on  the  i4th,  16th.  16th,  !7th 
and  ISth  days  of  June  instant,  and  that, 
conclusion  of  the  said  trial  we  did,  on  ti 
da^  of  June  instant,  determine  Uiat  t] 
Philip  Callan,  whose  Election  was  com 
of  by  the  said  Petitioner,  was  duly  elc 
serve  in  the  present  Parliament  for  the ' 
of  Louth, 

And.  in  addition  to  the  foregtiing  Cer 
We  hereby  further  Kopott  to  the  Itightl 
able  the  Speaker  that  no  coimpt  prad 
been  proved  to  have  been  oommitled  by ' 
the  knowledge  or  consent  of  any  Candi 
■uch  Election. 

And,  furtlier,  that,  on  the  evidence  be: 
it  did  not  appeat  that  corrupt  practices 
sively  prevailed  at  said  Election,  and  i 
no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practi 
extensively  prevail  at  said  Election. 

We  beg  also  to  state  that  a  copy  of  sai 
tion  accompanies  this  Report,  and  that  i 
caused  to  he  forwarded  to  the  Houae  o 
moDS  a  copy  of  tbe  evidence  given  at  tl 
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County  of 


taken  down  by  the  deputy  of  the  ahort-hand 
writer  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Given  under  our  hands,  at  Dublin,  this  2l8t 
day  of  June  18S0. 

Richard  Dowsb,  Baron  of  the 
Exchequer  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ire- 
land, 

MiCTTL.  Harrison,  Judge  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  Com- 
mon Fleas  Division,  in  Ire- 
land, 

Two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time 
being  on  the  rota  for  the  trial 
of  Election  Petitions  in  Ire- 
land. 

To  the  Bight  Honourable 

Thel^eakerof 

The  House  of  Commons. 


COTJirrY  OP  BUTE  ELEOnOK. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
Election  for  the  County  of  Bute. 

Unto  the  Right  Honourable  The  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Report  by  the  Election  Judges  in  Scotland  on 
the  Petition  of  Archibfud  McKay,  residing 
at  Osborne  Place,  Govan,  near  Glasgow, 
J.P.  for  the  County  of  Bute ;  Richard  Fer- 
guson, Ironmonger  in  Glasgow  and  Mill- 
port; John  Duncan,  Baker  and  Confectioner 
xn  Glasgow;  Alexander  Brown,  Nursery- 
man, Dullport;  and  Alexander  McLean, 
Wine  and  Spirit  Merchant,  Glasgow,  and 
residing  at  Grenholm  Villa,  Busby,  com- 
plaining of  the  Ejection  on  sixth  Apzil 
1880,  of  Thomas  Russell,  as  Member  of 
Parliament  for  the  County  of  Bute. 

We,  Robert  Macfarlane,  Lord  Ormidale,  and 
John  Millar,  Lord  Craighill,  the  two  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Session  for  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  in  Scotland,  have  to  report  that  the 
Petition  in  this  case  (of  which  a  printed  copy  is 
herewith  sent  and  inferred  to)  sets  forth  two 
grounds  upon  which  the  said  Thomas  RusseU 
was  incapable  of  being  duly  elected  and  re- 
turned as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Commons, 
and  therefore  that  he  was  not  duly  elected  and 
returned,  vizt. : — 

1st.  That  at  the  date  of  the  Election  he  was 
incapable  of  being  elected  as  a  Member  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  in  respect  of  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  22  Geo.  III.  cap.  46,  entituled  "  An 
Act  for  restraining  any  person  concerned  in  any 
contract,  commission,  or  agreement  made  for 
the  public  service  from  being  elected  or  sitting 
and  voting  as  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons;*' and — 

2nd.  That  he,  Mr.  Russell,  by  himself  or  his 
agents  was  guilty  of  bribexy,  treating,  undue 
influence  and  corrupt  practices  before,  during, 
and  alter  the  Election. 

That  in  the  Petition  no  claim  is  mode  for  the 
seat,  the  prayer  of  it  being  limited  to  the  effect 
that  it  ought  to  be  determmed  that  Mr.  Russell 
was  not  duly  elected  or  returned,  and  that  Hie 
Election  was  void. 

yOJj.  CCUn,        [thibp  BBWBS.] 
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We  have  further  to  report  that  we  appointed 
the  trial  of  the  Petition  to  take  place  bnore  us 
at  Rothesay,  in  the  said  County  of  Bute,  upon 
the  29th  day  of  June  Ousrt. ;  that  on  the  16th 
day  of  June  1880,  a  Minute  (of  which  a  copy 
is  also  sent  herewith  and  referred  to)  for  Mr. 
Russell,  subscribed  by  him  and  his  Counsel,  was 
lodged,  stating  that  he  admitted  that  he  was 
disqualified  in  respect  of  the  provisions  of  the 
above  Act,  but  denying  the  charges  of  bribery, 
treating,  undue  influence,  and  corrupt  prac- 
tices, and  that  he  was  willing  and  anxious  to 
proceed  to  trial  upon  these  chiurges. 

We  have  further  to  report  that  upon  the  18th 
day  of  June  1880,  a  Minute  (of  which  a  printed 
copy  is  also  herewith  sent  and  referred  to]  was 
lodged  for  the  Petitioners,  stating  that  in  re- 

Siect  of  the  Minute  of  16th  ^nme  for  Mr. 
nssell,  **  they  did  not  propose  to  lead  evidence 
on  the  allegations  of  Iniboy  and  treating  set 
out  in  Articles  2  and  3  of  the  particulars  in- 
tended to  be  proved  by  the  Petitioners ;"  and 
craving  that  we  should  determine  that  Mr. 
Russell  was  not  duly  elected  to  serve  in  Parlia- 
ment for  the  County  of  Bute. 

That  in  these  oixonmstances  we  have  to  report 
and  certify  that  the  said  Thomas  Russell  was 
not  duly  elected  and  returned,  and  that  his 
Election  on  the  sixth  day  of  April  last  was 
void. 

R.  Macparlans, 

Lord  Ormidale. 

JoHK  Millar, 

Lord  Craighill. 

Edinburgh,  28  June  1880. 


oouirrT   OF   dxthbabton   election. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
Election  for  the  County  of  Dumbarton. 

Unto  the  Right  Honourable  The  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Report  by  the  Election  Judges  in  Scotland  on 
the  Petition  of  John  William  Bums,  of 
Eilmahew  Castle,  Cardross,  Advocate,  oom- 
plaininff  of  the  Election,  on  sixth  April 
1880,  of  Archibald  Otr  Ewing  as  Member 
of  Parliament  for  the  County  of  Dum- 
barton. 

We,  Robert  Macfarlane,  Lord  Ormidale,  and 
John  Millar,  Lord  Craighill,  the  two  Judges  of 
the  Court  of  Session  for  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  in  Scotland,  do  report  as  follows : — 

Leave  has  been  given  to  withdraw  the  above 
Petition  upon  evidence  by  affidavits  having 
been  laid  before  us  to  the  effect  that  such  with- 
drawal was  not  the  result  of  any  corrupt 
arrangement,  and  no  person,  after  the  requisite 
intimation  and  publication,  applying  to  be  sub- 
stituted as  Petitioner. 

R.  Macfarlanr, 

Lord  Ormidale. 

John  Millar, 

Lord  CiaighiU. 

Edinburgh,  23  June,  1880. 

And  the  said  Certificates  and  Reports  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  thi4 
House. 

?  A 


707 


Soyal  Commisium         {OOMMONS] 


on  Agriculture. 


708 


QUESTIONS. 


I 


METEOROLOGICAL  DEPARTMENT- 
WEATHER  FORECASTS. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  If  he  can 
state  any  reason  why  the  weather  fore- 
casts and  observations  procured  at  the 
public  expense  by  the  Meteorological 
Department,  considering  their  great 
usefulness  in  the  protection  of  life  and 
property  in  the  nshery  and  coasting 
trade,  should  not  be  freely  available  for 
posting  at  the  coast  guard  stations  or 
otilier  suitable  places  at  the  principal 
ports  and  fishing  harbours  around  our 
coasts?  

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
The  reason  why  the  weather  forecasts 
and  observations  of  the  Meteorological 
Department  are  not  communicated  to 
stations  round  the  coast,  as  proposed  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  is  that  the 
expense  of  transmitting  them  would  be 
large,  while  the  grant  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Meteorological  Council  is  linuted,  and 
would  not  bear  the  expense  without  cur- 
tailing operations  connected  with  obser- 
vation. It  is  calculated  that  the  cost 
of  each  receiving  station  could  not  be 
taken  at  less  thw  £20  a- year,  and  the 
number  of  principal  ports  and  fishing 
harbours  round  our  coast  is  veiy  con- 
siderable. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  if  there 
would  be  any  objection  to  supply  the 
information  in  London  to  persons  who 
were  willing  to  telegraph  it  firee  to  these 
stations  ?  

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  would  like  to  consult  the  De- 
parhnent  on  the  point. 

THE  CASE  OF  MR.  TAYLER. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Cabtwriqht, 

Sib  EARDLEY  WILMOT  said,  that 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  bring  forward 
his  Resolution  with  regard  to  the  case 
of  Mr.  Tayler,  inasmuch  as  attention 
would  be  called  to  the  subject  in  *'  an- 
other place." 

Mb.  CARTWRIGHT  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  call  attention  to  the 
case  of  Mr.  Tayler,  and  move  a  Resolu- 
tion. 


ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  AGRICULTURE 
—REPORTS  ON  AGRICULTURE  IN 
THE  UNITED  STATES. 

Mb.  R.  H.  PAGET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether,  seeing  that  the  information 
afforded  by  the  Report  of  the  Secretary 
of  Legation  at  Washington  includes 
various  matters  besides  those  connected 
with  agriculture,  and  that  it  ranges 
over  a  period  from  9th  February  to  Srd 
May  1880,  he  will  take  steps  to  secure 
in  future  the  early  and  separate  presen- 
tation to  Parliament  of  information  re* 
specting  agriculture  as  soon  as  received ; 
whether  he  will  endeavour  to  obtain 
from  time  to  time  from  the  Bureau  of 
Agriculture  at  Washington,  and  place 
in  the  Library  of  this  Mouse,  any  Re- 
ports which  may  be  issued  by  that  de- 
partment; and,  further,  if  (to  make 
such  Reports  of  practical  value)  he  will 
procure  them  as  soon  as  possible  after 
publication,  and  give  such  notice  of 
their  receipt  as  wiU  make  them  readily 
available  for  consultation  ?      

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
time  which  elapsed  in  the  publication  of 
the  Reports  was  owing  partly  to  their 
contaimng  a  laree  quantity  of  statistical 
tables,  and  paruy  to  a  wish  expressed 
by  "hlis,  Drummond,  the  Secretary  of 
Legation,  to  see  and  revise  the  text  be- 
fore they  were  published.  Steps  will 
be  taken  to  insure  as  speedy  publication 
as  possible  in  future.  I  have  also  ar- 
ranged that  copies  of  the  Reports  of  the 
Bureau  of  Agriculture  at  Washington 
shall  be  obtiuned  and  placed  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  immediately  on 
their  publication ;  but  I  do  not  exactly 
see  wnat  notice  could  be  given  of  their 
having  been  placed  there. 

Mb.  R.H.  PAGET  said,  that  as  he  oould 
not  obtain  the  information  he  required, 
he  would,  on  going  into  Supply,  move^ 

"  That,  in  Tiew  of  the  increaiing  competitioii 
to  which  the  farmen  of  the  United  Kingdom 
are  exposed,  it  18  the  duty  of  the  State  to  afford 
them  early  information  with  regard  to  probaUe 
agricultural  imports ;  and  that,  in  the  opinion 
of  this  House,  it  is  neoessarv  that  a  Department 
of  Agriculture  should  be  forthwith  formed  at 
the  Board  of  Trade;  that  such  department 
should  be  charged  with  the  special  duty  of  ob- 
taining agricultural  statistics  and  reports  from 
Foreign  Countries,  as  well  as  from  our  Indian 
and  Colonial  Dependencies ;  and  that  such  in- 
fonnation  should  be  regularly  published  from 
time  to  time,  with  the  least  possible  delay.*' 
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riflk  of  aoddental  injury  to  persons  un- 
connected with  the  riotSy  by  the  use  of 
long  range  bullets,  might  be  avoided. 
The  fact  which  mainly  caused  this  issue 
was  that  it  very  imfortunately  happened 
that  at  Lurgan,  in  a  case  where  a  riot 
occurred,  some  innocent  persons  were 
injured. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  I  agree  with  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  is  not  de- 
sirable that  Questions  should  be  altered 
after  having  been  placed  on  the  Paper. 
The  reason  I  altered  the  Question  is  that 
it  is  my  strong  impression  that  I  gave 
Notice  of  it  as  I  have  asked  it ;  but  I 
cannot  be  sure  of  that,  as  my  Question 
was  written  under  my  directions,  and 
not  by  myself. 


AEMT    (AUrnJABY    FORCES)— ADJU- 
TANTS OF  MILITIA  AND  YEOMANRY. 

Viscount  EMLYN  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Why  Adjutants 
of  Militia  are  not  allowed  to  participate 
in  the  permanent  retirement  granted  to 
Adjutants  of  Volunteers  by  the  Boyal 
Warrant  of  the  29th  of  October  1879, 
considering  that  Adjutants  of  Militia 
and  Volunteers,  under  the  designation 
of  Adjutants  of  Auxiliary  Forces,  have 
hitherto  had  the  same  permanent  re- 
tirement, the  last  Boyal  Warrant  in 
which  both  are  included  being  dated  as 
recently  as  the  6th  of  April  1878? 

Mb.  CHILDEES  :  When  I  came  to 
the  War  Office  I  found  the  question  to 
which  the  noble  Lord's  inquiry  refers 
under  discussion,  and  we  took  it  up 
without  delay.  It  has  now  been  de- 
cided, with  the  concurrence  of  the  Trea- 
sury, that  Adjutants  of  Militia  and 
Yeomanry  appointed  before  February, 
1871,  should  have  the  same  terms  of  re- 
tirement as  Adjutants  of  Volunteers. 

STATE  OF  IRELAND— THE  ROYAL 
IRISH  CONSTABITLARY. 

Mr.  PABNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretanrto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
WhelJ^er  it  is  true  that  buck  shot,  in 
addition  to  the  ordinary  ball  cartridge, 
has  been  or  is  to  be  served  out  to  tiie 
Boyal  Lish  Constabulary ;  and,  whether 
this  new  police  ammunition  has  been 
adopted  in  view  of  threatened  agrarian 
evictions  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  .  Sir,  I  am  in- 
formed  on  inquiry  that  a  limited  number 
of  buckshot  cartridges  has  been  issued 
to  the  Constabulary  in  addition  to  ball 
cartridges.  I  see  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  altered  his  Question.  It  was  ori- 
ginally to  ask  if  the  new  police  am- 
munition has  been  adopted  in  view  of 
"threatened  agrarian  disturbances  in 
Ireland ;"  but  he  has  now  altered  it  to 
evictions.  I  must  make  this  remark — 
that  it  is  generally  desirable  to  adhere 
to  the  terms  of  the  Question  put  on  the 
Paper.  This  issue  of  buckshot  is  not  on 
account  of  agrarian  disturbances  or  of 
evictions;  but  because  it  was  the  opinion 
of  the  authorities  that  if  ever — and  I 
most  sincerely  trust  it  will  never  occur 
in  my  time — it  mav  unfortunately  be- 
come necessary  for  the  Police  to  fire,  the 


TREATY  OF  BERLIN— ROMAN  CATHO- 
LICS IN  MONTENEGRO. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Maj'esty's  Go- 
vernment have  received  any  information 
as  to  the  alleged  infractions  of  Article  27 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  in  the  case  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  inhabitants  of  An- 
tuari,  a  district  ceded  to  Montenegro  by 
the  above  Treaty ;  that  the  said  Koman 
Catholics  have  been  ordered  to  send 
their  children  to  a  school  taught  by  a 
Ghreek ;  that  permission  to  open  a  church 
recently  constructed  has  been  withheld 
from  liiem;  and,  if  these  allegations 
prove  to  be  correct,  will  not  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  use  its  influence  to 
obtain  the  fulfilment  of  the  conditions 
upon  which  the  said  territory  was  ceded 
to  Montene^o  ?  

Sib  CHjI^LES  W.  DILKE  :  No  in- 
formation  has  reached  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  regard  to  the  alleged 
treatment  of  Boman  Catholics  in  any  of 
the  districts  ceded  to  Montenegro ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Charge  d' Affaires  will  be 
instructed  to  report  on  the  subject. 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  AND  HOSPITALS- 
CHRIST'S  HOSPITAL. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  If  the  Charity 
Commissioners  have  prepared,  or  have 
in  course  of  preparation,  a  scheme  for 
the  government  of  Christ's  Hospital 
under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts  1869 
and  1876;  and,  if  he  can  state  when 
that  scheme  will  be  presented  foir  tl^e 
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consideration  of  the  Governors  in  order 
that  they  may  have  a  full  and  early  op- 
portunity of'  carrying  out  the  recom- 
mendations made  by  the  Royal  Com- 
mission in  1877? 

Mk.  MUNDELLA:  I  am  informed, 
by  the  Charity  Commissioners  that  they 
have  for  some  time  past  had  a  scheme 
in  preparation,  that  it  is  now  nearly 
ready,  and  will  shortly  be  in  the  hands 
of  the  Governors  and  the  public. 


INSPECTORS  OF   FACTORIES   AND 
WORKSHOPS— TRADE  SOCIETIES. 

MR.BEOADHURST  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  it  is  any  part  of  tne  duty  of 
the  Chief  Inspector  of  Factories  and 
Workshops,  or  of  the  Assistant  Inspec- 
tors acting  under  him,  to  report  on  and 
criticise  the  rules  and  the  action  of  trade 
societies,  as  has  been  done  on  pp.  28  to 
37  in  the  Report  for  1879,  when  such 
rules  and  action  do  not  in  any  way  in- 
terfere with  the  administration  of  the 
Factories  and  Workshops  Act;  and,  if 
it  is  no  part  of  their  duty,  whetiier 
he  will  t^e  steps  to  prevent  the  pub- 
lication in  future  Beports  of  state- 
ments and  opinions  hostile  to  trade 
unions  given  oy  employers  and  others, 
to  which  statements  and  opinions  the 
societies  have  no  corresponoing  means 
of  reply? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  it  had  always  been  the  cus- 
tom for  the  Inspectors  of  Factories  to 
report  upon  the  causes  affecting  the 
condition  of  trades,  and  in  the  dis- 
chai^e  of  that  duty  it  was  simply  im- 
possible altogether  to  avoid  reference  to 
the  circumstances  affecting  the  conduct 
both  of  employers  and  employed.  K 
this  were  done  with  an  evident  preju- 
dice on  either  side,  it  would  obviously 
be  very  objectionable.  As  far  as  he 
had  been  able  to  judge  from  the  Keport 
referred  to,  that  did  not  appear  to  have 
been  the  case.  Whilst,  on  the  one 
hand,  the  Report  referred  to  the  un- 
favourable effect  of  trade  rules  on  the 
glass  trade,  the  Report  also  reflected 
upon  the  imurious  effects  of  the  truck 
system.  He  should  say  that  in  those 
Reports,  as  far  as  possible,  controver- 
sial matters  should  oe  avoided;  but  in 
the  present  case  he  saw  no  ground  for 
imputing  improper  bias. 

Jfff  W.  iST.  JarM% 


MERCANTILE  MARINE— WRECKS  AND 
CASUALTIES— OFFICIAL  INQUIRIES. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  he  has  read  a  state- 
ment which  was  published  by  Mr. 
Samuel  Flimsoll,  lately  a  Member  of 
this  House,  in  the  ''Times "  newspaper 
of  the  17th  inst.  and  which  is  in  the 
terms  following : — 

"  It  should  be  widely  known  that,  although 
in  the  fiye  years  ending  with  June  last,  670  ships 
went  to  the  bottom,  each  with  every  soul  on 
board,  only  in  eight  cases  was  an  inquiry  insti- 
tuted by  the  Board  of  Trade,  although  Uie  men 
drowned  numbered  6,469.  In  the  last  three 
years  there  were  only  three  inquiries  in  340 
cases } 

whether  these  570  ships  were  employed 
in  trading  from  the  united  Kingdom ; 
or  whether  they  include  fishing  vessels, 
and  also  ships  trading  between  Foreign 
Countries  and  British  Colonies,  but  not 
trading  to  or  from  the  United  Kingdom ; 
whether  it  is  the  fact  that,  during  the 
last  three  years,  only  three  official  in- 
quiries have  been  held  in  340  cases  of 
shipwrecks  and  other  casualties;  and, 
whether  to  remove  all  doubts,  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  this  House  a  state- 
ment showing  the  number  of  official 
inquiries  of  all  sorts  held  into  wrecks 
and  casualties  during  the  last  seven 
years ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  reason 
to  believe  that  the  officers  in  his  De- 
partment whose  duty  it  is  to  order  in- 
quiries, and  select  oases  for  inquiry, 
have  failed  in  their  duty  owing  to 
inefficiency,  negligence,  corruption,  or 
otherwise. 

Mr.  chamberlain  :  I  have  read 
the  statement  referred  to.  It  is  true  that 
in  the  five  years  ending  in  June  last, 
670  British  vessels  were  reported  to  the 
Board  of  Trade  as  missing,  and  that  in- 
quiries were  instituted  in  eight  of  these 
cases  only.  It  is  also  true  that  in  the 
last  three  years  340  vessels  were  re- 
ported as  missing,  and  that  inquiries 
were  instituted  in  three  cases  only. 
These  vessels  were  not  all  simply  em- 
ployed in  trading  from  the  United  King- 
dom ;  they  include  fishing  vessels,  Eng- 
lish and  Colonial ;  they  include  Colonial 
vessels,  and  they  include  British  vessels, 
English  and  Colonial,  trading  between 
ports  out  of  the  United  Kingdom.  The 
total  number  of  judicial  inquiries  into 
shipwrecks  of  all  kinds  dunn|^  tiie  last 
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three  years  has  been  1,024.  Full  par- 
ticulars of  all  such  inquiries  will  be 
laid  before  the  Committee  on  Merchant 
Shipping  now  sitting,  and  of  the  method 
of  instituting  them  ;  and  for  this  reason 
I  do  not  think  it  necessary  to  lay  the 
same  particulars  before  the  House  at  the 
present  time.  The  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment did  early  in  last  year  urge  the  in- 
stitution of  further  inquiries  into  the 
losses  of  certain  missing  vessels ;  and 
the  result  shows  that,  notwithstanding 
the  difficulties  of  holding  an  inquiry 
when  all  the  eye  witnesses  have  perished, 
inquiries  can,  in  some  cases,  be  neld  with 
much  advantage.  But  I  have  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  officers  in  the  Depart- 
ment, whose  dutv  it  is  to  order  inquiries 
or  select  cases  for  inquiry,  have  failed 
in  their  duty  owing  to  inefficiency,  negli- 
gence, or  corruption. 

CRIMINAL   LAW— CASE   OF    SOLOMON 

NATHAN. 

Mb.  THOBOLD  BOGEBS  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  following  circum- 
stances : — On  June  8th  Solomon  Nathan, 
a  ticket  of  leave  man,  was  convicted  at 
the  Surrey  Sessions  of  stealing  thirteen 
shillings  and  sevenpence  from  the  person 
of  Henry  Moore,  of  Woodside.  and  that 
thereupon  the  convict  was  sentenced  to 
twenty  years'  penal  servitude,  with  the 
addition  of  the  unexpired  two  years  on 
his  ticket  of  leave,  by  Mr.  Hardman, 
the  chairman  of  the  quarter  sessions ; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  inquire  into 
all  the  circTimstances  of  the  case  ? 

Sib  WnJJAM  HABCOUBT,  in  re- 
ply,  said,  he  had  addressed  an  inquiry  to 
the  Chairman  of  the  Surrey  Sessions 
(Mr.  Hardman),  and  his  reply  was  to 
the  effect  that  the  convict  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted  for  felony  in  1856,  and 
sentenced  to  two  months'  imprisonment 
1858,  three  months;  1859,  12  months 
1860,  six  months;  1861,  one  month 
1863,  six  years'  penal  servitude;  and 
1871,  10  years'  penal  servitude  and  seven 
years'  police  supervision.  The  convict 
was  well  known  as  a  thief,  and  was 
never  known  to  earn  his  living  honestly. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  BEER  DUTY. 

Mb.  STOBEB  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  under  sub- 
section 3  of  Clause  33  of  the  Customs 


and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  only  farmers 
whose  house  and  farm  lands  not  exceed- 
ing the  annual  value  of  £20  are  to  be 
exempt  from  duty  on  beer  brewed  at 
home ;  and,  whether  he  will  not  allow 
all  persons  brewing  solely  for  agricul- 
tural purposes  a  like  exemption  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said, 
that  with  respect  to  the  farmers,  as  with 
respect  to  all  other  persons,  it  was  un- 
doubtedly true  that  only  farmers  whose 
land,  house,  and  farm  lands  were  under  the 
annual  value  of  £20  were  to  be  exempt 
firom  duty  on  beer  brewed  at  home.  He 
did  not  think  it  possible  to  allow  a 
general  exemption  to  all  persons  brew- 
ing solely  for  agricultural  purposes.  It 
would  be  impossible  to  grant  an  exemp- 
tion for  persons  brewing  for  ag^cultural 
labourers  without  g^nting  a  similar 
exemption  to  persons  brewing  for  manu- 
facturing labourers. 

PARLL^tENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS— 
THE  LAND  BILLS. 

Sib  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  the  Government  can  hold  out 
any  hope  that  they  will  give  facilities 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Settled  Land 
Bill  and  the  Conveyancing  and  Law  of 
Property  Bill  in  the  present  Session  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
would  be  glad  to  give  facilities ;  but  he 
did  not  see  his  way  to  giving  any  pro- 
mise on  thesubjectat  present.  He  did  not 
say  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to  c^ve 
facilities  before  the  end  of  the  Session; 
but  he  could  hold  out  no  hope  of  doing 
so  at  an  early  date. 

COMPENSATION     FOR     DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL.— POOR  LAW  UNIONS. 

LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
asked  the  Chief  Secretly  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  any  of 
the  Poor  Law  Unions  set  forth  in  Sche- 
dule (D)  of  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance (Ireland)  Bill,  were  not  sche- 
duled as  distressed  Unions  by  the  Local 
Government  Board  prior  to  the  29th  of 
February  last;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  name  them ;  and,  whether  such 
Poor  Law  Unions  will  be  entitled  to  all 
the  other  exceptional  privileges  accorded 
by  the  Legislature  and  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  to  distressed  Unions  ? 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  All  the  Poop 
Law  Unions  scheduled  in  Schedule  D 
of  the  Bill  referred  to  by  the  noble  Lord 
were  scheduled  before  the  29th  of  Feb- 
ruary last.  No  distressed  Union  has 
been  scheduled  since  that  date. 

CATTLE— IMPORTATION  OF  FOREIGN 

CATTLE. 

Mr.  PAGET  asked  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council,  If  his  attention  has  been 
called  to  a  paragraph  in  the  ''  Times  " 
of  the  21st  instant,  with  reference  to 
gross  cruelty  said  to  have  been  practised 
on  Foreign  cattle  landed  at  Birkenhead ; 
and,  if  he  will  desire  full  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  matter,  and  cause  direc- 
tions to  be  issued  to  the  Veterinaiy  In- 
spectors of  the  Privy  Council  to  prose- 
cute the  offenders  in  all  such  cases  ? 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  :  The  attention  of 
the  Privy  Council  was  called  to  the 
paragraph  in  The  TtmsB  respecting  the 
cruel  treatment  of  foreign  cattle,  and 
the  Veterinary  Department  immediately 
telegraphed  to  the  Inspector  of  the  Privy 
Council  at  Birkenhead  for  information. 
The  Inspector  reported  on  the  facts; 
but  as  there  had  been  a  successful 
prosecution  of  the  offender,  the  Privy 
Council  considered  it  unnecessary  to  take 
any  further  steps.  Whenever  such  a 
case  is  reported  by  the  Inspectors  of  the 
Privy  Council,  a  communication  is  made 
to  the  Society  for  the  Prevention  of 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  who  are  willing  to 
perform  the  valuable  service  of  insti- 
tuting a  prosecution  where  there  appears 
to  be  good  grounds. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPRESENTATION- 
BOROUGH  OF  NORTHAMPTON. 

Mr.  mac  IVER  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  seeing  that 
the  Borough  of  Northampton  contains 
a  considerably  smaller  number  of  elec- 
tors than  the  Borough  of  Birkenhead, 
which  is  represented  by  one  Member 
only,  the  Government  will  consider  the 
desirability  of  at  once  bring^s^  in  a 
short  measure  for  the  partitu  £sfran- 
chisement  of  Northampton,  and  for  ac- 
cording an  additional  Member  to  Birken- 
head ?  He  wished  to  add  that  he  had 
received  a  telefl;ram  stating  that  the 
population  of  Birkenhead,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  was  between  90,000  and 
95,000. 


Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  the  Govern- 
ment have  no  intention  whatever  of 
considering  the  subject. 

NEWFOUNDLAND— MINING 
OPERATIONS. 

Captain  AYLMEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  the  orders  given  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Newfoundland,  in  1870  or 
1871,  to  prevent  the  opening  of  mines 
on  the  east  shore  of  the  island  are  still 
in  force ;  and,  if  so,  whether,  consider- 
ing the  advisability  of  encouraging  the 
development  of  mining  enterpnses  and 
other  industries  in  our  Colonies,  he  will 
take  steps  to  have  such  order  rescinded  ? 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF:    The    Orders 

given  in  1869,  which  modified  certain 
rders  of  1866,  are  still  in  force.  These 
Orders  prohibit  mining  operations  within 
half  a  mile  of  high- water  mark  in  certain 
districtsof  Newfoundland,  over  the  strand 
of  which  the  French  Government  has 
ancient  rights.  Unless  and  until  some 
final  agreement  about  these  rights  shall 
have  been  come  to.  Her  Majesty's  pre- 
sent Advisers  do  not  see  their  way  to 
depart  from  the  policy  which  has  been 
pursued  with  reference  to  this  matter  by 
all  their  Predecessors  for  many  years. 

TURKEY  AND  GREECB-MILITAEY 

FORCES. 

Mr.  OTWAY  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  ^vemment  have 
information  that  Ahmed  Mukhtar  Pacha 
has  been  appointed  to  the  command  of 
the  Ottoman  Forces  in  European  Tur- 
key; whether  they  are  informed  as  to 
the  amount  of  the  Ottoman  Force  in 
Macedonia  and  the  parts  of  Turkish 
territory  adjoining;  whether  there  is 
reason  to  believe  that  it  amounts  to 
80,000  men  or  thereabouts ;  and,  whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
anv  information  as  to  the  amount  of 
military  force  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Greek  Government  ?  

Sm  CHARLES  W.  DILKE :  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  have  no  such  infor- 
mation about  Mukhtar  Pasha.  As  far 
as  we  know,  he  is  still  V ali  of  the  Vilayet 
of  Monastir,  and  has  the  command  of 
the  troops  in  that  district.  We  cannot 
state  precisely  what  is  the  amount  of  the 
Ottoman  Force  in  Macedonia  and  the 
adjoining  territory;    but  we  have  no 
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reason  to  belieyethat  it  amoimtsto  any- 
thing like  the  number  mentioned  in  the 
hon.  Member's  Question.  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  have  confidential  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  Military  Forces 
of  most  of  the  European  Powers ;  but 
it  is  of  a  kind  which  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  make  public. 

ABMY— MEDALS  FOB  THE  CAPE  FRON- 
TIER WAR,  1877-8,  AND  THE  ZULU 
WAR,  1879. 

Lord  HENET  SCOTT  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  Whether,  see- 
ing that  the  senior  officers  who  took 
part  in  the  Cape  Frontier  War  of  1877-8, 
and  in  the  Zulu  War  of  1879,  have  been 
rewarded  for  their  services,  he  is  able 
to  announce  that  the  Gbyemment  will 
issue  medals  for  the  above-mentioned 
campaigns,  as  a  means  of  recognizing 
the  services  of  the  junior  officers,  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  men  ;  and,  if 
80,  how  soon  the  issue  may  be  expected  ? 

Ma.  CBHiDEBS :  In  answer  to  the 
noble  Lord,  I  have  to  say  that  conflict- 
ing opinions  have  been  expressed  as  to 
the  design  for  the  medal  for  the  South 
African  campaigns;  but  this  has  now 
been  settled,  and  the  medals  will  be 
struck  at  once.  Of  the  regiments  con- 
cerned, those  on  Home  service  will  be 
able  to  prepare  their  rolls  of  names  in 
about  three  weeks;  but  a  longer  time 
will  be  necessarily  required  as  regards 
corps  abroad.  The  distribution  will  be 
made  as  fast  as  the  names  can  be  en- 
graved on  the  medals  after  the  rolls 
shall  have  been  severally  received  and 
approved.  I  understand  that  the  delay 
wluch  has  hitherto  occurred  in  the  issue 
of  medals  has  caused  great  dissatis- 
faction ;  and  I  may  state  that  a  plan  is 
now  being  considered  by  which,  I  hope, 
this  delay  will  be  greatly  reduced. 

FRANCE— FINANCIAL  MEASURES. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table,  before  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill  is  considered  in 
Committee,  a  statement  of  the  Duties 
proposed  to  be  levied  under  the  financial 
measures  now  before  the  French  Cham- 
bers, and  showing  their  effect,  either  by 
way  of  increase  or  decrease,  in  the  im- 
posts on  British  products  or  manufac- 
tures ;  and  also  a  statement  of  any  pro- 
posals to  grant  or  to  continue  bounties 


to  any  French  trade  or  manufacture,  to 
the  prejudice  of  foreign  competitors  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  by-a^d-by, 
when  we  come  to  the  Orders  of  the  Day, 
I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  on  the  Cus- 
toms and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill,  which 
will  bear  materially  on  the  inquiry  now 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentloman.  I 
am  afraid  it  would  be  impossible  to 
comply  literally  with  his  request,  or, 
indeed,  to  comply  with  it  to  the  extent 
of  laying  the  Ketums  on  the  Table  of 
the  House.  It  would  not  be  a  very  con- 
venient practice  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  this  House  Ketums  relating  to  the 
proceedings  of  foreign  Chambers.  There 
IS  one  objection  in  this  case — namely, 
that  these  proceedings  are  in  progress : 
they  are  not  in  any  fixed  form,  and  are 
fluctuating  and  changing  almost  from 
day  to  day.  Certain  duties  have  been 
fixed  by  the  French  Chamber ;  but  they 
are  now  in  the  course  of  modification  in 
the  French  Senate.  The  Foreign  Office 
are  in  the  habit  of  making  known,  as 
far  as  they  are  able,  to  parties  interested 
what  is  goin^  on  in  the  French  Legis- 
lature. I  thmk,  therefore,  under  the 
circumstances,  it  would  be  better  that 
reference  should  be  made  to  the  Foreign 
Office,  who  will  at  all  times  be  most 
willing  to  communicate  the  information, 
rather  than  that  we  should  mislead  the 
House  by  laying  on  the  Table  informa- 
tion which  would  appear  to  have  the 
character  of  being  permanent  when,  in 
fact,  it  is  not  so. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (IRE- 
LAND)—THE  REPORT. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  the  Beport 
of  the  Irish  Local  Gh)vemment  Board 
for  the  year  ending  31st  March,  1880, 
will  be  published ;  and,  whether  in  that 
or  in  some  other  way  he  will  place  be- 
fore the  House  such  information  as  to 
the  numbers  in  receipt  of  in-door  and 
out-door  relief,  and  the  total  amount 
and  poundage  of  the  rates  levied  in  the 
several  Irish  Unions,  as  would  show  the 
condition  of  the  country  in  this  respect 
durine  that  year,  and  up  to  the  latest 
possible  date,  as  compared  with  preced- 
ing vears? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER:  I  am  very 
anxious.  Sir,  that  the  Beport  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  should  be  in 
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the  HandB  of  Members  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible; and,  knowing  that  the  Beport 
itself  is  written,  I  made  inquiries  as  to 
why  it  was  not  presented.  I  found 
it  was  usual  to  have  an  Appendix,  which 
is  not  yet  ready.  I  thought  it  better, 
this  time,  not  to  wait  for  an  Appendix. 
The  Beport  contains  most  of  the  infor- 
mation required  by  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, and  he  will  be  aUe  to  find  the 
rest,  I  think,  in  the  Appendix.  If  not 
— and  if  he  will  let  me  Know  what  more 
he  wants  in  the  Appendix — ^I  shall  be 
glad  to  communicate  with  him. 

MOTIONS. 


MR.  BRADLATIGH.— RESOLUTION. 

Sir  STAPFOED  NOETHOOTE:  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime 
Minister  with  reference  to  what  took 
place  yesterday.  I  wish  to  ask,  Whe- 
ther the  Oovemment  intend  to  make 
or  submit  to  the  House  any  Motion; 
and,  if  so,  what  the  Motion  may  be, 
with  respect  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  Down  to  the 
present  moment — ^that  is  to  say,  within 
the  24  or  26  hours  which  have  elapsed 
since  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  committed — 
I  hare  not  felt  it  my  duty  to  bring 
the  matter  under  the  consideration  of 
my  Colleagues ;  and  I  have  not  any 
advice  to  tender  to  the  House  on  the 
subject. 

Sir  STAFFOBD  NOBTHOOTE: 
Under  these  circumstances,  Sir,  and 
having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Mo- 
tion for  the  committal  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  made  by  myself,  I  have  thought  I 
should  do  well  to  submit  to  the  House  a 
proposal  upon  this  subject.  I  wish  to 
say  in  a  few  words  what  was  the  mean- 
ing of  the  Motion  which  I  made  yester- 
day. It  was  not  made  in  a  vindictive 
spirit ;  but  it  was  made  for  the  double 
purpose  of  asserting  the  authority  of  the 
House  and  of  maintaining  the  order  of 
*lts  prooeedinffs.  The  authority  of  the 
House  had  been  questioned  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  who  denied  that  it  was 
legally  competent  for  the  House  to  do 
that  which  it  had  been  pleased  to  do, 
and  the  order  of  its  proceedings  was 
jeopardized  by  the  en^  and  re-entry 
of    that    Gentleman     after    he    had 
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been  removed  from  the  House.  It 
seemed  to  me  necessary  to  immediately 
assert  the  authority  of  the  House, 
and  to  maintain  its  order  by  the  Motion 
which  I  made,  and  which  the  House 
accepted.  That  object  has  been  accom- 
plished ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  is  neces- 
sary for  us  to  prolong  the  custody  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  seeing  that  these  objects 
have  been  effected.  I  cannot  say  what 
may  take  place  in  the  future ;  but  I  can 
hardly  assume  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
afber  having  raised  the  question  whicli 
he  desired  to  raise,  and  raised  it  in  a 
form  which  was  perfectly  clear  and  dis- 
tinct, would  again  take  any  stej^s  which 
would  put  the  House  to  inconve- 
nience. If  he  should  do  so,  of  course 
the  House  will  know  how  to  deal  with 
the  case.  The  Motion  which  I  wish  to 
submit  is  this — 

"That  this  House,  having  committed  Kr. 
Bradlaugh  to  the  custody  A  the  Serjeant  at 
Anns  on  account  of  his  disobedience  of  the 
Orders  of  the  House,  and  of  his  resistance  to  its 
authority,  and  having  thereby  supported  its 
Order  and  asserted  its  authority,  Mr.  Bradlaugh . 
be  discharged  from  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms." 

Mb.  LABOUOHEEE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  think  it  only  right,  in  order  that  there 
may  be  no  misconception  on  the  matter, 
to  say  that  I  understand  from  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh that  should  he  be  released  under 
these  conditions  he  will  at  once  return  to 
the  House,  and  do  what  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter, the  Colleagues  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
the  present  Attorney  General,  and  the 
late  Attorney  General  say  that  he  has  an 
absolute  legal  right  to  do.  I  am  not 
g^ing  further  to  interfere  in  this  debate 
— if  there  be  a  debate — or  to  dispute  the 
proposal  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
nas  just  made.  But  I  think  it  well  that 
I  should  state  to  the  House  what  will 
occur.  I  have  thought  that  it  was  due 
to  the  House,  and  it  is  also  due  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  to  state  this,  in  order  that 
there  may  be  no  supposition  that  there  is 
any  understanding  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  that  he  will  not  do  that  which 
he  claims  he  has  an  absolutely  lesal 
right  to  do,  and  which  it  is  his  duty  to  do. 

Mr.  GOBST:  After  what  we  have 
just  heard  I  think  we  ought  to  have 
some  statement  from  the  Leader  of  the 
House.  The  sitting  Member  for  North- 
ampton has  told  us  that  in  the  event  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  being  released  from  cus- 
tody he  will  come  forward  and  pursue  a 
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what  is  the  best  way  of  meeting  the 
views  of  Parliament  and  of  the  trade. 
But  then  the  proposal  is  open  to  this  ob- 
jection— that  we  can  obtam  no  positive 
assurance  from  the  French  Gbvemment. 
The  proceedings  of  that  Gbvemment 
may  be  much  delayed  and  may  lead  to 
too  long  a  period  of  uncertainty  in  the 
trade,  to  the  great  disadvantage  of  those 
engaged  in  that  trade,  as  well  as  to  the 
consumers  of  the  country  and  the  Be- 
venue.  I  had  some  hope  that  I  might 
have  been  able  to  collect  the  judgment 
of  Parliament  with  regard  to  the  Wine 
Duties  in  a  definitive  form,  and  yet  to 
have  been  able  to  proceed  witn  the 
French  Government  so  as  to  settle  the 
whole  matter  after  a  very  short  post- 
ponement, and  I  named  the  15th  of 
August.  I  am,  however,  sorry  to  say 
that  I  can  hardly  now  entertain  that 
hope.  I  do  not  think  we  shall  be  able 
to  conclude  an  arrangement  with  the 
French  Government  or  any  other  Go- 
vernment on  the  subject  of  the  Wine 
Duties  on  such  conditions  as  to  take  effect 
before  the  15th  of  August.  I  am  very 
unwilling  to  ask  the  Mouse  to  prolong 
that  term,  because  the  prolongation  tends 
to  uncertainty  and  partial  paralysis  in 
the  Bevenue.  I  think,  in  the  circum- 
stances, that  the  most  convenient  course 
to  adopt  is  to  invite  and  welcome  dis- 
ctission  in  this  House,  as  I  have  wel- 
comed free  communication  from  the 
trade.  There  is  very  general  advantage 
in  our  obtaining  the  best  information  as 
to  the  proper  mode  of  proceeding  when 
we  come  to  reduce  the  Wine  Duties ;  and 
I  shall  not  grudge  having  submitted  this 
proposal  to  the  House  if  I  am  able  to 
gather  such  authority  and  information 
on  the  subject  that  the  Government  shall 
feel  itself  in  the  condition,  in  dealing 
with  France,  that  they  are  proceeding 
on  safe  ground.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
there  is  in  this  House,  as  there  is  in 
this  country,  a  difference  of  opinion  upon 
an  important  question  connected  with 
the  structure  of  the  wine  tariff.  I  have 
submitted  to  the  House  that  course 
which  I  believed  to  be  decidedly  the  best, 
the  most  calctdated  to  promote  the  free- 
dom of  trade,  and  the  most  conducive  to 
the  ultimate  convenience  and  advantage 
of  the  trader.  But  transitions  in  trade 
are  rarely  agreeable  to  those  they  imme- 
diately affect,  and  no  doubt  I  must  make 
two  admissions.  In  the  first  place, 
there  are  some  arguments  to  be  urged  in 


favour  of  a  different  mode  of  construct- 
ing the  tariff ;  and,  in  the  second  place, 
we  must  look  in  this  matter  not  ex- 
clusively to  abstract  arguments  but  to 
the  convenience  of  all  paj*tie8,  and  to  the 
sense  and  opinion  they  entertain  about 
their  own  convenience.    The  two  modes 
of  proceeding  to  which  I  referred  are 
these.    By  one  of  them  the  tariff  was 
constructed  principally  in  the  manner 
given  in  the  Bill — ^that  is,  by  a  duty 
varying  with  each  degree  of  alcoholic 
strength  of  the  wine  ;   and  the  other 
would  be  by  what  I  should  call  a  tariff 
of  steps,  not  varying  with  each  degree 
of  strength  of   wine,  but  constructed 
more  like  the  tariff  of  1860  as  it  origi- 
nally appeared,  when  we  had  three  or 
four  different  rates  of  duty,  and  wines 
were  divided  into  classes  with  steps  in 
the  duty.    I  shall,  before  the  time  for 
eoing  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  en- 
deavour to  arrive  at  the  best  judgment 
in  our  power  as  to  the  choice  between 
those  two  methods  of  proceeding.    I  find 
there  is  a  great  difference  of  opinion 
among  the  trade  on  the  subj  ect ;  out  I 
shall  regard  it  as  being  my  duty  to  put 
an  end  to  all  uncertainty  in  the  matter  at 
a  very  early  date.    I  have  scarcely  any 
expedition  now  of  being  able  to  con- 
clude the  matter  by  the  15th  of  August ; 
and  unless,  in  the  course  of  a  week  or 
10  days,  I  find  reason  to  change  that 
opinion,  I  shall  not  ask  the  House  to 
enact  at  present  the  alterations  I  have 
suggested,  but  rather  look  to  the  course 
which  I  have  now    indicated  as    one 
which  would  probably  be  preferred  by 
the  French  Government — ^tnat  is  to  say, 
that  we  should  negotiate  in  the  autumn, 
that  we  should  then  arrive  at  a  con- 
clusion which  we  might  present  to  Par- 
liament, say,  in  the  month  of  January, 
without  any  prolonged  agitation  or  un- 
certainty.   But  it  is  quite  evident  that 
if  I  am  to  look  forward  to  that  mode  of 
proceeding,  it  is  very  desirable  that  I 
should  be  well  acquainted  with  the  opi- 
nions both  of  Gentlemen  of  authority 
who  sit  in  this  House  and  of  members 
of  the  trade,  in  order  that  in  our  ar- 
rangements   with    France    and    other 
countries  we  may  not  run  the  risk  of 
going  wide  of  the  general  expectation 
and  views  that  may  be  entertained  by 
the  most  competent  judges.     Some  ad- 
vantage will  be  derived  by  the  Revenue 
from  nie  postponement  for  four  or  five 
months   of  this  change  in  the  Wine 
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this  subject,  wliich  I  say  has  been  dis- 
cussed already  usque  ad  nauseam,  I  feel 
it  my  duty  to  say  that  this  subject  has 
been  inflamed,  and  that  controversy  has 
been  provoked  on  it  in  the  sacred  name 
of  religion,  but  really  for  selfish  and 
purely  Party  purposes.  I  was  one  of 
those  who  took  particular  pleasure  in 
the  united  action  of  the  Leaders  on  both 
sides  at  the  very  first  stage  of  this  con- 
troversy; but  I  have  not  been  able  to 
ascertain  why  the  Leaders  parted  com- 
pany in  dealing  with  this  delicate  ques- 
tion subsequenuy,  and  why  Gentlemen — 
I  will  not  say  of  no  responsibility,  but 
from  their  position  in  the  House  of  no 
official  responsibility  in  either  Party — 
were  allowed  to  engage  in  the  treatment 
of  this  question  in  such  a  manner  that 
we  have  already  lost  several  days.  We 
have  waited  for  the  deliberations  of  two 
Select  Committees ;  and  I  undertake  to 
say  that,  as  &r  as  a  conscientious  assent 
to  any  given  proposition  on  the  subject  is 
concerned,  we  are  just  as  much  disunited 
as  we  were  on  the  very  first  day  that  we 
rejected  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  claim  to  make 
an  Affirmation.  Now,  I  rise  simply  for 
the  purpose  of  imploring  hon.  Members 
who  have  influence  in  the  House  of 
Commons  not  to  do  anything  that  will 
continue  a  controversy  which  must  be 
scandalous,  and  which  must  reflect  seri- 
ously on  the  dignity  and  character  of  this 
Assembly.  With  some  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  political  opinions  I  sympathize. 
I  s^pa^e  wi/him  beoaiL  f  know 
he  hfUB  been  friendly  to  my  coimtry. 
But  his  friendship  for  Lreland  would 
never  influence  me  a  hair's  breadth  in 
straining  the  law  to  admit  him  to  this 
House ;  neither  would  I  be  influenced  a 
hair's  breadth  to  obstruct  his  admission 
to  this  House.  I,  therefore,  was  one  of 
those  Members  who  looked  to  the  two 
Select  Committees,  in  the  appointment 
of  which  I  assisted,  to  enable  me  to  give 
a  rational  decision  on  this  delicate  ques- 
tion. I  am  sorry  to  say  that,  as  the 
Committees  have  contradicted  one  an- 
other, I  have  derived  no  assistance  what- 
ever from  their  deliberations.  I  declined, 
therefore,  to  accept  the  responsibility  of 
voting  one  way  or  the  other  on  the  vital 
question  which  was  brought  to  a  decision 
on  Tueeday  evening  last,  and  on  the 
equally  important  question  of  the  im- 
prisonment of  Mr.  Bradlangh  which 
was  submitted  yesterday.  But  now  we 
have  reached  this  stage^that  the  Leader 
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of  the  Opposition,  whom  certainly  I 
cannot  congratulate  on  any  attempt  he 
may  have  made  to  suppress  heated  feel- 
ings in  reference  to  this  matter — on  the 
contrary,  I  deplore  the  efforts  which  have 
been  made,  notably  on  this  (the  Opposi- 
tion) side  of  the  House,  to  make  this 
ugly  and  disagreeable  question  as  ugly 
and  disag^eaole  as  possible — now  that 
a  Motion  has  been  placed  before  the 
House,  which  is  another  temptation 
thrown  in  our  path,  I  appeal  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  respect  the  sanctity  of 
the  principles  which  have  been  invoked 
in  this  controversy  not  to  drag  the  House 
of  Commons  again  into  the  questions 
which  have  been  submitted  to  our  con- 
sideration. I  protest,  as  a  Christian 
man,  against  the  House  being  made 
an  advertising  medium  for  any  politician 
who  may  wish  to  affect  a  superior  interest 
in  religion,  which  he  has  no  right  to 
claim  over  me  or  any  other  Member,  or 
an  advertising  medium  for  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  and  his  friends,  as  it  would  un- 
questionably if  this  controversy  were 
needlessly  protracted.  Should  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  a^in  present  himself  at  the  Bar 
of  the  Bouse  I  need  hardly  say  I  am 
not  competent  to  offer  him  or  his  friends 
advice ;  but  I  trust  that  if  he  be  liberated 
by  the  Besolution  of  the  House  he  will 
not  adopt  any  such  course.  I  venture 
to  say  so  because  I  think  it  would  be  a 
futile  course.  If  this  House,  by  Besolu- 
tion, has  the  right  legally  to  imprison 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ror  disobeying  its  orders 
it  can  also  adopt  a  milder  course  of 
punishment,  and  can  instruct  its  officers 
at  the  door  to  prevent  his  admission.  I 
am  of  opinion  uiat  no  word  or  act  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  has,  in  the  slightest  degree, 
affected  his  original  title  to  sit  as  a 
Member  of  this  Assembly.  That  title 
is  unimpaired ;  and  if  he  is  not  satisfied 
with  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— as  we  know  he  is  not — ^then  his 
rational,  straightforward,  and  obvious 
course  is  to  appeal  against  the  decision 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  the  Courts 
of  Law  outside,  from  which,  by  his  own 
acknowledgment,  he  has  never  failed  in 
obtaining  justice.  If  this  course  is 
adopted  by  him  and  supported  by  his 
friends  we  shall  be  relieved  from  a 
repetition  of  the  very  unpleasant  scenes 
we  have  witnessed  from  tiie  beginning ; 
and  I  appeal  to  influential  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  to  accept,  with- 
out a  protracted  discussion,  the  Motion 
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mit  we  are  not  entitled  to  make  any 
suoh  addition  to  the  Bevenne  as  they 
preeome  we  should  be  making  by  levy- 
ing on  the  same  quantiiy  of  material  a 
yery  considerably  nigher  tax,  while  we 
profess  to  be  levying  a  tax  which  it  is 
worth  their  while  to  pay  in  consideration 
of  their  relief  from  the  Malt  Duty  and 
its  accompaniments — ^the  only  exception 
to  that  being  that  the  turn  in  cases  of 
this    kind   is  very    properly  given  in 
favour    of  the  Kevenue.      There    are 
various  points  on  which  I  desire  it  to  be 
known  we  do  intend  to  make  certain 
concessions  to  the  brewery  trade,  be- 
cause they  have    satisfied  us  a  larger 
produce  will  be  obtained  from  a  quarter 
of  malt  than  we  had,  with  our  former 
information,  felt  justified  in  reckoning. 
Something  in  the  direction  demanded 
by  the  brewers  may  be  freely  accorded 
by  the  Government,  and  without  any 
fear  of  damaging  the  computations  of 
Hevenue  we  have  heretofore,  laid  before 
the  House.    The    technical  form  that 
the  change  will  take  will  be  an  aug- 
mentation of  the  figure  indicated  in  the 
Resolutions  and  the  Bill,  for  the  mea- 
sure of  fermenting  liquid  when  it  is  in 
the  fermenting  vats  or  squares.    As  to 
the  degree  at  which  the  specific  gravity 
should  be  taken  I  wish  to  withhold  judg- 
ment ;  but  the  view  with  which  we  sh^ 
piirsue  our  inquiries  will  be  to  fulfil  in 
spirit  the  assurances  given  to  the  House 
when  the  Besolutions  were  originally 
submitted  to  it,    and  to    observe  the 
general  rules    of   equity  towards   the 
trade.    Besides  some  augmentation  in 
the  figure  which  we  are  going  to  adopt 
as  the  standard  of  specific  c^avity,  there 
is  another  important  head  upon  which 
we  are  also  going  to  make  an  iniportant 
concession  to  the  trade.    The  Bill,  as 
it  originally  stood,  provided  that  an  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  the  brewer 
as  regarded  the  contents  of  his  ferment- 
ing squares  of  a    maximum  of  4  per 
cent  for  waste — ^that  is  to  say,  for  a 
positive    diminution  of  the  liquor  be- 
fore it  became  a  merchantable  article. 
Now,  no  doubt  the  waste  in  a  brewing 
establishment  will  justify,  and  even  in 
equity  require,  the  enlargement  of  that 
allowance;    and  instead  of  making  an 
allowance  limited   to  the   maximum  of 
4  per  cent  we  are  disposed  to  make  a 
uniform  allowance,  and  we  shall  pro- 
bably fix  that  allowance  as  high  as  6 
per  cent.    The  third  alteration  is  con- 


sequent on  those  changes,  and  it  involves 
so  much  of  a  technical  character,  and 
has  reference  so  much  to  the  exceed- 
ingly varying  position  of  the  brewing 
process  in  the  different  breweries  of  the 
country,  that  I  wUl  not  enter  into  de- 
tails, and  will  only  say  there  should  be 
augmentation  in  the  limit  of  variation 
allowed  on  what  is  called  the  presump- 
tive charge,  or  the  charge  upon  the 
materials  used  in  brewing.  There  is  a 
fourth  point,  which  is  simple  in  its  cha- 
racter. The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  leaves  it 
in  the  power  of  the  Government  to  de- 
termine at  what  period  the  duty  on 
brewing  shaU  become  payable  after  the 
charge  has  been  taken,  subject  to  the 
limitation,  ''not  less  than  14  days  or 
more  than  a  month."  We  propose  to 
strike  out  the  reference  to  the  14  days 
altogether,  and  the  mode  adopted  will 
be  that  of  monthly  payments  after 
monthly  charges.  The  present  system 
of  the  Inland  Kevenue  is  to  divide  the 
year  into  periods  of  six  weeks.  In  lieu 
of  that,  it  will  now  be  divided  into 
periods  of  one  month.  The  liquor  will 
be  tested  in  the  fermenting  squares  in 
the  course  of  each  successive  month,  and 
the  Bevenue  will  be  collected  on  the  beer 
so  tested  from  month  to  month.  These 
are  the  pointe  on  which  I  think  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  modifications. 
That  is  the  principal  framework  of  the 
plan.  There  have  been  other  questions 
raised  upon  which  discretion  may  be 
reserved  both  to  the  Government  and 
the  House.  There  is,  for  example,  the 
question  of  the  limit  of  exemption,  which 
the  brewers  think  is  too  high,  but  which 
othersholdi8Dotcarriedfarenough,either 
generally  or  with  regard  to  some  particu- 
lar class.  One  particular  point  has  been 
raised  by  the  brewing  trade  on  which  we 
think  their  demand  is  obviously  fair. 
Occasionally  it  happens  that  a  num- 
ber of  families  may  club  together  to  brew 
in  a  brewhouse,  each  living  in  a  house 
below  £20,  and  the  brewhouse  itself 
being  rated  below  £20.  There  might 
come  in  very  serious  evasions  of  the 
duty,  and  a  sort  of  brewing  clubs  might 
be  esteblished  practically  exempt  from 
duty.  That  would  be  contrary  to  equity, 
and  it  may  be  easily  met  by  inserting  in 
the  exemption  clause  that  brewing 
which  is  to  take  place  by  virtue  of  that 
exemption  must  be  brewing  upon  the 
premises.  If,  as  is  probable,  we  are 
compelled  to  postpone  for  some  mopthq 
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Mb.  T.  B.  TOKEE  desired,  in  con- 
formity with  what  he  believed  was  the 
gener^  wish  of  the  House,  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Amendment;  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

PARLIAMENT— WALMNGFORD  AND 
BUTE— NEW  WRITS. 

LoBD  RICHAED  GROSVENOE 
moved  the  issue  of  a  new  Writ  for  the 
borough  of  Wallingford,  for  the  election 
of  a  Member  in  lieu  of  Mr.  Walter 
Wren,  whose  election  had  been  declared 
to  be  void. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  persevere  in  his  Notice 
of  opposition,  because  he  thought  that 
since  it  was  determined  that  Sie  Writ 
should  be  issued  an  opposition  on  his 
part  could  not  be  successful ;  but  he  felt 
that  this  was  one  of  those  borouffhs  the 
population  of  which  was  so  smeul  that 
it  did  not  afford  a  sufficient  basis  for 
representation  in  the  House.  His  con- 
science rebelled  against  their  being  in 
such  a  hurry  to  issue  the  Writ,  when 
the  Judges  had  found  that  12  persons 
had  been  guilty  of  bribery  and  cor- 
ruption ;  and  if  the  Judges  did  not  report 
on  this  and  other  cases  that  corrupt 
practices  had  extensively  prevailed,  it 
must  be  borne  in  mind  that  they  confined 
themselves  to  the  evidence  brought  be- 
fore them  by  the  parties,  and  did  not 
embark  upon  inquiries  of  an  inquisi- 
torial chaiacter. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

New  Wbit  for  Bxjteshibe,  —  in 
the  room  of  Thomas  Russell,  esquire, 
who,  having  held  a  Contract  entered  into 
for  the  Public  Service  at  the  time  of 
his  Election  for  the  said  Shire,  was  in- 
capable of  being  elected  for  the  same. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE 
BILL— [Bill  221.] 

(Mr.  FUtsfairt  Mr.  CKaneiUor  of  the  Exchsqutr, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish.) 

SBOOin)  READmO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 


said :  I,  of  course,  do  not  intend  to  go 
back  upon  any  discussion  of  general 
principles,  though  Members  who  feel 
it  their  duty  to  discuss  general  prin- 
ciples may  find  this  an  opportunity  for 
doing  so.  But  there  are  two  important 
practical  matters  on  which  it  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  make  some  observations 
to  ihe  House — they  are  the  alterations 
proposed  by  the  Budget  in  respect  to 
the  Wine  Duties  and  the  Malt  Duty. 
With  respect  to  the  Wine  Duties,  the 
Government  were  desirous  to  give  the 
House  the  first  intimation  of  uieir  in- 
tentions. Overtures  which  had  been  made 
to  them  from  the  French  Gk)vemment 
had  led  them  to  entertain  the  hope  that 
the  French  (Government  might  be  in  a 
position  to  proceed  with  negotiations  at 
such  a  speed  as  to  enable  us  to  settle 
the  law  after  a  short  interval,  and, 
therefore,  without  any  violent  disturb- 
ance of  the  wine  trade.  The  House  is 
aware  of  the  connection  between  the 
Wine  Duties  and  the  subject  of  Com- 
mercial Treaties,  for  the  conclusion  of 
which  great  anxiety  is  felt  among  the 
commercial  and  the  trading  classes  of 
this  country.  Where  that  connection 
subsists  there  are  two  modes  of  proceed- 
ing, and  each  of  these  modes  is  open  to 
its  own  particular  objections.  You  may 
proceed,  in  the  first  place,  to  negotiate 
with  the  foreign  country,  in  which  case 
you  have  to  fix  all  the  particulars  of 
your  arrangement  before  that  arrange- 
ment comes  to  the  knowledge  or  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  Parliament.  That 
was  the  mode  in  which  the  French 
Treaty  was  concluded  in  I860.  It  has 
the  advantage  of  presenting  the  subject 
to  the  House  in  a  form  in  which  the 
House  knows  exactly  the  question  that 
is  before  it,  and  can  judge  whether  it 
shall  or  shall  not  accept  the  arrange- 
ment. But  it  has  the  disadvantage 
that  the  House  is  tied  up  practically  to 
some  affirmative  or  negative,  and  can- 
not exercise  a  judgment  upon  the  de- 
tails and  forms  of  the  arrangement. 
The  other  mode  is  that  which  we 
have  adopted  on  the  present  occasion. 
We  have  submitted  our  arrangement  in 
detail,  and  it  is  peHecUy  within  the 
power  of  the  House  to  indicate  its  pre- 
ference for  this  or  that  form  of  the  ar- 
rangement, presuming  it  well  inclined 
to  the  general  principle,  and  with  the 
advant^e  of  being  enabled  to  know  in 
what  manner  we  ought  to  proceed,  Bud 
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mit  we  are  not  entitled  to  make  any 
suoli  addition  to  the  Bevenue  as  they 
presume  we  should  be  making  by  levy- 
ing on  the  same  quantiiy  of  material  a 
very  considerably  higher  tax,  while  we 
profess  to  be  levying  a  tax  which  it  is 
worth  their  while  to  pay  in  consideration 
of  their  relief  from  the  Malt  Duty  and 
its  accompaniments — ^the  only  exception 
to  that  being  that  the  turn  in  cases  of 
this  kind  is  very  properly  given  in 
favour  of  the  Bevenue.  There  are 
various  points  on  which  I  desire  it  to  be 
known  we  do  intend  to  make  certain 
concessions  to  the  brewery  trade,  be- 
cause they  have  satisfied  us  a  larger 
produce  wiU  be  obtained  from  a  quarter 
of  malt  than  we  had,  with  our  former 
information,  felt  justified  in  reckoning. 
Something  in  the  direction  demandea 
by  the  brewers  may  be  freely  accorded 
by  the  Gbvemment,  and  without  any 
fear  of  damaging  the  computations  of 
Bevenue  we  have  heretofore,  laid  before 
the  House.  The  technical  form  that 
the  change  will  take  will  be  an  aug- 
mentation of  the  figure  indicated  in  the 
Besolutions  and  the  Bill,  for  the  mea- 
sure of  fermenting  liquid  when  it  is  in 
the  fermenting  vats  or  squares.  As  to 
the  degree  at  which  the  specific  eraviiy 
should  be  taken  I  wish  to  withhold  judg- 
ment ;  but  the  view  with  which  we  shfQl 
pursue  our  inquiries  will  be  to  fulfil  in 
spirit  the  assurances  given  to  the  House 
when  the  Besolutions  were  originally 
submitted  to  it,  and  to  observe  the 
general  rules  of  equity  towards  the 
&ade.  Besides  some  augmentation  in 
the  figure  which  we  are  going  to  adopt 
as  the  standard  of  specific  s^viiy,  there 
is  another  important  head  upon  which 
we  are  also  going  to  make  an  important 
concession  to  the  trade.  The  Bill,  as 
it  originally  stood,  provided  that  an  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  the  brewer 
as  regarded  the  contents  of  his  ferment- 
ing squares  of  a  maximum  of  4  per 
cent  K>r  waste— that  is  to  say,  for  a 
positive  diminution  of  the  liquor  be- 
fore it  became  a  merchantable  article. 
Now,  no  doubt  the  waste  in  a  brewing 
establishment  will  justify,  and  even  in 
equity  require,  the  enlargement  of  that 
allowance;  and  instead  of  making  an 
allowance  limited  to  the  maximum  of 
4  per  cent  we  are  disposed  to  make  a 
uniform  allowance,  and  we  shall  pro- 
bably fix  that  allowance  as  high  as  6 
per  cent.    The  third  alteration  is  con- 


sequent on  those  changes,  and  it  involves 
so  much  of  a  technical  character,  and 
has  reference  so  much  to  the  exceed- 
ingly varying  position  of  the  brewing 
process  in  the  different  breweries  of  the 
country,  that  I  will  not  enter  into  de- 
tails, and  will  only  say  there  should  be 
augmentation  in  the  limit  of  variation 
allowed  on  what  is  called  the  presump- 
tive charge,  or  the  charge  upon  the 
materials  used  in  brewing.  There  is  a 
fourth  point,  which  is  simple  in  its  cha- 
racter. The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  leaves  it 
in  the  power  of  the  (Jovemment  to  de- 
termine at  what  period  the  duty  on 
brewing  shall  become  payable  after  the 
charge  has  been  taken,  subject  to  the 
limitation,  ''not  less  than  14  days  or 
more  than  a  month."  We  propose  to 
strike  out  the  reference  to  the  14  days 
altogether,  and  the  mode  adopted  will 
be  that  of  monthly  payments  after 
monthly  charges.  The  present  system 
of  the  Inland  Kevenue  is  to  divide  the 
year  into  periods  of  six  weeks.  In  lieu 
of  that,  it  will  now  be  divided  into 
periods  of  one  month.  The  liquor  will 
oe  tested  in  the  fermenting  squares  in 
the  course  of  each  successive  month,  and 
the  Bevenue  will  be  collected  on  the  beer 
so  tested  from  month  to  month.  These 
are  the  points  on  which  I  think  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  modifications. 
That  is  the  principal  framework  of  the 
plan.  There  have  been  other  questions 
raised  upon  which  discretion  may  be 
reserved  both  to  the  Oovemment  and 
the  House.  There  is,  for  example,  the 
question  of  the  limit  of  exemption,  which 
the  brewers  think  is  too  high,  but  which 
others  hold  is  sot  carried  far  enough,  either 
generally  or  with  regard  to  some  particu- 
lar class.  One  particular  point  has  been 
raised  by  the  brewing  trade  on  which  we 
think  their  demand  is  obviously  fair. 
Occasionally  it  happens  that  a  num- 
ber of  families  may  club  together  to  brew 
in  a  brewhouse,  each  living  in  a  house 
below  £20,  and  the  brewhouse  itself 
being  rated  below  £20.  There  might 
come  in  very  serious  evasions  of  the 
duty,  and  a  sort  of  brewing  clubs  might 
be  established  practically  exempt  from 
duty.  That  would  be  contrary  to  equity, 
and  it  may  be  easily  met  by  inserting  in 
the  exemption  clause  that  brewing 
which  is  to  take  place  by  virtue  of  that 
exemption  must  be  brewing  upon  the 
premises.  If ,  as  is  probaole,  we  are 
compelled  to  postpone  for  some  moptl^^ 
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Duties.  It  will  make  an  addition  to  the 
surplus  of  £130,000  or  £140,000  ;  but, 
of  course,  I  do  not  think  any  change 
ought  to  take  place  in  the  proposals  on 
that  ground.  Another  subject  on  which 
I  should  wish  to  say  a  word  is  that  of 
the  Malt  and  Beer  Duties.  The  opera- 
tion which  we  have  to  effect  is  one  in 
which  we  are  aided,  I  think  I  may  say, 
by  the  general  approval  throughout  the 
country  of  the  substance  of  the  plan, 
but  in  its  details  it  is  the  most  difficult 
with  which,  in  a  long  experience,  I  have 
ever  had  to  deal,  because  we  are  not  im- 
posing a  new  duly — in  which  case  par- 
ties submit  to  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  question  must  be  judged 
by  general  policy  and  not  by  dose  re- 
ference to  an  actual  and  fixed  standard 
— ^but  we  are  rather  commuting  an  old 
duty,  and  commuting  it  into  a  duly 
which  is  to  be  placed  on  a  new  article  in 
the  oommerdat  sense,  though  it  is  an 
article  representing  a  more  advanced 
stage  of  prog^ss  towards  consumption 
than  the  artide  on  which  the  duty  was 
originally  laid.  The  problem,  therefore, 
which  is  submitted  to  us  is  to  determine 
what  is  the  substantial  equivalent  in  re- 
ference to  the  Hevenue  of  the  Malt  Duty 
which  has  hitherto  been  levied.  The 
determination  of  that  question  is  a 
matter  of  the  extremest  nicety.  That 
depends  upon  a  number  of  matters  with 
regard  to  which  the  representatives  of 
the  Government  and  the  officers  of  the 
Revenue — even  the  most  practical  and 
ablest  of  them — stand  at  a  considerable 
disadvantage  in  their  dealings  with 
members  of  mat  trades.  Members  of 
g^reat  trades  have  a  knowledfi^  far  more 
dose  than  any  of  even  the  best  officers 
of  the  Bevenue  could  possess,  and  their 
opinions  must  carry  a  certain  weight. 
They,  of  course,  are  justified  in  making 
the  most  of  those  opinions  in  reference 
to  their  own  interests.  But,  at  the  same 
time,  on  the  other  hand,  as  regards  the 

Eublic  Hevenue,  they  have  no  responsi- 
ility  whatever ;  and  if  it  should  happen 
that  they  present  the  most  plausible  re- 
presentations, which  the  (Government 
cannot  actually  at  the  time  confute,  but 
which  afterwards  entirdy  break  down, 
the  public  Bevenue  has,  and  can 
have,  no  possible  reparation  or  re- 
medy. In  this  particular  instance, 
we  have  to  see  what  are  the  exact  re- 
lations between  two  artides,  and  to 
ascertain  the  proportions  of  the  sums 


levied  on  malt  and  upon  beer  is  a  ques- 
tion of  the  greatest  complexity  and 
nicety.  But  it  was  far  more  complex 
than  it  need  have  been  but  for  the  mode 
hitherto  in  use  for  levying  this  g^eat 
branch  of  the  Revenue ;  for,  practically, 
the  duty,  as  a  rule,  has  been  oharg^ed, 
not  upon  a  certain  quantity  of  malt  ob- 
tained from  the  grain,  but  by  a  charge 
laid  on  the  g^rain  before  it  is  made  into 
malt,  so  that  the  question  of  the  yield 
of  g^ain  into  malt  is  further  compli- 
cated by  a  consideration  of  the  yidd  of 
malt  into  beer.  The  question  is  one 
which  the  most  able  officers  have  been 
engaged  in  examining;  but  I  am  not 
as  yet  able  to  announce  that  we  have 
arrived  with  rep^ard  to  it  at  any  absolute 
or  final  condusion.  The  highly  intelli- 
gent and  opulent  members  of  the  trades 
connected  with  brewing  and  malting, 
espedally  brewing,  contend  that  the  re- 
sult of  our  proposals  wiU  be  more  fa- 
vourable than  we  have  estimated,  and 
until  we  have  got  to  the  bottom  of  that 
question  I  have  not  felt  myself  justified 
in  shutting  the  door  against  further  in- 
vestigation, and  therefore  I  do  not  now 
state  the  details  which  may  come  up  in 
Committee.  As  regards  the  general 
position  of  the  proposals,  taking  them 
altogether  there  will  be  no  great  differ- 
ence from  that  originally  announced.  I 
have  presented,  at  the  request  of  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  figures 
showing  as  nearly  as  I  can  the  effect  of 
the  change  for  the  present  year  as  con- 
nected with  the  amount  of  drawback, 
and  I  have  not  the  least  idea  that  any- 
thing wiU  occur  to  alter,  to  any  appre- 
ciable extent,  the  figures  so  presented. 
In  regard  to  the  ultimate  residts  of  the 
change,  I  would  rather  reserve  my 
opinion  till  we  have  completed  our  com- 
munications with  members  of  the  brew- 
ing trade.  As  I  estimated  the  change, 
it  will  be  in  favour  of  the  public,  and 
with  an  outiayof  £1,100,000  we  shall 
obtain,  after  defraying  some  temporary 
charges,  between  £300,000  and  £400,000 
a-year  solid  Revenue,  perfectiy  unex- 
ceptionable in  its  character,  and  which 
is  due  from  laying  the  duty  on  a  manu- 
factured article  instead  of  upon  raw 
material.  The  brewing  trade  repre- 
sented to  us  that  we  should  make  a 
much  larger  sum  of  money  than  we  sup- 
posed, and  it  is  with  the  view  of  testing 
that  operation  that  I  wish  to  reserve 
ap"  *  "*         ^  on  details ;  because  I  ad- 
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mit  we  are  not  entitled  to  make  any 
saoh  addition  to  the  Bevenue  as  they 
presume  we  should  be  making  by  levy- 
ing on  the  same  quantiiy  of  material  a 
very  considerably  higher  tax,  while  we 
profess  to  be  levying  a  tax  whioh  it  is 
worth  their  while  to  pay  in  consideration 
of  their  relief  from  the  Malt  Duty  and 
its  accompaniments — ^the  only  exception 
to  that  being  that  the  turn  in  cases  of 
this  kind  is  very  properly  given  in 
favour  of  the  Bevenue.  There  are 
various  points  on  which  I  desire  it  to  be 
known  we  do  intend  to  make  certain 
concessions  to  the  brewery  trade,  be- 
cause they  have  satisfied  us  a  larger 
produce  will  be  obtained  from  a  quarter 
of  malt  than  we  had»  with  our  former 
information,  felt  justified  in  reckoning. 
Something  in  the  direction  demanded 
by  the  brewers  may  be  freely  accorded 
by  the  Government,  and  without  any 
fear  of  damaging  the  computations  of 
Bevenue  we  have  heretofore,  laid  before 
the  House.  The  technical  form  that 
the  change  will  take  wiU  be  an  aug- 
mentation of  the  figure  indicated  in  the 
Beeolutions  and  the  Bill,  for  the  mea- 
sure of  fermenting  liquid  when  it  is  in 
the  fermenting  vats  or  squares.  As  to 
the  degree  at  which  the  specific  gravity 
should  be  taken  I  wish  to  withhold  judg- 
ment ;  but  the  view  with  which  we  shful 
pursue  our  inquiries  will  be  to  fulfil  in 
spirit  the  assurances  g^ven  to  the  House 
when  the  Besolutions  were  originally 
submitted  to  it,  and  to  observe  the 
general  rules  of  equity  towards  the 
trade.  Besides  some  augmentation  in 
the  figure  which  we  are  going  to  adopt 
as  the  standard  of  specific  gravity,  there 
is  another  important  head  upon  which 
we  are  also  going  to  make  an  important 
concession  to  the  trade.  The  Bill,  as 
it  originally  stood,  provided  that  an  al- 
lowance should  be  made  to  the  brewer 
as  regarded  the  contents  of  his  ferment- 
ing squares  of  a  maximum  of  4  per 
cent  fbr  waste— that  is  to  say,  for  a 
positive  diminution  of  the  liquor  be- 
fore it  became  a  merchantable  article. 
Now,  no  doubt  the  waste  in  a  brewing 
establishment  will  justify,  and  even  in 
equity  require,  the  enlargement  of  that 
allowance;  and  instead  of  making  an 
allowance  limited  to  the  maximum  of 
4  per  cent  we  are  disposed  to  make  a 
uniform  allowance,  and  we  shall  pro- 
bably fix  that  allowance  as  high  as  6 
per  cent.    The  third  alteration  is  con- 


sequent on  those  changes,  and  it  involves 
so  much  of  a  teohni^  character,  and 
has  reference  so  much  to  the  exceed- 
ingly varying  position  of  the  brewing 
process  in  the  different  breweries  of  the 
country,  that  I  will  not  enter  into  de- 
tails, and  will  only  say  there  should  be 
augmentation  in  the  Hmit  of  variation 
allowed  on  what  is  called  the  presump- 
tive charge,  or  the  charge  upon  the 
materials  used  in  brewing.  There  is  a 
fourth  point,  which  is  simple  in  its  cha- 
racter. The  Bill,  as  it  stands,  leaves  it 
in  the  power  of  the  (Government  to  de- 
termine at  what  period  the  duty  on 
brewing  shall  become  payable  after  the 
charge  has  been  taken,  subject  to  the 
limitation,  ''not  less  than  14  days  or 
more  than  a  month."  We  propose  to 
strike  out  the  reference  to  the  14  days 
altogether,  and  the  mode  adopted  will 
be  that  of  monthly  payments  after 
monthly  charges.  The  present  system 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue  is  to  divide  the 
year  into  periods  of  six  weeks.  In  lieu 
of  that,  it  will  now  be  divided  into 
periods  of  one  month.  The  liquor  will 
oe  tested  in  the  fermenting  squares  in 
the  course  of  each  successive  month,  and 
the  Bevenue  will  be  collected  on  the  beer 
so  tested  from  month  to  month.  These 
are  the  points  on  which  I  think  it  will 
be  necessary  to  make  modifications. 
That  is  the  principal  framework  of  the 
plan.  There  have  been  other  questions 
raised  upon  which  discretion  may  be 
reserved  both  to  the  Oovemment  and 
the  House.  There  is,  for  example,  the 
question  of  the  limit  of  exemption,  which 
the  brewers  think  is  too  high,  but  which 
othershold  is  not  carried  far  enough,either 
generally  or  with  reg^ard  to  some  particu- 
lar class.  One  particular  point  has  been 
raised  by  the  brewing  trade  on  which  we 
think  their  demand  is  obviously  fair. 
Occasionally  it  happens  that  a  num- 
ber of  famines  may  club  together  to  brew 
in  a  brewhouse,  each  living  in  a  house 
below  £20,  and  the  brewhouse  itself 
being  rated  below  £20.  There  might 
come  in  very  serious  evasions  of  the 
duty,  and  a  sort  of  brewing  clubs  might 
be  established  practically  exempt  from 
duty.  That  would  be  contrary  to  equity, 
and  it  may  be  easily  met  by  inserting  in 
the  exemption  clause  that  brewing 
which  is  to  take  place  by  virtue  of  that 
exemption  must  be  brewing  upon  the 
premises.  If ,  as  is  probalSe,  we  are 
compelled  to  postpone  for  some  months 
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the  change  in  the  Wine  Duties,  the  effect 
will  be  to  make  a  certain  change  to  our 
credit.  The  figures  I  have  presented 
this  morning  are  somewhat  less  favour- 
able for  the  Bevenue  than  those  I  pre- 
sented on  the  first  day.  They  are 
£50,000  or  £60,000  less  favourable. 
The  general  upshot  is,  that  the  surplus 
for  which  I  propose  to  ask  the  House 
will  probably  be  somewhat  larger  than 
the  point  at  which  I  stated  it,  but  not 
so  much  more  that  the  House  will  be 
likely  to  grudge  it,  or  to  entail  the 
necessity  of  any  change  in  our  proposals. 
It  may  be  that  other  changes  of  a  minute 
character  may  take  place  when  the  mea- 
sure is  passed  through  Parliament  in 
some  way  affecting  the  calculations. 
But  the  House,  on  the  whole,  may 
understand  that  we  are  asking  them  to 
vote  in  this  financial  change  upon  what 
may  be  comprehended  under  the  four 
following  heads : — ^First,  the  imposition 
of  IJ.  in  the  Income  Tax;  secondly, 
the  imposition  of  an  additional  charge 
on  licences.  With  respect  to  this,  by 
the  way,  I  may  say  that  no  observations 
have  been  made  to  me  of  a  nature  to 
lead  me  to  suppose  that  we  shall  have 
to  make  any  material  change  in  the 
proposals  submitted.  The  third  great 
point  was  the  Wine  Duties,  and  I  do 
not  at  all  abate  my  hopes  of  carrying  it 
out  as  originally  proposed;  but  some 
delay  is  necessary.  The  fourth  and  last 
point  is  that  of  Ihe  Malt  Duty.  On  the 
whole,  considering  the  scheme  as  a  finan- 
cial scheme,  and  with  reference  to  the  sur- 
plus, I  can  present  it  to  the  House  with 
more  confidence  than  I  did  before,  as  a 
scheme  which  is  safe  and  moderate  for 
your  adoption,  and  under  which  we 
shall  have  a  surplus  Bevenue  available 
for  meeting  any  demands,  if  they  shduld 
arise,  of  something  between  £400,000 
and  £500,000  for  the  service  of  the  pre- 
sent year. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Gladstone.) 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  rose  to  move,  as  an 
Amendment — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  seeing 
Beer  is  already  exempted  from  four-fifths  of  the 
proper  tax  upon  its  alcohol,  and  the  new  pro- 
posals are  expected  even  further  to  cheapen  it, 
any  loss  caused  to  tiie  Bevenue  by  the  abolition 
of  the  Duty  on  Malt  shoiUd  be  made  good  by 
the  Beer  Tax,  and  not  by  the  Lioome  1^." 

JUr.  QladiUm 


The  hon.  Member  said,  he  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  statement  of 
the  Prime  Minister.  That  part  of  it 
which  related  to  the  Wine  Duties  did 
not  in  any  way  affect  the  arguments 
he  desired  to  present;  but  that  part 
relating  to  the  ^eer  Duty  did.  He  con- 
fessed he  did  not  understand  why  the 
rifi^ht  hon.  Gentleman  should  be  so  pain- 
fimy  desirous  of  arriving  at  absolute 
exactness  in  regard  to  the  commutation 
of  the  duty  from  malt  to  beer.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  argued  as  if  the 
Beer  Tax  was  to  be  a  tax  levied  on  the 
brewer,  and  as  if  what  he  had  to  do 
was  to  watch  over  the  interests  of  the 
brewers.  But  the  tax  was  not  a  tax 
upon  the  brewers.  It  was  in  no  sense 
that ;  but  it  was  a  tax  on  the  consumers 
of  beer,  who  were,  perhaps,  the  most 
numerous  class  of  persons  in  this  coun- 
try. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  not  to  require  in 
any  wav  to  be  so  very  conscientious 
about  me  exactness  of  the  commuta- 
tions. All  he  had  to  take  care  of  was 
that  his  calculations  should  be  such  that 
the  Bevenue  should  sustain  no  loss  by 
the  commutation.  For  his  part,  he  was 
very  pleased  to  hear  the  right  hon.  Ghen- 
tleman  say  that  there  were  grounds  to 
suppose  he  would  get  a  larger  sum  out 
of  the  Beer  Tax  than  he  orimially  com- 
puted. The  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
scheme  would  be  greatly  improved  by 
that.  That  was  an  amendment  in  the  direc- 
tion in  which  he  wished  to  move,  and  he 
did  not  approve  of  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  about  making  fur- 
ther concessions  to  the  brewers  in  order 
to  do  away  with  that  improvement  which 
he  had  announced  in  his  speech.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  approved  entirely  of  the 
abolition  of  the  Malt  Tax  and  its  con- 
version into  Beer  Duty.  There  was  no 
novelty  in  the  proposal  itself,  which  had 
been  suggested  in  that  House  over  and 
over  again.  The  real  novelty  consisted 
in  the  courage  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  giving  practical  effect  to 
the  suggestion.  For  that  splendid  stroke 
of  financial  policy  the  House  owed  its 
thanks  to  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause it  removed  the  tax  on  alcohol  en- 
tirely out  of  the  domain  of  farmers' 
fl;rievanoes,  and  left  to  future  Chancel- 
lors of  the  Exchequer  a  power  of  expan- 
sion and  contraction  of  the  Bevenue 
such  as  thev  had  never  had  b^ore. 
Wishing  to  illustrate  the  facility  of  con- 
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traction  or  expansion  of  the  Berenue 
afforded  by  the  tax  on  beer,  he  would 
propose,  when  the  Bill  came  into  Com- 
mittee, an  increase  of  id.  per  gallon  on 
beer.  That  small  tax,  which  would  be 
absolutely  unfelt  by  consumers  of  beer, 
would  bring  into  the  Exchequer 
£1,750,000  or  £2,000,000.  A  financial 
scheme  which  put  it  into  the  power  of 
future  Ohancellors  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
case  of  emergency — such  as  war — to 
raise  that  sum  by  charging  an  extra  ^d. 
duty  on  every  gallon  of  beer,  was  a 
splendid  piece  of  finance,  and  he  cor- 
dially approved  of  it  so  far ;  but  what  he 
did  not  approve  of  was  the  discrepancy 
that  existed  between  the  tax  on  differ- 
ent descriptions  or  dilutions  of  alcohol. 
They  had  to  deal  with  three  countries,  each 
drinking  a  very  considerable  ouantliy  of 
alcohoL  The  Scotch  and  Irish  took 
their  alcohol  diluted  with,  say,  about  60 
per  cent  of  water,  which  brought  it  into 
the  condition  of  proof  spirit.  The  Eng- 
lish beer  drinkers,  however,  had  their 
alcohol  diluted  with  about  95  per  cent 
of  water,  hops,  and  less  harmless  ingre- 
dients;  and  because  it  was  so  the  Eng- 
lishman was  allowed  to  get  his  alcohol 
at  a  totally  different  calculation,  and 
that  was  the  injustice  that  he  complained 
of,  which  was  being  continued  now.  He 
supposed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's reply  was  that  he  did  not  by  his 
Bill  create  injustice ;  but  that  was  not 
a  sufficient  answer.  It  was  quite  true 
that  he  did  not  create  it  by  the  Bill; 
but  the  moment  he  proceeded  to  deal 
with  this  question,  he  must  have  found 
that  flagrant  injustice  staring  him  in  the 
face,  and  could  not  avoid  seeing  that 
the  drinker  of  alcohol  in  Scotland  or 
Ireland  was  taxed  at  the  rate  of  lOs. 

Ser  g^on  proof  spirits,  while  the 
rinker  of  alcohol  in  England  was  only 
being  taxed  at  the  rate  of  20d.  per 
gallon.  He  hoped  some  good  reason 
would  be  given  for  that  discrepancy  be- 
fore it  passed  through  the  House.  The 
Prime  Minister  womd  be  bound  to  do 
something  with  it,  and  however  small  a 
step  was  taken,  the  undoing  of  an  injus- 
tice would  be  satisfactory  to  Scotland 
and  Ireland.  They  did  not  expect  it 
all  at  once,  after  an  injustice  had  lasted 
for  years.  They  knew  they  could  not 
have  it  abolishea  by  one  step ;  but  when 
the  time  eame«— and  both  Scotland  and 
Ireland  had  been  looking  forward  to  it 
for  years — ^for  the  abolition  of  the  Malt 
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Tax,  and  the  changing  of  that  tax  into 
a  duty  on  beer,  they  hoped  there  would 
be  a  time  when  some  step  would  be 
taken  to  redress  the  grievances  of  Sco^ 
land  and  Ireland  respecting  the  matter. 
Therefore,  he  blamed  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter for  not  making  some  statement  with 
re^^ard  to  it.  The  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  to  continue  that  injustice 
to  the  fullest  extent;  and  he  was  not 
even  sure  that  the  Prime  Minister  was 
not  somewhat  adding  to  that  injustice, 
because  a  change  was  being  made  to  the 
advantage  of  the  beer  driuers  in  Eng- 
land that  would  cost  £1,100,000,  and 
that  was  proposed  to  be  made  by  an 
Income  Tax  levied  all  over ;  so  that  the 
payers  of  the  Income  Tax,  who  were  a 
small  section  of  the  oommiinity  com- 
pared with  the  drinkers  of  beer  in  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  would  pay  equally 
with  Englishmen  for  the  benefit  that 
was  being  done  to  England  alone  by  the 
chanee  on  duty.  It  was  no  answer  to 
say  uiat  the  Scotch  beer  drinker  paid 
for  the  alcohol  in  his  beer  at  the  same 
rate  as  the  English  drinker ;  nor  was  it 
any  answer  to  say  that  Ihe  English 
spirit  drinker  paid  for  the  alcohol  in  mose 
spirits  at  the  same  rate  as  the  Irish  or 
the  Scotch  for  their  whislnr.  That  was 
no  reply.  They  had  to  oeal  with  na- 
tional habits,  and  it  could  not  be  pre- 
tended that  the  discrepancy  was  con- 
tinued for  the  purpose  of  making  the 
Irish  and  Scotch  people  sober.  It  had 
had  no  effect  in  making  them  take  to 
beer  instead  of  whisky  hitherto.  The 
Irish  and  Scotch  had  continued  unmur- 
muringly  to  pay  that  hiffh  tax  on  spirits ; 
and  he  firmly  believed  mat  if  the  tax  on 
beer  was  added  to  by  id.,  the  English 
taxpayer  would  bear  it,  even  if  he  mur- 
mured at  it.  It  would  be  no  more  un- 
just to  disregard  his  murmurs  than  it 
had  been  to  disregard  the  murmurs  of 
Ireland  and  Scodand  for  years  past. 
That  was  not  anew  Question,  for  Scotch- 
men and  Irishmen  nad  been  speaking 
of  it  frequently ;  and  if  the  Prime 
Minister  nad  been  asked  during  the 
last  six  years — as  he  hoped  he  would 
be  during  the  next  six  years — he  would 
have  had  opportiinities  again  and  again 
of  hearing  the  grievances  brought  up, 
and  of  hearing  that  Scotchmen  and  Irish- 
men did  look  forward  to  a  time  when 
something  would  be  done  towards  re- 
dressing wem.  He  did  net  ihink  it  was 
necessary  fer  him  to  go  into  the  avgu- 
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ment  of  the  Prime  Minister  with  respect 
to  his  ezpeotation  of  cheapeniog  beer  by 
the  new  change  he  had  instituted,  and 
he  did  not  know  it  was  necessary  for 
him  to  show  titiat  there  was  that  great 
discrepancy  in  the  alcohol  in  beer  and 
the  alcohol  in  proof  spirits.  On  that 
point,  perhaps,  ne  ought  to  make  him- 
self quite  clear.  In  his  speeches  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  always  spoken 
of  proof  spirit,  and  not  of  alcohol.  The 
two  things  were  quite  different.  Proof 
spirit  meant  alcohol  already  diluted, 
containing  only  about  50  ner  cent  of  al- 
cohol. He  had  said  that  Deer  contained 
about  10^  decrees.  That  did  not  mean 
10  degrees  of  alcohol ;  it  meant  10  de- 
grees of  proof  spirit,  or  about  5  degrees 
of  ^cohoi,  and  tne  duty  would  be  only 
about  1«.  M,y  as  against  the  10«.  dutr 
on  spirits.  He  had  said  quite  enougn 
to  prove  there  was  an  enormous  discre- 
pancy. In  his  Eesolution  he  had  called 
in  four-fiflihs;  but  it  was  really  more 
than  that,  because  more  than  five  times 
the  duty  was  paid.  There  was  one 
other  point  that,  perhaps,  he  ought  to 
touch  upon,  and  that  was  the  amount  of 
change  there  would  be  by  increasing 
the  duty  on  beer  over  that  of  wine.  The 
duty  upon  wine  the  Prime  Minister  pro- 
posed at  6 J. per  20  degrees;  and,  there- 
fore, unless  beer  paid  Si.  per  gallon  of 
duty,  it  would  not  come  up  to  the  low 
duty  for  wine.  But  he  wished  to  pro- 
pose 2^d.  per  gallon,  which  was  goinjB^ 
half  way  between  the  two,  and  then  it 
would  be  considerably  cheaper  than  the 
charffe  on  the  foreign  spirit  imported  in 
the  h>w  wine,  'mien  he  proposed  to 
increase  tibe  tax  by  ^J.,  he  confessed  he 
did  80  as  a  step  tows^ds  the  equalization 
of  the  question,  and  to  do  that  it  would 
be  neoeasary  to  raise  the  tax  to  9«.  a- 
banrel,  and  it  would  then  be  level  with 
the  M.  for  the  20  degrees  of  wine. 
Therefore,  in  the  event  of  some  future 
Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer,  or  the 
Prime  Minister  himself,  in  pursuance  of 
justioe  to  Scotland  or  Ireland,  or  in  the 
emergency  of  a  war,  finding  it  necessary 
to  impose  a  larger  duty  than  Sif.,  it 
would  be  neceasaiy,  with  a  view  to  a 
Treaty  with  a  foreign  nation,  to  intro- 
duce a  saving  clause  to  the  effect  that  if 
it  was  fo<and  neceasaiy  to  raise  the  duty 
on  beer  until  it  became  as  high  as  the 
duty  on  wine,  it  should  be  no  violation 
of  the  Treaty.  At  present  there  were 
no  other  points  that  he  wished  to  raise, 

Mr,  Anderson 


although  there  were  some  other  points 
he  should  have  liked  to  have  discussed ; 
but  as  they  would  interfere  with  the 
Amendment  he  wished  to  put  before  the 
House,  he  would  reserve  them  for  con- 
sideration in  Oommittee.  With  those 
observations  he  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That  **  to  the 
end  of  ^e  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  worda 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  seeing  Beer  is 
already  exempted  from  four-fifths  of  the  proper 
tax  upon  its  alcohol,  and  the  new  proponls  are 
expected  even  further  to  cheapen  it,  any  loss 
caused  to  the  Revenue  by  the  abolition  of  the 
Duty  on  Malt  should  be  made  good  by  the  Beer 
Tax  and  not  by  the  Income  Tax," — {Mr,  An- 
derton^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

? reposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB,  after  inquiring 
about  the  deductions  of  Income  Tax 
in  July,  said,  he  wished  to  make  a  general 
observation  with  regard  to  the  Budget 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had 
brought  in.  The  proposal  to  take  off 
the  Malt  Duty  and  place  the  tax  on 
beer  was  very  popular  with  many  hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House* 
and,  among^  others,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lmcolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin), 
who  had  urged  it  for  a  number  of 
years.  Those  hon.  Members  who  were 
most  pleased  with  the  proposal  were 
county  Members.  It  was  not  his  own 
fortune  to  represent  a  county  consti- 
tuency in  that  House ;  and  it  seemed, 
from  his  point  of  view,  to  be  rather 
hard  that  the  Income  Tax  should  be 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting 
the  constituents  of  the  county  Members. 
They  had  had  in  the  past  numerous 
complaints  of  the  Income  Tax ;  and  at 
the  close  of  his  last  Administration  the 
ri^ht  hon.  (Gentleman  the  present  IHrime 
Mmister  had  promised  to  abolish  that 
impost  altogether.  To  that  effect  he 
had  put  a  sememe  before  the  electors  of 
(Greenwich  in  1 874 ;  and  it  was  certain!  j 
rather  startling  that  whilst  the  right 
hon.  G^tleman's  last  proposal  when  in 
Office  before  was  to  remove  the  tax,  his 
first  act  now  should  be  a  measure  to  in- 
crease it.  

Mil  BAXTER  must  say  he  was  en* 
tirely  satisfied  with  the  Budget  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend.     It  might  be  verj 
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nnpatriotio  on  his  (Mr.  Baxter's)  part ; 
but  he  could  not  get  up  an^  f  e^ng  of 
dissatisfaction,  far  less  of  indignation, 
at  the  fact  that  the  national  beverage  of 
Scotland  was  taxed  much  more  than 
beer.  On  the  contrary,  he  should  feel 
better  pleased  if  more  beer  and  more 
wine  were  consumed  on  the  other  side 
of  the  Tweed,  and  less  of  that  old 
potent  beverage,  the  excessive  con- 
sumption of  wbich  was  productive  of 
so  many  evils  in  Scotland.  He  re- 
joiced very  much  at  the  consensus  of 
opinion  which  seemed  to  prevail  not 
only  in  that  House,  but  aU  over  the 
country,  as  to  the  wisdom  of  the  Prime 
Minister  in  proposing  to  substitute  a  tax 
on  beer  for  the  tax  on  malt.  According 
to  the  last  speaker,  there  was  nothing  in 
the  circumstances  of  the  present  time  to 
justify  the  change;  but  the  Leader  of 
the  House  had  clearly  shown  that  this 
was  the  most  favourable  opportunity 
that  had  presented  itself  for  years  for 
making  the  change.  Malt  was,  to  all 
intents  and  purposes,  a  raw  article, 
which  it  was  agamst  the  first  principles 
of  political  economy  to  tax  at  all ;  and 
he  must  confess  that  many  times  he 
had  felt  the  force  of  the  arguments 
addressed  to  the  House  by  county  Mem- 
bers sitting  opposite  against  this  tax, 
and  how  difficult  it  was  to  answer  them. 
Besides,  it  would  have  been  almost  im- 
possihle  under  any  circumstances,  and 
however  much  the  Government  might 
be  pressed  for  money,  for  a  Chancellor 
of  tne  Exchequer  to  increase  the  Malt 
Tax;  whereas  the  substituted  duty 
afforded  the  Finance  Minister  of  the 
clay  a  source  of  Bevenue  which  he  could 
increase  or  decrease  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  of  the  country.  On 
that  account  he  heartily  approved  the 
leading  feature  of  the  Bill.  But  he 
rose  chiefly  to  express  his  great  satisfac- 
tion at  the  last,  and  to  his  mind  the 
most  important,  clause  of  the  Bill  now 
before  them — namely,  that  which  em- 
powered Her  Majesty  in  Council  to  revise 
and  reduce  the  Wine  Duties.  When  his 
light  hon.  Friend  spoke  the  other  niffht 
lie  (Mr.  Baxter)  thought  he  was  rather 
sanguine  in  fixing  the  15th  of  August 
for  this  change,  and  he  was  not  in  the 
least  surprised  at  the  remarks  which  had 
fallen  from  him  that  evening.  But  to 
bim  (Mr.  Baxter)  it  was  a  matter  of 
small  importance  whether  the  clause 
stated  August  of  this  year  or  January  or 
February  of  next.    It  was  equally  un- 


important to  the  country.  Although  he 
was  an  out-and-out  Free  Trader — and 
he  had  said  in  that  House  before  that 
he  should  like  to  go  perhaps  further 
than  other  Members  of  that  House  in 
the  way  of  opening  ports  and  abolishing 
Custom  Houses  and  duties  on  many 
articles  now  taxed — he  had  never  been 
able  to  sympathize  at  all  with  the  objec- 
tions made  to  Commercial  Treaties ;  and 
he  hailed  with  pleasure  the  prospect 
before  them  of  new  engagements,  whe- 
ther now  or  in  the  course  of  the  autimin 
or  winter,  with  France,  Spain,  and  Por- 
tugal, because  he  felt  satisfied  that,  if 
wisely  arranged,  they  would  be  certain 
to  give  an  important  stimulus  to  British 
trade.  They  were  told  by  certain  people 
that  those  Treaties  were  altogether  op- 
posed to  the  principles  of  ^ee  Trade. 
Surely  the  main  object  they  ought  to 
have  in  view  ought  to  be  the  increase  of 
trade  between  nations;  and  any  ex- 
pedient that  would  have  that  effect,  in 
his  opinion,  ought  to  be  welcomed  by  all 
practical  men  whatever  theorists  might 
say.  Most  of  the  objections  to  those 
Treaties,  however,  (ud  not  emanate 
from  Free  Traders,  but  from  Gentle- 
men who  were  really,  and  had  been 
during  the  whole  of  their  past  lives, 
Protectionists  at  heart.  The  statistics 
of  English  trade  vrith  France  since 
1860,  showing  an  immense  expansion  of 
trade,  scattered  all  those  anti-Treaty 
theories  to  the  winds.  The  English  im- 
port of  wine  had  increased  nearly  tenfold, 
while  that  of  Spanish  wines  had  almost 
doubled ;  and  hon.  Gentlemen  knew  what 
an  enormous  increase  there  had  been  from 
this  country  of  manufactured  goods.  If 
they  wanted  encouragement  to  enter 
upon  new  negotiations  as  proposed  by 
Government,  it  was  to  be  foimd  in  the 
opposition  of  the  Protectionists  in  France, 
and  to  their  endeavours  to  stop  the 
negotiations.  He  was  told  the  other 
day,  and,  no  doubt,  some  people  thought, 
that  this  whole  matter  was  thoroughly 
looked  into  and  settled  in  1860,  but  that 
was  20  years  ago ;  and  there  ouffht  to  be 
no  more  finality  in  matters  of  finance 
and  commerce  than  in  politics,  and  the 
proposals  of  the  Government  showed  a 
very  clear  and  practical  illustration  of 
those  matters.  He  wished  to  say  that, 
in  his  opinion,  they  were  all  very  much 
indebted  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  having  so  promptly  con- 
ceded a  Committee  on  the  Wine  l)utics 
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last  year,  and  also  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr. 
Cartwright)  for  having  presided  over 
the  deliberations  of  the  Committee  with 
great  industry  and  ability.  He  had  sat 
on  many  Committees,  but  had  never 
been  more  interested  in  any  inquinr,  the 
absence  of  Party  feeling  and  prejudice 
being  most  conspicuous  throughout.  He 
wanted  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  three  points  which  the  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  clearly 
brought  to  his  mind  and  the  majority  of 
those  present.  The  first  was  that  the 
country  might  set  aside  all  apprehen- 
sions lest  a  material  reduction  of  the 
Wine  Duties  should  cause  illicit  distilla- 
tion, and  BO  injure  the  Bevenue.  The 
officers  of  the  Customs  Department 
treated  that  suspicion  as  a  mere  delu- 
sion, and  the  eviaence  of  the  gentlemen 
from  the  Inland  Bevenue  Department 
was  scarcely  less  emphatic.  The  second 
and  most  important  point  was  this — that 
nearly  all  the  witnesses  declared  that 
any  material  reduction  of  the  Wine 
Duties  must  necessarily  cause  an  enor- 
mous increase  of  importation  and  con- 
sumption of  wine  in  this  country.  The 
fact  which  impressed  itself  most  on  his 
mind  was  that  the  wine  trade  of  Qreat 
Britain  was  iust  in  its  infancy,  and  that, 
as  oomparea  with  other  countries,  the 
consumption  of  wine  in  Ghreat  Britain 
was  ludicrously  small.  They  were  told 
in  evidence  that  the  City  of  Paris  con- 
sumed more  wine  in  the  course  of  a  year 
than  was  consiimed  by  the  entire  popu- 
lation of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland. 
Nearly  all  the  Spanish,  Portuguese,  and 
French  merchants  connected  with  those 
trades,  speaking  from  long  practical 
experience,  and  great  knowledge  of 
the  subject,  stated  that  a  revision 
and  reduction  of  the  Wine  Duties 
would  immensely  increase  the  quantity 
and  improve  the  quality  of  the  wines 
imported  to  this  countnr.  Another 
pomt  struck  him  forcibly,  and  that 
was  the  intense  anxiety  shown  by  many 
of  our  own  Colonies — South  Africa  and 
Australia  especially — to  obtain  such  a 
reduction,  so  as  to  enable  them  to  do  a 
much  larger  business  in  Colonial  wines ; 
and  one  or  two  of  the  leading  Spanish 
merchants  told  the  Committee  that, 
in  their  opinion.  South  Australia  pro- 
mised in  the  future  to  throw  into 
the  market  the  very  best  wines  in  the 
world.  The  fact  was  that  the  heltvy 
duty  on  strong  wines  had  operated  in- 
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juriously  on  the  wine  trade  of  the 
Colonies.  The  third  point,  which  was 
also  clearly  proved  before  the  Com- 
mittee, was  that  a  large  reduction  on 
the  duty  on  the  wines  of  the  Penin- 
sular would,  of  necessity,  in  the  very 
nature  of  things,  bring  about  such  a 
revision  and  reduction  in  the  tarifis  of 
Spain  and  Portugal  as  would  enormously 
add  to  British  trade  all  over  the  Peninsula, 
Our  present  Wine  Duties  were  regarded 
as  hostile  to  Spain  and  PortugaL  Those 
countries  triea  to  meet  the  duties  by 
their  tarifiPs,  and  the  consequence  was  the 
British  competition  there  had  been  almost 
entirely  annihilated.  The  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committees  in  favour  of  a 
reduction  in  the  Wine  Duties  was  carried 
by  large  majorities,  not,  as  was  so  often 
the  case,  by  a  majority  of  one,  or  the 
casting  vote  of  the  Chairman.  The 
divisions  were  9  to  6, 10  to  5,  and  in  one 
instance  13  to  1,  and  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee,  in  substance  and 
in  spirit,  were  precisely  the  present  pro- 
posals of  the  Government.  He  was  very 
flad  to  hear  what  fell  from  the  Prime 
[inister  in  regard  to  the  scale  of  duties 
proposed  to  be  levied,  because  he  wished 
him  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  great  pre- 
ponderance of  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  against  a  complicated  sliding 
scale  such  as  was  proposed  in  the  4th 
Schedule  of  the  Bill,  and  in  favour  of  a 
uniform  duty  from  20  degrees  up  to  35. 
He  was  a£raid  the  proposal  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  in  that  respect  would  give  rise 
to  a  great  deal  of  unnecessary  work  and 
expense,  and  cause  some  delay  and 
trouble.  Indeed,  in  Spain  and  Portugal 
they  were  already  complaining  that 
there  was  another  favour  to  France. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  consider  the  question  of  bottled 
wines,  and  on  this  head  see  his  way  to 
alter  his  proposals.  For  his  part,  he  was 
was  so  pleased  at  the  prospect  of  a  re- 
duction m  the  Wine  Duties,  and  so  satis- 
fied that  it  would  give  an  enormous 
stimulus  to  British  tii^e,  that  he  hoped 
the  House  would  allow  the  Oovemment  to 
go  with  a  free  hand  into  the  negotiations. 
Sib  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  :  It 
had  not  been  my  intention,  in  any  cir- 
cumstances, to  have  entered  into  any 
very  elaborate  discussion  of  the  general 
0  uestion  ;  but  after  what  we  have  heard 
this  evening  from  the  Prime  Minister,  I 
feel  that  I  am  less  able  to  enter  into 
such  a  discussion  than  I  should  oti^er- 
wise  have  been.    In  several  important 
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respects  we  have  not  yet  got  the  whole 
of  the  Oovemment  proposals  in  such  a 
form  as  to  admit  of  their  being  pro- 
fitably discussed.  That  is  the  case,  at 
least,  as  regards  one  important  portion 
of  the  Wine  Duties;  Ana  then  as  to  the 
details  of  the  transformation  of  the  Malt 
Tax  into  a  Beer  Duly  we  have  not  suffi- 
cient information.  There  are,  however, 
a  few  remarks  which  I  wish  to  make. 
In  the  first  place,  I  must  say  it  struck 
me  at  the  time  Notice  was  g^ven  of  a 
Supplementanr  Budget,  and  still  more 
when  the  Buaget  was  introduced,  that 
it  was  not  very  easy  to  explain  why  we 
had  a  Supplementary  Budget  at  that 
time  at  all.  Undoubtedly  the  canons 
which  the  Prime  Minister  has  repeatedly 
laid  down  with  reg^ard  to  the  incon- 
Tenience  of  making  more  than  one 
Financial  Statement  in  the  year  would 
have  led  one  to  suppose  that  it  would 
have  been  only  in  the  case  of  some  great 
and  pressing  necessity  that  he  would 
depart  ^m  his  own  principles  and 
make,  at  the  present  time,  a  Supplemen- 
tary Financial  Statement  when  tne  year 
was  so  young.  Of  course,  circumstances 
might  have  arisen  which  would  render 
sucn  a  Statement  necessary.  But  having 
given  my  best  consideration  to  the 
grounds  alleged  by  right  hon.  Friend,  I 
still  think  they  were  far  from  being 
sufficient.  I  do  not  think  the  first 
ground  stated,  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  introduced  the  Supplementary 
Budget,  was  one  which  the  House  need 
take  much  notice  of.  He  stated  that 
the  Estimates  which  I  laid  before  the 
House  were  not  very  sanguine ;  that 
they  were  cautious,  but  not  too  cautious; 
and  gave  us  to  understand  that  I  had 
not  erred  by  want  of  care  in  framing 
them.  At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
state  that  there  was  a  prospect  of  such 
a  failure  in  the  Estimates  as  would  in- 
duce him  at  this  time  to  make  other  pro- 
posals of  additional  taxation.  He  re- 
ferred to  the  small  amount  of  £200,000 
of  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
would  nave  to  be  voted,  and  which 
would  rather  more  than  absorb  the 
surplus  I  had  in  hand.  That  might  or 
might  not  be  the  case.  I  think  it  is  far 
too  earlv  in  the  year  to  say  what  the 
effect  of  the  Supplementary  Estimates 
might  be.  We  Jmow  that  every  year 
there  must  be  Supplementary  Estimates, 
and  that  in  a  properly  constituted  Budget 
there  will  be  savings  of  no  inconsider- 
able amount.     It  is  impossible  to  say 


where  the  savings  will  be ;  but  in  ordi- 
nary years  the  amount  of  savings  under 
different  heads  will  balance  and  cover 
the  Supplementary  Estimates.  That, 
therefore,  is  not  a  ground  upon  which  a 
new  Budget  involving^  considerable  ad- 
ditional taxation  ought  to  be  proposed. 
But,  no  doubt,  circumstances  might  have 
occurred  which  would  render  it  necessary 
to  provide  additional  funds  for  new  and 
additional  Services ;  and  when  my  right 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  the  possibility 
of  some  call  upon  us  for  India,  he  opened 
a  consideration  which  might  have  justi- 
fied a  very  important  Financial  State- 
ment. But  having  done  so,  he  pro- 
ceeded to  whittle  away  that  ground,  and 
to  impress  upon  us  that  he  had  no  pro- 
posals at  that  time  to  make,  and  that 
for  some  considerable  time  it  would  not 
be  possible  for  the  Oovemment  to  bring 
forward  such  proposals.  He  made  some 
observations,  sound  I  think,  on  the  de- 
sirableness of  making  such  proposals  in 
one  form  altogether,  so  as  not  to  deal 
with  a  g^eat  question  piece  by  piece.  I 
think,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
would  have  acted  more  in  accordance 
with  the  usual  practice  and  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  and  the  country, 
if  he  had  waited  until  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion to  make  proposals  with  regara  to 
giving  relief  to  India,  and  to  providing 
uie  WajB  and  Means  which  might  be 
called  for.  His  object  was  to  make 
provision  for  possible  calls,  without 
knowing  himself  that  they  will  ever 
be  made.  The  financial  result  of  his 
proposal,  as  well  as  the  amount  he 
proposed  to  provide,  is  so  small  as  rather 
to  preclude  the  possibility  of  his  making 
any  large  assistance  to  Indian  finance 
unless  m  the  way  of  some  loan  raised 
and  the  interest  upon  it.  We  may  there- 
fore, I  think,  set  aside  these  as  considera- 
tions which  could  hardly  weigh  with  us 
in  considering  the  propriety  of  brining 
in  a  new  Budget  at  this  time.  There 
was  another  reason  which  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister put  forward  and  laid  considerable 
stress  upon.  He  told  us  that  the  French 
Commercial  Treaty  was  comine  to  a  close  y 
that  within  a  short  time  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  have  a  new  Treaty,  unless  we  were 
to  lose  the  advantages  which  the  Treaty 
of  1860  had  conferred  on  our  trade; 
and  that,  in  order  to  successfully  carry 
on  the  negotiations  which  Her  Maiesty's 
Oovemment  were  opening  with  France, 
it  woidd  be  necessary  to  make  some  pro- 
posals with  regard  to  the  Wine  Duties ; 
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and,  therefore,  he  took  the  opportanitj 
of  asking  what  certainlj  is  very  unusoal 
— that  we  should  give  the  Goyemment 
power,  by  Order  in  Oouncil,  to  propose 
and  cany  through  a  particular  set  of 
propositions  with  regard  to  the  altera- 
tions in  the  Wine  Duties.  At  the  time 
it  struck  me  that  that  was  a  strange 
proposal  to  make — and  one  in  connection 
with  which  I  have  very  much  doubt  as 
to  whether  it  is  likely  to  conduce  to  a 
satisfactory  conduct  of  negotiations  with 
a  foreign  country.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  me  that,  before  the  basis  of  the  nego- 
tiations had  been  laid,  a  t>roposal  of  that 
kind,  and  the  putting  into  your  Act  of 
Parliament  a  provision  that  the  whole 
thing  must  be  settled  by  a  particular 
day,  and  that  a  very  short  day,  was  not 
likely  to  conduce  to  a  settlement ;  and 
what  we  have  heard  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to-night  confirms  my  impres- 
sion. But,  leaving  that  aside  for  the 
moment,  we  have  to  consider,  not  only 
the  alterations  in  the  Wine  Duties  with 
France,  but  what  effect  they  will  have  on 
other  countries — Spain,  Portugal,  Italy 
— whose  wines  are  of  greater  strength ; 
and  we  have  heard  nothing  to  explain 
to  us  with  what  probability  we  shall 
consult  the  interests  of  this  country  in 
negotiating  with  these  foreign  countries 
by  laving  down  in  an  act  of  Parliament 
a  scale  that  would  be  applicable  to  the 
wines  of  those  countries.  So  far  as  I 
am  aware,  the  scale  that  is  proposed  in 
the  Bill  is  not  very  likely  to  give  satis- 
faction to  some  of  those  wine-growing 
countries ;  and  I  really  do  not  know  in 
what  position  we  may  be  to  arrans^e  our 
tariffs  with  them  if  we  are  to  be  bound 
by  a  scale  such  as  this,  without  know- 
ing how  it  will  be  looked  at  by  those 
Powers.  We  have  to  accomplish  a  most 
difficult  task — to  arrange  a  scale  to  g^ve 
satisfaction  to  several  countries,  aU  of 
them  jealous  about  the  scale,  and  as  to 
its  being  an  equivalent  of  something  to  be 
g^ven  on  the  other  side.  I  do  not  desire 
to  lay  down  any  strict  principle  of  poli- 
tical economy  on  the  subject  of  Tariff 
Treaties.  I  am  not  at  all  indisposed  to 
make  Commercial  Treaties,  ana  endea- 
vour to  obtain  advantages  in  considera- 
tion of  advantages  eiven  to  other  coun- 
tries. But  I  am  <juite  sure,  if  you  enter 
on  that  system,  if  you  are  to  carry  it 
throughout  your  commercial  policy,  as 
matters  now  stand,  you  will  find  your- 
selves embarked  in  a  most  difficult  and 
complicated  task,   because    the   ''most 
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favoured  nation  "  clause  will  oblige  joa 
to  give  to  several  countries  uncondition- 
ally what  you  obtain  from  others  in 
return  for  equivalent  concessions.  Now, 
we  are  told  all  this  is  laid  aside  for  the 
present.  I  am  not  sorry  to  hear  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  to  wait  a 
short  time,  when  he  promises  us  farther 
information.  In  the  meantime,  I  am 
quite  ready  to  say  this — that  it  will  be 
of  great  advantage,  now  we  have  these 

Proposals  before  us,  that  those  who 
ave  practical  information  on  the  subject 
should  g^ve  us  the  benefit  of  it.  I  do 
not  enter  into  the  question  myself,  feel- 
ing that  I  do  not  speak  with  authority 
upon  it ;  but  I  do  feel  g^reat  hesitation 
in  accepting  the  system  of  a  rise  of  duty 
by  so  much  per  deg^ree.  I  remember 
that  when  the  alcoholic  scale  was  first 
introduced  there  were  two  breaks  instead 
of  one.  There  was  a  break  at  18^,  and 
it  was  found  inconvenient,  because,  to 
use  a  phrase  familiar  at  the  time,  it 
**  cut  into  the  middle  of  the  clarets,"  and 
so  rendered  it  necessary  to  test  a  g^reat 
number  of  samples.  This  is  what  I 
apprehend  now.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  it  would  be  inconvenient 
to  the  officers  of  Kevenue  to  examine  a 
great  many  more  samples  imported. 
That  is  the  olgection ;  but  it  is  not  con- 
fined to  the  officers  of  the  Kevenue ;  the 
inconvenience  is,  no  doubt,  shared  by 
the  public — by  the  importers  of  wine, 
in  loss  of  time,  and  perheips  in  the  injury 
caused  to  the  fine  wines  oy  the  opening 
of  the  casks.  But  I  would  rather  have 
that  matter  discussed  by  those  who  are 

fersonally  conversant  with  the  subject, 
have  made  my  contribution  to  the  dis- 
cussion in  a  £nendly  sense,  not  being 
at  all  desirous  of  setting  up  my  own 
views  on  a  subject  which,  I  think,  re- 
quires serious  consideration.  I  believe 
there  will  also  be  objections  taken  to 
the  particular  rate  at  which  it  is  proposed 
to  rise  to  higher  degrees ;  but  all  these 
questions  will  come  up  in  Committee  on 
the  Bill.  Another  matter — and  really 
the  important  question  raised  on  the 
scheme  and  Bill — is  the  transformation 
of  the  Malt  Tax  into  the  Beer  Duty.  It 
is,  of  course,  open  to  observation  that 
that  is  a  proposal  which  has  its  political 
side.  We  heard,  the  other  night,  from 
the  Home  Secretary,  what  wonderful 
interest  would  hereaiter  attach  to  the 
night  of  the  10th  of  June,  when  this  pro- 
posal was  made,  and  how  the  Liberals 
would  be  greeted  with  the  applause  of 
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the  agrioultarlsts.  I  do  not,  for  a  mo- 
ment, deny  the  right  of  the  Qovemment, 
if  they  think  fit,  to  oome  forward  and 
make  a  political  Budget,  and  make 
offers  to  gain  the  support  and  confidence 
of  the  agricultural  interest.  I  rather 
doubt  myself  whether,  when  the  pro- 
posal is  thoroughly  examined,  it  will  be 
found  to  be  a  benefit  so  great  to  the 
farmers  as,  at  first  sight,  may  appear. 
But  here,  again,  I  tmnk  a  great  deal 
will  depend  on  the  criticisms  which 
will  be  more  properly  reserved  for 
Committee  as  to  the  exact  manner 
in  which  the  change  will  operate, 
the  exact  restrictions  to  be  put  on  the 
brewing  trade,  and  the  facilities  that 
will  be  retained.  Of  course,  we  must 
bear  in  mind  the  question  of  the  impor- 
tation of  foreign  malt.  I  altogether  dis- 
sociate myself  from  any  proposal  to  ob- 
ject to  the  taking  off  the  duty  ;  but  I 
should  not  be  surprised  if,  after  all,  it 
caused  a  good  deal  of  grumbling.  This 
proposal  to  change  the  Malt  Tax  into  a 
Beer  Duty  is  one  that  has  often  and 
often  been  made ;  but  I  agpree  entirely 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  (Sasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson),  when  he  said  the  credit  of  a 
proposal  of  a  financial  character  ought 
not  to  rest  with  irresponsible  persons 
who  had  sagacity  to  discorer  it,  but  with 
the  GK>yemment,  which  sees  its  way  to 
adopt  and  introduce  it.  Therefore,  I  do 
not  think  it  at  all  worth  while  to  enter 
into  the  question  as  to  the  origin  of  the 
suggestion;  but,  at  the  same  time,  I 
may  say  that  if  there  is  anyone  who  is 
entitied  to  credit  in  the  matter  it  is  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot),  who 
in  1870  brought  forward  the  proposal, 
and  seriously  pressed  the  right  hon. 
Gendeman  in  favour  of  a  course  similar 
to  that  which  is  now  being  taken.  The 
proposal  made  was  that  a  brewers' 
licence  duty  should  be  substituted  for 
the  Malt  Tax.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  of  that  day  (Mr.  Lowe)  ad- 
mitted the  general  argument  in  favour 
of  such  a  change ;  but  he  objected  to  it 
mainly  on  two  groimds.  It  was  incon- 
venient to  collect  so  large  an  amount  of 
Bevenue  from  something  like  33,000 
brewers  instead  of  9,000  maltsters,  and 
it  would  involve  restrictions  of  the  brew- 
ing trade  which  would  be  vexatious  and 
inconvenient.  For  these  reasons  he  did 
not  feel  himself  able  to  make  a  propo- 
sition ;  but  he  promised  to  oonsi&r  the 


subject.  The  matter  was  brought  before 
me,  and  precisely  the  same  objections 
were  raised  when  I  came  to  consider  it. 
The  number  of  brewers  had  diminished 
at  the  time ;  but,  still,  we  had  to  con- 
sider— is  it  safe  in  the  interesto  of  the 
Revenue  to  collect  taxes  which  produce 
£8,000,000  from  23,000  persons  instead 
of  from  8,000  ?  Is  it  safe  to  do  it  when 
you  consider  that  the  process  of  brewing 
is  far  more  easy  than  the  process  of 
malting ;  and  will  it  not  be  necessary, 
if  the  change  is  made,  to  introduce  re- 
strictions into  the  brewing  trade  ?  I  did 
not  see  my  way  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion; my  right  hon.  Friend  is  bolder, 
and  is  attempting  to  deal  with  it.  I  will 
not  say  anything  with  regard  to  the 
difficulties  he  has  to  encounter.  The 
number  of  brewers  is  lareer  than  the 
number  of  malteters,  and  it  may  be 
increased  by  the  new  system.  [Mr. 
Gladstone  dissented.]  My  right  hon. 
Friend  shakes  his  head;  but,  at  any 
rate,  it  would  be  easier  to  set  up  an 
illicit  brewery  than  an  illicit  malt  kin, 
and  brewing  takes  a  shorter  time  and 
requires  less  apparatus.  That  is  a  point 
which  is  of  serious  importence  to  the 
Bevenue.  It  has  been  said  that  co- 
operative arrangemente  for  brewing 
might  have  furnished  a  means  of 
evasion;  but  I  am  glad  to  hear  that 
that  is  to  be  guarded  against  in  the 
Act.  There  are  two  questions  which 
arise.  One  is,  what  will  be  the  financial 
effect  of  the  change?  and  the  other  is, 
whether  it  is  necessary  to  pay  such  a 
price  as  we  are  asked  to  pay  for  it? 
Financially,  the  change  will  prove  much 
more  favourable  to  the  Bevenue  than 
wo  have  hitherto  been  led  to  expect. 
In  the  Paper  placed  in  our  hands  it  is 
steted  that  the  amount  of  Beer  Duty 
receivable  in  five  months  will  be 
£3,800,000.  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  this  may  be  taken  as  a  fair 
sample  of  the  year  ?  I  imderstand  from 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentieman  it  may  not, 
and,  werefore,  I  may  not  pursue  the 
calculation ;  but  if  that  might  have  been 
done,  the  Beer  Duty  would  have  pro- 
duced £750,000  more  than  the  Malt  Tax. 
As  to  the  price  we  have  to  pay,  I  admit 
there  is  much  good  in  the  proposal, 
provided  we  are  secured  against  fraudu- 
lent evasion.  You  ought  not  to  look  a 
gift  horse  in  the  mouth ;  but  this  is  not 
exactiy  a  gift  horse,  because  you  have 
to  pay  for  it,  and  in  a  manner  extremely 
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unpleasant  to  a  large  nnmber  of  tax- 
payers, by  an   addition  of   Id.  to  the 
Income  Tax,    at  an  inoonyenient  time 
of  the  year,  to  the  upsetting  of  arrange- 
ments made  on   the   basis  of  a  lower 
rate  of  the  tax.    It  will  be  a  serious 
addition  to  the  burdens  of  the  Income 
Tax  payer  at  a  time  when  we  know  he 
is  not  in  a  flourishing  position.  Although 
there  is    improvement    in  trade,    and 
there  are  good  hopes  of   the  harvest, 
yet  we  know  the  country  is  still  suffering 
materially  from  depression,  and  an  in- 
crease of  the  Income  Tax  is  by  no  means 
an  acceptable  proposal.    There  is  con- 
siderable force  in  the  question  which  has 
been  asked — why  should  you  lay  this 
upon  the  Income  Tax  payers,  and  why 
not  put  it  upon  the  beer  drinkers  ?    The 
reply  is  that  it  is  a  good  investment  of 
the  penny,  and  that  we  should  gain  the 
advantage  of  being  able,  at  any  time 
when  we  want  a  larger  Eevenue,  to  raise 
it  in  a  simple  manner  by  an  addition  to 
the  Beer  Duty.    That  is  an  important 
consideration;   but  it  cuts  both  ways. 
An  addition  to  the  duly  on  the  beer  con- 
sumed by  the  people  of  this  country  is 
likely  to  be  unpopular,  and  may  lead  to 
inconvenient  consequences.     It    is  ex- 
ceedingly difficult    to    raise  additional 
Bevenue  by  additional  taxes  of  this  kind 
on  articles  largely  consumed  by  the  work- 
ing classes,  as  we  found  when  dealing 
with  the  Tobacco  Duties.   The  consumer 
expected  the  same  quantity  for  hismoney, 
and  so,  in  order  to  meet  the  additional 
tax,  the  dealer  found  it  to  his  interest  to 
tamper  with  the  quality  ;  and  the  same 
may  happen  in  the  case  of  beer.    But  I 
do  not  care  to  prophecy  all  these  remote 
consequences.      It    seems    to    me   the 
Budget,  as  a  whole,  is  hardly  justifiable 
in  respect  of  the  time  when,  and  the 
grounds  upon  which,  it  is  brought  for- 
ward.     Without    denpng   there    is  a 
great  deal  of  ^ood  in  it,  I  think  there  is 
not  sufficient  justification  for  disturbing 
the  financial  arrangements  of  the  year 
at  this  season.    I  think  there  was  very 
great  want  of  judgment  in  takine  the 
particular  line  that  was  taken  with  re- 
gard to  the  Commercial  Treaty  and  the 
wine  Duties.    As  to  the  Malt  Tax  and 
the  Beer  Duty  which  is  proposed,  it  is 
an  experiment  which  is  to  be  tried  under 
conditions  that  cannot  but  cause  anxiety 
to  the  guardians  of  the  Bevenue;  and 
with  regard  to  the  Income  Tax  I  must 
•ay  it  is  a  measure  likely  to  be  unpopu- 
lar, and  which  can  be  hardly  jusidfied 
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in  the  eyes  of  those  upon  whom  we  call 
to  pay  it.  Considering  that  the  main 
TOoposal  is  not  to  involve  any  loss  of 
Kevenue,  but  is  to  increase  it,  it  would 
have  been  better — if  it  had  been  thought 
necessary  and  desirable  to  make  the 
change  this  year — ^that  arrangements 
should  have  been  made  for  carrying 
it  into  effect  without  additional  taxation. 
I  believe  it  could  have  been  done  by 
some  arrangement  which  would  have 
been  justified.  You  were  not  going  to 
incur  additional  expenditure ;  you  were 
not  surrendering  a  tax ;  you  were  only 
transferring  it  to  a  form  in  which  it  wiU 
be  more  profitable.  I  have  no  intention 
of  objecting  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  but  I  hope  when  we  g^t  into 
Committee  we  shall  be  in  a  position  to 
criticize  to  more  advantage  some  of  the 
details  to  which  I  have  drawn  atten- 
tion.   

Mr.  CABTWBIGHT  said,  he  ap- 
proved the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  abolish  the  27  degree 
standard  as  the  point  of  dermarcation 
between  the  so-called  natural  and  artifi- 
cial wines;  he  also  approved  of  the 
lowering  of  the  limit  of  strength  for 
wines  below  42  degrees,  because  that 
point  was  so  high  as  to  encourage  the 
manufacture  for  the  English  market 
of  wines  imperfectly  fermented  through 
an  exoessive  addition  of  spirit.  To 
chaise  the  duty  according  to  the  al- 
cohouc  strength  of  the  wine  would 
avoid  all  danger  of  strong  wines  being 
made  use  of  for  thd"  purpose  of  illicit 
distillation.  He  must,  however,  take 
exception  to  the  scale  of  duties  as  pro- 
posed in  the  Bill,  because  it  involved  a 
^^radation  by  degree  which  was  certain, 
in  his  opinion,  to  cause  great  trouble,  to 
lead  to  disputes  between  the  merchants 
and  Custom  House  authorities,  and  prove 
vexatious  to  the  trade.  The  present 
system  of  charging  the  duty  upon  wines 
had  operated  adversely  to  the  interests 
both  of  the  consumers  and  of  the  im- 
porters, by  stimulating  the  importation 
of  highly  brandied  but  badly  fermented 
wines.  The  bulk  of  the  bottled  wines 
was  imported  from  Germany  and  from 
France;  whereas  the  wines  in  wood 
came  to  this  country  from  Spain  and 
firom  Portugal,  and  great  care  was  re- 
quired in  the  re-adjustment  (^  the  duties 
not  to  place  their  wines  in  a  worse  posi- 
tion than  the  light  wines  of  France.  A 
Betum  made  in  1835  showed  that  the 
Peninsular  wines,  which  were  of  a  high 
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alooholio  Btrength — ^namely,  from  35  to 
37  degrees — ^paid  upon  the  scale  then  in 
nse  225  per  cent  more  than  was  charged 
upon  the  light  wines  of  20  degrees,  and  he 
was  glad  t£at  this  inequality  was  about 
to  be  reduced.  The  Committee  on  the 
subject  had  drawn  up  their  Eeport  with 
a  desire  not  to  go  beyond  the  Order  of 
Beferenoe,  and  to  leave  the  delicate 
questions  inyolved  to  be  dealt  with,  as 
much  as  possible,  by  the  Executive ;  but 
they  felt  that  the  alteration  in  th6  Wine 
Duties  was  a  matter  which  closely 
affected  our  commercial  relations  with 
other  countries.  He  thought  that  when 
they  were  altering  the  Wine  Duties  they 
ought  to  have  framed  the  scale  in  such 
a  way  as  would  have  facilitated,  to  a 
great  degree,  the  consumption  of  wine, 
which  was  only  drunk  in  the  proportion 
of  about  3  per  cent  of  the  alcoholic 
strength  to  tne  total  consumption  of  al- 
cohol in  this  country.  The  heavier  wines 
were,  in  his  opinion,  unduly  burdened. 

Mr.  SLAOG  said,  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  deserved  the  thanks  of  the 
House  for  the  action  they  had  taken 
with  respect  to  the  negotiations  with 
France,  which  he  believea  were  f]*aught 
with  great  promise  to  the  commerce  of 
this  countiy.  The  Legislature  usually 
paid  too  little  attention  to  matters  fa- 
vourable to  the  raising  of  revenue,  and 
too  much  attention  to  matters  which  in- 
volved its  often  lavish  expenditure.  He, 
therefore,  thankfally  acknowledged  the 
efforts  of  the  Oovemment  to  extend  the 
commercial  relations  of  the  country  with 
France.  The  late  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  expressed  his  regret  that 
we  had  no  assurance  that  we  should  get 
from  France  some  return  for  the  duties 
we  were  surrendering.  So  far  as  he  un- 
derstood the  letters  which  had  been  in- 
terchanged between  the  two  Govern- 
ments he  thought  they  had  that  assur- 
ance. The  negotiations  had  been,  and 
he  hoped  and  believed  would  be,  carried 
on  on  that  basis.  He  regretted  that 
such  negotiations  were  necessary,  and 
that  France  was  not  prepared  to  do 
voluntarily  that  which  was  manifestly  for 
her  own  good.  They  had,  however,  io 
face  the  condition  of  things  which 
existed.  They  were  bound  to  reduce  im- 
port duties  when  the  Bevenue  enabled 
them  to  do  so.  The  French  and  other 
Governments  would  not  approach  us 
unless  we  brought  something  in  our 
hands  in  order  to  Induce  them  to  bar- 
gain widi  ufl ;  and  the  only  liiing  we 


could  bring  to  the  French  Gbvemment 
was  the  Wine  Duty.  The  Trealy  of 
1860  had  been,  to  some  extent,  foisted 
upon  the  French  people.  They  regarded 
it  as  having  been  the  result  of  under- 
hand negotiations,  and  that  fact  had 
embarrassed  us  in  all  our  negotiations 
since  that  time.  A  different  state  of 
things  now,  however,  existed.  France 
had  made  an  approach  to  us,  and  it 
would  be  adverse  to  the  interests  of  the 
country  if  the  House  of  Commons  and 
the  public  opinion  of  England  did  not 
welcome  that  approach.  The  products 
of  France  were  required  here,  and  our 

Products  found  a  ready  market  in  France, 
n  that  country  they  had  to  deal  with  a 
prudent,  solvent,  and  enterprizing  class 
of  traders ;  not,  perhaps,  so  bold  or  en- 
terprizing as  English  traders,  but  that 
was  more  than  made  up  by  their  pru- 
dence and  solvency.  France,  too,  fur- 
nished the  key  to  our  Treaty  relations 
with  other  countries.  With  regard  to 
Spain  and  Portugal,  we  had  lost  a 
valuable  trade,  and  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  we  should  come  to 
terms  with  those  countries.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  Wine  Duties,  the  Spanish 
Government  had  imposed  such  restric- 
tions on  the  import  of  English  goods  as 
almost  to  annihilate  our  trade  with  the 
country.  Gh*eat  advantages  had,  however, 
resulted  from  the  Gommercial  Treaty 
of  1860  with  France.  Before  that 
Treaty,  the  textile,  stoneware,  glass- 
ware, hardware,  cutlery,  and  other  im- 
ported industries  were  excluded  from 
France.  In  1859,  our  exports  to  that  coun- 
try amounted  to  £4,000,000  only,  and 
our  imports  to  £16,000,000,  while  in  1878 
our  exports  had  risen  to  £14,000,000 
and  our  imports  to  £41,000,000 ;  and  he 
saw  no  limit  to  the  increase  in  the  trade 
if  satisfactory  terms  were  made  in  the  new 
Treaty.  Such  negotiations  as  the  Govern- 
ment were  engaged  in  in  fVance,  and 
a  mutual  interchange  of  opinions,  formed 
the  best  means  of  teaching  Frenchmen 
their  true  trade  interests.  He  rejoiced 
at  the  excellent  understanding  developed 
between  the  two  countries  by  the  Treaty 
of  Commerce  of  I860  and  similar  en- 
gagements. Let  anyone  compare  the 
heated,  jealous,  and  ang^  temper  which 
prevailed  in  the  da^s  of  Lord  Pahnerston 
with  the  calm,  foendly,  and  business- 
like relations  that  existed  to-day.  He 
believed  that  the  g^d  terms  upon  which 
England  and  France  were  with  one 
another  would  gain  in  intensity  after 


755 


Customs  and  Inland        (COMMONS) 


Revenue  BiU. 


759 


the  aooeptanoe  of  the  Treaty  now  pro- 
posed by  our  Ooyemment,  and  would 
afford  another  guarantee  for  the  main- 
tenance of  peace. 

Mb.  ORR  EWING  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Slage), 
who  had  just  spoken,  complained  of  the 
duty  upon  French  wines  being  only  re- 
duced to  %d.f  and  put  forward  a  wish 
that  it  should  be  reduced  to  ^d,,  on  the 
ground  that  the  prime  cost  of  wine  was 
8(1?.  per  gallon.  He  thought  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  astonished  to  hear 
that  the  prime  cost  of  whisky  was  some- 
thing like  \s,  6d,  or  Is.  9d.  per  gallon 
of  proof  spirit,  and  that  there  was  a  tax 
upon  that  of  no  less  than  \0s.  Surely 
that  disparity  was  much  greater  than 
the  one  he  drew  attention  to.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  consider  that 
their  import  duties  ought  to  be  reduced 
according  to  their  financial  condition. 
Happily  they  had  but  few  import  duties 
to  reduce,  for  the  only  one  they  had  was 
that  on  wine,  brandy,  rum,  tea,  and 
coffee,  which  were  luxuries  of  life.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  if 
he  proposed  to  reduce  the  duty  on  wines, 
brandy,  and  rum  in  proportion  to  the 
condition  of  the  country  from  the  finan- 
cial point  of  yiew,  without  doing  justice 
to  the  distillers  and  brewers  of  the 
coimtry,  by  reducing  the  duties  upon 
the  articles  they  produce  in  proportion. 
He  did  not  think  that  he  could  seriously 
mean  such  a  thing,  and  the  coimtry 
would  not  submit  to  it.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Oxfordshire(Mr.Cartwright)  thought 
that  the  great  defect  of  the  proposals  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was  in 
not  imposing  an  increased  duty  accord- 
ing to  the  alcoholic  strength;  and  he 
suggested,  as  a  way  of  getting  out  of  the 
difficulty,  an  ad  valorem  duty.  He  said 
he  had  no  doubt  that  they  might  be 
subjected  to  fraud  under  an  ad  valorem 
duty,  by  putting  a  smaller  value  upon 
wine  imported  into  this  country  than  it 
was  really  worth ;  but  he  afterwards 
thought  as  to  that  that  they  had  a 
remedy  at  hand,  because  they  had  their 
Custom  House  officers  to  watch,  and  if 
they  saw  that  too  low  a  value  was  put 
upon  the  wine  which  was  imported  they 
could  take  possession  of  it.  He  (Mr.  Orr 
Ewing)  was  afraid,  however,  that  if  they 
aUowed  of  the  Customs  confiBcatinff  wine 
which  was  considered  as  of  too  low  a 
rate  of  value,  the  Government  would 
become  a  Kreat  wine  merchant,  because 
it  would  be  so  often  tried   that  they 

Mr.  Cariwri^hi 


would  take  possession  of  a  great  quan- 
tity of  wine  which  he  presumed  they 
would  sell  and  not  destroy.  He  was 
quite  satisfied  that  if  they  looked  at  the 
subject  from  all  points  of  view  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  if  carried  out,  would  lead  to 
serious  difficulties.  Then,  as  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  (Mr.  Baxter),  he  seemed  to 
have  a  great  dislike  to  whisky,  and 
could  not  work  himself  up  to  Uie  en- 
thusiasm which  Scotchmen  generally 
do  in  demanding  that  justice  or  some 
approach  to  justice  should  be  done 
in  regard  to  taxing  whisky  in  com- 
parison with  wine  and  beer,  and  he 
asserted  that  it  would  be  most  injurious 
to  the  interests  of  Scotland  if  whisky 
should  be  taxed  at  a  lower  duty.  He 
disputed  that  point.  There  was  a  com- 
mon belief  among  hon.  Members,  and 
among  Englishmen  especially,  that  Soot- 
land  was  a  much  more  dissipated  nation 
than  England.  The  very  reverse,  how- 
ever, had  been  proved,  for  if  they  took 
the  quantity  of  alcohol  that  was  in  wine, 
beer,  and  spirits  drunk  by  the  people  of 
England,  compared  with  that  drunk  in 
Scotland,  they  would  find  that  the  people 
of  England  drank  at  the  rate  of  50  per  cent 
more  than  the  people  of  Scotland.  He 
felt  thankful  that  the  riffht  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose,  although  a  Scotchman, 
was  not  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
because  he  felt  very  certain,  from  the 
remarks  which  the  present  occupant  of 
that  Office  made  in  his  Budget  speech, 
that  he  had  a  much  more  kindly  feel- 
ing and  a  much  more  kindly  intention 
towards  amending  the  discrepancy  in 
the  taxation  of  ]^gland  and  Scotland 
than  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
indicated  in  his  speech.  He  had  listened 
with  great  interest  and  satisfaction  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  when 
introducing  his  Budget  to  the  House. 
But  he  did  not  concur  with  his  proposals 
as  to  wine,  and  he  regretted  that  he 
should  have  thought  it  necessary  to 
put  an  additional  penny  on  the  Income 
Tax  to  carry  out  his  proposals.  Still, 
the  change  he  proposed  to  make  by 
abolishing  the  Malt  Tax  and  putting  a 
duty  on  beer,  inau^rated  a  new,  and 
what  appeared  to  him  (Mr.  Orr  Ewing) 
to  be  a  sound  system,  and  would  be  ti 
mine  of  wealth  to  future  Chfmoellors  of 
the  Exchequer,  who  would  be  able  thus 
to  raise  more  taxation  in  an  emergency. 
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He  trusted,  however,  that  the  means 
thus  at  command  would  be  used  to  re- 
adjust taxation.  By  an  increased  taxa- 
tion of  beer,  they  might  abolish  the  tea 
and  coffee  duties,  and  even  the  Income 
Tax.  There  was  no  part  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  speech  which  gave  him 
more  satisfaction  than  that  part  in  which 
he  announced  his  intention  of  abolishing 
the  Malt  Tax.  The  right  hon.  Oentle- 
m.an  had  said — 

"  Now,  let  U8  conBider  what  that  entails.  It 
meanB,  in  the  first  place,  that  we  are  to  do  away 
with  a  revenue  approaching  £8,000,000.  It  is 
quite  evident  that  £8,000,000  are  not  to  be  had 
to  fill  a  gap  of  that  kind  without  financial 
changes  of  the  most  formidable  kind — I  would 
say,  in  a  financial  sense,  of  a  revolutionary  kind. 
£ven  this  is  not  the  greatest  objection.  Let  us 
consider  the  gross  inequality  which  would  be 
established  by  such  a  measure,  and  that  in  more 
aensee  than  one  in  a  country  like  this,  where  we 
raise  one-third  of  our  Revenue,  or  something 
like  it,  by  taxing  alcoholic  drinks.  You  would 
say,  in  respect  of  one  of  these  alcoholic  drinks, 
that  it  should  be  set  entirely  free,  and  that  the 
other  two  should  be  made  subject  to  a  heavy 
duty ;  BO  that  the  man  who  drinks  a  glass  of 
whisky-punch,  even  though  he  dilutes  his  spirit 
with  water  down  to  the  weakness  of  beer,  would 
be  subject  to  an  enormous  tax,  while  the  beer- 
drinker  would  pay  nothing  at  aU.  The  in- 
equality would  be  so  gross  that  such  a  proposal 
would  be  inadmissible.  But  the  inequality  is 
not  only  between  the  different  kinds  of  alcoholic 
beverages,  but  the  inequality  goes  much  fur- 
ther. Ck>nsider  what  it  would  he  between  the 
three  countries  which  make  up  the  United 
Kingdom.  Beer  is  the  standing  and  staple 
drio^  of  the  people  of  England,  but  whisky  is 
the  standing  and  staple  drink  in  the  same  pro- 
portion of  the  people  of  Scotland  and  the 
people  of  Ireland,  and  you  would  be  about  to 
establish  a  state  of  things  in  which  the  staple 
drink  of  England  should  be  entirely  removed 
from  a  tax,  and  in  which  the  staple  drink  in 
Ireland  and  Scotland  should  continue  to  contri- 
bute many  millions  to  the  English  Revenue." — 
[3  Hansard,  cclii.  1638-9.] 

He  was  grateful  for  this  frank  admission 
that  Scotland  and  Ireland  had  a  deep 
interest  in  the  mode  and  extent  to  which 
the  people  of  England  contributed  to  the 
Exchequer  for  the  alcohol  they  consumed, 
and  that  it  would  have  been  unjust  to 
these  countries  that  beer  should  not  have 
been  taxed  when  the  Malt  Tax  was 
abolished.  But  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  to  the 
House,  that  he  did  not  do  full  justice  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland  by  this  Budget, 
because  he  only  proposed  to  put  a  duty 
upon  beer,  porter,  and  ale  equivalent 
to  the  present  Malt  Tax.  He  hoped 
that  in  future  the  Three  Kingdoms 
would  be  put  upon  an  equality  with 


respect  to  the  taxation  on  the  alcohol 
they  consumed.  Taxation  on  alcoholic 
drinks  should  be  laid  on  in  proportion 
to  the  amount  of  alcohol  they  con- 
tained. This  was  the  oidy  just  prin- 
ciple, and,  if  it  were  adopted,  no  foreign 
nation  would  have  any  ground  to  com- 
plain. How  did  the  matter  stand  at 
present  ?  Whisky  and  other  spirits  paid 
1  Os.  per  gallon  on  proof  spirits  if  distilled 
in  this  country ;  and  if  they  were  im- 
ported from  foreign  countries,  they 
paid  10«.  5d. — the  5d,  bein^  paid  to 
compensate  the  distiller  at  home  for 
some  supposed  loss  sustained  owing  to 
our  more  stringent  Excise  Laws — while 
Spain  and  Portugal  paid  on  an  average 
6a.  per  gallon  of  proof  spirits,  and  French 
wines  paid  on  an  average  48.,  whereas 
beer  paid  only  U.  Sd.  per  gallon  of 
proof  spirits.  Was  it  therefore  to  be 
wondered  at  that  these  countries  com- 
plained that  free-trading  England  should 
give  such  an  enormous  advantage  to 
the  home  manufacture  of  beer  ?  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  by  his  Budget, 
intended,  to  a  certain  extent,  to  lessen  this 
inequality  by  lowering  the  duty  on  lieht 
wines  of  20  degrees  to  6d.,  addmg 
Id.  for  every  degree  up  to  35  degrees, 
so  that  wines  of  20  degrees  of  strength, 
which  was  one-fifth  of  proof  spirits,  would 
only  pay  2«.  6d.  per  gallon  of  proof 
spirits,  or  one-fourth  of  what  was  paid 
in  respect  to  whisky  or  other  spirits.  He 
would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man if  this  was  just  to  Scotland  ?  He 
was  sure  that  he  must  answer  that  it 
was  not.  He  had  another  objection  to 
the  proposed  alteration  of  the  duty  upon 
wine,  and  that  was  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  to  be  done.  Power  was  given 
to  the  Government  to  reduce  the  wine 
duties,  in  order  that  they  might  give 
some  sop  to  the  French  to  induce  them 
to  arrange  a  more  favourable  Commer- 
cial Treaty  with  this  country.  He  dis* 
approved  of  this  mode  of  arranging  our 
fiscal  duties.  We  would  be  placed  m  an 
awkward  position  if  we  determined  at  a 
time  of  great  emergency  to  increase  the 
d  uty  upon  beer.  We  would  be  prevented 
from  increasing  the  duty  upon  wine  by 
our  hands  being  tied  by  this  Treaty. 
The  only  just  principle  was  to  tax  all 
alcoholic  drinks  according  to  their 
alcoholic  strength.  He  did  not  pro- 
pose that  they  should  raise  the  duty 
upon  wine  and  beer  at  present  to  the 
high  duty  upon  whisky  and  other  spirits, 
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and  lie  ihonglit  the  duty  upon  whisky 
should  never  be  reduced.  He  felt  grate- 
ful to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  the 
courage  he  had  displayed  in  grappling 
with  wiis  drink  Question  by  abohahing 
the  Malt  Tax,  and  putting  a  tax  on  beer, 
which  was  one  of  the  most  important 
measures  proposed  to  the  country  since 
the  great  Free  Trade  measures  of  Sir 
Eobert  Peel.  The  question  had  been 
for  many  years  before  the  country.    He 

Sir.  Orr  Ewing)  had  in  and  out  of  the 
ouse  advocated  this  change.    In  the 
Budget  discussion  of  1874  he  said — 

"  There  is  but  one  way  by  which  the  malt 
tax  can  be  repealed,  and  I  trust  the  Chancellor 
of  ^e  Exchequer  will  have  the  courage  to 
grapple  witii  the  question— by  placing  brewers 
under  the  Excise,  and  charging  them  for  their 
production,  according  to  its  alcoholic  strength. 
If  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  have  the 
courage  to  do  that,  he  would  have  funds  not  only 
to  abolish  the  malt  tax,  but  the  tea  and  coffee 
duties,  and  the  income  tax,  and  would  have  a 
large  sum  to  devote  to  reduce  local  taxation. 
But  above  aU,  Sir,  he  would  have  the  satisfac- 
tion of  feeling  that  he,  an  English  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  had  done  justice  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  who  were  powerless  of  themselves  to 
effect  the  change  in  eaualizuiflr  the  taxation  of 


the  three  countries  in  their  national  beverages." 
— [3  Hansardf  ccxviii.  1194.] 

The  Scotch  Members  and  Scotchmen 
generally  would  be  thankful  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  for  grappling  with  mis 
important  question. 

Mb.  M.  a.  bass  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  this  transfer  of 
the  Malt  Tax  to  a  duty  on  the  manu- 
factured article— not  so  much  because 
he,  in  common  with  a  large  body  of 
traders,  was  interested  in  the  question, 
as  because  he  also  more  directly  repre- 
sented a  large  body  of  gentlemen  whose 
interests  he  feared  would  be  prejudicially 
affected  by  the  proposed  change.  They 
deprecated  the  change  that  was  pro- 
posed both  in  principle  and  detail.  They 
were  told  that  three  classes  of  persons 
would  be  benefited — namely,  the  farmer, 
the  brewer,  and  the  consumer.  They 
all  knew  that  for  the  last  50  years  the 
question  of  the  Malt  Tax  had  been  made 
a  political  stalking-horse  out  of  which 
to  make  political  capital  with  the  agri- 
culturists; but  the  more  the  question 
was  looked  into  the  more  adverse  the 
proposed  change  would  appear  to  be  to 
the  real  inter^ts  of  the  farmer.  The 
Prime  Minister,  in  introducing  his 
Budget,  made  no  secret  of  what  would 
be  its  effect.    He  said — 

Mr,  if,  A.  Bass 


<*  I  am  strongly  of  opinion  that  a  tax  like  the 
Malt  Tax  has  a  powerful  effect  in  gaining  an 
artificial  preference  for  a  particular  oommodity 
grown  by  a  Joiner  to  the  exclusion  of  other 
commodities." 

He  thought  there  could  be  no  doubt 
that  that  was  the  effect  of  the  Malt 
Tax.  The  present  excise  regulations 
practically  confined  the  brewer  to  the 
use  of  barley  in  the  shape  of  malt. 
There  were  few  countries  indeed  that 
in  ordinary  seasons  could  grow  barley 
which  coidd  compete  in  qualiiy  with 
that  produced  in  this  counhy.  Parley, 
in  fact,  was  the  one  article  in  which  the 
British  farmer  could  compete  with  ad- 
yantaffe  with  his  foreign  competitor. 
They  nad  heard  a  good  deal  of  protec- 
tion to  the  farmer.  He  should  like  to 
ask  the  House  what  better  form  of  pro- 
tection the  farmer  could  possibly  hare 
than  a  system  of  regulations  which  com- 
pelled the  brewer  to  make  use  of  a  par- 
ticular article  manufactured  in  a  parti- 
cular manner,  and  that  article  one  in 
which  the  British  farmer  was  pre- 
eminent. He  knew  that  it  was  said  that 
the  tendency  of  the  present  tax  on  malt 
was  unduly  to  push  up  the  better  class 
of  barley  at  the  expense  of  the  lower. 
He  would  not  deny  that,  to  some  extent, 
that  might  be  its  effect ;  but,  if  so,  so 
much  the  worse  for  the  grower  of  the 
better  class  of  barley  when  the  Malt 
Tax  was  removed  and  placed  upon  beer. 
But,  at  any  rate,  imder  the  present  sys- 
tem of  taxation,  large  quantities  of 
medium  barley  were  malted ;  and  that 
was  due,  to  a  great  extent,  to  the  pre- 
ference given  to  that  grain  by  the  pre- 
sent Excise  regulations.  But  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  British  farmer  how  he 
considered  that  he  would  fcure  in  future 
when  all  restriction  was  removed  on  the 
use  of  materials  by  brewers  ?  He  would 
have  to  compete  with  the  whole  worid 
in  beer-producing  cereals,  as  he  had  now 
to  do  in  the  pi'oduction  of  food-producing 
ones.  At  present  the  foreign  maltster  was 
handicapped  by  the  heavy  duty  on  malt ; 
but  when  that  duty  was  removed  he 
would,  with  his  cheaper  labour  and  the 
low  rates  of  carriage,  become  a  formid- 
able competitor  to  his  British  rival.  The 
Prime  Minister  stated  that  a  duty  of  6«. 
on  the  average  barrel  would  impose  no 
additional  burden  on  the  trader,  and 
almost  in  the  same  sentence  he  told  them 
he  was  about  to  get  £400,000  more  from 
the   trader  and    to    impose  additional 
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itiona  on  liim  at  a  cost  of  £40,000 
'  to  tlie  Seronae.  Those  who  wen 
d  bj  the  proposed  change  had 
carenillj  into  its  details,  and  on 
uie  originally  propounded  by  the 
koa.  Qentleman  they  thought  that 
sveuue  would  benefit  to  the  extent, 
f  £400,000,  but  more  nearly  of 
9,000.  The  preaent  Malt  and 
^e  Duties  amounted  lo  22(.  8id. 
larter.     It  was  proposed  to  raise 

0  25i.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
assumed  that  one-thiid  of  the 
er's  P"^ti  °'  lOd.,  was  due  to 
lalt  Tax,  and  that  the  restrio- 
about  to  be  removed  would  be 
another  li.  to  the  consumer;  and 
ded  5id.  to  give  the  turn  of  the 
to  the  Berenue.  He  produced  a 
f  25«.  per  quarter,  and  afterwards 
d  it  to  244.  by  throwing  them  back 

waste.  He  had  somewhat  modi- 
s  proposition  that  night.  Those 
ated  in  that  businesa  were  unable 
on  what  basis  the  consumer  would 
;he  benefit  of  lOd.  on  the  malt- 
profit  by  the  remoyal  of  the  tax. 
lenied  that  the  Excise  restrictions 
making  of  malt  were  any  appre- 
burden  either  on  the  procedure  or 
buildings  of  the  maltster.   Bpeak- 

1  the  advice  of  responsible  and 
];ent  managers,  and  as  a  member 
rm  that  made  more  malt  than  any 
maltster  in  the  Kingdom,  he  could 

the  r^ht  hon.  Qentleman  that 
-esent  Excise  regulations  did  not 
)  any  appreciable  restriationB  on 
business,  and  that  if  tbey  were 
.war  with  tbej  would  neither  alter 
buildings  nor  their  procedure  in 
espect  whatever.  But  they  ob- 
to  the  right  hon.  Qentleman's  as- 
ion  that  24f .  was  a  fair  equivalent 
e  old  duty  of  22*.  6d. ;  and  they 
ad  still  more  to  the  basis  on  which 
ii.  was  to  be  aaaeased,  and  to  the 
ir  in  which  it  was  to  be  levied, 
iland  Revenue  estimated  the  pro- 
>f  a  quarter  of  malt  to  be  four 
a  of  1,055  gravity,  equivalent  to 
.  of  extract.  On  that  assumed 
krd  a  duty  of  24(.,  or  at  the  rate 
ad.  for  every  pound  of  extract, 
>  be'  levied.  But  they  contended 
le  minimum  average  produce  of  a 
ir  of  malt  waa  not  79  l-51b.,  but 

That  at  3  S-6d.  per  pound  would 
the  duty  to  be  paid  on  each  quarter 
it  26«.  ad.,  or  U.  8^.  per  quarter 


more  than  ibt  asaumed  tax  of  S4i. 
Agun,  the  Halt  Duty  had  hitherto  been 
calculated  on  the  number  of  quarters  of 
barley  steeped — not  on  the  number  of 
quarters  of  malt  made  &om  a  given 
quantity  of  barley.  On  the  average, 
100  quarters  of  barley  poduced  105 
quarters  of  malt,  and  the  extra  five 
quarters  had  not  paid  duty,  acting,  in 
fact,  as  a  kind  of  disoonnt  or  rebate, 
and  making  the  duty  in  practice  about 
20«.  8d.  instead  of  toe  nominal  sum  of 
2I(.  6d.  But  now  the  actual  produce  of 
the  malt  was  to  be  taxed;  the  whole 
105  quarters  produced  from  each  100 
quarters  of  barley  would  pay  duty  in 
tne  shape  of  beer  extract,  and  thus  an 
additional  li.  per  quarter  would  be  laid 
on  the  manufacturer.  The  total  amount 
of  the  dutr  would  be  26i.  8d.  per  quarter, 
or  an  addition  of  4i.,  as  compared  with 
the  old  tax  of  224.  8i.  There  were 
7,200,000  quarters  of  malt  produced 
lost  year,  and  with  the  new  tax  the  right 
hon.  6entlaman  would  get  4*.  a-quarter 
additional,  or  £1,400,000.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  held  out  aome  hope 
of  concessions-  He  proposed  to  give 
them  6  per  cent  instead  of  4  per  oent  for 
waste.  That  waa  6d.  per  quarter,  and 
it  would  reduce  the  £1,400,000  to 
£1,200,000.  Every  point  in  the  soale 
meant  a  difference  of  5i.  per  barrel; 
and  if  the  right  hon.  Genueman  gave 
them  a  real,  substantial  alteration  of  the 
scale,  many  of  their  objections  to  his 

{ropoaal  might  be  removed.  The  right 
on.  Gentleman,  in  introducing  his 
Budget,  said  he  wished  to  make  the 
regulations  as  eaay  as  possible  to  the 
trade.  He  aaid  there  would  be  no  in- 
terference with  their  premiaes  or  times 
of  brewing,  and  that  brewers  could  brew 
from  what  they  pleased,  and  how  they 
pleaaed.  The  new  method  of  asaesa- 
ing  the  tax  on  beer  waa,  however, 
derived  from  Austria;  and  he  under- 
stood that  the  Austrian  brewers  actually 
groaned  under  their  oppressive  Excise 
regulations,  and  were  now  endeavouring 
to  get  the  eystem  on  which  the  tax  waa 
collected  from  them  modified.  The  Bill 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  absolutely 
bristled  with  paina  and  penalties  ;  and 
the  restrictions  on  malting,  which  were 
now  comparatively  harmless,  were  to  be 
transferred  in  a  more  onerous  and  in- 
quisitorial form  to  the  brewer.  An  Ex- 
ciseman must  live  day  and  night  on  the 
brewers'  premises,  not  a  very  pleasant 
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matter  to  begin  with.  Again  the  Excise- 
man would  De  permanently  installed  in 
their  fermenting  rooms,  and  would  super- 
vise and  interfere  at  Uiat  special  stage 
of  their  manufacture  which  most  de- 
manded care  and  attention,  and  he  would 
gain  a  knowledge  of  those  details  which 
mey  wished  to  g^ard  most  jealously  from 
the  eye  of  a  stranger.  Then  they  were 
to  be  liable  to  eight  separate  penalties  of 
£100  each,  and  to  one  of  £50.  There 
would  be  a  far  greater  number  of  entries 
and  checks  than  under  the  old  malt  re- 
gulations. All  their  vessels  were  to  be 
nxed  in  a  way  to  be  defined  by  the  In- 
land Kevenue  Department,  and  condi- 
tions were  laid  down  which  a  practical 
brewer  would  tell  them  it  was  impossible 
to  fulfil,  but  which,  nevertheless,  if  not 
complied  with,  would  subject  them  to 
fines  of  £  1 00.  They  would  have  to  keep 
the  produce  of  one  brewing  separate  from 
the  produce  of  another  for  24  hours. 
That  was  impossible,  and  yet  the  brewer 
would  have  to  pay  a  fine  of  £100  for  not 
obeying  that  regulation.  No  doubt  the 
Excise  officers  would  meet  them  fairly ; 
but  those  things  showed  the  animus  of 
the  Bill.  The  Bill  was  of  a  most  vexa- 
tious and  inquisitorial  character.  The 
Prime  Minister  said  that  he  was  remov- 
ing restrictions  on  the  making  of  malt 
wmch  would  be  worth  1 «.  to  the  consumer ; 
but  he  took  nothing  off  the  brewer  for 
imposing  far  more  objectionable  restric- 
tions on  the  manufacture.  No  doubt  the 
number  of  private  breweries  had  been  de- 
creasing from  year  to  year ;  but  he  greatly 
feared  that  under  the  stimulus  of  the 
bonus  of  6s,  a-quarter  private  breweries 
would  largely  increase.  Hitherto  Uie 
private  brewer  had  paid  the  full  amount 
of  duty  on  the  malt ;  now  he  would  have 
a  bonus  of  6#.  per  barrel,  and  would 
have  to  pay  only  a  nominal  licence  tax. 
He  was  glad  to  hear  that  private  brew- 
ing was  to  be  restricted  to  the  occu- 
pier ;  he  was  satisfied  that  if  that  were 
not  done  they  would  have  co-operative 
breweries  springing  up  in  every  part 
of  the  country.  He  failed  to  see  now 
the  employer  of  labour  could  be  pre- 
vented from  brewing  laree  quantities 
of  beer  at  a  cheaper  price  uian  he  could 
buy  it,  and  so  x^^ying  wages  partly  in 
beer.  As  to  declaration  and  assessment 
by  the  occupier  himself,  was  it  in  human 
nature  for  him  to  be  more  punctilious 
than  many  were  in  assessing  themselves 
for  the  Income  Tax  ?    He  feared  that 


in  the  ultimate  result  the  Bevenue  would 
be  defrauded  to  the  detriment  of  the  Ex- 
cise and  of  the  honest  trader,  or  the  In- 
land Bevenue,  in  self-defence,  would 
be  compelled  to  exercise  a  more  strin- 
gent supervision,  which  would  lead  to 
an  agitation  for  the  withdrawal  of  all 
restrictions  on  private  brewing.  On  the 
assumption  that  the  brewer  would  de- 
rive a  great  advantage  from  beinff  able 
to  use  all  sorts  of  materials  in  substitu- 
tion for  the  good,  old-fashioned,  honest 
malt,  it  was  proposed  to  put  upon  him 
additional  taxation  to  the  amount  of 
St.  6d,  per  quarter,  and  we  were  to  pay 
Id,  more  of  Income  Tax ;  and  by  a  cruel 
irony  the  money  thus  obtained  was  to  be 
used  to  cheapen  French  wines  to  the  extent 
of  £300,000  a-year  in  order  to  conciliate 
the  French  producer,  whose  Government 
was  about  to  impose  additional  taxation 
on  the  import  of  beer  into  France.  No 
sufficient  reason  had  been  shown  for  so 
ffreat  and  so  sudden  a  fiscal  change.  He 
believed  the  farmer  would  suffer  most  of 
all  from  the  reduction  in  value  of  the 
higher  qualities  of  barley,  from  the  com- 
petition in  foreign  malt,  t^e  competition 
in  maize,  and  other  cereals ;  and  he  be- 
lieved t^e  consumer  woidd  g^t  beer 
neither  cheaper  nor  better;  while  the 
brewers  and  the  public  would  have  to 
payheavilv  in  increased  taxation,  and 
the  manufacturer  would  be  subject  to 
harassing  and  inquisitorial  supervision 
and  restriction. 

Mb.  WATNEY  said,  that,  as  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  only  desired  a 
substantial  equivalent  for  what  he  gave 
up,  he  believed  the  brewers  would  have 
no  difficulty  in  showing  that  their  case 
was  a  hard  one,  and  in  appealing  to  his 
sense  of  justice.  The  real  question 
was  the  extract  per  Quarter.  The  Lon- 
don brewers,  who  haa  had  several  meet- 
ings, put  it  down  at  85  lb. ;  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was,  there- 
fore, taxing  them  more  heavily  than  he 
imagined,  as  he  had  evidently  calculated 
the  new  duty  on  a  supposed  extract  of 
80  lb.  per  quarter.  The  22#.  8J.  the 
Government  got  now  would  be  made 
26«.  9d,  They  had  submitted  to  him  a 
memorial  bearing  on  the  supposed  benefit 
of  lOi^.  per  quarter  in  re^>ect  of  the 
malt  duty  and  of  1$,  per  quarter  on 
account  of  restrictions.  Ilie  maltster  had 
not  kept  malt  longer  than  six  months ; 
he  had  been  able  to  g^t  three  months* 
credit  Irom  the  Government  by  giving  a 
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bond,  and  almost  three  months  by  paying 
^\  per  cent  per  annum  to  the  Kevenne, 
which  came  to  2d,  per  quarter.  As  the 
maltster  was  thus  able  to  hold  malt  for  six 
months,  at  a  cost  of  only  2d,  a-quarter,  it 
was  not  fair  to  say  he  would  benefit  to  the 
amount  of  lOi^.  by  the  duty  being  taken 
off.  The  estimated  profit  of  2b,  Zd,  per 
quarter  was  not  at  aU  too  much  for  buy- 
ing barley,  holding  the  malt  some  time, 
and  running  the  risk  of  the  market,  and 
it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  of  that 
2«.  Zd,  so  much  as  \(Sd,  could  be  saved 
by  not  haying  to  pay  the  duty.  At  pre- 
sent the  restriction  pressed  ver^  ligntly 
indeed  on  the  maltster ;  all  the  improve- 
ments that  could  be  made  were  incor- 
porated in  the  Excise  regulations,  and 
without  the  Malt  Duty  the  malting  busi- 
ness would  have  to  be  carried  on  in  the 
same  way.  In  the  main  items  of  expense 
— rent,  labour,  and  coal — nothing  would 
be  saved.  In  future  there  would  be  re- 
strictions, not  on  the  finishing,  but  on 
the  middle  stage,  when  they  gave  most 
trouble.  The  removal  of  the  old  Beer 
Duty  in  1830  was  considered  a  very  good 
thing  by  the  brewers.  It  was  lOf.,  but 
was  reduced  to  9^.  2d,  by  allowances ; 
and  when  it  was  taken  off  the  price  of 
beer  was  reduced  12tf.,  or  28,  \0d.  more 
than  the  actual  duty  taken  off.  The 
restrictions  to  be  put  on  the  brewers 
would  be  much  more  onerous  than  those 
necessary  for  collecting  the  Malt  Duty. 
The  question  arose  whether  the  capaci- 
ties of  all  the  vessels  used  were  to  be 
tested,  and  whether  the  stock  was  to  be 
constantlv  checked,  as  in  the  case  of 
the  distiller.  The  duty  was  to  be  levied 
on  what  was  called  ''the  square" — 
when  the  beer  began  to  ferment.  Were 
they  to  be  prohibited  from  putting  in 
afterwards  sugar,  saccharine,  or  wort? 
If  not,  there  would  have  to  be  a  strict 
guard  to  protect  the  honest  trader.  If 
file  brewers  could  make  out  a  good  case, 
and  could  show  they  were  not  benefited 
to  the  extent  supposed,  he  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  -  Exchequer  would 
modify  his  proposal  as  affecting  them. 
The  ngures  arrived  at  by  the  London 
brewers  corresponded  with  those  quoted 
bv  the  hon.  Member  for  Staffordshire 
(Mr.  M.  A.  Bass),  and  they  showed  that 
the  brewers  would  have  to  pay  a  tax 
of  26#.  9\d,  per  quarter,  instead  of  the 
22«.  %d,  which  they  now  paid.  He 
trusted  that  in  these  circumstances  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  consent  to 


receive  a  deputation  on  the  subject,  who 
would  be  able  to  give  him  ample  proof 
of  the  accuracy  of  their  views   with 
reject  to  it.     He  was  glad  that  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  taken  into 
consideration  the  question  of  waste,  and 
that  the  allowance  for  waste  would  be 
increased  ixom  4  to  6  per  cent.    With- 
out entering  into  a  discussion  with  re- 
ference to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he 
might    say  that    he   agreed  with    the 
hon.   Member  who    had    last    spoken 
that  many  of  them  would  be  required 
to  be  altered   in    Committee — for   in- 
stance, the  clause  fixing  the  time  that 
all  beer  should  be  collected  within  the 
fermenting   square  within   six    hours, 
whereas  in  hot  weather  it  was  sometimes 
impossible  to  collect  it  within  18  hours. 
Then   it  was  proposed  that  the  beer 
should  remain  in  the  square  36  hours, 
whereas  some  brewers  kept  theirs  in  it 
only   12  hours.    It  was  quite  evident 
that   the    right    hon.   Gentleman   had 
drawn  up  the  measure  without  consult- 
ing the  brade.    He  was,  however,  satis- 
fied that  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  only  to  be  drawn  to  these 
points  for  them  to  be  at  once  altered. 
He  objected  to  the  limit  of  £20  in  value 
being  fixed  for  the  exemption  of  private 
brewers.     He  did  not  thmk  that  m  pro* 
posing  such  a  heavy  duty  there  ought 
to  be  any  exemptions  at  all,  and  certainly 
they  ought  not  to  extend  beyond  the 
ag^cultural  labourer  pure  and  simple. 
A  farmer  who  was  in  the  receipt  of  an 
income  of  £200  or  £300  a-year  had  no 
claim  to  exemption ;   and  he  therefore 
thought  that  the  rental  limit  of  £20 
should  be  reduced  to  £5,  and  he  begged 
to  give  Notice  that  he  would  move  an 
Amendment  in  Committee  to  that  effect. 
In  conclusion,  he  hoped  that  when  we 
were  entering  into  a  Keciprociiy  Treaty 
with  a  foreign  country  we  should  require 
them,  as  some  compensation  for  our  re- 
ducing the  duty  upon  their  light  wines, 
to  reduce  their  duty  on  our  beer. 

Mb.  DUCKHAM  urged  that  in  the 
present  depression  of  the  agricultural 
interest  it  was  necessary  that  something 
should  bo  done  for  the  farmers.  He 
accepted  the  abolition  of  the  Malt  Tax 
as  a  boon;  and,  although  it  involved 
an  addition  oi  Id,  to  the  Income  Tax. 
The  cry  urged  by  farmers  was  unheeded 
when  the  heavy  addition  of  a  \0d.  Income 
Tax  was  imposed  upon  them  for  the 
abolition  of  the  Turnpike  Tolls,  and  a 
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further  increase  of  1«.  to  1«.  6d.  Income 
Tax  for  the  purpoaes  of  eduoation.  The 
thanks  of  the  farmers  were  due  to  the 
Premier  for  the  proposals  he  had  sub- 
mitted, and  there  was  a  general  feeling 
that  it  was  only  right  to  tax  the  manu- 
factured article  instead  of  the  raw  mate- 
rial. If  ^e  new  tax  would  produce  an 
additional  revenue  of  £1,000,000  per 
annum,  as  had  been  stated,  it  would  be 
a  fine  speculation. 

Mb.  O'SULLTVAN  complained  of  the 
large  amount  of  increased  taxation  put  on 
Ireland  by  the  operation  of  the  scheme  of 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  At  pre- 
sent the  scale  of  taxation  varied  from  £3 
on  licensed  houses  up  to  £  1 1  a-year ;  but, 
by  the  new  scheme,  it  would  range  from 
£6  to  £24.  On  the  average,  the  increase 
would  be  about  £2  6«.  a-year  in  Ireland. 
He  would  probably  be  met  with  the  ob- 
jection— '*  We  give  the  power  to  sell  wines 
as  well  as  beer  and  spirits."  He  found, 
however,  that  as  about  one-fourth  of  the 
beersellers  paid  wine  licence,  the  in- 
crease in  the  scale  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  woula  have  the  effect  of 
placing  on  Ireland  no  less  a  sum  than 
£30,000  a-year  in  the  way  of  additional 
taxation.  He  appealed  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  strong  sense  of  equity 
to  say  whether  Ireland  did  not  pay  quite 
enough  taxation  already  without  adding 
to  it.  According  to  the  old  scale,  the 
duty  charged  on  the  small  retailers, 
those  who  were  valued  under  £10,  was 
£3  6$.  4^. ;  whereas,  by  the  new  scale, 
the  duty  of  £5  would  be  imposed,  and 
this  additional  taxation  would  fall  on 
those  who  were  the  least  able  to  bear  it 
— namely,  the  poorest  class.  The  second 
scale  of  duty  was  to  be  advanced  from 
£5  10«.  3d.  to  about  £8  10«.  Consider- 
ing the  poverty  and  misezy  which  pre- 
vailed in  Ireland,  he  thought  the  increase 
altogether  disproportionate  and  unfair. 
He  expected  he  would  be  met  with  the 
argument  that  this  additional  taxation 
feu  upon  the  people  who  took  drink. 
To  some  extent,  he  admitted  that  it 
had;  but  the  fact  remained  that  this 
£90,000  a-year  was  to  be  taken  out 
of  the  pockets  of  Irishmen  to  save  the 
pockets  of  Englishmen,  without  the 
former  receiving  an  equivalent.  All 
he  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
do  in  adjusting  this  taxation  was  to 
impose  less  taxation  upon  a  poor  country 
with  a  small  population  than  upon  a 
country  that  was  very  rich  and  very 
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populous,  if  there  were  soales  of  diargea 
at  all.  There  ought  to  be  a  diffwent 
scale  of  charges  on  that  principle  be- 
tween the  two  countries.  Was  it  &ir 
that  a  small  trader  in  a  village,  whe- 
ther in  Ireland,  Scotland,  or  Kngland, 
with  2,000  or  3,000  inhabitants  only 
to  depend  upon  for  a  livelihood,  should 
be  charged  as  much  duty  as  the  wealthy 
trader  in  Begent  Street  or  the  Hay- 
market  ?  It  was  true  that  the  scale  of 
duty  would  be  regulated  in  propor- 
tion to  the  valuation  of  the  trader's  pre- 
mises ;  but  it  was  a  well-known  fact  that 
some  traders  in  the  Oity  of  London  re- 
ceived more  profit  in  one  week  than  small 
traders  in  country  villages  receive  in  the 
whole  of  the  62  weeks  of  the  year.  To 
apply  the  same  scale  to  the  small  and 
tne  large  trader  alike  was  neither  fair 
nor  just.  The  scale  ought  to  be  re|^- 
lated  according  to  population,  drawing 
the  line  at,  say,  10,000  inhabitants. 
Another  matter  to  which  he  invited  the 
attention  of  the  Prime  Minister  was  that 
the  Bevenue  of  Ireland  was  raised  ac- 
cording to  the  Government  tenement 
valuation  ;  the  Income  Tax,  county  oeas, 
and  poor  rate  were  all  raised  on  that 
basis ;  but  an  exception  in  favour  of  the 
Excise  was  made  a  pretext  for  increasing 
the  licences  of  Irish  spirit  retailers.  The 
Excise  officer  might  now  say — **  1  do  not 
believe  in  the  Government  valuation ;  it 
is  not  sufficient.  I  will  make  a  valuation 
of  my  own,  and  impose  the  tax  accord- 
ingly." In  that  way  an  unfair  and  unjust 
tax  would  be  levied.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
the  rip^ht  hon.  Gentleman  would  so  alter 
the  Bill  as  to  have  the  tax  levied  on  the 
Government  valuation.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declined  to  do  so,  he  would 
himself  move  an  Amendment  to  that 
effect  in  Committee ;  and,  if  necessary, 
press  it  to  a  division,  because  he  knew 
of  cases  occurring  in  Ireland  where  the 
Excise  officer  had  increased  the  valua* 
tion,  though  the  Government  valuation 
was  at  the  full  amount.  With  regard 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  he,  for  one, 
could  not  support  it.  He  preferred  the 
proposal  of  the  Prime  Minieter,  who 
wished  to  raise  £1,000,000  by  an  in- 
crease of  the  Income  Tax,  while  the 
hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  wanted  to 
raise  it  out  of  beer.  This  would  be 
unfair,  because  a  Beer  Tax  would  be 
put  on  the  poor  man  who  had  no  inoeme 
but  his  daily  labour,  while  the  Inoome 


7M        Cft»icm9  and  Inland 


(Jura  24,  1880) 


Rm?enue  Bill, 


770 


Tax  would  hU  on  the  man  wlio  liad  an 
inoome.  The  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was,  merefore,  fairer  than 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Olasg^w.  A 
man  with  an  inoome  large  enough  to 
render  him  liable  to  Inoome  Tax  might 
easily  curtail  his  expenses  so  as  to  pay 
the  additional  penny  in  the  pound. 

Mb.  D.  DAvIES  said,  he  did  not  rise 
to  find  fault  with  the  Budget,  but  to 
make  an  earnest  appeal  on  behalf  of  the 
farmers,  who  complained  bitterly  of  the 
Income  Tax.  He  did  not  object  to  pay 
the  Inoome  Tax  out  of  the  profits  he 
made ;  but  the  farmers,  who  had  been 
sup^ying  his  workmen  with  cheap  food, 
had  fair  ground  of  complaint.  The  land- 
lords tuuC  to  a  certain  extent,  come  to 
the  rescue  of  the  farmers ;  but  they  had 
only  begun  to  do  it,  and  if  more  help 
was  not  jnven,  he  believed  a  large  num- 
ber of  mrmers  would  be  ruined.  He 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
to  take  into  his  consideration  the  case 
of  the  farmers  in  connection  with  the 
Income  Tax,  and  to  exempt  farmers 
from  payment  of  Income  Tax  if  they 
could  produce  a  balance-sheet  showing 
that  they  were  not  making  a  profit.  He 
beliered  that  many  of  them,  owin^  to 
bad  harvests  and  foreign  competition, 
were  not  only  realizing  no  profit,  but 
were  losing  their  capital. 

CoLOKKL  BABNE  believed  that,  as 
the  law  stood  at  present,  if  the  fanner 
could  show  that  he  was  not  realizing  a 
profit,  he  could,  on  appealing  to  the 
Commissioners,  obtain  an  abatement  of 
Inoome  Tax.  He  complained  that,  while 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  had  raised  the 
licences  of  the  wine  merchants  and  pub- 
licans, no  increase  had  been  made  on 
grocers'  licences.  This  was  very  much 
felt  by  the  publicans  and  the  wine  mer- 
chants. It  was  well  known  that  the 
grocers'  licences  gave  great  facilities 
for  secret  drinking,  especially  among 
women. 

Ma.  WILLIAMSON  rose  to  express 
the  great  satisfaction  with  which  he  re- 
garded the  proposals  made  bv  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  in  his  Supple- 
mental Budget — a  satisfaction  which 
he  was  sure  would  be  felt  throughout 
the  country.  There  was  one  point  re- 
f^ned  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Cartwri^ht)  to  which  he 
desired  to  call  attention.  He  referred  to 
the  30  degrees  of  alcoholic  strength 
upon  which  it  was  proposed  to  impose 
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a  duty  on  light  wines.  He  was,  how- 
ever, informed  that  the  great  bulk  of 
common  wines  grown  in  France  ranged 
from  12  to  13  degrees,  and  he  appre- 
hended that  if  they  admitted  those  wines 
on  a  lower  scale  of  taxation  the  French 
Oovemment  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
fixing  of  such  a  limit  as  6d,,  which  would 
stimulate  the  import  into  tMs  country  of 
cheap  wines.  The  limit  of  15  degrees, 
he  thought,  might  very  well  be  adopted 
instead  of  the  20  degrees  for  the  limit  of 
6d,  duty.  He  had  no  sympathy  with  the 
sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson),  and 
re-echoed  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dum- 
bartonshire (Mr.  Orr  Ewing),  for  the 
taxation  of  whisky  as  compared  with 
beer.  The  hon.  Members  argued  as  if 
Irishmen  and  Scotchmen  were  sent  into 
the  world  on  the  express  condition  that 
they  should  consume  whisky,  and  that 
there  could  be  no  disadvantage  in  makiog 
a  broad  distinction  between  ardent  spirits 
and  beer.  There  could,  however,  be  no 
injustice,  because  Scotchmen  and  Irish- 
men were  as  hee  as  were  Enp^lishmen 
to  consume  beer.  But  there  might  be  a 
change  in  the  national  taste  and  habits 
and  customs  in  Scotland  and  Ireland 
which  might  be  of  a  manifest  advantage. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  argueoas 
if  it  were  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
stereotype  bad  habits  and  customs ;  but 
he  would  find  that  in  1751  and  1758, 
legislation  with  respect  to  the  Gin  Acts 
brought  about  a  highly  beneficial  efiect 
on  the  public  morals,  and  he  thought 
great  advantage  to  the  public  morality 
would  be  brought  about  by  the  proposed 
changes  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.  And,  just  as 
there  must  be  a  broad  distinction  be- 
tween .  the  duties  charged  on  ardent 
spirits  and  the  duty  charged  on  beer,  so 
must  they  continue  to  collect  higher 
duties  on  the  higher  alcholic  wines  of 
Spain  and  Portu^  than  on  the  lighter 
wmes  of  France.  He  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  bring  his  powerful 
mind  to  bear  on  this  question.  The  re- 
moval of  the  restrictions  on  the  manu- 
facture of  beer  with  regard  to  malt 
would,  he  considered,  bring  about  im- 
portant results  in  this  country.  They 
knew  that  Bavarian  beer  was  not  made 
altogether  of  malt,  but  to  a  great  extent 
of  raw  grain.  Bavarian  beer,  he  need 
not  say,  was  a  most  excellent  beer— 
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and  prizes  had  been  awarded  it  in 
Germany,  Belgium,  and  other  countries 
because  of  its  excellent  qualities,  but, 
perhaps,  more  especially  because  it  could 
be  kept  in  open  vessels  a  long  time  with- 
out the  chance  of  its  getting  stale — and 
this  might  be  an  important  consideration 
with  regfiurd  to  the  keeping  of  beer  fresh 
over  Sunday.  In  conclusion,  he  trusted 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  be 
chary  in  making  concessions  with  regard 
to  the  duty  on  beer,  and  he  congratu- 
lated the  right  hon.  Gentleman  upon  his 
satisfactory  Budget. 

Mr.  BIDDELL  was  under  the  impres- 
sion that  he  had  heard  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  once  say  that  wine 
could  bear  a  good  deal  higher  taxation 
than  beer,  which  was  the  beverage  of  the 
poorer  classes.  At  all  events,  those 
who  could  afford  to  drink  wine,  which 
was  a  luxury,  could  afford  to  pay  a  good 
tax  for  it.  If  he  was  correct  in  this  sup- 
position, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
somewhat  inconsistent  in  placing  a  tax 
on  beer  and  facilitating  the  introduction 
of  wines.  The  present  was  a  very  inap- 
propriate time  to  increase  the  tax  on 
beer,  as  they  were  called  upon  to  take 
£300,000  off  the  duty  on  French  w:ines. 
This,  no  doubt,  would  please  French- 
men, as  it  would  stimulate  the  consump- 
tion of  their  wines  in  this  country. 
Speaking  generally,  he  approved  the 
principles  of  the  Budget,  and  thought  a 
Beer  Duty  preferable  to  a  Malt  Duty.  He 
hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
reduce  the  poor  man's  licence  from  6s,  to 
2s.,  and  he  would  find  a  line  ready  drawn 
in  the  Small  Tenants'  Bating  Act,  which 
applied  to  houses  ratod  under  £6.  His 
object  in  rising  was  to  invito  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the 
d3rd  clause  of  the  Bill,  and  to  ask  hi'm 
to  consider  whether  he  would  not  omit 
the  words,  "  and  lands  thereunto  apper- 
taining," thus  giving  relief  to  a  very 
large  number  of  poor  farmers  holding 
from  10  to  20  acres?  That  class  was  de- 
serving of  great  sympathy.  They  lived  as 
labourers  did,  but  worked  a  great  deal 
harder,  and  he  trusted  their  case  would 
be  favourably  considered,  for  no  class 
were  more  worthyofhavingtheir burdens 
lessened,  and  no  class  required  it  more. 
He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid 
Lawson)  as  to  the  vice  of  drunkenness ; 
but  he  was  at  the  same  time  strongly  of 
opinion  that  good  sound  beer,  in  mo- 
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derate  quantity,  was  the  best  possible 
drink  for  working  men.  It  suited  him- 
self if  he  had  been  working,  and  he 
should  be  sorry  to  see  any  legislation 
passed  which  would  have  the  effect  of 
preventing  such  persons  from  procuring 
at  a  reasonable  price  the  liquor  which 
was  calctdated  to  increase  their  strength 
for  the  duties  which  they  had  to  perform. 
There  was  much  good  in  the  proposals  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  the  Bill 
contained  hardly  a  clause  that  he  would 
not  like  to  see  amended. 

Mb.  GUEDON  said,  he  thought  the 
Bill  would  give  to  the  farmers  a  boon 
which  they  had  scarcely  hoped  to  obtain, 
and,  on  behalf  of  the  farmers  of  Norfolk, 
he  begged  to  thank  the  Gt)vemment  for 
its  introduction.  At  the  same  time,  he 
regrettod  that  the  measure  would  impose 
a  tax  upon  persons  who  brewed  meir 
beer  in  small  quantities  for  purely  home 
consumption ;  and  he  should  be  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  see  his 
way  to  lessening  the  amount  of  that 
tax. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  trusted  that 
the  negotiations  in  reference  to  the  Com- 
merciad  Treaty  with  France  might  be 
brought  to  a  successful  issue,  and,  for 
that  purpose,  would  gladly  see  large  dis- 
cretionary powers  vested  in  the  hands 
of  the  Executive.  Hitherto  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  had  been  able  to 
offer  something  in  exchange  for  the  ad- 
vantages g^ven  by  foreign  Governments 
in  Commercial  Ihreaties ;  but  he  feared 
that  the  means  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  by  which  these  concessions 
were  obtained  were  gradually,  but  with 
certainty,  coming  to  an  end.  People 
occasionally  talked  as  if  foreign  Powers 
modified  their  tariffs  in  the  direction  of 
Free  Trade  in  consequence  of  their  hold- 
ing Free  Trade  doctrines.  This  was 
not  so.  They  modified  their  tariffs  be- 
cause we  gave  them  some  substantial 
inducement  to  do  so.  But  the  substan- 
tial inducements  it  was  in  our  power  to 
give  were  nearly  at  an  end.  We  had  so 
simplified  our  own  tariffs  that  any  far- 
ther simplification  was  almost  impos- 
sible. Tne  proposed  reduction  in  the 
Wine  Duties  was  probably  the  last,  or 
nearly  the  last,  bribe  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  any  English  Gk>vemment  to 
hold  out  to  induce  a  foreign  Govern* 
ment  to  adopt  principles  of  taxation 
which  would  be  for  its  benefit  not  leas 
than  our  own.    Under  these  droiim* 
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it  would  be  difficult  to  draw  the  linid. 
The  Government  would  have  to  consider 
what  course  they  should  adopt. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  thought,  from 
the  course  of  the  debate,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  abstract  objections  toaOom- 
mercial  Treaty,  both  sides  of  the  House 
reooffnized  the  practical  benefits  that  had 
resulted  from  the  French  Treaty,  and 
were  equally  determined  to  support 
the  (Government  in  its  negotiations  with 
France.  The  extension  of  trade  in  1 860, 
which  had  exceeded  the  expectations  of 
everyone,  justified  the  pohcy  of  Com- 
mercial Treaties,  and  the  Treaty,  being 
followed  by  others  with  the  principal 
nations  of  Europe,  had  had  a  moral 
effect  that  was  as  conspicuous  as  its  ma- 
terial results.  With  regard  to  the  Wine 
Duties,  taking  them  in  connection  with 
the  negotiations  now  Roing  on,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  probably  the  best  that  could 
be  devised,  though  it  seemed  to  him  to 
introduce  modifications  that  were,  at  the 
present  moment,  unnecessary.  Some  of 
the  considerable  changes  might  have 
been  deferred  until  negotiations  with 
Spain  and  Portugal  had  been  entered 
upon,  and  the  Government  need  not 
have  shown  their  readiness  to  g^ve 
France  greater  advantages  l^an  were 
asked  for.  As  things  were,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  total  of  the  Wine  Duties 
of  which  anyone  could  reasonably  com- 
plain. In  fact,  it  would  be  generally 
admitted  that  wine  was  taxed  lightly, 
in  proportion  to  its  value,  rather  than 
heavily;  but  there  was  an  inequality 
which  could  not  be  logically  defended, 
and  a  certain  amount  of  hardship  also 
in  the  largeness  of  the  class  of  wines 
above  26  degrees.  As  the  House  was 
aware,  the  principle  <m  which  the 
duty  was  fixed  in  1860  was  that  all 
wines  between  26  and  40  degrees  of 
strong^  should  pay  the  maximum  duty. 
The  result  of  the  adoption  of  that  sys- 
tem was  that  wines  of  a  low  streogpth, 
as  compared  with  those  of  a  Ugh 
strength,  paid  an  excessive  duty.  Two 
modes  of  getting  rid  of  this  inequality 
of  the  duty  had  been  proposed — first,  to 
divide  the  class  from  26  to  40  degrees  in 
the  middle ;  and  secondly,  to  sub-divide 
it  into  dasses  of  every  5  degrees  of 
strong^.  Those  modes,  however,  were 
open  to  the  same  objection  as  the  present 
system,  though  in  aless  degree— namely, 
ttiat  there  would  be  under  them  always 


an  overcharge  upon  the  wines  of  the 
lower  strength  in  each  class.  He  had, 
therefore,  made  a  proposal  in  the  Wine 
Committee  of  last  year  similar  to  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
made,  and  it  was  a  singular  fact  tiiat 
every  Member  of  the  Committee  who 
sat  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
had  then  voted  against  that  proposal. 
It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him,  ana  to  those 
who  thought  with  him,  that  a  proposal 
which  had  emanated  from  their  side  of 
the  House  had  been  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  had  revived  a  right  of 
contract,  which  had  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Wine  Committee  last  year ; 
but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  that  he 
(Mr.  Mulholland)  had  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing an  Amendment  to  his  Beport  by 
nine  votes  to  five— 

"  That  the  Committee  are  of  opmion  that  the 
principle  of  the  alcoholic  scale  should  be  main- 
tained." 

This  was  in  opposition  to  the  pr<^08al 
of  the  hon.  Member,  Ihat  wine  should  be 
taxed  as  a  specific  article, ''  Wine,"  at  a 
uniform  duty.  He  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  ,the  large  proportion  of  the 
Bevenue  which  was  derived  irom  the 
tazes  on  alcoholic  drinks ;  and,  with  re- 
spect to  both  malt  liquor  and  spirits,  the 
tax  was  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
strength.  On  that  principle  would  wine 
be  made  an  exception  ?  There  was  no 
practical  difficulty  experienced  in  taxing 
spirits  for  each  degree  of  alcoholic 
strength,  and  it  was  given  in  evidence 
before  the  Wine  Conmiittee,  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  applying  that 
same  principle  to  wine.  There  was  one 
part  of  the  proposal  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  which  he  hoped  he  would  adhere ; 
that  was  the  proposal  to  put  wine  in 
bottle  into  the  highest  dass.  Wine  in 
bottle  was,  as  a  rme,  wine  of  a  hiKher 
quality ;  and  as  it  was  not  practicable  to 
apply  an  ad  valorem  principle  to  wine — al- 
though, if  practicable,  it  would  be  just — 
this  exportationof  bottled  wines,  would  in 
a  rough  but  practical  way,  attain  that  ob- 
ject. The  French  themselves  acted  on 
this  principle.  Their  internal  duty  on 
wine  in  bottle  was  eight  times  higher 
than  on  wine  in  cask.  Even  on  the 
lowest  strength  the  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  only  four  times  higher, 
and  he  miffht  mention  that  the  Customs 
Betums  showed  the  value  of  wine  ex- 
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adyooate  of  Free  Trade.  This  ingenious 
theory  of  retaliatory  duties  was,  in  fact, 
only  a  disguise  for  their  old  friend 
Protection.  Foreign  Governments  were 
not  to  be  misled  by  threats  of  imposing 
such  duties.  For  instcuice,  let  them 
take  the  case  of  the  United  States.  If 
the  United  States  could  be  got  to  modify 
their  tariff  on  iron  and  other  metals,  it 
would  be  most  advantageous  to  us.  The 
only  way  in  which  we  could  work  upon 
their  fears  was  to  threaten  to  impose  a 
duty  on  grain  and  other  provisions  which 
came  to  us  in  such  enormous  quantities 
from  America.  That  would  be  very  ac- 
ceptable to  a  large  class  of  farmers,  for 
they  would  be  getting  a  certain  amount 
of  protection,  and  this  would  ultimately 
compel  the  United  States  to  reduce  their 
duties  on  iron.  But  would  anyone 
seriously  propose  legislation  to  do  that  ? 
If  we  took  a  single  ste]^  of  that  kind, 
we  would  find  ourselves  in  a  commercial 
warfare  with  the  whole  of  our  customers 
all  over  the  world,  and  we  would  have 
to  retrace  our  steps  with  ignominy,  or  to 
arrive  at  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
before  the  late  Sir  Eobert  Peel  began 
to  reform  our  tariff.  He  highly  valued 
Commercial  Treaties,  if  they  could  be 
secured  without  sacrificing  principle  on 
our  part.  He  was  satisfied  of  the  great 
advantages  of  these  Treaties  with  a 
country  like  France.  But  Commercial 
Treaties  would  be  purchased  at  too  hieh 
a  price  if  we  were  to  obtain  tiiem  by 
falling  back  upon  the  system  of  com- 
mercial warfare.  We  might  assume 
that  we  were  a  Free  Trade  nation,  and 
that  we  were  goiuK  on  the  principle  of 
doin^  what  we  uiought  best  in  our 
own  interest.  But  Commercial  Treaties 
should  be  confined  to  those  cases,  such 
as  France,  where,  having  Wine  Duties, 
it  might  be  possible  to  obtain  some  prao* 
tical  results  in  the  way  of  better  com- 
mercial relations  by  reducing  them. 
Anything  further  would  be  contrary  to 
the  principles  of  Free  Trade,  and  would 
injure  us.  Some  objection  had  been 
made  by  the  late  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, at  the  beginning  of  the  even- 
ing, in  regard  to  a  Supplemental  Budget 
beinff  introduced.  But  these  objections 
ooula  not  be  fairly  applied  to  a  case  like 
this.  Since  the  Budget  of  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  been 
brought  in  we  had  had  a  General  Elec- 
tion and  a  change  of  Ministry.  The 
objectionB  to  a  Supplemental  Budget  | 
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were  only  applicable  where  there  was 
a  continuity  of  Ministry.  It  was  a 
great  slur  upon  a  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer and  a  Government  that,  after 
bringing  in  a  Budget,  they  had  to  take 
it  back  and  present  it  afterwards,  in  an 
altered  shape,  to  the  House  of  Commons. 
But  the  case  was  totally  different  in 
the  present  instance.  The  Budget  was 
brought  in  at  an  unusually  early  time  in 
the  year.  A  new  Parliament  had  been 
elected,  which  had  changed  the  position 
of  Parties,  and  this  chancre  had  been 
effected  in  the  belief  that  the  Party  now 
in  power  would  give  the  country  a  better 
financial  administration  than  the  former 
Government.  The  country  would,  tiiere- 
fore,  have  been  greatly  disappointed  if, 
when  the  new  Parliament  had  met,  and 
a  Session  of  sufficient  duration  for  the 
purpose  was  before  it,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  shown  any  scruples 
about  altering  the  financial  propositions 
of  the  year,  and  had  not  given  Uie  coun- 
try the  benefit  of  his  great  financial  ex- 
perience in  framing  a  new  Budget.  If 
they  required  special  circumstances  to 
jus^  it,  they  had  them  in  the  new 
position  of  the  French  Treaty,  whidi, 
undoubtedly,  did  require  some  discretion 
to  be  given  to  the  Government  in  treat- 
ing with  France,  and  in  the  distressed 
condition  of  the  agricultural  interest, 
which  made  it  important  that  if  any 
boon  was  to  be  held  out  to  that  interest, 
it  should  not  be  delayed  for  another 
year,  but  should  be  given  at  once.  As 
to  the  scale  of  licences  to  be  charged,  it 
was  quite  true  that  was  a  question  of 
detail  for  Committee,  to  a  certain  extent ; 
but  he  thouffht  there  was  a  question  of 
principle  which  it  would  be  well  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  made  dear  before 
they  went  into  Committee — ^namdy, 
whether  the  increased  scale  was  pro- 
posed entirely  in  relation  to  Bevenue, 
or  with  relation  to  sodal  regulation,  by 
encouraging  places  where  food  and  other 
articles  of  refreshment  were  sold,  as  well 
as  spirits,  as  against  those  places  which 
dealt  in  ardent  spirits  exclusively.  He 
did  not  see  why  the  amount  charged  for 
licences  should  stop  where  it  did.  Tho 
highest  charge  for  licences  was  but  a 
trme  to  a  larse  gin  palace  or  hotel,  and 
he  thought  t£e  sliding  scale  should  be 
carried  up  higher  to  meet  those  cases. 
For  his  own  part,  it  was  better  that 
there  should  be  no  exemptions,  because 
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it  would  be  difficult  to  draw  the  line. 
The  OoYemznent  would  h&ye  to  consider 
what  course  they  should  adopt. 

Mb.  MULHOLLAND  thought,  from 
the  course  of  the  debate,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  abstract  objections  to  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty,  both  sides  of  the  House 
recognized  the  practical  benefits  that  had 
resulted  from  the  French  Treaty,  and 
were  equally  determined  to  support 
the  Government  in  its  negotiations  with 
France.  The  extension  of  trade  in  1 660, 
which  had  exceeded  the  expectations  of 
everyone,  justified  the  pohcy  of  Com- 
mercial Treaties,  and  the  Treaty,  being 
followed  by  others  with  the  principiu 
nations  of  Europe,  had  had  a  moral 
eflfeot  that  was  as  conspicuous  as  its  ma- 
terial results.  With  regard  to  the  Wine 
Duties,  taking  them  in  connection  with 
the  negotiations  now  going  on,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  probably  the  best  that  could 
be  devised,  though  it  seemed  to  him  to 
introduce  modifications  that  were,  at  the 
present  moment,  unnecessary.  Some  of 
the  considerable  changes  might  have 
been  deferred  until  negotiations  with 
Spain  and  Portugal  had  been  entered 
upon,  and  the  Government  need  not 
have  shown  their  readiness  to  give 
France  greater  advantages  l^an  were 
asked  for.  As  things  were,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  total  of  the  Wine  Duties 
of  which  anyone  could  reasonably  com- 
plain. In  fact,  it  would  be  generally 
admitted  that  wine  was  taxed  lightly, 
in  proportion  to  its  value,  rather  than 
heavily;  but  there  was  an  inequality 
which  could  not  be  logically  defended, 
and  a  certain  amount  of  hardship  also 
in  the  largeness  of  the  class  of  wines 
above  26  degrees.  As  the  House  was 
aware,  the  principle  on  which  the 
duty  was  fixed  in  1860  was  that  all 
wines  between  26  and  40  degrees  of 
strength  should  pay  the  maximum  duty. 
The  result  of  the  adoption  of  that  sys- 
tem was  that  wines  of  a  low  strength, 
as  compared  with  those  of  a  high 
strength,  paid  an  excessive  duty.  Two 
modes  of  getting  rid  of  this  inequality 
of  the  duty  had  been  proposed — first,  to 
divide  the  class  from  26  to  40  degrees  in 
the  middle ;  and  secondly,  to  sub-divide 
it  into  classes  of  every  6  degrees  of 
strength.  Those  modes,  however^  were 
open  to  the  same  objection  as  the  present 
system,  though  in  aless  degree — namely, 
that  there  would  be  under  them  always 
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an  overcharge  upon  the  wines  of  the 
lower  strength  in  each  class.  He  had, 
therefore,  made  a  proposal  in  the  Wine 
Committee  of  last  year  similar  to  that 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
made,  and  it  was  a  singular  fact  tiiat 
every  Member  of  the  Gsmmittee  who 
sat  upon  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
had  then  voted  against  that  proposal. 
It  was  a  satisfaction  to  him,  and  to  those 
who  thought  with  him,  that  a  proposal 
which  had  emanated  from  their  side  of 
the  House  had  been  adopted  by  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  had  revived  a  right  of 
contract,  which  had  engaged  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Wine  Committee  last  year ; 
but  he  had  omitted  to  mention  that  he 
(Mr.  Mulholland)  had  succeeded  in  carry- 
ing an  Amendment  to  his  Beport  by 
nine  votes  to  five — 

'*  That  the  Committee  are  of  opinion  that  the 
principle  of  the  idcohoUc  scale  should  be  main- 
tained." 

This  was  in  opposition  to  the  prcmosal 
of  the  hon.  Member,  that  wine  should  be 
taxed  as  a  specific  article,  "Wine,"  at  a 
uniform  duty.  He  need  not  remind  the 
House  of  ,the  large  proportion  of  the 
Bevenue  which  was  derived  ixom  the 
tazes  on  alcoholic  drinks ;  and,  with  re- 
spect to  both  malt  liquor  and  spirits,  the 
tax  was  in  direct  proportion  to  the 
strength.  On  that  principle  would  wine 
be  made  an  exception  ?  There  was  no 
practical  difficulty  experienced  in  taxing 
spirits  for  each  degree  of  alcoholic 
strength,  and  it  was  given  in  evidence 
before  the  Wine  Committee,  that  there 
would  be  no  difficulty  in  applying  that 
same  principle  to  wine.  There  was  one 
part  of  the  proposal  of  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter to  which  he  hoped  he  would  adhere ; 
that  was  the  proposal  to  put  wine  in 
bottle  into  the  highest  dass.  Wine  in 
bottle  was,  as  a  rme,  wine  of  a  higher 
quality ;  and  as  it  was  not  practicable  to 
apply  an  ad  valorem  principle  to  wine — al- 
though, if  practicable,  it  would  be  just — 
this  exportation  of  bottled  wines,  would  in 
a  rough  but  practical  way,  attain  that  ob- 
ject. The  i'rench  themselves  acted  on 
this  principle.  Their  internal  duty  on 
wine  in  bottle  was  eight  times  higher 
than  on  wine  in  cask.  Even  on  the 
lowest  strength  the  proposal  of  the  Prime 
Minister  was  only  four  times  higher, 
and  he  might  mention  that  the  Customs 
Betums  sSiowed  the  value  of  wine  ex- 
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ported  from  France  in  bottle  to  be 
more  than  that,  while  the  value  of  wine 
in  wood  was  only  just  exactly  the  pro- 
portion proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister. 
The  ordinary  cheap  wines  would  not 
be  affected  by  this  duty,  as  they  were 
never  shipped  in  bottle,  the  extra  cost 
of  freight  and  carriage  on  wine  in 
bottle  being  more  than  they  could  af- 
ford.   

Mb.  Alderman  W.  LAWRENCE  re- 
marked, that  in  this  measure  the  Go- 
yemment  had  enunciated  both  a  foreign 
policy  and  a  home  policy — a  foreign 
policy  in  that  they  sought  to  obtain 
power  to  reduce  the  Wine  Duties,  if 
they  could  acquire  corresponding  ad- 
vantages for  the  trade  and  commerce  of 
the  country ;  and  a  home  policy  in  that 
they  proposed  to  confer  a  boon  upon 
the  agricultural  interests  by  substituting 
a  Beer  Duty  for  the  Malt  Tax.  It  had 
been  admitted  that  the  agriculturists 
would  derive  great  benefit  from  the 
transfer  of  the  duty  on  malt  to  beer. 
It  was  quite  clear  that  any  increase  in 
the  Eevenue  must  ultimately  be  paid  by 
the  consumer ;  and  he  was  not  sure  that 
the  change  might  not  increase  the  price 
of  beer.  Beer,  if  pure  and  unadul- 
terated, was  a  great  advantage  to  the 
people,  and  it  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune if  the  price  of  the  national  beverage 
was  increased.  As  to  the  increase  of 
the  duty  on  the  licences,  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  such  a  proposal,  as  it  was  a 
ppreat  hardship  on  a  large  number  of 
inn-keepers,  licensed  victuallers,  dining- 
room  and  refreshment-house  keepers;  and 
would  act  unfairly,  not  only  in  London, 
but  in  manv  large  towns  in  the  country. 
Touching  the  licences,  they  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  and 
they  might  just  as  well  be  left  out  of  it. 
The  increase  in  the  licences  would  be 
considered  most  imequal,  most  unfair, 
and  unjust,  and  he  saw  no  reason  why 
the  inn-keepers  should  be  called  upon 
to  pay  extra  money  when  their  txtule 
was  duninishing. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  not 
wonderful  that  this  discussion  had  very 
much  assumed  the  character  of  a  debate 
comprising  many  subjects  which  might 
be  more  conveniently  considered  in  de- 
tail when  the  Bill  was  in  Committee. 
If,  unfortunately,  he  should  omit  to  refer 
in  his  remarks  to  any  question  of  that 
kind  in  which  hon.  Members  felt  an 
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interest,  he  should  be  glad  to  be  re- 
minded of  it.  In  the  meantime  he  would 
proceed  to  review  the  principal  topics 
which  had  been  mentioned.  As  re- 
garded the  Motion  immediately  before 
Uie  House,  he  was  not  surprised  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  should  have  raised  a 
question  of  this  kind ;  but  he  was  open 
to  an  answer  from  this  point  of  view — 
that,  whereas  spirits  had  always  been 
taxed  as  simply  alcoholic  drink  accord- 
ing to  the  quantity  of  alcohol  they  oon- 
tamed,  it  was  to  a  great  extent  deemed 
desirable  not  to  encourage  their  con- 
sumption, but  rather  to  bring  it  to  what 
would  be  the  minimum  compatible  with 
the  collection  of  the  Bevenue.  There  was 
likewise  a  financial  objection  to  his  hon. 
Friend's  proposal  at  the  present  time. 
His  hon.  Friend  said — ''Do  not  raise  the 
money  required  to  effect  a  change  from 
the  Malt  Tax  by  taxing  incomes,  but 
raise  it  by  taxing  beer."  Now,  to  get 
the  necessary  sum  in  that  way  within 
the  present  year,  he  must  raise  the  tax 
on  beer  in  order  to  provide  for  the  next 
year's  Service  of  the  country  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  and  there  was  not 
any  reason  to  know  at  the  present  time 
whether  the  money  would  oe  required 
for  the  Service  or  not.  It  would  be  im- 
possible for  him  now  to  ask  the  House 
to  make  an  extensive  change  in  the  Beer 
Duty  that  would  not  only  add  to  the 
price  of  the  article,  but  would  also  en- 
rich the  Exchequer  for  the  coming  year, 
and  all  future  years,  to  a  very  large  ex- 
tent, and  without  a  knowledge  on  his 
part  whether  the  money  would  be 
wanted  or  not.  With  regard  to  the 
Licence  Duty,  it  would  be  quite  open  at  a 
future  stage  of  the  BUI  to  consider  whe- 
ther there  was  anything  exceptional  in 
the  mode  of  valuing  licensing  houses 
in  Ireland  which  made  it  necessary  to 
modify  the  proposals  now  submitted. 
It  was  not,  however,  a  matter  which  he 
was  called  upon  to  attempt  to  develop 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  vX 
so  late  an  hour.  He  could  not  agree 
with  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him  (Mr. 
Laing),  who  said  this  was  not  a  Budget 
for  Avenue.  There  was  no  doubt  mat 
a  question  of  that  kind  could  not  be 
touched  without  raising  several  points 
of  considerable  difficulty  in  detail ;  bat, 
among  the  general  principles  on  which 
that  part  of  the  scheme  rested,  there  was 
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should  try  to  g^t  rid  of  it  as  quickly  as 
posnUe,  and  to  hare  as  little  of  it  as  tiiey 
could.  The  point,  however,  was  to  have 
taxation  so  adjusted  as  not  to  interfere 
disproportionately  with  capital  and  in- 
dustry. The  reason  they  desired  to  have 
officers  always  present  was  that  they 
thought  that  this  would  be  far  more  to 
the  interest  of  the  brewer  and  of  the 
trade ;  the  liability  to  the  obligation  of 
making  Sequent  returns  would  take  the 
place  of  arbitrary  restrioticms  as  to  the 
mode  of  conducting  the  business.  The 
restrictions  of  the  Malt  Tax  had  been 
interferences  with  the  trader  in  the 
building  of  premises,  the  stages  of  the 
processes  themselves,  the  time  he  was  to 
occupy  in  his  different  processes.  For 
this  interference  it  was  proposed  to  sub- 
stitute the  obligation  of  maldng  returns, 
and  it  was  necessary  that  the  officers 
should  visit  the  premises  for  the  pur- 
pose of  inspection.  In  conclusion,  he 
aid  not  hesitate  to  say  that  the  passing 
of  that  measure  would  not  sensibfy  affect 
the  course  of  trade  in  respect  of  the 
times  and  processes  of  brewing. 

Me.  MAO  lYEB  said,  he  desired  to 
point  out  that  there  were,  at  all  events, 
two  great  authorities  who  were  opposed 
to  the  course  proposed  to  be  adopted. 
He  referred  to  Adam  Smith  and  John 
Stuart  Mill.  He  was  not  goin^  to  blame 
the  (Government  for  endeavouring  to  ne- 
gotiate Oommerdal  Treaties  with  France 
and  Spain ;  but  he  thought  they  had  ffot 
hold  of  the  wrong  end  of  the  stick.  This 
was  no  time  for  a  reduction  of  the  duties 
upon  French  and  Spanish  wines,  but 
rather  the  contrary.  Their  proposal, 
described  in  whatever  glowing  language 
they  pleased,  bore  a  very  stronjr  resem- 
blance to  that  particular  form  of  recipro- 
city described  by  Lord  Beaoonsfield  as  a 
phantom.  He  would  read  to  the  House 
the  opinion  of  John  Stuart  Mill  upon 
the  subject.  In  Book  Y.,  chapter  4,  of 
Mill's  jnrinciples  of  Political  Economy^ 
they  would  find  these  words — 

'*  A  country  cannot  be  expected  to  renounce 
the  power  of  taxing  foreigners  unless  foreigners 
will,  in  retum^ractise  towards  itself  the  same 
forbearance.  The  only  mode  in  which  any 
country  can  saye  itself  from  being  a  loser  to 
the^  Reyenue  duties  imposed  by  other  countries 
on  its  commodities  is  to  impose  corresponding 
Reyenue  duties  upon  them.'' 

He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  admitted  that  in  the 
early  days  of  Free  Trade  some  advantage 
accrued  to  this  cotmtry ;  buttheforeigner 


had  not  then  learned  what  he  had  since 
learned,  that  this  was  the  only  country 
in  the  worid  which  was  preparad  unre- 
sistingly to  acquiesce  in  one-sided  ar- 
rangements that  left  all  the  good  to 
others.  That  which  was  now  so  often 
called  Free  Trade,  and  which  each  poli- 
tical Party  had  done  so  much  to  give 
them,  was  not  Free  Trade  in  any  true 
sense  of  the  words.  It  was  only  a  system 
of  free  importation.  It  was,  in  reality,  a 
system  of  protection  to  the  foreigner,  we 
ezemptedhimfromthatshare  of  our  taxa- 
tion which  he  ought  to  pay,  and  which 
John  Stuart  Mill  thougnt  this  country 
ought  to  levy ;  and  by  thus  relinquishing 
our  power  of  taxing  foreigners,  the  defi- 
ciency fell  upon  our  own  manuf^turing 
and  agricultural  industries  at  home.  Was 
he  not  right  in  sayine  that  this  kind  of 
thing — ^tms  boasted  Free  Trade  of  ours 
— was  only  an  imposture  ?  The  manu- 
factures of  all  the  world  came  here  duty 
free ;  but  whenever  we  tried  to  send  our 
manufactures  in  return,  they  were  heavily 
taxed.  Was  that  Free  Trade ?  He(Mr. 
Mac  Ivor)  did  not  think  it  was,' or  that, 
so  far  as  France  and  Spain  were  con- 
cerned, we  were  much  the  better  of  our 
foreign  importations.  The  things  we 
got  from  France  and  Spain  were  diiefly 
the  luxuries  of  the  rich,  and  they  were 
imported  at  the  cost  of  the  working  men 
of  this  coimtry,  who,  by  reason  of  these 
importations,  were  denied  the  ri^ht  to 
labour.  In  his  opinion,  we  considered 
unduly  the  interests  of  the  consumer; 
and  it  should  be  remembered  that  in  this 
country  the  working  peculation  were 
the  producers  as  well  as  consumers. 
Those  who  were  consumers  only  were  the 
comparativelv  rich  members  of  the  com- 
munity; and  hon.  Members  opposite, 
notwithstanding  their  protestations  to 
the  contrary,  considered  the  interests  of 
the  rich  alone.  The  world  at  large  had 
made  no  practical  advance  towards  Free 
Trade  principles;  and  there  could  not 
be  a  franker  acknowledgement  of  this 
than  in  the  Treaties  whicSi  the  Govern- 
ment were  now  negotiating.  TheOobden- 
Bright  Treaty  of  1 860  was  not  Free  Trade. 
It  was  only  an  arrangement  by  which 
this  count^  undertook  to  aboush  the 
whole  of  its  duties  upon  French  manu- 
factures in  consideration  of  France 
slightly  reducing  her  duties  on  some  of 
ours.  What  hi^  been  the  result  of  their 
20  years'  experience  of  that  Treaty  ? 
Instead  of  elevating  France  to  the  prm- 
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of  re-casting  the  Wine  Duties,  the 
essence  of  which  was  that  everything 
that  could  fiedrly  be  called  wine,  whether 
the  lightest  claret  or  the  strongest  port 
or  sherry,  should  pay  one  equal  duty. 
This  plflji  containea  a  principle  whidi 
was  quite  anomalous  in  our  liquor 
legislation,  which,  at  present,  aimed  at 
taking  liquors  according  to  thmr  alco- 
holic strength.  The  proposal,  if  acted 
upon,  would,  he  believed,  be  a  new 
source  of  commercial  discord  between  this 
country  and  France,  and  would  involve 
a  heavy  sacrifice  of  Revenue.  The  great 
objection  to  the  Malt  Tax  seemed  to  be  the 
inclusion  of  farmers'  hands  in  reckoning 
the  £20  which  formed  the  standard  of 
exemption.  Well,  this  was  a  question 
quite  open  to  consideration.  But  if  a 
uumer  employed  a  large  number  of 
labourers  who  did  not  reside  in  the 
feurmhouse,  it  was  not  open  to  considera- 
tion that  he  should  be  granted  exemp- 
tion in  respect  of  those  labourers.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  inclusion  of  the  farmers'  hands, 
because  he  admitted  that  there  was  much 
to  be  said  on  both  sides  of  the  question. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Suffolk 
(Colonel  Bame)  was  under  the  impression 
that  the  duty  as  it  stood  was  increased 
by  10  or  15  per  cent  He  (Mr.  Olad- 
stone)  declined  to  subscribe  to  that 
statement ;  and  he  could  not  accept  the 
figures  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Sta£Ebrdshire  (Mr.  M.  A.  Bass),  which 
showed  a  large  increase  in  the  duty.  He 
admitted  that  some  modification  ought 
to  be  introduced  into  the  figures  he  had 
originally  mentioned ;  but  he  dedmed  to 
admit  anything  like  an  increase  of  15 
per  cent  on  the  duty.  There  was  another 
increase  of  Bevenue  which  he  could  not 
venture  to  predict,  but  which  he  was 
sanguine  enough  to  hope  for,  and  that 
was  an  increase  in  the  quantity  of  beer 
brewed,  because  he  believed  tms  libera- 
tion of  the  brewing  trade  as  to  the 
choice  of  its  materials,  although  the 
trade  did  not  recognize  it  as  a  benefit, 
would  lead  to  great  advantages  in  the 
conduct  of  the  trade,  to  great  economy 
in  the  conduct  of  the  trade,  and,  conse- 
quently, to  the  cheapening  of  the  article 
produced ;  and,  if  so,  it  was  not  at  all 
improbable  that  this  result  might  ia^e 
efif^,  among  other  ways,  in  an  increase 
in  the  quantity  of  beer  brewed,  and  in 
the  Bevenue  derived  i^om  that  source, 
quite  distinct  from  an  augmentation  on 
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the  assumption  &at  only  the  sameqasa- 
tity  would  be  ccmsumed.  He  had  al- 
ready stated  that  the  Government  were 
eng^B^  in  a  car^nl  examination  of 
what  mi^t  be  the  extreme  claim  which 
in  justice  the  brewing  trade  could  make, 
ana  he  must  remind  the  House  of  this. 
It  was  not  to  be  supposed  that  the  case 
of  the  brewing  trade,  as  to  the  attitude 
it  assumed  on  this  occasion,  was  or  could 
be,  taking  it  all  round,  fundamentally 
different  from  that  of  all  o^er  trades 
that  had  been  subjected  to  the  ^ect  of 
legislative  changes.  In  the  course  of 
the  last  40  years,  having  been  conver- 
sant in  almost  every  case  with  the  great 
legislative  changes  that  had  taken  ^aoe, 
he  had  never  known  any  one  of  them  in 
which  the  persons  engaged  in  tiie  trade 
distinguished  themselTCS  beyoild  the 
rest  of  the  community  in  appreciating 
the  ulterior  results  of  the  chtttige.  On 
the  contrary,  in  a  very  large  number  of 
cases,  the  trades  now  among  the  most 
flourishing  predicted  total  ruin  in  con- 
sequence of  those  changes.  With  re- 
gard to  brewing  by  labourers  and  small 
mrmers,  if  this  were  done  off  their  own 
premises,  they  certainly  would  not  come 
within  the  provisions  of  the  new  Bill ; 
because,  if  the  Government  were  to  saac- 
tion  the  brewing  off  the  premises,  they 
would  obviously  get  into  diffiodties, 
which  they  were  determined  to  avoid,  in 
respect  of  co-operative  brewing,  and  thej 
would  find  themselves  rendering  great 
injustice  to  the  brewing  trade.  The 
two  hon.  Members  who  had  spoken  with 
great  ability  as  members  of  the  great 
brewing  traide,  had  spoken  of  the  re- 
strictions, as  they  called  them,  under 
this  Bill  as  being  very  harassing  and  in- 
quisitorial, and  as  being  more  harass- 
ing and  inquisitorial  than  thoee  en- 
forced by  the  law  as  it  stood.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Staffordshire  had  said  it 
was  not  particularly  pleasant  to  ha;ve 
Excise  officers  on  the  premiaes.  This 
might  be  true,  though  he  was  very  glad 
that  the  hon.  Member  was  able  to  give 
a  just  as  well  as  a  kind  testimony  to- 
wards the  considerate  manner  in  which 
the  very  intelligent  officers  of  the  De- 
partment discharged  their  duties.  But 
whether  or  not  it  was  jdeasant  was  a 
question  by  itself.  He  did  not  maintain 
that  it  was  pleasant  Hk  doctrine  was 
that  the  whme  system  of  taxation  was  a 
very  unpleasant  one.  He  lodred  upon 
all  taxation  with  great  dislike,  and  tbey 
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At  that  late  hoar,  he  considered  that  he 
had  said  enough ;  when  the  proper  time 
arrived  he  hoped  to  more  the  rejection 
of  the  Government  Wine  Datyproposals, 
as  they  were  clearly  not  the  way  to  deal 
with  France  and  opain.  That  kind  of 
treatment  had  been  tried  before  and 
had  failed,  and  there  was  already  abun- 
dant evidence  to  show  that  it  would  fail 
again.  He  begged  to  apologize  to  Mr. 
Speaker  for  having  occupied  the  time  of 
the  House  so  long ;  but  ne  thought  that 
apology  ought  properly  to  come  from  hon. 
Oentlemen  on  the  other  side,  because  it 
was  their  fault  for  having  so  often  inter- 
rupted him,  and  refused  to  listen  to 
what  he  had  to  say.  They  had,  however, 
been  obliged  to  hear  him,  whether  they 
liked  it  or  not ;  and  it  was  entirely  due 
to  them  that  his  remarks  had  been  so 
prolonged.  He  begged  to  move  that 
that  deoate  be  now  adjourned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Mac  Iver.) 

The  Motion  not  being  seconded,  was 
not  put. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  said,  he  begged  to 
withdraw  the  Amendment  to  the  Bill 
that  appeared  in  his  name  on  the  Paper. 
He  should  put  down  the  Amendment  for 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  and  hoped 
then  to  press  his  proposed  alteration  of 
the  Bill  on  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraton. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  he  had 
a  Motion  on  the  subject  which  would 
naturally  have  followed  that  discussion ; 
but,  on  the  present  occasion,  he  should 
postoone  it,  and  bring  it  again  before 
the  House  in  Oonmiittee. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thureday  next. 

MERCHANT  SEAMEN  (PAYMENT  OF 

WAGES,  &c.)  BILL. 

(Jfr.  Aihley^  Mr,  Chamberlain.) 

[bill  119.]      OOMMITTEB. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

OrtUrtd,  That  it  be  an  Instmctioii  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  connder  Clauses 
with  reference  to  the  conditions  of  service^  of 
seamen  and  the  licennng  of  their  lodging 
hoosea.— ^Jfr.  Svd^  AihUy,) 


Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair," 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Oonmiittee.) 

Viscount  SANDON,  in  moving  the 

following  clause : — 

(Modification  of  Penalty  for  neglecting  to  join.) 

**  For  neglecting  or  refusing,  without  reason- 
able cause,  to  join  his  ship,  or  to  proceed  to  sea  in 
his  ship,  a  seaman  or  apprentice  to  the  sea  ser- 
Tice  shall  be  liable  on  summary  conviction,  in- 
stead of  being  liable  to  the  penalty  imposed  by 
section  two  hundred  and  lorty.three  of  *  The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,'  to  a  fine  not  ex- 
ceeding an  amount  equal  to  four  weeks*  wages ; 
and  in  the  event  of  his  failing  to  pay  the  fine, 
and  in  that  event  only,  to  imprisonment  for  a 
term  not  exceeding,  in  England  and  Lreland,  the 
term  limited  by  law  on  non-payment  of  a  fine, 
and  elsewhere,  six  weeks :  provided  that  if  the 
nefflect  or  refusal  tend  immediately  to  endanger 
a  £ip  or  cargo  or  the  life  or  limb  of  any  person 
belonging  to  or  on  board  a  ship,  the  offender 
shall  be  guilty  of  a  misdeamour,  and  be  punish- 
able accordingly,*' 

said,  that  if  the  Government  were  not 
willing  to  accept  that  dause  he  should 
not  press  them  to  do  so.  He  should, 
however,  be  sorry  to  allow  the  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  of  releasing  seamen  m>m 
some  of  the  penalties  to  which  they  were 
liable  if  they  neglected  or  refused  to  go 
to  sea.  He  was  aware  of  the  intention 
to  introduce  a  general  BiU  next  year 
dealing  with  the  question  of  discipline 
on  board  ship,  and  he  was  convinced 
that  that  was  a  most  serious  matter. 
Seamen,  at  present,  if  they  refused  to  eo 
into  a  ship  or  to  g^  sea  were  liable  to  be 
imprisoned  for  10  weeks.  The  proposed 
clause  he  had  drawn  up  during  the  time 
he  was  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
after  having  conferred  with  a  number  of 
leading  shipowners  on  the  subject.  They 
had  aU  agreed  with  him  that  it  would 
be  desiraUe  to  introduce  such  a  dause 
by  which  seamen  would  be  placed  in 
ihe  same  position  as  landsmen  as  far  as 
possible  with  regard  to  breach  of  con- 
tract. If  he  ne^ected  to  go  to  sea  after 
that  clause  had  been  passed,  he  would 
only  be  liable  in  the  first  instance  for 
breach  of  contract.  On  a  subsequent 
occasion  he  would  be  liable  to  a  fine ;  and 
if  that  fine  were  not  paid,  to  a  month's 
imprisonment.  So  that  imprisonment 
would  only  take  place  in  case  of  non- 
payment of  the  fine.  He  was  aware 
that  a  gpreat  many  changes  were  desira- 
bU  in  the  roles  of  discipline  on  board 
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oiples  of  Free  Trade,  it  had  only  taught 
her  that  this  country  was  a  very  bad 
hand    at   making    a    bargain.     They 
had  not  hitherto  brought   about    Free 
Trade  by  their  Commercial  Treaties — 
arrangements  by  which,  in  obedience  to 
the  doctrinaire  teaching  of  the  Cobden 
Club,  we  gave  up  nearly  everthing  we 
possessed,  getting  next  to  nothing  in  re- 
turn— and  they  were  not  likely  to  do  so 
by  the  present  proposals  of  the  Ghovem- 
ment.     But  they  had  encouraged  France 
in  the  belief  that  she  had  only  got  to 
press  us  a  little  further  and  we  would 
give    up    the    Wine    Duties   too,   and 
patiently  submit  to  the  Sugar  Bounty 
system,  as  well  as  to  the  surtaxe  d^entre- 
pdtf  and  to  any  other  injustice  which  she 
liked  to  perpetrate  upon  British  com- 
merce and  British  shipping.    The  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  in  reg^ard  to 
Bpanish  wines  were  of  a  similar  cha- 
racter, and  nothing  less  than  an  invitation 
to  the  Spaniards  to  drive  a  hard  bargain 
with  us.    He  well  remembered  the  hopes 
excited  by  the  Cobden-Bright  Treaty  of 
1860.  His  experience  as  a  carrier,  which, 
with  all  respect  to  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, was  worth  something,  was  that  our 
trade  with  France  had  been,  and  was 
now,  a  trade  principally  of  raw  materials 
for  French  industries ;  but  that  what  we 
brought  from  France  was  the  finished 
products  of  valuable  labour.    He  would 
ask  whether    such    importations    from 
France  did  not  destroy  our  industries  at 
home,  and  was  not  a  very  serious  ques- 
tion for  the  British  working  man  ?   Loaf 
sugar  they  now   got,   it    was    true,    a 
farthing  a  pound  cheaper  than  might 
otherwise  be  the  case.    But  this  was  a 
wholly  inappreciable  benefit  to  the  con- 
sumer, obtamed  at  the  expense  of  our 
own  refiners,  to  the  great  disadvantage 
of   our  West  Indian  possessions,  and 
to  the  injury  of  British  shipowners.  And 
yet  that  was  what  some  people  call  Free 
Trade!    He  preferred  very  much  the 
doctrines  of  Adam    Smith  and    John 
Stuart  Mill.     So  long  as  France  taxed 
our  manufactures,  we  ought  certainly  to 
tax  hers.    The  Wine  Duties  were  about 
all  we  now  had  to  bargain  with,  and  in 
themselves  they  were  clearly  insufficient 
to  purchase  those  concessions  which  we 
haa  a  right  to  get;  but  he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
saw  no  reason  whv  some  of  our  former 
duties  should  not  be  replaced.  We  could 
then  bring  some  pressure  to  bear.    The 
House  would  remember  that  he  had 

Ur.  Mdelvir 


several  times  asked  the  Gtovemment  in 
regard  to  their  prospective  arrange- 
ments with  France.  The  hon.  Baronet 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Afiairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke),  with^e 

Eoliteness  which  always  distinguished 
im,  had  replied  to  his  questions,  but 
in  a  manner  which  conveyed  no  infor- 
mation. He  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  wanted  to 
know  if  the  Gbvemment  meant  to  insist 
upon  those  concessions  which  we  had  a 
right  to  g^t,  and  would  take  measures 
to  obtain  them  ?  He  wanted  to  know, 
specifically,  if  the  Sugar  Bounty  system 
was  going  to  be  g^ven  up  ?  Did  l^unce 
mean  to  reduce  her  duties  upon  Bri- 
tish manufSactures  ?  Was  she  going  to 
abolish  the  surtaxs  d^mtrepdt,  and  let 
foreign  produce  bought  and  sold  in 
the  Liverpool  Exchange  enter  France 
upon  terms  as  favourable  as  if  imported 
direct  ?  He  had  also  asked  the  Qovem- 
ment  in  regard  to  their  negotiations  with 
Spain ;  and,  again,  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affidrs  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  with  the  mostperfectcourtefiy, 

fuve  a  reply  which  answered  nothing. 
t  was  quite  a  mistake  to  suppose  that 
our  unsatisfactory  commercial  relations 
with  Spain  were  a  mere  Wine  Duty  dis- 
pute. Long  before  this  Wine  Duty  busi- 
ness Spain  had  harassed  British  trade; 
and,  unless  she  was  now  going  to  do 
something  to  put  matters  on  a  better 
footing,  we  ought  rather  to  think  of 
doubling  the  Wine  Duties  than  of  re- 
ducing them.  Spain  was  only  trying  to 
squeeze  us  because  we  had  been  found 
willing  victims ;  and  if  we  conceded  the 
Wine  Duties,  we  were  only  inviting  her 
to  press  for  something  more.  He  would 
best  describe  the  general  condition  of 
our  trade  with  Spain  by  quoting  from  a 
letter  which  he  had  just  received  on  the 
subject.    Its  words 


'*  The  Spanish  tariff  is  a  yerv  big  affair,  the 
rates  being  different  for  nearly  erery  article 
mentioned  therein.  Your  hat,  for  instance, 
beings  one  thing,  yotir  coat  another,  your  boots 
another,  and  shirt  another.  This  I  found  lirui 
really  the  fact,  for  on  calling  at  the  Consuls,  they 
handed  me  a  book,  which,  being  in  Spanish,  I  did 
not  understand;  but  they  explained  that  on 
glass,  for  instance,  the  duty  is  reckoned  at  so 
many  pesatos  (10<^.)  per  100  kilos;  and  thero 
are  as  many  different  rates  as  there  are  qualities 
of  glass.  The  rate  is  equally  the  same  whether 
the  goods  come  in  a  Spanish  or  a  British  ship ; 
but  although  there  are  no  differential  rates  in  this 
sense,  it  is  nevertheless  quite  true  that  a  tax  is 
levied  upon  British-owncKl  steamers  trading  with 
Spanish  port*.*' 
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there  ought  to  be  a  mitigation  of  the 
present  law,  with  reg^ard  to  sommaiy 
arrest,  in  cases  where  seamen  failed  to 
fulfil  their  contracts.  He  was  oonyinoed 
that  was  a  subject  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance, and  the  noble  Lord  had  proposed 
to  mitigate  that  law  by  substituting  a  , 
fine  in  the  first  instance  in  lieu  thereof. 
That  was  a  step  in  the  right  direction, 
and  he  could  not  understand  why  the 
Government  reused  to  agree  to  the  pro- 
posal. Bepresenting  as  he  did,  a  large 
seaport,  he  ventured  to  assert  that  a 
lar^e  number  of  seamen  understood  the 
position  theywere  in  Quite  as  wellas  any- 
one in  that  House.  The  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  likely  to  prove  a  bene- 
ficial one,  and  he  should  support  it. 
Notwithstanding  the  ejaculations  of  hon . 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  he  should 
support  the  adjournment  of  the  debate 
in  order  that  they  might  have  time  for 
proper  consideration  of  the  clause. 

Mb.  OHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Gorst)  would  withdraw  his  Motion, 
and  that  the  Committee  might  be  per- 
mitted to  get  throuffh  the  present  stage 
of  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
reasons  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 

gkve  were  convincing  to  the  Oommittee. 
e  told  them  that  seamen,  of  whom  he 
made  himself,  in  reference  to  that  Bill, 
the  champion,  could  get  nothing  more 
than  promises  in  re^pard  to  that  matter. 
He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  was  sorry  to  find 
that  he  had  so  bad  an  opinion  of  the 
way  in  which  his  dienta  were  treated 
by  the  present  Government's  Prede- 
cessors. [Mr.  GoBST  said,  he  stated 
thev  had  been  fed  upon  promises.]  He 
understood  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber to  say  that,  considering  the  number 
of  promises,  it  was  surprising  that  no- 
thing had  been  done ;  he  womd  not  dis- 
pute with  him,  but  merely  undertake  to 
say  that  the  present  Gbvemment  should 
do  something  more  than  that.  Next 
Session  that  subject  would  be  thoroughly 
considered,  and  the  Bill  would  then  be 
much  more  comprehensive  than  the  pre- 
sent one.  It  had  already  been  stated 
that  on  the  Beport  of  the  bill  a  proposal 
would  be  made,  by  which  the  question 
now  under  discussion  would  be  attempted 
to  be  settled ;  and  he  must  say  that  if 
that  proposal  met  with  the  amount  of 
support  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  that  he  usually  gave  to  all 
proposals  for  the  advantage  of  seamen, 


then  it  would  be  impossible,  in  the  pre- 
sent   broken  Session,  to  proceed  any 
further  with  the  BilL    He  must  say  he 
thought  it  curious  that  delays  of  that 
sort  invariably  came  from  tiiose  who 
pretended  to  be  in  favour  of  the  class 
the  Bill  would  affect.    The  him.  and 
learned  Gentleman  ^Mr.  Gorst)  said,  it 
was  desirable  that  time  should  be  given 
in  order  that  the  proposed  new  (dause 
might  be  left  upon  the  Paper,  and  left 
there  a  sufficient  time  to  get  into  tiie 
hands  of  Members  and  be  fully  con- 
sidered before  they  asked  the  House  to 
take  the  next  step.    For  his  own  part, 
he  considered  that  was  just  the  way  in 
which  seamen  would  be  fed  upon  pro- 
mises and  get  nothing   beyond.    His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kingston- 
upon-Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  had  said  that 
he  should  five  his  hearty  support  to  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord.    He  begged 
to  say  that,  in  his  humble  judgment, 
that  proposal  did  not  meet  the  difficulty 
at  all,  and  it  was  on  l^t  ground  that 
he  was  unable  to  accept  it.    What  was, 
in  fact,  the  complaint  of  the  seamen? 
Why,  undoubtedly,  the  anomalous  po- 
sition they  were  placed  in  with  regard 
to  their  contracts.     In  case  of  breach 
of  contract  a  landsman  was  liable  to 
an  action  only,  and  not  to  criminal  pro- 
ceedings; whereas  a  sailor  was  liable  to 
those  proceedings,  and  might  be  in  mA 
many    weeks    in    consequence.      The 
noble  Lord,  by  his  proposal,  still  left 
the  seaman  subject  to  those  criminal 
proceedings,  and  added  a  fine  which,  in 
all  ordinary  circumstances,  he  believed, 
the  seaman  would  be  unable  to  pay. 
What  was  likely  to  happen  if  the  course 
proposed  to  be    taken    was  followed? 
It  was  well  known  that  certain  magis- 
trates, who    had  acted   in    a   manner 
which  seemed  harsh,  had  sent  to  gaol 
seamen  who  refused  to  go  to  sea  in  ships 
which  they  deemed  unseaworthy,  and 
some  of  which  ships  afterwards  went  to 
the  bottom.    The  fact  of  the  ships  hav- 
ing been  lost,  showed,  at  any  rate,  that 
the  men  who  were  imprisoned  had  good 
primd  facie  grounds  for  the  belief  which 
led  them  to  refuse  to  go  to  sea  and 
resulted  in  their  imprisonment.    If  the 
proposal  of  the  noble  Lord  were  adopted 
the  fine  upon  seamen  would  be  vexy 
heavy;  and  as  seamen  were,  as  a  general 
rule,  a  very  impecunious  class  of  men, 
the  result  would  in  a  majority  of  oasea 
be  imprisonment,  for  the  reason  that  the 
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ship ;  but,  although  the  matter  was  a  com- 
prenenaiveone  and  ou^htto  be  dealt  with, 
perhaps,  comprehensively,  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  harm  in  doing  justice 
to  the  seaman  thus  far  at  once,  and  so 
prevent  him  being  imprisoned  for  along 
period  for  simply  refusing  to  go  to  sea. 
He  knew  the  difficulties  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  in  that  matter;  but  he 
thought  they  could  acquiesce  in  the  pro- 
position he  had  made.  He  would  not 
press  it  on  the  Qoyemment,  however, 
provided  he  obtained  a  pledge  from 
them  to  deal  with  the  subject ;  but  he 
begged  them  to  consider  whether  it  was 
not  a  reasonable  compromise  in  the 
matter,  having  been  adopted  by  some  of 
the  best  shipowners  as  a  solution  of  the 
question. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
stand  part  of  liie  Bill." — {Viecount 
Sandon,) 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he 
fulTjr  agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite rvisooimt  Sandon),  that  the  ques- 
tion 01  the  punishment  of  seamen  for 
refusing  to  go  to  sea  was  a  most  serious 
one ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  ventured 
to  doubt  whether  the  proposed  clause 
could  be  accepted,  inasmuch  as  it  hardly 
dealt  with  the  question.  The  real  griev- 
ance of  the  seaman  was  that  he  was 
liable  to  arrest  without  warrant,  and  it 
was  in  that  respect  particularly  that  he 
was  in  a  totally  different  position  from 
other  working  men.  The  proposed  clause 
would  not  reueve  him  from  tiiat  at  all. 
All  it  would  do  was  to  modify  the  law 
with  regard  to  the  penalty  to  be  inflicted 
for  refusing  to  serve.  It  was  not,  he 
thought,  impossible  to  deal  comprehen- 
sively with  that  question  so  as  really  to 
relieve  seamen  from  that  exceptional 
condition.  He  thought  that  if  the  noble 
Lord  would  communicate  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Mr.  Ohamberlain)  between  that 
time  and  the  Beport  on  the  Bill,  they 
might  be  able  to  propose  a  clause  theit 
would,  perhaps,  dc^  effectively  with  that 
question.  Even  if  the  dause  were 
adopted  it  would  give  but  temporary 
relief,  as  the  Government  intended  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  to  deal  with  the  whole 
quertion  next  Session. 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  he  did  not  like  the 
idea  of  the  Bill  passing  through  the 
Oommittee  stage  before  they  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  seeing  and  discussing 

Viicount  Sandon 


the  clause  proposed.    Both  the  Prede- 
cessors   of   the   Oovemment    and   the 
Government  itself  had  promised  to  deal 
with  this  matter,  and  he  would 
that  they  should  report  Progress — ncVtW 
of  **  Oh,  oh ! '']— in  order  that  the  dause 
which  the  Government  were  oonBidering 
might  be  put  upon  the  Paper  and  con- 
sidered in  Committee.      He    observed 
that  hon.  Members  opposite  cried  out 
'*  Oh,  oh ! ''    Their  idea  of  legislation 
was,  apparently,  to  drive  the  Bill  through 
as  fast  as  they  could.     The  Board  of 
Trade    seemed    disposed    to    hurry    it 
through  without  consideration  or  reflec- 
tion ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  begged  to 
say  that  those  Members  who  redly  had 
the  interests  of  seamen  and  shipowners 
at  heart,  were  not  willing  to  allow  that 
rash  kind  of  legislation  to  proceed.    He 
would  inform  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  who  were,  perhaps,  fresh  to 
the  mbours  of  the  House,  that  when  a 
Government  announced  an  intention  to 
propose  a  new  clause,  it  was  not  at  all 
an  unusual  practice  for  the  Committee 
to  report  Prc^ess,  in  order  that  that 
clause  might  be  placed  upon  the  Paper 
and  be  properly  considered  before  the 
Bill  passed  through   Committee.     He 
should  move  that  we  Committee  rep<nt 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 

{Mr.  Gorst.) 

Mb.  NORWOOD  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  Motion  which  had  just  been 
made.  He  was  of  opinion  that  many 
hon.  Members  were  entirely  unacquainted 
with  Parliamentaxy  usages  and  the  forms 
of  the  House,  and  they  should  exhibit 
more  tolerance  in  the  discussion  of 
measures.  Not  long  ago  he  had  heard 
loud  cries  raised  when  an  hon.  Member 
had  endeavoured  to  address  the  House. 
When  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  raised 
those  cries  had  a  longer  experience,  they 
wouldfind  that  it  was  convenient  to  listen 
to  all  sides  of  a  question.  He  knew  that 
to  men  uninitiated  in  the  doctrines  of 
the  House  that  was  not  altogether  palat- 
able. He  thought  it  would  l^  well  if  hon . 
Gentlemen  would  exercise  a  little  more 
discretion,  and  not  be  ouite  so  hasty  in 
preventing  measures  oeing  discu^ed. 
He  ventured  to  support  the  proposal  of 
the  noble  Viscount  the  M!ember  for 
Liverpool  (Lord  Sandon).    He  thought 
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'which  might  cause  them  to  be  mulcted 
in  damages.  The  proposal  which  was 
now  made  was,  in  his  view,  one  which 
should  be  made  in  Committee  when  it 
could  be  fully  discussed,  and  should  not 
be  deferred  until  the  stag^  of  Beport 
when  no  hon.  Member  could  speak  more 
than  once  as  to  the  details  of  the  pro- 
posal. The  difficulty  of  considering  a 
new  clause  in  a  Bill  on  the  Iteport  of 
Amendments  was  extreme,  and  the  diffi- 
culty was  largely  increased  when,  as  on 
the  present  occasion,  the  new  clause  was 
more  important  than  any  part  of  the  ori- 
ginal Bill.  The  House  was  in  progress 
with  the  Bill ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  lose  but  little,  if  any,  time  by  ac- 
ceding to  the  manifest  justice  of  the 
case  and  consenting  to  Irrogress  beine 
reported,  in  order  that  further  time  could 
be  given  for  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure.       

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  Her 
Majesty's  Gt)Yemment  could  not  accept 
the  clause,  because  they  did  not  think  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  ameliorating  the 
condition  of  the  seaman,  and  so  settling 
the  question  which  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  which,  undoubtedly,  called 
for  settlement.  The  matter  must  be 
dealt  with  next  year,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemment  were  anxious  to  bring  about 
a  satisfactory  settlement.  If  possible, 
a  proposal  would  be  made  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Bill,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  putting  an  end  at  once  to  the  diffi- 
culties that  had  been  raised;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Oovemment  would  have 
afforded  to  them  such  an  opportunity 
as  they  desired,  their  wish  being  to  pro- 
duce a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question. 

YiscouNT  SANDON  said,  his  clause 
did  not  touch  the  question  of  arrest  with 
warrant.  This  was  a  matter  of  the  ut- 
most importance,  and  one  requiring  very 
gr&^6  consideration.  Two  Sessions  ago 
it  was  considered  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  for  many  weeks,  and  if  any 
hon.  Member  read  the  evidence  given  he 
would  see  that  it  went  against  the  change 
proposed.  The  result  of  the  inquiry  to 
which  he  referred  was  that  the  question 
remained  quiet  for  some  time,  until  it 
was  re-opened  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth.  As  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  form  an  opinion  on  the  question  in  its 
present  phase,  he  thought  it  was  of  too 
grave  a  nature  to  be  &eli  with  on  the 


Beport,  and  should,  therefore,  support 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress.  As 
representing  a  large  shipping  commu- 
nity, he  could  say,  without  fear  of  op- 
position or  doubt,  that  his  constituency 
would  be  much  surprised  if  a  question 
of  this  importance  was  to  be  dealt  with 
at  the  present  stage.  As  far  as  his 
Amendment  was  concerned,  it  did  not 
deal  or  attempt  to  deal  with  the  large 
question  which  had  been  raised  by  t£e 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  but  simply  proposed 
to  subject  offending  seamen  to  a  fine 
instead  of  imprisonment  in  case  they 
committed  a  breach  of  contract. 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  noble  Lord  did  not  quite 
understand  the  question  as  it  was  stated 
at  the  commencement  of  the  debate. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  clause  which  had  been  proposed 
dealt  with  a  very  important  and  com- 
plicated question,  and  was  one  which 
might  require  very  careful  consideration 
and  discussion ;  but  the  Government 
were  quite  prepared  to  pledge  them- 
selves that,  if  the  clause  was  not  pretty 
generally  accepted  as  a  settlement  of 
the  matter,  they  would  abandon  all 
hope  of  dealing  with  it  in  the  present 
Session.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
proposal  would  meet  the  approval  of  the 
Committee  for  the  reason  that,  as  far  as 
he  could  judge,  the  House  was  almost 
unanimous  in  its  favour. 

Mr.  NOBWOOD  said,  the  question 
was  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
ought  to  be  discussed  in  a  manner  which 
it  deserved.  The  proposal  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  affected  the 
whole  shipping  interest  of  the  country, 
as  it  dealt  with  the  owners  of  ships  as 
well  as  with  the  seamen,  and  he  could 
not  admit  that  a  proposition  of  the  kind 
could  be  adequately  discussed  on  the 
Motion  for  the  Beport  of  the  Bill.  The 
matter  was  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee,  where  it  could  be 
fully  discussed,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
it  would  not  be  pressed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  the  present  juncture. 
The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Sandon) 
was  anxious  to  ameliorate  the  law,  as  far 
as  the  seamen  were  concerned,  by  substi- 
tuting a  fine  for  imprisonment ;  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  pro- 
posal was  one  which  not  onlv  ought  to 
be  very  carefully  considered  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  but  ought  to  be 
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men  oould  not  pay  the  fines.  It  was 
urged  that  the  imprisonment  would  be 
for  non-payment  of  the  fines  imposed, 
and  not  for  breach  of  oontraot.  But  this 
was  not  exactly  a  statement  of  the  case 
which  could  be  generally  accepted  as 
an  adequate  mode  of  dealing  with  the 
grieyances  which  the  seamen  alleged  to 
exist ;  and  when  the  question  came  to 
be  dealt  with  in  a  more  complete  manner 
next  Session,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
repeal  the  clause  which  was  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  if  it  now  became 
law. 

VisooTJHT  SANDON  protested  against 
the  suggestion  that  this  was  entirely  a 
seaman's  question;  he  thought  it  was 
extremely  undesirable  that  the  House 
should  hastily  pass  a  judgment  upon 
questions  affecting  seamen,  which, 
uiough  they  occupied  a  large  amount  of 
time  in  the  last  Parliament,  had  not 
been  satisfactory  settled  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  able,  good,  and  steady 
seaman,  was,  perhaps,  more  interested 
than  any  other  person  in  seeing  that 
the  crew  of  a  ship  was  well  constituted 
before  he  went  to  sea  in  her,  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  important  for  every  ship- 
owner to  pick  his  crews  with  the  utmost 
care.  It  was  also  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance that  the  shipowners  shoula  be 
careAil  to  get  their  crews  on  board  in 
good  time  before  the  fixed  time  for  the 
sailing  of  the  ship,  as  otherwise  there 
was  a  probability  that  a  number  of 
worthless  substitutes  would  ship  instead 
of  the  competent  men  who  had  been 
engaged,  and  the  competent  men  left 
would  naturally  object  to  go  to  sea  with 
incompetent  and  unworthy  shipmates, 
whose  presence  would  be  disagreeable 
to  themselves  and  perilous  to  the  safety 
of  the  ships  and  to  the  interests  of  the 
owners.  He  must,  therefore,  demur  to 
the  statement  of  the  ridbt  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  l^ade, 
that,  in  supporting  the  views  of  those 
who  desired  to  change  the  existing  law, 
he  was  acting  only  in  the  interests  of 
the  seamen,  because  the  true  interests  of 
the  seamen  were  only  to  be  provided  for 
by  taking  such  steps  as  would  secure 
the  shipping  of  sailors  possessing  the 
hiffhest  character  as  well  as  the  best 
technical  ability.  The  whole  question 
was  one  of  the  greatest  difficmir  and 
delicacy,  and  he  hoped  it  would  be 
handled  with  the  utmost  care  by  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  Uie  President  of 

Mr.  Chamberlain 


the  Board  of  Trade,  in  view  not  only  of 
the  interest  of  the  seamen  but  of  the 
shipowners.  The  more  closely  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  looked  into  the  ques- 
tion, the  more  clearly  would  he  see  the 
importance  of  dealing  with  it  in  a  cau- 
tious manner. 

Mr.  BENTINGK  hoped  the  Oommit- 
tee  would  not  adopt  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Presidrat 
of  the  Board  of  Trade.  He  would  not 
attempt  to  discuss  the  question  of  who 
was  or  was  not  the  sailor's  friend,  his 
view  beine  that  the  only  matter  for  pre- 
sent consideration  was  as  to  whether  the 
time  was  opportune  for  discussing  the 
question  before  the  Committee.  In  his 
view  the  time  was  not  opportune,  and  he 
therefore  hoped  Progress  would  be  re- 
ported, in  order  that  further  opportunity 
might  be  afforded  to  Members  to  con- 
sider the  details  of  the  question  which 
had  been  raised  before  pronouncing  an 
opinion  upon  it. 

Mr.  GOBST  said,  he  had  been  asto- 
nished by  the  appeal  of  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  because  he  oould  not 
understand  the  grounds  on  which  Her 
Maj  esty's  Government  asked  the  House  to 
postpone  till  the  Beport  the  consideration 
of  a  new  clause,  whidi  was  more  important 
in  principle  than  any  other  part  of  the 
measure.  He  could  not  too  strongly 
deprecate  the  fashion  which  seemed  to 
be  growing  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, of  first  introducing  a  Bill  and  then 
making  Amendments  feeding  its  vital 
principle  at  the  last  moment.  He  now 
asked  for  delay,  because  he  thought  it 
important  that  the  new  clause  should  be 
printed,  and  in  the  hands  of  Members^ 
before  the  House  was  asked  to  determine 
upon  it. 

Mr.  COUETNET  hoped  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  accede  to  the  ap- 
peal for  delay  which  had  been  made  to 
him.  The  question  involved  was  one  of 
erave  importance,  and  was  not  likely  to 
be  solved  by  bandying  sarcasms  as  to 
who  were  and  were  not  the  friends  of  the 
seaman.  The  question  was  as  to  how 
sailors  who  did  not  fulfil  their  contracts 
were  to  be  dealt  with ;  and  he  felt  sure 
that  no  satisfactory  solution  of  it  would 
be  arrived  at  which  did  not  deal  with 
seamen  as  ordinary  workmen  who  en- 
tered into  contracts  with  their  employers, 
and,  if  they  broke  such  contracts,  ren- 
dered themselves  liable  to  civil  action. 
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which  might  oaoBO  them  to  be  mulcted 
in  damaffee.  The  proposal  which  was 
now  made  was,  in  his  Tiew,  one  which 
should  be  made  in  Committee  when  it 
conld  be  fdUy  discnssed,  and  should  not 
be  deferred  until  the  stage  of  Beport 
when  no  hon.  Member  could  speak  more 
than  once  as  to  the  details  of  the  pro- 
posal.  The  difficulty  of  considering  a 
new  clause  in  a  Bill  on  the  Iteport  of 
Amendments  was  extreme,  and  the  diffi- 
culty was  largely  increased  when,  as  on 
the  present  occasion,  the  new  clause  was 
more  important  than  any  part  of  the  ori- 
ginal Bill.  The  House  was  in  progress 
with  the  Bill ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  lose  but  little,  if  any,  time  by  ac- 
ceding to  the  manifest  justice  of  the 
case  and  consenting  to  Irrogress  beine 
reported,  in  order  that  further  time  could 
be  given  for  consideration  of  the  mea- 
sure. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  could  not  accept 
the  clause,  because  they  did  not  think  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  ameliorating  the 
condition  of  the  seaman,  and  so  settling 
the  question  which  was  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  which,  undoubtedly,  called 
for  settlement.  The  matter  must  be 
dealt  with  next  year,  and  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  were  anxious  to  bring  about 
a  satisfactory  settlement.  If  possible, 
a  proposal  would  be  made  on  the  Beport 
of  the  Bill,  which  would  have  the  effect 
of  putting  an  end  at  once  to  the  diffi- 
culties that  had  been  raised;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Goyemment  would  have 
arorded  to  them  such  an  opportunity 
as  they  desired,  their  wish  being  to  pro- 
duce a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the 
question. 

Yiscoorr  SANDON  said,  his  clause 
did  not  touch  the  question  of  arrest  with 
warrant.  This  was  a  matter  of  the  ut- 
most importance,  and  one  requiring  very 
grave  consideration.  Two  sessions  ago 
it  was  considered  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  this  House  for  many  weeks,  and  if  any 
hon.  Member  read  the  evidence  given  he 
would  see  that  it  went  against  the  change 
proposed.  The  result  of  the  inquiry  to 
which  he  referred  was  that  the  question 
rsmained  quiet  for  some  time,  until  it 
was  re-opened  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Morpeth.  As  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  form  an  opinion  on  the  question  in  its 
present  phase,  he  thought  it  was  of  too 
grave  a  nature  to  be  cbalt  with  on  the 


Beport,  and  should,  therefore^  Bupport 
the  Motion  to  report  Progress.  As 
representing  a  large  shipping  commn- 
nity,  he  could  say,  without  fear  of  op- 
position or  doubt,  that  his  constituency 
would  be  much  surprised  if  a  question 
of  this  importance  was  to  be  dealt  with 
at  the  present  stag^.  As  far  as  his 
Amendment  was  concerned,  it  did  not 
deal  or  attempt  to  deal  with  the  large 
question  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  but  simply  proposed 
to  subject  offending  seamen  to  a  fine 
instead  of  imprisonment  in  case  they 
committed  a  breach  of  contract. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  was 
afraid  the  noble  Lord  did  not  quite 
understand  the  question  as  it  was  stated 
at  the  commencement  of  the  debate. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  admit  that 
the  clause  which  had  been  proposed 
dealt  with  a  very  important  and  com- 
plicated question,  and  was  one  which 
might  require  very  careful  consideration 
and  discussion ;  but  the  Government 
were  quite  prepared  to  pledge  them- 
selves that,  if  the  clause  was  not  pretty 
generally  accepted  as  a  settlement  of 
the  matter,  they  would  abandon  all 
hope  of  dealing  with  it  in  the  present 
Session.  He  hoped,  however,  that  the 
proposal  would  meet  the  approval  of  the 
Committee  for  the  reason  that,  as  far  as 
he  could  judge,  the  House  was  almost 
unanimous  in  its  favour. 

Mb.  NOBWOOD  said,  the  question 
was  one  of  very  great  importance,  and 
ought  to  be  discussed  in  a  manner  which 
it  deserved.  The  proposal  made  by 
Her  Msjesty's  Government  affected  the 
whole  shipping  interest  of  the  country, 
as  it  dealt  with  the  owners  of  ships  as 
well  as  with  the  seamen,  and  he  could 
not  admit  that  a  proposition  of  the  kind 
could  be  ade<niately  discussed  on  the 
Motion  for  the  Keport  of  the  Bill.  The 
matter  was  one  which  ought  to  be  dealt 
with  in  Committee,  where  it  could  be 
fully  discussed,  and  he  therefore  hoped 
it  would  not  be  pressed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  at  the  present  juncture. 
The  noble  Yiscount  (Viscount  Sandon) 
was  anxious  to  ameliorate  the  law,  as  far 
as  the  seamen  were  concerned,  by  substi- 
tuting a  fine  for  imprisonment ;  and  he 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  pro- 

ril  was  one  which  not  only  ought  to 
very  carefully  considered   by   Her 
Majesty's  Government^  but  ought  to  be 
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thoroughly  discussed  by  the  House.  He 
further  thought  that  such  discussion 
was  scarcely  possible,  unless  the  pro- 
posal was  allowed  to  pass  through  the 
Committee  stage,  when  hon.  Members 
could,  if  they  thought  it  necessary,  speak 
more  than  once,  and  so  thoroughly  sift 
the  details  of  the  question. 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  thought  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  was  a  tho- 
roughly reasonable  one.  They  were 
told  that  the  question  was  one  of  the 
highest  importance,  and  one  requiring 
much  and  careful  consideration;  and 
eyery  hon.  Member  who  had  experience 
of  Parliamentary  proceedings  knew  that 
such  consideration  could  not  be  giyen  to 
a  proposition  which  was  made  for  the  first 
time  on  Beport  of  a  Bill.  The  clause 
which  had  oeen  yaguely  sketched  out 
by  the  Goyemment  was,  in  fact,  the 
key-note  of  the  Bill,  and  thus  the  most 
important  clause  in  the  Bill  was  not 
eyen  printed.  As  far  as  he  knew,  there 
was  no  precedent  for  discussing  a  clause, 
inyolying  a  new  principle,  on  Beport, 
and  he  thought  the  Goyemment  ought 
not  to  use  its  majority  for  the  purpose 
of  compelling  the  House  to  take  so 
unprecedented  a  course.  He  hoped  they 
would  assentto  the  reasonable  proposition 
that  Progress  should  be  reported,  m  order 
that  the  Goyemment  might  bring  up 
their  proposed  clause,  and  that  it  might 
be  properly  considered  in  Committee. 

Mb.  8TEYENS0N  said,  that,  as  the 
representatiye  of  an  important  seaport, 
he  earnestly  supported  the  proposal  that 
had  been  made  to  report  IVogress, 
because  he  thought  the  new  clause  was 
one  that  ought  to  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, and  not  on  the  consideration  of 
Amendments  which  had  already  been 
made. 

VisoouNT  SANDON  said,  the  Com- 
mittee were  hardly  aware  of  the  state  of 
the  case.  The  Bill  was  one  in  which  he  had 
personally  a  yery  great  interest,  for  he 
drew  eyery  clause  which  it  contained,  and 
the  Bill  was,  infact,hisown  measure  with 
a  different  name.  He  had  the  greatest 
possible  interest  in  the  passing  of  the  Bill, 
and  was  not  likely,  therefore,  to  take  any 
step  which  could  haye  the  effect  of  im- 
peding its  progress.  He  hoped  it  would 
be  possible  for  him  to  support  the  clause 
which  had  been  introduced  by  the  Gt>- 
yemment ;  but  he  could  not  say  what  his 
course  would  be  until  he  had  had  further 
time  and  opportunity  for  considering  it. 

Mr.Iforwood 


He  protested  against  the  oourse  which 
had  been  taken  in  introducing  the  dause 
on  the  Eeport,  for  he  saw  no  earthly 
reason  why  it  should  not  haye  been  in* 
troduced  a  month  ago.  It  was  of  the 
g^atest  importance  that  the  general 
understanding  which  had  been  long  in 
existence  should  be  adhered  to,  and 
that  new  principles  should  not  be  intro- 
duced into  a  Bill  on  Beport  which  oould 
haye  been  introduced  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee  and  there  was  ample  op- 
portunity for  its  discussion. 

Mb.  CHAMBEBL  AIN  said,  that  when 
the  Bill  was  last  before  the  House  he 

faye  full  credit  to  the  noble  Lord  who 
ad  just  spoken  for  its  authorship,  and 
hoped  tha^  with  certain  modifications,  it 
would  be  accepted  by  Parliament ;  but 
the  noble  Lora  now  asked  why  the  al* 
tematiye  clause  was  not  introduced 
earlier?  All  he  could  say  was  that, 
haying  only  recently  acceded  to  Office, 
and  finding  so  many  loose  threads  of 
legislation  to  take  up,  he  had  found  it 
impossible,  imtil  within  the  last  few  days, 
to  come  to  any  satisfactory  conclusion  as 
to  the  best  mode  of  dealing  with  this 
question.  While  he  held  that  the  clause 
which  he  had  proposed  would  materially 
improye  the  Bill,  hethouffht  that,  as  there 
seemed  to  be  a  general  desire  for  furdier 
time  to  consider  the  matter,  he  should  not 
oppose  the  proposal  to  report  Progress. 
But,  under  the  circumstances,  he  must 
withdraw  the  pledge  which  he  had  been 
willing  to  giye  if  hon.  Members  opposite 
had  allow^  the  Committee  stage  to  be 
taken  and  not  to  press  the  new  clause 
on  Beport,  if  there  were  any  serious  ob* 
jection.  The  new  clause  would  now  be 
discussed  fully  in  Committee,  and  the 
Coyemment  would  urge  its  adoption  in 
the  House. 

Question  put,  and  0^004  to. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  ait 
again  upon  Thunday  next. 

BELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
{Mr.  Farmll,  Mr.  0'K$Uf.) 

[bill  244.]    SB0Oin>  rsadiho. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  PABNELL,  in  moying  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  him  to 
take  that  stage  of  it  on  the  present 
occasion.  He  diould  not  haye  moyed  tbs 
second  reading  at  so  late  an  hour,  bat 
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for  the  preesiiiK  emergency  of  the  case, 
and  because  if  he  now  neglected  the  op- 
portunity of  not  obtaining  the  opinion  of 
the  House  concerning  the  measure  such 
an  opportunity  would  not  again  arise 
owing  to  the  difficulty  which  private 
Members  found  in  obtaining  considera- 
tion for  their  Bills.  The  provisions  of  his 
Bill  were  of  a  very  simple  character.  In 
the  first  place,  he  proposed  to  appoint  a 
Commission  which  should  be  charged 
with  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland, 
the  Commission  to  consist  of  the  Chair- 
man and  two  honorary  Secretaries  of  the 
principal  organization  which  had  been 
engaged  in  distributing  the  sums  sub- 
scribed in  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland 
during  the  past  half  year.  The  Com- 
mission would  have  the  usual  power  of 
appointing  a  Chairman ;  and  he  proposed 
that  there  should  be  set  aside  for  the 
purposes  of  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland 
£200,000  of  the  Surplus  Funds  of  the 
Irish  Church,  which  should  be  used  as 
the  Commissioners  might  think  fit  in 
relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  It  was,  of 
course,  dan^rous — to  use  the  saying  of 
President  Lmcoln — ^to  swap  horses  when 
crossing  a  stream ;  but  this  seemed  to  be 
the  process  which  was  being  pursued  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix)rd  lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland  in  reference  to  this 
question  of  relieving  distress  in  Ireland. 
¥ov  six  months  the  Belief  Committees 
had  afforded  assistance  to  the  distressed 
districts  with  but  little  assistance  from 
the  Poor  Law  Boards  or  the  relief  works. 
The  subscriptions  which  these  bodies 
had  collected  and  distributed  had  now, 
however,  almost  come  to  an  end;  and 
they  were  face  to  face  with  the  position 
that  during  the  next  month  or  six  weeks 
some  500,000  people,  who  had  been  fed 
through  the  agency  of  the  Committees 
to  which  he  had  referred,  would  have 
no  one  to  look  to  for  their  daily  bread. 
The  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  said 
he  relied  upon  out-door  relief  as  a 
means  of  meeting  the  difficulty;  but 
this  system  of  relief  was  dependent 
upon  the  Boards  of  Guardians,  which 
in  Ireland  had  never  been  employed 
for  this  purpose.  He  was  oi  opi- 
nion that  he  spoke  the  sentiments  of 
those  best  able  to  judee  when  he  said 
that  he  viewed  with  me  utmost  appre- 
hension the  result  of  trying  such  an 
experiment  as  was  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman,  who  had  informed 

VOL.  CCUn.  [third  8EWE8,] 


the  House  that  in  consequence  of  certain 
Boards  of  Ouardians  having  failed  to  do 
their  work  he  had  decided  upon  dis- 
solving them  and  appointing  officials  to 
do  their  work.  This  was  aU  very  well ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  such  officials 
would  be  able  to  cope  with  the  existing 
distress.  The  Chief  Secretary  had,  of 
course,  the  utmost  desire  to  do  all  that 
was  possible ;  but  it  was  to  be  feared 
that  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  did  not 
know  to  the  full  the  nature  of  the  diffi- 
culties which  were  before  him,  and  the 
magnitude  of  the  crisis  which  was  im- 
pending. It  would  be  difficult  to  retrace 
any  steps  that  might  be  taken  after  the 
mischief  had  happened  and  the  people 
had  died  in  large  numbers  of  the  famme 
fever  which  had  broken  out  in  many 
districts  of  the  country.  In  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  hoped  that  the  House 
would  accept  the  proposal  which  was 
embodied  in  his  Bui,  and  would  enable 
the  Belief  Committees  which  had,  up  to 
the  present  time,  done  so  much  good,  to 
continue  their  work  with  the  assistance 
of  a  grant  of  public  money  until  the 

E resent  crisis  had  been  passed,  and 
appily,  with  the  blessing  of  a  good 
harvest,  the  existing  distress  had  been 
tided  over.  The  system  of  out-door  re- 
lief in  Ireland  was  not  managed  in  the 
same  way  as  it  was  in  England.  It  was 
in  Ireland  looked  on  by  every  Poor  Law 
Ouardian  with  the  utmost  repugnance 
and  aversion  as  a  plan  opposed  to  all 
their  most  cherished  convictions,  and 
one  which,  in  the  present  instance, 
would  necessitate  the  borrowing  of 
money  that  would  have  to  be  repaid  by 
ratepayers,  farmers,  and  others,  who 
were  reduced  to  great  straits  by  the 
same  circumstances  which  caused  the 
poorer  classes  to  be  very  poor  indeed. 
He  was  afraid  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  recognize  the  dislike  to  the  system 
of  out-door  relief  too  late  eitiier  to  save 
his  reputation  as  a  Minister,  or  to  save 
the  lives  of  many  of  the  Irish  people. 
He  believed  that  his  proposal  would 

grevent  much  suffering  and  save  many 
ves  within  thenext  six  or  seven  weeks ; 
and  he  therefore  asked  the  House  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  promising  that 
when  the  Committee  stage  was  reached 
he  would  carefully  consider  any  proposal 
that  might  be  made  for  its  amend- 
ment. The  hon.  Oentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (iff.  Famell) 

Majob  O'BEIENE  protested  against 
any  proposal  which  would  put  the  Irish 
Limd  League— a  Communistic  associa- 
tion— in  the  possession  of  public  money. 
Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  no  de- 
sire to  do  anything  other  than  to  relieve 
Irish  distress ;  and  if  it  was  objected  that 
the  Land  League  should  not  be  intrusted 
with  part  of  the  work  of  distribution, 
he  should  be  perfectly  willing  to  omit  it 
from  the  Bill. 

Majob  O'BEIBNE  said,  the  Land 
League  had  been  largely  engaged  in 
promoting  electoral  contests  in  various 
parts  of  Lreland,  and  the  speeches  made 
by  its  Members,  especially  in  Leitrim — 
Mb.  FINIGAN  rose  to  Order.  As 
one  of  the  Members  of  the  Land  League, 
he  denied  the  truth  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime),  that  the 
Land  League  was  a  Communistic  asso- 
ciation.   

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
who  has  risen  to  Order  is  himself  out  of 
Order  in  his  interruption  to  the  obser- 
vation of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime). 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  would 
not  enter  into  a  discussion  as  to  the 
Land  League,  for  the  reason  that  the 
present  was  not  exactly  the  occasion  on 
which  he  should  be  expected  to  sive  an 
opinion  on  the  subject.  He  womd  only 
say  that,  in  his  view,  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  GilT  of  Cork  did  wisely  in  offer- 
ing to  withdraw  the  League  from  iJie 
bodies  mentioned  in  the  Bill  as  those  to 
be  charffed  with  the  distribution  of  the 
sum  to  be  granted.  The  question  raised 
by  the  Bill  was  a  very  serious  one ;  but 
he  could  not,  on  behalf  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  accept  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  as  a  solution  of  the 
difficulty.  Personally  the  Bill,  if  passed, 
would  be  a  very  great  relief,  for  it  would 
take  off  his  shoulders  a  great  deal  of  re- 
sponsibility, and  it  would  also  tend  con- 
siderably to  lighten  die  responsibility  of 
the  Local  Government  Board;  but  he 
did  not  think  lids  ought  to  be  done.  The 
Poor  Law  Board  was  now  at  work  deal- 
ing with  this  matter ;  and  he  saw  no 
reason  for  interfering  witii  their  work, 
especially  as  the  granting  of  public 
money  in  the  way  suggested  by  the  hon. 


Member  for  Cork  was  altogether  without 
precedent.    There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
in  some  districts  the  distress  was  very 
ffreat ;  but  in  the  West  of  Ireland  it  had 
been  generally  checked,  and  tiie  Poor 
Law  had  been  found  sufficient  for  the 
purpose.    It  was  true  that  a  necessity 
had  arisen  for  dissolving  certain  Boards 
of  Guardians ;  but  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment had  put  in  their  places  other  Guar- 
dians who,  as  he  had  reason  to  believe, 
were  doing  their  duty  and  distributing 
considerate  sums  in  the  payment  of 
out-door  relief.    As  far  as  the  fever  was 
concerned,  it  arose  during  the  continu- 
ance of  the  work  of  the  Belief  Com- 
mittees, and  could  not,  therefore,  be  said 
to  have  resulted  from  a  discontinuance 
of  the  charitable  relief.    Furthermore, 
he  had  been  unable  to  discover  that  the 
fever  was  famine  fever.    The  last  ac- 
counts he  had  received  were  more  favour- 
able; and  he  did  not  think  the  fever 
would  be  foimd  to  be  more  serious  than 
any  epidemic  which  might  have  occurred 
at  any  time  and  in  any  circumstances. 
He  could  not,  therefore,  admit  the  ne- 
cessity for  pcMBing  this  unprecedented 
pdece  of  legislation.    He  thought   the 
House  must  rdy  upon  the  Poor  Law- 
Board  to  do  the  work,  and  upon  ^ 
Irish   Executive  GKivemment   to  ke^ 
that  body  up  to  its  work,  which,  as  a 
general  rule,    they    were    doing    very 
satisfactorily  at  the   present   moment. 
There  were  certainly  one  or  two  Unions 
in  a  disorganized  condition;    but  this 
was  mainly  due  to  the  fieust  that  they 
were  heavily  in  debt  before  the  difficidty 
came  upon  the  countxy,  and  it  had  be^i 
found  necessary  to  make  loans  to  them. 
He  did  not  oppose  the  Bill  because  he 
had  no  desire  to  see  the  distress  put  an 
end  to,  but  because  he  thought  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  the  Board  of  Guardians  to  do  what 
was  necessary,  in  the  way  of  out-door 
relief,  to  meet  the  difficulty. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  the  main  ground 
of  objection  which  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  had  urged  against  the  Bill 
was  that  he  did  not  see  why  the  local 
authorities  in  Ireland  should  be  relieved 
of  their  responsibility  to  jffovide  relief 
for  the  distress  which  was  known  to 
exist;  but  he  (Mr.  Meldon)  had  been 
unable  to  find  anything  in  the  Bill 
which  would  have  tnat  offset.  AH  that 
the  Bill  would  do  would  be  to  enable 
the  Committoes,  wkidi  had  done  titeir 
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work  80  well  ap  to  the  present  tiine»  to 
continue  that  work  for  some  six  or  seven 
weeks  longer.  It  was  true  that  in  1847 
Parliament  did  not  make  any  g^nt  for 
the  relief  of  the  distress;  but  the  cir- 
cumstances were  different,  and  he  hoped 
that,  on  the  present  occasion,  the  small 
sum  which  was  asked  for  by  the  Bill  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Oork 
would  be  granted,  and  that  thereby 
many  lives  would  be  saved  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  proposal  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  was  very  singular, 
and  one  likely  to  strike  the  minds  of 
English  Gentlemen  as  not  proper  to  be 
encouraged  by  the  Legislature ;  but  in 
his  view  the  measure  was  justified  by 
the  extreme  urgency  of  the  case.  The 
Parliament  had  not  relied  upon  the  or- 
dinary processes  of  law  to  maintain  the 
peace  in  Ireland ;  and  he  asked  it  now, 
in  a  moment  of  dire  necessity,  to  de- 
part from  the  ordinary  modes  of  afford- 
ing relief  in  order  to  preserve  the  lives 
of  a  large  number  of  the  Irish  people. 
In  former  periods  of  distress  in  Ireland, 
whatever  was  done  by  the  Government 
of  the  day  came  too  late  by  several 
months,  and  all  their  efforts  were  out- 
stripped by  voluntary  organizations, 
prominent  among  which  were  those  of 
the  Society  of  Friends,  which  did  more 
to  save  life  in  Ireland  than  was  done  by 
the  (Government.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  now  asked  the  Government  to  do 
temporarily,  and  on  a  small  scale,  what 
they  ought  to  have  done  on  former  occa- 
sions, for  no  one  could  contend  that  by 
the  administration  of  out-door  relief  in 
Ireland  was  the  present  emergency  to  be 
met.  In  some  of  the  Unions  the  ten- 
ants, and  even  the  Guardians  of  the 
poor  themselves,  owing  to  failure  of  their 
crops,  were  in  positions  of  difficulty,  and 
had,  therefore,  a  great  repugnance  to 
taxation .  He  protested  strongly  against 
the  exhibition  which  had  been  made  on  the 
opposite  side  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime), 
who  had  objected  to  any  part  of  the 
sum  mentioned  in  the  Bill  beine  dis- 
tributed by  the  Land  League,  simply 
because  he  had  been  compelled  to  spend 
a  few  beggarly  pounds  in  obtaining,  or 
retaining,  his  seat. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  perfectly  willing  to 
plunder  the  Lrish  Qiurch  Fund  in  the 


interest  of  the  landlords  in  that  coimtry ; 
but  they  would  not  give  a  single  shil- 
liDg  of  it  to  save  the  poor  from  starva- 
tion and  death.  He  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  change  their  resolution  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  and  give  a 
second  readinc^  to  the  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pap- 
nell).  He  also  wished  to  tell  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Leitrim  (Major 
O'Beime)  that  the  Land  League  spent 
no  money  at  all  in  the  contest  which  he 
had  for  his  seat.      

Me.  MAOAETNEY  supported  the 
Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  on  the  ground  of  the  exceptional 
state  of  things  which  existed  in  ^land 
at  the  present  moment.  There  was  a 
^eat  disinclination  on  the  part  of  the 
Poor  Law  Ghiardians  to  do  what  they 
ought  from  fear  of  increasing  the  rates, 
which  would  have  to  be  paid  by  people 
who  were  themselves  in  a  condition  of 
comparative  distress.  When  the  Irish 
Church  was  disestablished,  the  present 
Prime  Minister  said  the  best  use  that 
could  be  made  of  the  frmds  would 
be  to  apply  them  to  the  relief  of  un- 
avoidable distress  in  Ireland.  An  op- 
portunity of  so  applying  some  part  of 
the  money  was  afforded  by  the  present 
Bill ;  and  he  begged  the  Government  to 
see  that  lives  should  not  be  sacrificed 
even  though  some  part  of  the  money 
asked  to  be  given  might  be  wasted  by 
getting  into  the  hands  of  unworthy  per- 
sons.   

SniPATEICKO'BRIENsaid,hehoped 
the  Government  would  not  disregard 
the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter  as  they  seemed  dis- 
posed to  do.  The  highest  possible 
encomiums  had  been  passed  upon  the 
action  of  the  Committees  which,  in 
Dublin,  had  administered  the  funds  pro- 
vided for  the  relief  of  the  distressed 
people ;  but  when  it  was  asked  that  the 
Government  would  enable  those  Com- 
mittees to  continue  their  work  for  an 
exceptionally  short  time  objections  were 
raised  at  once.  The  Irish  people  were, 
by  this  Bill,  simply  asking  for  some  of 
their  own  money,  in  order  that  the  sup- 
plies of  food  might  not  be  suddenly 
stopped  in  districts  where  the  most 
grievous  necessity  existed ;  and  even  if 
the  demand  was  not  founded  on  the 
strict  doctrines  of  political  economy  it 
had  a  perfect  justification  in  the  excep- 
tional circumstances  which  had  arisen, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (iff.  Morgan  Lloyd.) 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
was  very  sorry  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  not  been 
able  to  see  his  way  to  assenting  to  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  for  he  could 
not  but  regard  it  as  unfortunate  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  opposed 
every  proposal  for  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress  which  had  come  from  the 
Party  to  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
belonged.  As,  however,  he  understood 
that  the  Motion  for  the  adjournment 
of  the  debate  had  the  assent  of  the 
Oovemment,  he  was  willing  to  take  the 
fact  as  an  indication  that  the  Oovem- 
ment were  not  unwilling  to  re-consider 
the  announcement  which  had  been  made 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  this 
was  so,  he  hoped  a  decision  would  be 
reached  as  speedily  as  possible,  for  time 
was  short  and  precious  in  reference  to  a 
matter  of  this  urgency.  He  hoped  that 
the  Irish  Executive  would  be  able  to 
see  their  way  to  consulting  the  Irish 
Members,  irrespective  of  Party,  on  broad 
questions  afiPecting  the  interests  of  the 
country,  as  was  in  former  times  done  in 
the  case  of  the  Scotch  Representatives, 
in  order,  if  possible,  that  a  harmonious 
course  of  action  should  be  taken  in  pre- 
ference to  a  hard  and  fast  line  which 
might  have  been  suggested  and  almost 
decided  upon.  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
te^ for  Ireland,  before  attempting  to 
deal  in  the  short  time  which  still  re- 
mained of  the  present  Session,  would 
think  fit  to  summon  an  informal  meet- 
ing of  the  Irish  Members  of  the  House 
in  order  to  ascertain  their  views  as  to 
the  measures  most  likely  to  meet  the 
wants  and  necessities  of  the  country. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
clear  that  nothing  could  be  easier  than 
to  take  money  from  the  Surplus  Fund 
of  the  Irish  Church  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  distress,  as  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City.  But  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  it  would  be  dangerous  to  relieve  the 
local  authorities  in  Ireland  from  respon- 
sibility in  reference  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  poor,  and  so  to  release  property 
in  that  country  from  bearing  its  due 
proportion  of  the  burdens  which  should 
be  pome  by  it.    If  he  did  not  think  the 


Poor  Law  Board  could  contend  success- 
fully with  the  difficulty,  he  should  be 
inclined  to  accept  the  present  Bill ;  but 
as  he  believed,  after  careful  considera- 
tion of  all  the  facts,  that  the  Board  was 
quite  equal  to  the  task,  he  could  not,  as 
at  present  advised,  accept  the  proposals 
of  the  Bill,  which  would,  he  thought, 
set  a  dangerous  precedent. 

Mb.  BYRNE  said,  he  should  be  in- 
clined to  agree  with  Uie  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  reference  to  the  question  of 
Poor  Law  relief,  if  such  relief  was 
administered,  as  in  England,  as  out-door 
relief,  to  all  who  were  destitute,  and 
without  reference  to  the  cause  of  such 
destitution,  and  whether  it  was  or  was 
not  in  a  Scheduled  Union,  and  that  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  families  to 
^  into  the  workhouse  and  be  separated 
from  each  other.  He  did  not  think  the 
system  proposed  would  be  the  wisest  or 
best  for  meeting  the  present  emergency ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  assent  to  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bin. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  thought  the 
best  means  of  relieving  distress  in  Ire- 
land was  by  a  proper  and  wise  admi- 
nistration of  the  Poor  Law ;  and,  fur- 
ther, that  an  adoption  in  its  entirety  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
would  involve  an  abnegation  of  the  re- 
sponsibilities and  duties  of  property 
owners  to  contribute  towards  the  main- 
tenance of  the  poor.  He  had  no  parti- 
cular objection  to  the  making  of  a  grant 
in  relief  of  distress;  but  he  hoped  it 
would  be  so  arranged  that  the  distri- 
bution should  take  place  through  the 
medium  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 

Mb.  JTJSTIN  MCCARTHY  said,  he 
thought  it  a  fair  and  reasonable  propo- 
sition that  a  portion  of  tne  Surplus  Funds 
of  the  Irish  Church  could  be  applied  to 
the  relief  of  distress,  and  that  its  distri- 
bution should  be  intrusted  to  the  per- 
sons, who,  as  members  of  the  Commit- 
tees already  in  existence,  had  done  so 
well  the  work  which  they  undertook. 
While  he  objected  strongly,  as  a  general 
principle,  to  the  maintenance  of  people 
by  means  of  alms,  he  could  not  shut 
his  eyes  to  the  fact  that  the  present  was 
a  case  of  the  utmost  urgency;  and,  there- 
fore he  supported  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill  under  discussion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  if 
the  debate  was  adjourned  he  would 
bring  the  whole  subject  under  the  oon- 
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sideration  of  Ids  Oolleagaes  at  the  next 
Cabinet  Council ;  but  he  wished  it  to  be 
clearly  understood  that  in  his  own  parti- 
cular case  he  was  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  set  a  bad  precedent  in  Poor  Law 
administration. 

Db.  LYONS  oould  not  admit  that  the 
passing  of   the  Bill  would  relieve  the 
ratepayers  to  any  appreciable  extent  of 
their  responsibilities;  because,   though 
the  sum  asked  for  was  a  large  one,  it 
would  not  afford  more  than  a  very  small 
sum  per  head  of  the  distressed  popula- 
tion in  the  way  of  relief,  should  it  hap- 
pen, as  some  feared,  that  Ireland  would 
shortly  have  to  face  a  further  period  of 
continuous  distress.      If   he    had   any 
fault  to  find  with  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork,  it  was  on  the 
ground  of  its  inadequacy,  and  not  that 
it  was  too  extravagant  in  its  scope.    In 
his  view,  no    sum  less  than  £500,000 
would  be  sufficient  to  meet   the    case. 
Should  Uiere  be   another  bad  harvest 
the  Irish  people  would  be  visited  by 
famine  ana  fever.    He  was   extremely 
glad  that  the  neht  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  consented  to  consult 
with  his  Colleagues,  and  while  that  con- 
sultation was  in  progress,  he  hoped  both 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  would  consider  care- 
fully the  financial  aspect  of  this  pro- 
posal, and  make  up  their  mind  as  to 
whether  they  had  asked  the  House  for 
a  sufficiently  laree  grant  to  meet  the 
emergency  diould  it  arise. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  liked 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
ohiefiy  because  it  had  held  out  a  prospect 
of  immediate  relief  and  was  approved 
generally  by  the  Irish  Members,  who 
knew  tiie  wants  and  wishes  of  their 
countrymen,  and  who  knew  that  the 
Board  of  Guardians  would  not  and  could 
not  do  all  that  was  necessary  to  cope 
with  the  distress  by  the  distribution  of 

out-door  relief.       

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  hoped  the 
question  would  be  adjourned  in  order 
that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  might  bring  it 
before  the  Cabinet  and  seek  a  decisive 
opinion  upon  it. 

Mb.  PABNELL  agreed  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate,  and  said  he 
would  put  the  Bill  on  the  Paper  for  the 
following  Monday  on  the  understand* 
ing  that  no  unfair  advantage  should  be 


taken  of  the  adjournment  to  block  the 
further  progress  of  the  measure. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debccte  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 


IKDX7STBIAL  SCHOOLS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  AiJnuL2n>BB,  Bill  far- 
ther to  amend  **The  Industrial  Sdiools  Act, 
1866,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Colonel 
Albxandbr,   Mr.    Robbbt   N.    Fowlbb,  Mr. 

YlLLIBBB  StUABT,  Mt.  WhITLBT,  Mt.  WllMAM 

HoLics,  and  Mr.  Blakb. 
Billi;rtfMnM,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  247.  J 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o  dock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  2bthJwie,  1880. 


BONUTES.]— Took  the  Oath— Several  Lords. 

Public  Bills  — -FVr*^  J?tf<«fi m^  —  Elementary- 
Education  Provisional  Orders  Confirmation 
(Cardiff,  &o.)  ^  (100) ;  Elementary  Education 
Provisional  Oroier  Confirmation  (London)* 
(101) ;  Load  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)*  (102);  Consolidated  Fund 
(No.  1)  ♦. 

Second  lUading  —  Mamage  with  a  Deceased 
Wife's  Sister  (86),  negatived;  Local  Go- 
vernment (Gas)  r^visional  Order  •  (87) ; 
Local  Government  (Highways)  Provisional 
Order  (Salop)  •  (88). 

Third  JUading^Jjocal  Government  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Dublin,  ko.)*  (80),  and 
peused, 

MABBLiGE  WITH  A  DECEASED  WIFE'S 
8I8TEB  BILL— (No.  85.) 

(The  Lord  SoughUm.) 

SSOOKD  EEADHra. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HOUGHTON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  the  second  time, 
said,  that  as  the  subject  had  been  so  fre- 
quently discussed  on  former  occasions  it 
would  not  be  necessary  for  him  to  deliver 
a  long  speech.  In  the  various  discus- 
sions wmch  had  taken  place  on  the 
question  with  which  the  Bill  dealt, 
matters  of  antiquarian,  historical,  and 
ecclesiastical  interest  had  been  tho- 
I  roughly  considered;  and  he  should  not, 
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therefore,  again  travel  over  the  g^und 
which  they  covered,  nor  need  he  refer  to 
the  legal  difficulties  which  had  arisen 
from  me  differences  between  the  law  in 
this  country  and  the  law  in  thoge  of  our 
Colonies,  where  marriages  of  this  de- 
scription were  legal.  But  he  proposed 
to  say  a  few  words  upon  the  ecclesiastical 
and  upon  the  social  aspects  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  ^ve  the  first  rank  to  the 
ecclesiastical  question,  because  it  con- 
stituted the  real  difficulty  which  had  to 
be  encountered  in  dealing  with  the  sub- 
ject. While  no  one  would  more  regret 
than  he  the  absence  of  the  right  rev. 
Bench  from  the  deliberations  of  that 
House,  there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 
measure  would  almost  instantaneously 
become  law  but  for  the  resistance  of  the 
right  rev.  Prelates.  It  should,  however, 
be  remembered  that  if  the  right  rev. 
Prelates  prevented  the  measure  passing, 
with  them  also  lay  the  responsibility. 
Already  the  people  of  England  were  be- 
ginning to  understand  that  it  was  the 
Church  of  England,  as  represented  in 
their  Lordships'  House,  which  came 
between  them  and  what  many  of  them 
thought  a  portion  of  their  public  rights, 
and  thus  interfered,  so  far  as  this  ques- 
tion was  concerned,  with  their  domestic 
liappiness.  He  had  never  disputed, 
either  in  their  Lordships'  presence  or  in 
the  Lower  House,  that  there  was  a 
general  consensus  in  the  Christian 
Church  from  very  early  times  in  regard 
to  the  prohibition  of  marriages  of  this 
kind.  There  was  no  doubt  tiiat  the 
Christian  Church  soon  began  to  bring 
within  its  domain  the  law  of  marriage, 
and  several  new  provisions  on  the  subject 
were  added  at  an  early  period  to  the 
Canon  Law.  Amonff  ^ose  provisions 
were  some  which  dealt  with  marriage  in 
certain  degrees  of  kindred  and  affinity. 
What  was  the  animus  of  the  Christian 
Church  in  this  matter  was  not  easy  to 
decide.  It  might  be  that  it  felt  itself 
bound  in  some  degree  to  go  upon  the 
lines  of  the  Levitical  Law.  It  might 
be  that  in  those  rude  ages  it  was  thought 
that  every  possible  restraint  should  be 
placed  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  sexual 
passion.  It  might  have  been  also  that 
the  Church  was  anxious  to  extend  its 
own  powers  by  imposing  restrictions  in 
regard  to  marriage.  The  Church  might 
also  desire  to  increase  the  sanctity  at- 
taching to  marriage  by  every  means  in 
its  power,  although  it  always  preached 

Lord  Houghton 


the  superior  piety  of  the  celibate  state. 
Whatever  the  motive,  these  rights  of 
restriction  asserted  at  a  very  early  period 
by  the  Church  were  confirmed  by  the 
State.     But  with  the  right  of  restriction 
there  was  always  associated  the  right  of 
dispensation.    But  with  the  changes  of 
time  the  right  was    asserted,  but   the 
practice  of  dispensation  had  disappeared. 
When,  in  the  order  of  events,  the  ques- 
tion of  marriage  fell  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  Church  and  came  into  the  sphere  of 
the  State,  there  came  with  it  the  neces- 
sity of  a  change  in  the  law ;  and  the  con- 
sequence of  the  development  of  these 
views  was  that  they  had  adopted  civil 
marriage  as  the  absolute  law   of  the 
country.    No    religious   ceremony  was 
required — no  connection  with  the  Church 
of  England  or  any  other  religious  body. 
What  was  the  consequence  ?    Could  the 
right  rev.'  Bench  any  longer  assert  their 
authority  over  the  question  ?    An  enor- 
mous   body    of    their     Nonconformist 
fellow-countrymen    asserted  that  there 
was  no  religion  in  the  question  at  all, 
and  that  the  Bishops  of  tne  Church  had 
no  right  to  enforce  their  opinions  upon 
others  by  allying    their    opinions  with 
their  office.     Had  the  right  rev.  Pre- 
lates any  right  to  impose  their  views 
upon  that  important  section  of  the  com- 
munity ?    He  remembered  being  struck 
many  years  ago  by  the  remarks  made  to 
him  by  a  distinguished  Prelate,  Bishop 
Plullpotts  of  Exeter.    That  eminent  man 
said  to  him  that  he  was  only  concerned 
in  the  question  so  far  as  it  concerned  the 
Church  of  England;  if  the  House  of 
Lords  gave  the  right  to  contract  such 
marriages  to  the  Dissenters,  he  had  not 
a  word  to  say  against  it ;  there  was  no 
reason,  he  said,  why  he  or  his  Episcopal 
Brethren  should  dictate  to  other  com- 
munions than  their  own.     What  Bishop 
PhiUpotts  had  expressed  his  concurrence 
in  was  all  that  he  asked  from  the  Epis- 
copal Bench.    Let  the  Bishops  continue 
their  ecclesiastical  legislation  as   they 
chose ;  but  they  ought  not  to  attempt  to 
impose  it  upon  the  enormous  booy  of 
Nonconformists;   and  he   called    upon 
them  to  show  by  what  right  they  could 
interfere  with  what  many  thought  to  be 
their  social  and  religious  liberties.     So 
much  for  the  ecclesiastical  aspect.    He 
would  next  call  attention  to  the  social 
view  of  the  question.  This  was  not  a  mat- 
ter which  affected  only  one  single  class  of 
the  community ;  and  he  believed  that  its 
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social  aapeot  affected  their  Loidships 
more  tluui  the  former.  If  the  question 
concerned  only  the  class  of  society  in 
which  their  Lordships  lived  they  would 
have  a  full  right  to  follow  their  inclina- 
tions in  the  matter ;  but  they  were  a  Be- 
presentatiye  Assembly,  and  as  such  they 
must  legislate  not  for  a  section  alone, 
but  for  the  oommimity  generally.  His 
first  inclination  to  take  an  interest  in  the 
question  originated  in  what  he  had  seen 
in  his  own  neighbourhood  in  the  North 
of  England.  There,  in  the  great  towns, 
he  found  those  marriages  were  most 
frequent,  and  were  made  utterly  regard- 
less of  the  law.  These  marriages  had 
been  contracted  in  enormous  numbers — 
and  not  only  in  the  large  towns,  but  in 
the  rural  distriota—  and  would  continue  to 
be  formed,  because  the  grounds  on  which 
the  interposition  was  based  were  purely 
ecclesiastical.  What  right  had  a  certain 
nimiber  of  people  to  oppose  themselves 
to  the  comfort  and  honour  of  thousands  ? 
There  was  little  knowledge  of  human 
nature  in  those  who  thought  that  the 
system  of  family  relationship  would  be 
damaged  by  such  a  measure  as  this. 
The  responsibility  of  marriage  was  the 
one  thing  which  checked  the  appetites 
of  men.  But  looking  still  deeper  into 
human  nature,  it  would  be  seen  that  the 
real  danger  lay  in  our  best  feelings — 
feeling  of  devoted  attachment,  of  sisterly 
love  npened  into  affection,  and  which 
now  came  on  without  check  or  warning, 
which  the  proposed  change  in  the  law 
would  suggest  and  interpose.  He  be- 
lieved their  Lordships  would  not  be 
justified  by  refusing  this  Bill  to  oppose 
the  desire  of  a  large  portion  of  the  British 
people. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2V" 
•— ( The  Lord  HoughUm.) 

Eabl  BEAUOHAMP,  in  moving  an 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  that  day  three  months,  said, 
their  Lordships  were  fully  aware  of  the 
very  active  canvass  which  had  been  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Bill,  and  to  the  powerful 
influences  which  had  been  brought  to 
bear  in  its  favour.  He  trusted,  however, 
that  their  Lordships  would  not  be  de- 
terred from  applying  their  minds  care- 
fully to  the  examination  of  a  proposal 
which  mainly  affected  that  family  life 
which  was  the  foundation  of  society  and 
the  source  of  all  their  purest  joys.  The 
Bill  he  must,  in  the  fixist  place,  point  out 


contained  that  very  retrospective  clause 
to  which  so  much  objection  was  taken 
last  year ;  and,  considering  the  promises 
repeatedly  made  by  the  noble  Baron 
(Lord  Houghton),  that  if  the  Bill  was 
re-introduced  it  should  deal  only  with 
the  future  and  not  with  the  paat,  he 
failed  to.  understand  why  that  pledge, 
given  only  last  year,  was  not  redeemed, 
and  why  in  the  Bill  on  their  Lordships' 
Table  it  was  provided  that  all  marriages 
whatever  wmch  had  been  contracted 
within  those  prohibited  degrees  in  this 
Kingdom  or  without  shoiud  be  valid. 
Some  of  their  Lordships  might  think 
that,  even  if  it  were  right  to  permit  such 
marriages  in  future,  there  were  good 
reasons  why  that  legislation  which  was 
to  apply  to  the  future  ought  not  to  apply 
to  the  past.  Those  who  had  deliberately 
and  with  their  eyes  open  entered  into 
marriages  which  the  law  forbade  had  no 
just  claim  to  the  indulgence  now  de- 
manded for  them.  The  only  reason  he 
had  heard  from  the  noble  Baron  was 
that  these  marriages  were  contracted  in 
enormous  numbers.  He  begged  leave 
to  doubt  the  accuracy  of  that  statement ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was  a  fact  that 
inducements  had  been  held  out  for  many 
years,  and  representations  had  been  im- 
blushingly  made,  that  although  those 
marriages  were  invalid  if  contracted  in 
England  they  would  be  valid  if  con- 
tracted abroad.  No  one  pitied  more 
than  he  did  persons  who  had  been  mis- 
led by  those  who  ought  to  have  known 
better  into  entering  into  those  unions. 
But,  even  assuming  that  they  had  been 
contracted,  as  alleged,  in  enormous  num- 
bers, that  was  no  reason  whatever  for 
re&aining  from  considering  the  circum- 
stances in  which  they  had  been  con- 
tracted. If  their  Lordships  were  to  be 
told  that  infractions  of  the  law  were  to 
be  reasons  for  changing  the  law,  he 
asked,  where  was  that  principle  to  stop  ? 
Were  they  prepared  to  abolish  contracts 
because  one  of  the  parties  declined  to 
fulfil  the  conditions  into  which  they  had 
entered  ?  Would  they  abolish  the  law 
against  bigamy  because  some  men  and 
women  were  not  faithful  to  their  mar- 
riage vows?  Or  would  they  repeal  the  law 
of  kuroeny  because  there  was  an  increase 
of  juvenile  crimes?  He  protested  against 
that  doctrine  -as  being  subversive  of  all 
legislation  and  morality.  Whatever 
might  have  been  the  case  previous  to 
the  year  1836 — whatever  obscurities  or 
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difficulties  might  have  existed  as  to  the 
enforcement  of  what  had  been  the  law 
for  1,200  years,  and,  indeed,  since  Chris- 
tianity was  part  of  the  law  of  the  land — 
since  1835  tne  path  had  been  plain  and 
the  road  clear,  and  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  those  marriages  in  the  cogni- 
zance of  every  Court  of  Law  were  null  and 
Yoid.  They  were  always  null  and  void 
before ;  but  a  defect  in  procedure  pre- 
vented the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  the 
temporal  Courts.  Their  Lordships  were 
asked  to  pass  that  Bill  because  it  had 
been  repeatedly  brought  up  to  them  from 
the  Lower  House.  Now,  to  urge  that 
the  measure  had  constantly  received  the 
support  of  the  House  of  Commons  was 
grossly  to  misrepresent  the  real  facts  of 
the  case.  The  measure  had  been  before 
Parliament  since  1841,  and  there  had 
been  eight  or  nine  Parliaments  since 
then,  and,  speaking  broadly,  the  measure 
had  been  before  every  one  of  those  Par- 
liaments. In  the  Parliament  elected  in 
1841  the  House  of  Commons  refused  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  be  introduced  at  all. 
In  the  Parliament  elected  in  1847  the 
Bill  was  twice  read  a  second  time.  In 
the  Parliament  of  1852  it  was  once  read 
a  second  time  and  once  rejected  on  the 
second  reading.  In  the  Parliament  of 
1857  the  Bill  was  twice  read  a  second 
time ;  in  that  of  1859  the  House  of  Com- 
mons twice  rejeoted  it ;  in  that  of  1866 
they  rejeoted  it  once;  in  that  of  1868 
the  second  reading  was  four  times  car- 
ried; and  in  that  elected  in  1874  the 
second  reading  was  negatived.  This 
showed  that  in  the  majority  of  Par- 
liaments the  House  of  Commons  refused 
to  accept  the  Bill,  and  in  the  Parliament 
most  favourable  to  the  Bill,  that  of  1868, 
the  majority  in  favour  diminished  from 
100  to  35.  So  far  as  any  argument 
could  be  drawn  from  the  House  of  Com- 
mons its  votes  were  conclusive  against 
the  Bill.  Certainly,  the  noble  Baron 
ought  to  be  convinced  by  these  sta- 
tistics that  the  Bill  had  not  been  hitherto 
defeated  by  the  action  of  the  Episcopal 
Bench;  and  even  when  the  Bill  was 
last  before  their  Lordships'  House,  the 
second  reading  was  rejeoted  by  a  ma- 
jority of  lay  Peers.  Me  thought  the 
reference  to  the  Episcopal  Bench  was 
an  invidious  one,  and  devoid  of  the  basis 
of  fact.  But  he  did  not  know  azrv  ques- 
tion for  which  the  presence  of  iBishops 
in  that  House  was  more  appropriate 
than  one  such  as  this  affecting  the  in- 

JSarl  Beauehamp 


terests  of  morality  and  religion.  The 
majority  of  the  House  of  Commons 
had  rejected  the  Bill;  and,  therefore, 
he  hoped  their  Lordships  would  not 
listen  to  misrepresentations  which  were 
industriously  circulated.  The  law  of 
England,  as  it  was  in  this  matter,  had 
stood  for  1,200  years.  It  was  clearly 
defined  by  the  Westminster  Confession 
of  Faith.  The  principle  there  laid  down 
was  that  a  man  might  not  marry  of  his 
wife's  kin  one  nearer  than  he  might  of 
his  own.  This  was  the  principle  on  which 
the  law  rested,  and  if  that  principle  were 
once  encroached  upon  he  could  not  tell 
how  they  were  to  escape  from  further  en- 
croachments. The  whole  of  the  Eng- 
lish family-life  rested  on  the  clear  lines 
of  this  marriage  law,  and  once  they  de- 
parted from  those  lines  they  could  not 
possibly  stop.  It  was  said  there  was  no 
coimtry  in  Europe  where  these  marriages 
were  not  allowed,  and  they  were  told  to 
take  the  case  of  Oermany;  but  their 
Lordships  had  not  been  told  that  wher- 
ever these  marriages  were  allowed,  mar- 
riages between  uncles  and  nieces  were 
permitted.  Among  the  Boyal  Houses 
of  Oermany  arrangements  of  this  de- 
scription were  frequent  from  political 
purposes;  and  there  was  one  case  in 
which  a  ruling  Prince  had  married  two 
of  his  own  nieces  in  succession  who 
were  sisters.  The  noble  Baron  told 
them  to  look  at  America.  He  should 
decline  to  go  to  America.  He  did  not 
prefer  the  social  and  domestic  life  of 
America  to  that  of  England.  He  might 
point  to  the  pecidiar  arrangements  that 

Prevailed  in  certain  classes  in  the  United 
tat^s,  and  would  refer  their  Lordships 
to  the  enormous  number  of  divorces  as 
a  proof  of  how  slender  was  the  family 
tie  in  that  country.  In  whose  interest 
was  this  change  in  the  law  proposed? 
It  could  not  benefit  the  children,  for  in 
thousands  of  families  the  children  re- 
ceived the  greatest  possible  benefit  from 
the  tender  teaching  of  the  mother's 
sister.  But  if  this  Sill  became  law,  the 
aunt  could  not  nve  the  same  attention 
to  her  sister's  children  which  she  now 
eave,  and  desolation  and  dismay  would 
be  brought  into  hundreds  and  thousands 
of  homes.  Jealousy  would  take  the 
place  of  love,  and  suspicion  would  be 
found  where  now  there  was  confidence. 
They  would  not  increase  the  oonfidence 
of  the  children  in  the  aunt  by  making 
her  a  stepmother.    It  would  not  benefit 
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the  widower,  who  now  was  able  to  seek 
oonsolation  with  his  wife's  relatives,  but 
who,  were  this  Bill  to  become  law,  would 
be  deprived  of  their  society  for  himself 
and  his  children.  Who,  then,  would 
benefit  by  this  Bill?  The  rich  and 
powerful  r  No  one  ventured  to  say  so, 
and  therefore  he  would  pass  over  that 
part  of  the  question  with  this  remark — 
that  the  money  lavished  in  promoting 
this  Bill  could  not  have  come  horn  the 
very  poor.  Would  this  alteration  of  the 
law  satisfy  those  who  were  moving  in 
the  matter?  He  deplored  the  weU- 
known  fact  that  among  the  lower  classes 
so  many  men  and  women  should  be 
living  together  without  being  bound  by 
the  marriage  tie ;  but  that  was  no  proof 
that  this  was  owing  to  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  the  law  upon  marriages  of 
the  description  now  in  question.  He 
had  been  supplied  with  some  statistics 
referring  to  a  certain  parish,  by  which  it 
appeared  that  out  of  a  total  of  nearly  30 
oases  there  were  three  cases  of  union 
with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and  two 
oases  of  union  with  a  wife's  sister  while 
the  wife  was  still  living ;  but  there  were 
seven  oases  of  men  living  with  their,own 
daughters,  ten  cases  of  men  living  with 
their  own  sisters,  and  six  cases  of  men 
living  with  their  own  nieces.  Therefore 
he  said  that  if  they  were  to  deal  with 
the  case  of  the  poor,  this  measure  really 
brought  them  no  relief  whatever;  but 
it  did  unsettle  the  foundation  of  our  mar- 
riage law.  The  noble  Baron  had  alluded 
to  the  Boman  law  in  respect  to  marriage 
in  terms  of  depreciation.  But  he  woiud 
read  to  their  Lordships  a  passage  from 
the  history  of  Mr.  Qibbon,  which  would 
show  in  what  light  the  Romans  regarded 
this  subject.    He  says — 

'*  The  freedom  of  love  and  marriage  was  re- 
strained among  the  Romans  by  natural  and  civil 
impediments.  An  instinct  almost  innate  and 
universal  appears  to  prohibit  the  incestuous 
commerce  of  parents  and  children  in  tiie  in- 
finite series  of  ascending  and  descending  genera- 
tions. Concerning  the  oblique  and  collateral 
branches,  nature  is  indifferent,  reason  mute, 
and  custom  various  and  arbitrary.  In  Egypt 
the  marriage  of  brothers  and  sisters  was  ad- 
mitted without  scruple  or  exception ;  a  Spartan 
might  espouse  the  daughter  of  his  father,  an 
Athenian  that  of  his  mother;  and  the  nuptials 
of  an  uncle  with  his  niece  were  applauded  at 
Athens  as  a  happy  union  of  the  dearest  rela- 
tions. The  profane  law-givers  of  Rome  were 
never  tempted  b^r  interest  or  superstition  to 
multiply  the  forbidden  degrees;  but  they  in- 
flexibly condemned  the  marriage  of  sisters  and 
brothers,  hesitated  whether  first  cousins  diould 


be  touched  by  the  same  interdict,  and  revered 
the  parental  character  of  aunts  and  xmdes,  and 
treated  aflSnity  ...  as  a  just  imitation  of 
the  ties  of  blood." 

On  one  occasion,  when  this  Bill  was 
under  consideration  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  Lord  Eussellsaid  that  if  they 
made  this  change  in  the  law  they  could 
not  stop  there — ^that  this  change  would 
be,  in  his  opinion,  utterly  imperfect  un- 
less they  made  it  applicable  to  both  sexes 
and  to  all  degrees  of  relationship.  Those 
who  souff ht  to  defend  this  Bill  by  resort- 
ing to  me  Scriptural  argument  would 
find  themselves  standing  on  very  slippery 
groimd.  He  implored  the  House  not  to 
pass  the  Bill,  because  it  would  destroy 
the  happiness  of  En^ish  homes  and  the 
trust  and  purity  of  English  family  life, 
while  it  would  introduce  confusion  into 
our  law. 

Amendment     moved,    to    leave    out 

i^'now"^  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
fotion  (''this  day  three  months.") — 
{Th4  Earl  Beauehamp.) 

Visooxjirr  LIFFOaD  said,  that  whfle 
he  could  not  agree  with  the  arguments 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down 
(Earl  Beauehamp),  neither  could  he  alto- 
gether join  in  the  conclusions  of  the 
noble  iBaron  (I^rd  Houghton)  who 
moved  the  second  reading.  Our  mar- 
riage law,  no  doubt,  was  founded  upon 
the  Levitical  law;  but  there  was  no- 
thing in  Holy  Scriptures  which  in  any 
way  tended  to  forbid  such  marriages  as 
those  with  a  deceased  wife's  sister,  and 
it  was  not  until  that  most  iniquitous 
Pope,  Alexander  YI.,  sanctioned  the  re- 
striction in  the  Canon  Law  that  such  a 
restriction  became  a  law  of  the  Church. 
He  would  here  take  the  liberty  of  re- 
minding the  right  rev.  Bench  that  the 
Canon  Law  prohibited  the  marriage  of 
priests.  He  thought  he  need  hardly  ask 
whether  the  right  rev.  Prelates  ac^ow- 
led^ed  such  marriages  to  be  null  and 
void  ?  His  own  opinion  was  that  these 
marriages,  not  being  forbidden  by  the 
law  of  God,  it  became  very  much  a 
matter  of  taste  and  inclination,  and 
there  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not 
revert  to  the  old  Levitical  law.  He  be- 
lieved that  these  marriages  were  much 
more  numerous  than  was  imagined,  and 
the  reason  was  that  the  people  who  con- 
tracted them  considered  that  they  were 
doing  nothing  contrary  to  Scriptural 
law.  On  the  whde,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  to  support  the  Bill* 
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LoBD  COLEBIDaE :  I  should  like  to 
Bay  in  a  few  sentences  why  I  am  still 
tinahle  to  vote  for  the  second  reading, 
or  adopt  the  principle,  of  this  Bill.  It 
is  not  a  question  to  be  looked  at  firom  a 
Party  point  of  view,  nor  is  one's  judg- 
ment upon  it  to  be  affected  by  Party 
considerations.  Why  supporting  it 
should  be  supposed  to  be  a  portion  of 
the  Liberal  creed  I  have  never  been 
able  to  make  out ;  why  Liberals  more 
than  Tories  should  desire  this  particular 
marriage,  or  care  less  than  Tories  for 
the  comfort  and  delight  which  unmar- 
riageable  sisters-in-law  can  give,  I  con- 
fess passes  my  comprehension.  It  is 
possible  that  the  groimds  on  which  this 
measure  is  opposed  do  not  approve 
themselves  to  the  majority  of  Liberals ; 
but  dissent  from  some  of  the  reasons  of 
opposition  is  quite  consistent  with  a 
strong  dislike  for  other  reasons  to  the 
thing  which  is  opposed.  8o,  at  least,  I 
find  it  in  my  case,  and  I  will,  with  your 
leave,  proceed  to  tell  your  Lordships 
why.  I  do  not  arg^e  the  religious  ques- 
tion. I  do  not  pretend  to  oppose  the 
sanctioning  of  this  measure  because  it  is 
forbidden  either  in  the  Old  Testament 
or  the  New.  I  have  no  pretence  to  the 
scholarship  which  would  enable  me  to 
appreciate  the  Old  Testament  argument ; 
and  I  can  see  nothing  in  the  text  of  the 
New  Testament,  at  any  rate,  in  terms 
directed  against  this  marriage.  But  if 
it  were  otherwise,  I  should  deliberately 
refuse  to  arffue  l^e  question  upon  any 
such  grounds.  Such  reasons,  if  they 
exist,  aro  no  doubt  binding  on  the  con- 
sciences of  those  who  beHeve  in  their 
existence ;  but  they  have  no  foroe  for 
those  who  do  not,  and  it  is  useless — it  is 
meroly  irritating — ^to  attempt  to  silence 
an  adversary  by  an  authority  which  he 
does  not  acknowledge ;  it  is  a  waste  of 
time  to  argue  except  on  common  ground 
and  from  premisses  which  are  admitted. 
Thus  much,  and  thus  much  only,  I 
think,  may  be  said  from  a  religious  point 
of  view.  We  aro  standing  upon  an  ex- 
isting state  of  things ;  to  diange  it  will, 
in  the  opinion  of  many  persons  entitled 
to  respect,  be  a  broach  of  religious  ob- 
ligation. Without  disputing  whether  it 
be  so  or  not,  you  who  wish  the  change 
ought  to  have  some  veiy  strong  reasons 
of  another  sort  to  justify  you  in  chang- 
ing the  law  when  the  change  will  so 
heavily  affect  manv  good  and  honour- 
able men,    Thus  nur,  and  thus  £&r  only, 


do  I  feel  inclined  to  push  the  reUgiouB 
argument.  Eurthermoro,  I  freely  ad- 
mit that  the  whole  question  of  marriage 
is  moro  or  less  one  of  convention.  Be- 
flection  shows  us  that  thero  is,  with 
hardly  an  exception — ^parent  and  child 
is  probably  no  exception — no  abstract 
right  or  wrong  in  these  things.  The 
marriage  law  of  any  country  as  to  the 
degrees  within  which  marriage  is  to  be 
contracted  is  the  result  of  what  the  culti- 
vated intelligence  of  that  country  thinks 
wisest  and  best  for  the  reg^ulation  of  that 
sacred  and  intimate  relation  from  time 
to  time.  It  is  obvious  that  connections 
from  which  we  now  quite  rightly  shrink, 
and  which  we  quite  rightly  esteem  as  un- 
holy andimpure,  and  Sieroforo  as  unlaw- 
ful, were  sometimes,  must  have  been  un- 
der some  ciroumstances,  puro  and  chaste 
and  lawful.  There  is  not  a  trace  that 
Abraham's  marriage  with  his  half-sister 
shocked  the  feelings  of  the  writer  of  the 
Book  of  Genesis.  The  Ptolomies  and 
Cleopatras,  following  in  this  the  customs 
of  the  Persians,  allowed  marriages  be- 
tween brothers  and  sisters  of  the  whole 
blood  apparonUy  without  scandal.  To 
the  nobler  civilization  of  the  Bomans 
this  connection  had  become  intensely  re- 
pulsive in  the  time  of  Juvenal.  His 
condemnation  of  the  Jewish  King — 
**  Barbaras  incests  dedit  hunc  Agrippa  Sorori.'* 
is  familiar  to  your  Lordships.  Yet  to 
the  Eomans  themselves  the  marriage  of 
an  unde  and  a  niece  trom  the  time  of 
Claudius  and  Agrippina  to  the  days  of  the 
Christian  Emperor  Constans  was  allowed 
without  offence  by  the  public  law  of  the 
Boman  Empire.  It  would  be  tirosome 
and  pedantic  to  multiply  examples. 
What  I  wish  to  draw  from  those  with 
which  I  have  troubled  you  is  the  conse- 
quence that  you  cannot  argue  conclu- 
sively from  any  former  times  that  in  this 
matter  of  marriage  you  must  get,  if  you 
can,  at  the  general  sentiment,  and  aim 
at  the  general  good,  and  that  you  should 
mainteun  that  which  conduces  to  the 
general  good  and  which  the  general  sen- 
timent approves.  Now,  can  it  be  said 
that  the  general  sentiment  approves  this 
marriage  ?  Go  back  20  years,  and  no 
one  can  say  that  the  curront  of  opinion 
has,  on  the  whole,  been  in  its  &vour. 
The  House  of  Commons  has  ropeatediy 
rejected  it.  Even  in  the  Parliament  of 
1868  the  majorities  in  its  favour  steadily 
and  largely  diminished.  Your  Lord- 
ships' fiouse^not  a  popular  elective 
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AAsembly  indeed — yet  in  this,  which  is 
not  a  Party  question,  no  bad  index  of  the 
sentiment  of  educated  men — has  steadily 
rejected  it.    The  richer  and  well-to-do 
are  classes  at  least  much  divided  on  it.  The 
poorer — ^I  rejoice  to  think  that  we  have 
nothing  of  the  exploded  nonsense  as  to 
its  beima^  a  poor  man's  question — are,  as 
far  as  I  may  presume  to  speak  of  them 
in  my  part  of  England,  certainly  against 
it.     Scotland  is   not,   perhaps,    imani- 
mously,  but   largely,    against  it.     So, 
happily,  without  distinction  of  creed,  is 
Ir^and  too.    In  all  this  I  am  speaking 
of  men,  and  of  men  only.    But  to  every 
marriage  besides  the  man  there  is  an- 
other party,  and  that  is  the  woman. 
And  whatever  unpopularity  may  have 
been  incurred,  justly  or  imjustly,   by 
woman's  rights  and  by  those  who  ad- 
vocate them,  it  will,  I  suppose,  hardly 
be  disputed  that    in  such  a  matter  as 
this  women  have  rights,  and  equal  rights 
with  men.    If  the  vast  majority  of  "Eag- 
lishwomen  in  point  of  number,  if  the 
great  majority  of  refined  and  cultivated 
Englishwomen  are  opposed  to  this  mea- 
sure, if  it  is  abhorrent  to  their  feelings, 
what  right  have  we,  even  if  we  were  all 
agreed,  to  overbear  them  and  disregard 
their  wishes  ?    That  the  women  of  mese 
Islands  in  an  enormous  majority  are  op- 
posed to  it  I  absolutely  believe.      Such 
a   matter  as  this  is  not    easy  of  de- 
monstration.    I  can  but  speak  as  I  be- 
lieve.   I  know  that  many  women  who 
shrank  from  any  public  action  some  years 
ago  did  not  shrink    from    petitioning 
against  this  Bill.    I  know  that  amongst 
my  own  acquaintances  I  scarcely  know 
one  who  supports  it.     I  know  that,  as  a 
rule,  men  most  in  earnest  in  support  of 
the  measure  have  admitted  to  me  with 
regret  that  the  women,  as  a  whole,  dis- 
like it.    I  do  not  deny  to  Englishmen 
the  leffal  power;  I  do  deny  to  English- 
men the  moral  right  to  pass  a  law  of 
marriage  oontrarv  to  the  wishes  and  re- 
pulsive to  the  feelings  of  the  great  body 
of  their  countrywomen.     It  is  not  gene- 
rous, it  is  not  nuinly,  it  is  not,  in  my 
opinion,  just.    That  there  are  some  men 
who  wish  to  contract  this  marriage,  and 
Bome  women  too,  of  course  I  am  not  so 
foolish  as  to  deny ;  but  that  the  majority 
of  those    who    support  this    measure 
are  ea^^ly  desiring   to    marry    their 
•isters-m-Iaw  I  must  entirely  disbelieve. 
It  is,  and  always  has  been,  the  result 
of  an  agitation  for  which  I  have  neither 


sympathy  or  respect.    And,  farther,  I 
believe  that  a  like  case  and  a  like  agita- 
tion might   be  got  up  for  legalizing 
marriage  with  any  other  kinswoman  of 
the  wi^.     Certainly,  for  example,  with 
the  wife's  niece,  if  the  same  trouble  were 
taken   and  the   same  money  spent.    I 
could  have  some  sympathy  and  some  re- 
spect for  an  agitation  which  had  for  its 
object  a  reconsideration  of  the  whole 
marriage  law,  which  went  upon  some 
principle  which  distinguished,  for  ex- 
ample, broadly  between  consanguinity 
ana  affinity,  between  kinsfolk  and  con- 
nections.   I  do  not  say  I  should  anee 
with,  but  I  should  respect  and  under- 
stand an  argument  founded  upon  a  sen- 
sible   distinction  which  said    that  the 
kindred  of  the  wife  were  not  the  kindred 
of  the  husband,  nor  the  kindred  of  the 
husband  the  kindred  of  the  wife.    But 
this  Bill  is  founded  on  no  principle ;  it 
sets  man  free,    but  it  leaves   woman 
bound.    It  lets  the  husband  marry  his 
wife's  sister,  because  it  is  said  f^e  is 
not  his  sister ;  but  it  forbids  the  wife  to 
marry  her  husband's  brother  because  he 
is  her  brother.    Where  is  the  justice, 
where  is  the  common  fairness  of  this  ? 
Suppose    it   were   stepchildren,   where 
there  is  no  blood  in  common,   would 
anyone  bear  for  an  instant  with  a  propo- 
sition that  a  man  might  many  his  wife's 
daughter,  but  that  a  woman  might  not 
marry  her  husband's  son?    My  noble 
Friend  knows  that  he  dare  not  bring 
forward  a  measure  foimded  upon  any 
principle.    He  knows  that  the  whole 
feelinfl^  of  the  country  would  rise  against 
it  wim  indignant  scorn.    Is  it  imfair, 
then,  to  say  that  this  is  advocated  to 
please  a  few  men  who  have  broken  the 
law,  and  to  set  free  a  few  men  more  who 
wish  to  break  it,   but  who  are  firmly 
determined  that  the  liberty  they  claim 
themselves    they    will    deny   to    their 
widows?    My  Lords,  I  deny  that  the 
general  sentiment  supports  tiie  Bill.    I 
deny  also  that  it  is   for  the  general 
good.    It  is  not  easy  to  overstate  the 
benefit  which  the  whole  of  society  de- 
rives from  the  social  relations  at  present 
possible  between  the  husband  and  the 
wife,    and   the    family    of   the    other. 
AfTeotion  into  which  passion  does  not 
enter  is  the  sreat  civiliEcr  of  mankind. 
Passion  we  snare  with  the  brutes.    The 
lowest  savaffes    equal  in  passion    the 
most  civilized  races  in  the  world.    But 
unpassionate  affection  refines  and  lifts 
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up,  and  is  the  source  of  half  the  graces 
and  more  than  half  the  beauty  and  de- 
light of  social  life.  Now  your  wife's 
sisters  are  your  own,  and  the  circle  of 
unpassionate  affection  is  largely  widened. 
But  pass  this  Bill  and  they  become  to 
you  like  any  other  women,  and  the 
circle  of  impassionate  affection  is  at 
once  contracted.  My  Lords,  I  admit 
that,  as  a  rule,  you  should  be  tender  to 
minorities.  I  admit  that,  if  possible, 
you  should  indulge  men's  affections. 
But  this  is  a  case  in  which  you  cannot 
indulge  the  wishes  of  the  minority  with- 
out doing  a  great  iniustice,  and  inflict- 
ing a  terrible  hardship  on  the  majority. 
Let  me  explain.  Most  men  do  not  lose 
their  wives,  and  for  them  this  Bill  has 
no  significance.  To  some  men  there 
comes  a  time  when  a  great  shadow  falls 
upon  them,  when  the  light  of  their  life 

goes  out   and  hope  dies  within  them, 
ome  of  them  recoyer,  form  fresh  ties, 
begin    their    liyes  again,    and    many 
another  woman.    The  majority  of  sucn 
men  do  not  wish  to  marry  their  sisters- 
in-law,  and  for  them,  too,  this  Bill  is  of 
no  u^e,  but  may  be  most  mischieyous. 
There  remain  those  who  do  not  recover, 
and  who  do  not  desire  to  form  new  ties 
of  marriage.    To  these  men  and  to  those 
who  do  re-marry,  till  they  re-marry,  the 
society  of  a  sister-in-law  is  a  blessing 
perfectly  unspeakable.     Who  can  count 
the  sum  of  innocent  delight  and  comfort 
which  this  relation   has   jriven  to  men 
who  most  need  such  comfort,  and  at  a 
time  when  they  need  it  most?    Why, 
for  the  sake  of  the  few  who  do  want  to 
marry  their  wives'  sisters,   are  sisters- 
in-law  to  be    abolished   for  the   vast 
majority   of  those  men  who  do  not  so 
wish?    Because  you  do  abolish  them. 
I  said  many  years  ago,  and  I  venture 
to  repeat  it  here  because  it  is  true,  that 
by  passing  this  measure  you  point  out 
by  statute  the  sister-in-law  as  the  proper 
Parliamentary  successor  of  the  wi^,  and 
what  modest  woman  will  put  herself  in 
the   way  of   a  succession   when  most 
people  will   say  that  she  is  manifestly 
seeking  it?    Why  is  this  hardship  to 
be  done  to  the  g^at  majority  who  are 
contented  with  me  law  for  the  sake  of  a 
very  few  who  want  to  break  it?    My 
LokIs,  I  will  admit  that  the  law  of  mar- 
riage having  been   altered  in  some  of 
our  Colonies,  and  altered  in  the  direction 
of  this  Bill,  somewhat  complicates  the 
question.    As  to  some  of  them  I  do  not 
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deny  that  the  law  of  marriage  is  wiUiin 
their  competence  to  alter.  Disliking 
this  marriage  as  I  do,  I  myself,  when 
Attorney  General,  advised,  I  believe — 
the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  will  correct  me  if  I  am 
wrong — ^that  Colonial  Statutes,  at  least 
in  the  case  of  some  Colonies,  for  such  an 
object  were  not  illegal.  But  much  as  I 
regret  this,  and  disagreeable  as  some 
of  the  consequences  may  be,  I  cannot 
admit  that  we  are  to  change  a  law 
which  we  in  these  Islands  thi^  for  the 
general  eood  because  our  Colonies  have 
passed  a  law  which  we  do  not  think  wise 
or  beneficial.  I  will  not  speak  of 
dragging  down  or  dragging  up ;  but  I 
say  that  if  in  a  matter  of  social  concern 
affecting  the  tenderest  and  holiest  rela- 
tions of  life,  one  or  the  other  is  to  give 
way,  it  ought  not  to  be  this  great  country, 
the  mother  of  nations,  the  home  of  a 
domestic  purity  and  happiness,  I  will 
not  say  unequaJled,  but  I  will  say  unsur- 
passed, in  the  whole  history  of  the 
world.  There  is  much  more  to  say,  but 
I  will  not  longer  abuse  a  patience  which 
I  know  I  must  have  tried ;  and  on  these 
grounds,  most  inadequately  and  imper- 
fectly stated,  I  ask  your  Lordships  to 
reject  a  measure  which  tampers  dan- 
gerously with  a  most  delicate  yet  a  most 
important  subject  upon  no  nxed  prin- 
ciple, without  sufficient  reasons,  with 
aims  which  are  not  entitled  to  respect 
and  sympathy,  and  which  I  believe  will 
lower  the  morality  and  impair  the  happi- 
ness of  the  g^eat  mass  of  the  people. 

Eael  GEANVILLE  :  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  who  has  just  sat  down  has 
said  what  really  amounts  to  a  truism — 
namely,  that  this  question  is  not  a  Party 
question.  His  putting  it  so  clearly  en- 
courages me,  in  my  personal  capaoit>*, 
and  entirely  apart  from  any  Party  con- 
nection or  feeung,  to  say  a  few  words, 
although  I  am  not  prepared  to  make 
any  elaborate  speech  on  this  subject. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  asked  ^hy 
it  should  be  thought  that  this  question 
should  recommend  itself  more  to  the 
Party  with  which  I  am  connected  than 
to  the  Conservative  Party.  I  can  eive 
no  answer  to  that,  except  that  the  idea 
may  have  originated  in  the  fact  that  the 
tendency  of  the  Liberal  Party  is  to  think 
that  any  restriction  upon  freedom  re- 
quires to  be  carefully  justified  on  the 
ground  of  the  public  advantage.  The 
noble  Baron  who  has  introduced  this 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday ,  2^th  Jun$,  1880. 


MTNUTB8J— -SiLicT  Oommittib— Gloucester 
Election  Petition  (Judges*  Report),  appointed, 

Svm.Y—eoHiider^d  in  Committ4i—£l,S42,600, 
further  turn  on  account,  Civil  Sbbticbs, 
Claaees  I.  to  YU.,  and  Rbvxnui   Dbpaht- 

ICBNTS. 

Public  BnJA-^Ordend-^Firtt  J2#Mltfi^— Tippe- 
rary  Borough*  [240]. 

lirtt  MMdiy—BnxiAlB*  [248]. 

Second  JZmmAW— Compenntion  for  Disturbance 
(Treland)  [232],  dfhaU  adjourned;  Savings 
^anks  n88],  dtbaU  a^um$d;  Highways 
(Horse  Bate)  [2031,  d$baU  ti^foumtd. 

Second  Mioding—Befirr^  to  SoUet  Oommittoo-- 
South  Western  (of  London)  District  Post 
Office  •  [227]. 

Committto  —  Meport  —  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)* 
[241];  Coun^  Bridges  •  [226]. 

B^fort — Local  Goyemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Amersham  Union,  ke^  *  [126]  ;  Local  Qo- 
vemment  Provisional  Orders  (Abergavenny, 
ko,)*  [127];  Local  Oovemment  Provisional 
Orders  (Alnwick  Union,  kc.)  *  [120]. 

Third  JUadittff — Union  Assessment  Committee 
(Sinffle  Parishes)*  [212];  Representation  of 
the  People  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amendment* 
[208],  and  j^ommT. 

The  Honfo  met  at  Tiro  of  the  dock. 

CONTBOYEETED  BLEOTIONS. 

Mr.  Spbakbr  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Cer- 
tificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  MaoclesflJd.- 

And  the  same  wero  read,  as  foUoweth : — 

XAOOLXSFIELD  BLBOTION. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
To  The  Rt  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henrv  Lopes,  knt..  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  England,  do  heroby,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  said  Act,  certify  that  upon  the  2l8t 
day  of  June  1880,  and  the  following  day, 
we  held  a  Court  at  Macclesfield  for  the  trial 
of,  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for  the 
Borough  of  Macclesfield,  between  Isaac  Day, 
CharlM  Shaw,  James  Oaves,  and  Edward  Fair- 
hurst,  Petitioners ;  and  William  Coaro  Brockle- 
hurst  and  David  Chadwick,  Respondents. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Act, 
We  certify  that  we  detennined  that  the  said 
Respondraits  were  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  Election  is  void. 

And  we  heroby  certify  in  writing  such  our 
determination  to  you. 

VOL.  OOTiTTT.      [thibd  ssbdcs.] 


And  whereas  charges  wero  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  oorruptroaotioes  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pur- 
suance of  the  said  Act,  report  in  writing  to  you 
as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committea  by  or  with  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Elec- 
tion. 

2.  That  the  following  persons  wero  proved  at 
the  trial  to  have  been  guiltv  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices at  the  said  Election :— John  Baker,  William 
Johnson,  William  Smale. 

8.  That  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  provailed  at  the  Elec- 
tion to  which  tiie  said  Petition  relates. 

GsoneB  Dbkmax. 
Hbhbt  0.  Lopbs. 
Bewdley, 
June  23rd  1880. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  w«re 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 


QUJSSTIOirS. 


MR.  BRADLAUGH. 

Mb.  LABOTJCHEBE  :  I  beg  to  giro 
Notice  that  I  shall  move  on  TueMay 
next  that  the  Sesolntion  passed  by  the 
House  in  regard  to  Mr.  JBradlaugh  on 
Tuesday,  the  22nd  of  June,  be  read  and 
rescinded.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  asking  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether 
the  Govemment  will  afford  me  on  that 
day  facilities  for  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  not 
had  any  opportunity  of  consulting  my 
Colleagues  on  this  important  question. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  reserve  my  answer 
in  a  certain  degree— that  is  to  say,  ad  to 
the  particular  K>rm  of  proceeding  it  mar 
be  nght  to  adopt — ^but  as  to  that  which 
I  take  to  be  me  essential  part  of  the 
Question  which  has  just  been  put  to  me, 
I  will  say  that  I  certainly  am  of  opinion 
— ^I  can  undertake  to  say  on  the  part  of 
my  Colleagues  that  we  are  distinctly  of 
opinion — after  the  proceedings  of  yester- 
day, that  it  is  requisite  and  necessary  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  should 
be  effectually  re-considered,  and  we  will 
consider  at  the  sitting  of  the  Cabinet  to- 
morrow what  may  be  the  best  method  of 
proceeding.  I  may  also  say  at  once  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  think  the  day 
for  such  consideration  should  not  be 
later  than  Tuesday  next. 

LoKD  RANDOLPH  OHXJBOHIIli : 
I  wish  to  ask  the   hon.    Member  for 
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hear  it  said  that  the  cases  in  which  a 
widower  and  his  wife's  sister  share  the 
same  home  are  very  few.  I  believe,  on 
the  contrary,  that  in  certain  parts  of  the 
country  they  are  yery  numerous  indeed. 
The  noble  and  learned  Lord  says  this  is 
a  question  to  be  decided  entirely  by  the 
cultivated  minds  of  the  community,  and 
that  the  cultivated  women  of  the  country 
do  not  desire  the  change.  Well,  the  law 
does  not  oblige  these  cultivated  women 
to  marry,  ana  there  is  not  the  slightest 
obligation  upon  them  to  marry  their 
sisters'  widowers;  but  it  surely  would 
be  wrong,  because  they  may  not  wish  to 
do  so,  to  deprive  others  of  that  which 
they  believe  would  be  a  great  consolation 
to  them.  The  noble  and  learned  Lord 
stated  that  the  feeling  in  Scotland  was  op- 
posed to  this  Bill.  But  only  a  few  days  ago 
a  Memorial  in  favour  of  this  Bill  was  pre- 
sented on  behalf  of  the  Convention  of 
all  the  Eoyal  and  Parliamentary  Burghs 
in  Scotland,  after  a  resolution  had  been 
passed  by  an  enormous  majority  in  sup- 
port of  the  measure.  It  was  stated  at 
the  time  that  in  Scotland  the  practice 
of  marriage  with  a  deceasea  wife's 
sister  was  largely  followed  by  the  poor, 
and  was  rapidly  spreading  amon^  the 
middle  classes,  and  that  these  marriages 
were  contracted  without  ezoitinff  uie 
slightest  moral  or  social  reprobation  in 
the  circles  in  which  they  took  place.  Li 
conclusion,  I  wish  to  say  that  no  real 
reason  has  been  given  us  why  this 
amendment  of  the  law  should  not  be 
made;  and,  therefore,  I,  fbr  one,  will 
cheerftiUy  give  my  support  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiO. 

The  Bishop  of  OXFOED  said,  that  it 
had  been  suggested  that  the  right  rev. 
Bench  ought  not  to  seek  to  impose  its 
ecclesiastical  opinions  upon  Nonconfor- 
mists. But  was  it  not  possible  that  those 
who  sat  upon  the  Episcopal  Bench  should 
take  an  enlarged  view  of  an  important 
question  quite  apart  from  ecclesiastical 
considerations?  He  did  not  desire  to 
touch  upon  any  ecclesiastical  considera- 
tions, but  to  deal  with  the  matter  simply 
as  one  which  concerned  all  classes  of  the 
community.  The  Bill  before  their  Lord- 
ships was,  in  fact,  a  Bill  for  the  abolition 
of  the  table  of  prohibited  degrees.  Now 
those  degrees  were  degrees  of  nearness ; 
they  prohibited  mairiage  in  the  nearer 
degrees  and  allowed  it  in  the  more  re- 
mote. The  Bill  allowed  the  near,  and 
prohibited  the  more  remote.    A  man 

Ewrl  OratmJU 


was  to  be  allowed  to  marry  his  wife's 
sister,  but  not  the  wife's  niece.  The 
Bill,  in  fact,  would  put  an  end  to  the 
idea  of  nearness  of  kin  in  relation  to 
marriage.  To  talk  of  nearness  of  kin 
in  the  connection  of  marriage  would 
be  thenceforth  idle  words.  He  was 
surprised  at  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Granville)  that  the  present 
law  was  only  45  years  old.  He  always 
hesitated  to  dispute  a  statement  of  the 
noble  Earl ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  his  statement  was  absolutely  in- 
correct. He  understood  that  in  a  lead- 
ing case  decided  about  19  years  ago 
it  was  stated  by  ^  the  Lord  Chancellor 
that  Lord  Lynd&ursf  s  Act  made  no 
change  in  the  law;  it  only  related  to 
procedure.  Moreover,  the  question  of 
a  deceased  wife's  sister  was  not  men- 
tioned from  beginning  to  end  of  the 
Act.  The  Act  made  a  retrospective  dis- 
tinction between  affinity  and  consan- 
guinity, and  thus  embraced  the  whole 
range  of  incestuous  marriages.  The 
House  could  not  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion otherwise  than  by  making  a  broad 
distinction  between  marriages  of  affinity 
and  of  consanguinity.  Lord  Ljmd- 
hurst's  Bill  dealt  merely  with  proce* 
dure,  leaving  the  law  of  England  ex- 
actly where  it  had  been  for  300  yearn 
The  right  rev.  Bench  were  interested  in 
the  question  for  other  than  purely  ecde- 
siastical  reasons.  They  were  often,  as  a 
social  matter,  asked  to  advise  on  the 
question  of  marriage.  If  the  Bill  were 
passed,  and  they  were  consulted  on  the  ad- 
visability of  a  marriage  between  persons 
related  by  affinity,  they  would  be  asked 
what  possible  ground  they  could  have 
for  discouraging  such  marriages,  when 
the  principle  on  which  they  were  pro- 
hibited had  been  abandoned.  He  had 
not  heard  a  shadow  of  reason  in  favour 
of  the  Bill.  He  should  have  thought 
that  such  a  Bill  would  not  have  been 
brought  in  light-heartedly.  It  was 
proposed  to  do  away  with  one  principla 
without  substituting  another.  On  so 
important  a  question  he  thought  Aftt 
the  advice  of  competent  and  learned 
men  would  have  been  sought  before  the 
introduction  of  such  a  measure.  But 
he  did  not  think  that  narrow  preiu^ces 
should  be  inputed  to  the  episcopal  body 
without  beUer  reasons  than  he  had 
heard  that  evening. 

Thb  Bishop  op  LINCOLN :  My  Lords, 
I  would  not  have  risen  but  fbr  an  ex- 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
IHday,  25th  JuHS,  1880. 


MIN  UTE8J— ^BLBCT  Oomcnm— Gloucester 
Electioii  Petition  (Judgee*  Report),  appointed, 

8vmr—€OHiuUr0d  in  Oowmitt4i— £1^942,600, 
farther  tum  on  aocoont,  Citil  Sxbyicbs, 
Claaees  I.  to  YU.,  and  Rbtbnub   Dbpakt- 

1CBNT8. 

Public  BnJA-^Ordertd^Firtt  J^mn^iii^— Tippe- 
rary  Borough  *  [240]. 

First  Msading—BuxiAkB*  [248]. 

Second  Siodity — Compenntion  for  Diiturhanoe 
(Ireland}  [232],  MaU  atffoum^;  Savings 
Banks  1188],  debaU  o^um$d;  Highways 
(Horse  Bate)  [2031,  dOaU  M^fowmnL 

Second  Readinf — M$j$rrdd  to  sHUet  Oommittm — 
Soath  Western  (of  London)  District  Post 
Office  •  [227]. 

Committte  —  Meport  —  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)* 
[241];  Conn^  Bridges*  [226]. 

iti$)or<— Local  Goyemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Amsrsham  Union,  ftoO  *  [126]  ;  Local  Go- 
▼emment  Provisional  Orders  (Abergavenny, 
&o.)*  [127];  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Alnwick  Union,  &c.)  *  [120]. 

Third  JUadin^—Vmon  Assessment  Committee 
(Single  Parishes)  •  [212] ;  Representation  of 
the  reople  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amendment* 
[208],andjHiM«<f. 

The  Honfo  met  at  Two  of  the  doek. 

OONTBOYEETED  ELEOTIONS. 

Mr.  Spbakbr  informed  the  Honse,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Cer* 
tificate  and  Report  reUtinsr  to  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Macolesfldd.- 

And  the  same  were  read,  as  foUoweth : — 

XA00LX8FISLD  BLBOTIOir. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
To  The  Rt  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henrv  Lopes,  knt.,  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  said  Act,  certify  that  upon  the  2  let 
day  of  June  1880,  and  the  following  day, 
we  held  a  Court  at  Macclesfield  for  the  trial 
of,  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for  the 
Borough  of  Macclesfield,  between  Isaac  Day, 
CharlM  Shaw,  James  Gayes,  and  Edward  Fair- 
hurst,  Petitioners ;  and  William  Coare  Brockle- 
hurst  and  David  Chadwick,  Respondents. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Act, 
We  certify  that  we  determined  that  the  said 
Re^ondents  were  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  Election  is  void. 

And  we  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our 
determination  to  you. 

VOL.  OOTiTTT.      [thibd  sxbixs.] 


And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corrupt  praotioes  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  nirther  pur- 
suance of  the  said  Act,  report  in  writing  to  you 
as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  oorrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committea  by  or  with  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Elec- 
tion. 

2.  That  the  following  pmons  were  proved  at 
the  trial  to  have  been  guiltv  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices at  the  said  Election :— John  Baker,  William 
Johnson,  William  Smale. 

8.  That  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  oor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the  Elec- 
tion to  which  tiie  said  Petition  relates. 

GBoneB  Dbhicak. 
Hbhbt  0.  Lopbs. 
Bewdley, 
June  23rd  1880. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Bepost  wan 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 


QUJESTIOirS. 


MR.  BRADLAUGH. 

Mb.  LABOTTCHEBE  :  I  beg  to  giye 
Notice  that  I  shall  moye  on  TueMay 
next  that  the  Besolution  passed  by  the 
House  in  regard  to  Mr.  JBradlauffh  on 
Tuesday,  the  22nd  of  June,  be  read  and 
rescinded.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  asking  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether 
the  Government  will  afford  me  on  that 
day  facilities  for  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  Houee  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  haye  not 
had  any  opportunity  of  consulting  my 
Colleagues  on  this  important  queetion. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  reserve  my  answer 
in  a  certain  degree— that  is  to  say,  ad  to 
the  particular  K)rm  of  proceeding  it  mar 
be  nght  to  adopt — ^but  as  to  that  which 
I  take  to  be  me  essential  part  of  the 
Question  which  has  just  been  put  to  me, 
I  will  say  that  I  certainly  am  of  opinion 
— ^I  can  undertake  to  say  on  the  part  of 
my  Colleagues  that  we  are  distinctly  of 
opinion — after  the  proceedings  of  yester- 
day, that  it  is  requisite  and  necessary  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  should 
be  effectually  re-considered,  and  we  will 
consider  at  the  sitting  of  the  Cabinet  to- 
morrow what  may  be  the  best  method  of 
proceeding.  I  may  also  say  at  once  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  think  the  day 
for  such  consideration  should  not  be 
later  than  Tuesday  next. 

LoBD  RANDOLPH  OHUBOHILL : 
I  wish  to  ask  the   hon.    Member  for 
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Bipon,  L.  Bp. 

Aberdare,  L. 
Abingpor*  L* 
Bateman,  L. 
BlantyrOfL. 
Boyle,  L.      (S,    Cork 

and  Orrery,) 
Braboume,  Jj.  [Teller A 
BreadalbanOy   L.     {£, 

Breadalbane,) 
CalUioipe,  L. 
Carew,  L. 
Charlemonty    L.      (E, 

Charlemont) 
Churchill,  L. 
Cottesloe,  L. 
De  L'lsle  and  Dadley, 

L. 
Dorchester,  L. 
Ebioy,  L, 
Elgin,  L.  {E.  Elgin  and 

JCineardine,) 
Gerard,  L. 
Gwydir,  L. 

Hare,  L.  (E,  Listotcel.) 
Houghton,  L.  fTV^^.] 
Howard  de  Walden,  L. 
Keane,  L. 
Kenmare,  L.  {E,  Ken- 

mare,) 
Kennr,L.  {E,Dunraven 

and  Mount-Earl,) 
liawrence,  L. 


liomore,  L.    (F.  LiS' 
more,) 

Meldnim,   L.      (JT. 
SuntlpA 

Monson,  Jj, 

Mont  Eagle,  L.     (Jf. 
Sltffo.) 

Monteagle    of    Bran- 
don, £. 

Mostyn,  Ij. 

Norton,  L. 

Penzance,  L. 

Ribblesdale,  L. 

Robartes,  L. 

Sandhurst,  Ij. 

8hute,L.  (V, Barring- 
ion,) 

Skene,  L.     {B,  Fife,) 

Someiton,  L.  {E,  Nor- 
mawton,\ 

Stanley  ox  Alderley,  L. 

Strafford,  L.    (F.  En- 
Jleld,) 

Sudeley,  L. 

Siiffield,L. 

Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Tredegar,  L. 

Tyrone,  L.  (Af.  Water- 
ford,) 

Yaux  of  Harrowden,  L. 

Wentworth,  L. 

Wimbome,  L. 


NOT-CONTENTS. 
Selbome,  L.  (X.  Chan-    Strathmore  and  Eing- 


eeOor,) 
York,  L.  Archp. 

Marlboronfl^,  D. 
Somerset,  D. 

Bath,  M. 
Bate,  M. 
Salisbury,  M. 

Beaoonsfield,  K 
Beaachamp,E.  [Teller,'] 
Bradford,  £. 
Denbigh,  E. 
Devon,  £. 
Eflingham,  E. 
G^ainsborough,  £. 
Haddington,  E. 
Hardwicke,  E. 
Harewood,  E. 
Lanesborough,  E. 
Lucan,  E. 
Macclesfield,  E. 
Mansfield,  E. 
Manvers,  E. 
Mar  and  Kellie,  E. 
Nelson,  E. 
Redesdale,  E. 
Bosslyn,  E. 
Saint  Germans,  E- 
Selkirk.  E. 

Shaftesbury,E.[  Teller,] 
Sondes,  E. 
Stanhope,  E. 
Stradbroks,  E. 


horn,  E. 
Waldegrave,  E. 
Wicklow,  E. 

Granbrook,  V. 
Hardinge,  Y. 
Hawarden,  Y. 
Strathallan,  Y. 
Templetown,  Y. 

Chester,  L.  Bp. 
Chichester,  L.  Bp. 
Gloucester  and  Bristol, 

L.Bp. 
Hereford,  L.  Bp. 
Lincoln,  L.  Bp. 
London,  L.  Bp. 
Oxford,  L.  Bp. 
Peterborough,  L.  Bp. 
Salisbury,  L,  Bp. 
St.  Albans,  L,  Bp. 
Winchester,  L.  Bp. 

Bagot,  L. 

Balfour  of  Burleigh,  L. 

Beaumont,  L. 

Botreaux,  L.    {E,  Lou- 
doun,) 

Braybrooke,  L. 

Brodrick,L.(r.Jrfl<^. 
ton,) 

Byron,  L. 

Castlemaine,  L. 

Clanbrassill,  L.     (E, 
Eoden,) 


Clanwilliam,  L.     {E, 
Clanwilliam.) 

Clements,  L.    {E,  Lei- 
trim,) 

Clinton,  L. 

Colchester,  L. 

Coleridge,  L. 

Congleton,  L. 

Crewe,  L. 

Delamere,  L. 

Denman,  L. 

De  Saumarez,  L. 

De  Tabley,  L. 

Dinevor,  L. 

Ellenborough,  L. 

Forbes,  L. 

Forester,  L. 

Greville,  L. 

Hammond,  L. 

Haiherley,  L. 

Heytesbury,  L. 

Ker,  L.    {M,  Lothian,) 

Level  and  Holland,  L. 
{E,  Egmont.) 


L. 
L. 

Monde,  L.  (J,Moneh.) 
Northwiok,  L. 
O'NeiU,  L. 
Oriel,  L.      (r.  Maeee- 

reone.) 
Poltimore,  L. 
Raglan,  L. 
Bayleigh,  L. 
Boas,  L.    (E.  Olaegme.) 
SackVilld,  L. 
Saltersford,    L.      {S, 

Courto%on.) 
Sherborne,  L. 
Silchester,  L.  (E.  Ueg- 

ford,) 
Stratluiaim.  li. 
Sundridge,  L.  (Z>.  Ar^ 

Trevor,  L. 
Windsor,  L. 
Winmarleiffh,  L. 
Wynford,  L. 


Eesohed  in  the  Negative. 

Bill  to  be  read  2*  thU  day  threemontkt. 


ELEMBKTABT  SDXTOATIOir  FBOYISIOVlI' 
ORDERS  00N7IR1CATI0N  (CARDIFF,  ftO.) 
BILL  [h.L.]  (no.  100.)  ABilltooonfiim 
certain  Provisional  Orders  made  by  the  Eda* 
cation  Department  under  **  The  Elementsry 
Education  Act,  1870,"  to  enable  the  School 
Boards  for  Cardiff,  Liveipool,  Southamptom 
and  Walton-on-Thames  to  put  in  force  *'  The 
Lands  Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and 
the  Acts  amending  the  same :  And 

ELSMSNTARY  SDXTOATION  PROYI8IOK1L 
ORDER    OONFIRICATION    (lONDON)     BILL 

[h.L.]  (wo.  101.)  A  Bill  to  confirm  a 
Proyisional  Order  made  by  the  Education 
Department  under  **  The  Elementary  Ednca* 
tion  Act,  1870,"  to  enable  the  School  Bosid 
for  London  to  put  in  force  '*The  Lsnds 
Clauses  Consolidation  Act,  1845,"  and  tbs 
Acts  amending  the  same : 

Were preeented  by  The  Lord  Prisiobnt  ;  read  1  % 

and  referred  to  the  Examiners. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday 

next.  Eleven  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday^  25M  Jun$,  1880. 


MINUTE8J— ^BLBCT  OoMMnnB— Gloucester 
Election  Petition  ( Judges'  Report),  appointed, 

SvnLY—€OH9ider0d  in  CbMinitAM— £1,842,600, 
farther  sum  on  account,  Ciyil  Sbbyicss, 
Classes  I.  to  YU.,  and  Rbvxnub   Dbpaht- 

MBNTS. 

Public  BnJA-^Ordir$d^Fir$t  J^MM^'fi^— Tippe- 
rary  Borough*  [240]. 

Fir$t  MMdiy—BnxiAlB*  [248]. 

Second  JZmmAm^— Compenntion  for  Disturhanoe 
rjreland}  [232],  Mate  atffoumed;  Savings 
Banks  nSS],  debaU  a^um$d;  Highways 
(Horse  Bate)  [2031,  i$baU  ti^fourmd. 

Second  Reading-Seferrdd  to  SoUet  Committor-- 
South  Western  (of  London)  District  Post 
Office  •  [227]. 

Committte  —  Meport  —  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)* 
[241] ;  Coun^  Bridges*  [226]. 

Rijpart — Local  Goyemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Amersham  Union,  ftcO  *  [126]  ;  Local  Qo- 
yemment  Provisional  Orders  (Abergavenny, 
ko,)  *  [127];  Local  Oovemment  Provisional 
Orders  (Alnwick  Union,  &c.)  *  [120]. 

Third  JUadinf—Vnion  Assessment  Committee 
(Sinffle  Parishes)  •  [212] ;  Representation  of 
the  People  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amendment* 
[208],  and  j^ommT. 

The  Honfo  met  at  Tiro  of  the  dock. 

CONTBOYEETED  ELEOTIONS. 

Mr.  Spbaxbb  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Cer- 
tificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  MaoclesflJd.- 

And  the  same  were  read,  as  f  oUoweth : — 

XA00LX8FISLD  BLXOTION. 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
To  The  Rt  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henry  Lopes,  knt..  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  said  Act,  certify  that  upon  the  2l8t 
day  of  June  1880,  and  the  following  day, 
we  held  a  Court  at  Macclesfield  for  the  trial 
of y  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for  the 
Borough  of  Macclesfldd,  between  Isaac  Day, 
CharlM  Shaw,  James  Oayes,  and  Edward  Fair- 
hurst,  Petitioners ;  and  William  Coare  Brockle- 
hurst  and  David  Chad  wick,  Respondents. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Act, 
We  certify  that  we  detennined  that  the  said 
Basipondents  were  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  Election  is  void. 

And  we  hereby  certify  in  writing  such  our 
determination  to  you. 

TOL.  OOTiTTT.      [thibd  ssbdcs.] 


And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  oorruptroaotioes  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pur- 
suance of  the  said  Act,  report  in  writing  to  you 
as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committea  by  or  with  the  knowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Elec- 
tion. 

2.  That  the  following  pmons  were  proved  at 
the  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices at  the  said  Election :— John  Baker,  William 
Johnson,  William  Smale. 

8.  That  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extenrively  prevailed  at  the  Elec- 
tion to  which  the  said  Petition  relates. 

GsoBeB  Dbxhcak. 
Hbhbt  0.  Lopbs. 
Bewdley, 

June  23rd  1880. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Bepost  ware 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 


QUESTIONB. 


MR.  BRADLAUGH. 

Mb.  LABOTTCHEBE  :  I  beg  to  giro 
Notice  that  I  shall  move  on  Tuesday 
next  that  the  Resolution  passed  by  the 
House  in  regard  to  Mr.  JBradlauffh  on 
Tuesday,  the  22nd  of  June,  be  read  and 
rescinded.  I  will  take  this  opportunity 
of  asking  the  Prime  Minister,  Whether 
the  Government  will  afford  me  on  that 
day  facilities  for  bringing  the  matter 
before  the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  have  not 
had  any  opportunity  of  consulting  my 
Colleagues  on  this  important  question. 
Therefore,  I  wish  to  reserve  my  answer 
in  a  certain  degree— that  is  to  say,  ad  to 
the  particular  form  of  proceeding  it  mar 
be  right  to  adopt — ^but  as  to  that  which 
I  ti^e  to  be  me  essential  part  of  the 
Question  which  has  just  been  put  to  me, 
I  will  say  that  I  certainly  am  of  opinion 
— ^I  can  undertake  to  say  on  the  part  of 
my  Colleagues  that  we  are  distinctly  of 
opinion — after  the  proceedings  of  yester- 
day, that  it  is  requisite  and  necessary  the 
subject  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  right  should 
be  effectually  re-considered,  and  we  will 
consider  at  the  sitting  of  the  Cabinet  to- 
morrow what  may  be  the  best  method  of 
proceeding.  I  may  also  say  at  once  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  think  the  day 
for  such  consideration  should  not  be 
later  than  Tuesday  next. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  OHITBOHTTJj : 
I  wish  to  ask  the   hon.    Member  for 
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Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  Whe- 
ther, in  accordance  with  the  declaration 
that  he  made  yesterday,  it  is  Mr.  Brad- 
langh's  intention  to  continue  his  at- 
tempts to  disturb  the  peace  of  the  House? 
[**  Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  :  I  cannot  allow  the 
noble  Lord  to  put  a  Question  with  re- 
gard to  the  intentions  of  Mr.  Bradlau^h. 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  such  a  Question 
is  irregular,  and  is  not  a  question  re- 
lating to  any  Bill  or  Motion  before  the 
House,  and  therefore  cannot  be  put. 

Afterwards — 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  :  Sir,  with  re- 
ference to  the  answer  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter has  given  to  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton,  which  I  understand  to 
convey  his  decision  to  announce  to  the 
House  what  conclusion  the  Government 
may  come  to  on  the  suggestion  for  re- 
scinding the  Besolution  of  Tuesday  last, 
I  beg  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
for  flie  convenience  of  hon.  Members, 
and  for  your  convenience,  Mr.  Speaker, 
Whether,  until  he  has  made  tiie  an- 
nouncement of  the  Government,  he  will 
resist  any  attempt  to  use  the  privilege 
given  by  the  Standing  Order  of  1866  of 
raising  the  question  at  any  time,  or  to 
renew  past  scenes,  which  may  be  at- 
temptea  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
or  his  Friends  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  not  quite 
sure  that  I  caught  the  meaning  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman.  What  is  the  privilege 
that  he  refers  to  ? 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE :  I  will  put  the 
matter  very  shortly.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  as  Leader  of  this  House, 
has  announced  that  he  will  communicate 
to  this  House  the  opinion  of  the  (Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  the  present  position 
of  the  person  who  claims  to  represent 
Northampton.  [**  Oh,  oh ! "]  May  I 
not  be  aUowed  to  answer  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  ?  I  want  to  know.  Whether, 
as  Leader  of  the  House,  until  he  has 
made  that  announcement,  he  will  resist 
any  attempt  to  renew  the  scene  which 
occurred  on  Wednesday  in  this  House. 

Mb.  BEEESFOBD  HOPE:  Before 
my  right  hon.  Friend  answers  that 
Question,  perhaps  he  will  also  inform 
the  House,  Whether,  suppomng  the  case 
is  taken  on  Tuesday,  it  will  be  at  a 
Mominff  Sitting  or  at  4  o'clock. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  as  I  under- 
ftand  the  matter,  the  Question  would  be 

loriBmMph  ChmrMU 


raised  at  the  Morning  Sitting  onTaeaday, 
and  what  I  have  said  was  on  that  assump- 
tion. It  is  quite  possible,  however,  tktt 
it  may  be  the  subject  of  re-consideratioii 
on  Monday.  I  am  at  present  under  the 
impression  that  if  the  Motion  is  made, 
it  will  not  be  desirable  for  those  who 
make  it,  or  for  those  who  resist  it,  to 
enter  upon  a  revival  or  renewal  of  the 
lengthened  arguments  we  latelv  had  on 
the  occasion  of  the  former  deoate.  If 
the  meaning  of  the  Question  is  whit 
course.I  shul  take  in  the  event  of  the 
occurrence  of  anything  calculated  to 
disturb  the  Order  of  the  House  before 
the  interval  for  further  discussion  has 
elapsed,  then  it  appears  to  me  to  be 

Juite  impossible  to  give  an  answer  until 
know  what  the  occurrence  is.  I  should 
then,  of  course,  endeavour  to  discharge 
my  duty  in  maintaining  Order. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB:  It  is  right  that  I 
should  point  out  to  the  House  that  at  « 
Morning  Sitting  it  has  usually  been  the 
practice  to  proceed  with  the  Orders  rf 
the  Day,  the  Sitting  being  suspended 
from  7  to  9.  I  would,  therefore,  submit 
that  if  this  matter  is  to  be  considered  oo 
Tuesday,  it  would  be  for  the  convenience 
of  the  House  if  the  House  met  at  the 
usual  time. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Probably,  in  the 
present  state  of  matters,  it  will  be  better 
to  allow  the  question  to  stand  over  until 
Monday.  I  say  this  with  due  deference 
to  your  opinion,  Sir. 

Mb.  COUBTNET:  I  wish  to  ask  flie 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether,  oonsider- 
inp  the  probability— I  may  say  the  cor- 
tamty^K>f  legal  proceedings  following 
the  admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  on 
AfBrmation,  he  will  take  into  considera- 
tion the  expediency  of  introducing  a  Bill 
to  extend  to  all  persons  elected  to  serve 
in  Parliament  as  Members  of  the  Hous^ 
of  Oommons,  who  may  be  unable  or  un- 
willing to  take  or  subscribe  the  Oath, 
the  liberty  of  making  an  Affirmation 
instead  of  taking  the  Oath,  such  as  ha> 
been  conceded  to  Quakers  and  other 
persons,  so  as  to  remove  all  doubts  as  to 
what  persons  are  at  liberty  to  make  iui 
Affirmation  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  am  unwilHng 
at  this  moment  to  add  anjrthing  to  the 
general  views  I  expressed  in  the  recent 
debate.  What  I  have  stated  is,  that  to- 
morrow, when  the  Cabinet  will  meet,  w* 
shall  feel  it  our  duty  to  take  the  whole 
question  into  consideration. 
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Mb.  MAOABTNET:  Did  the  riffht 
lion.  (Gentleman  mean  to  oOnvey  that 
there  woold  be  a  Sitting  of  the  House 
on  Saturday  ? 

Mb.  QLADSTONE:  What  I  meant 
to  oonvey  was  that  there  would  be  a 
meeting  of  the  Cabinet  to*morrow. 


POOR  LAW— CATHOLIC  INSTRUCTORS 
IN  WORKHOUSES. 

Mb.  BTBNE  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Gk>yemment  Board,  Whether 
he  has  obserred  in  a  discussion  of  the 
West  Derby  Board  of  Ghiardians,  at  a 
recent  meeting,  on  a  motion  to  pay  a 
•alary  to  the  religious  instructor  of  the 
Oatholio  inmates,  it  was  stated  that  such 
a  payment  would  be  illegal,  and  would 
be  disallowed  by  the  Local  Government 
Board ;  whether  the  present  state  of  the 
law  ^yes  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board 
the  right  to  disallow  a  salary  voted  by 
a  board  of  guardians  to  Catholic  in- 
structors in  a  workhouse ;  and,  if  it  is  so, 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  board  of  guardians  to 
the  matter? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  Sir,  a  payment  to  a 
Boman  Catholic  instructor  would  not  be 
held  illegal,  and  could  not  properly  be 
disallowed  if  such  an  officer  were  ap- 
pointed and  his  salary  approved  by  the 
Board,  as  has  been  done  in  several 
instances. 


COKFENSATION    FOR    DISTURBANCE 

(IRELAND)  BILL-PAYMENT  OF 

TITHE  RENT-CHARQE,  fto. 

Mb.  MXTNTZ  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
If,  in  the  event  of  the  -passing  of  the 
"Compensation  lor  Dii^bance  (L?e- 
land)  Bill,*' provision  would  be  made  to 
enable  landlords  affected  by  the  Bill  to 
postpone  the  payment  of  tithe  rent- 
eharge,  and  other  payments  for  which 
they  are  liable,  by  virtue  of  their  hold- 
ing such  property,  until  the  8 1st  De- 
cember 1881  r  

Mb  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  Sir,  I  must 
observe  to  my  hon.  Friend  that  the 
qaeetion  of  tUs  Bill  will  be  before  the 
House  this  afternoon.  I  cannot  make 
such  a  provision  as  is  suggested.  I 
have  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  wish  me  to  give  the  reasons  why ; 
but  really  I  must  deolineto  do  so  pending 
the  debate. 


BOARD  OF  WORKS  (IRELAND)— DRAIN- 
AGE  WORKS  AT  BRUFF  AND  ATH- 
LACA,  COUNTY  LIMERICK. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  If  a  joint  application  for  a  loan 
was  received  (by  the  Board  of  Public 
Works  in  Irelana^  from  the  Earl  of  Sand- 
wich and  the  Earl  of  Buckinghamshire, 
for  the  purpose  of  sinking  the  Morning 
Star  Biver  oetween  Bruff  and  Athlaca, 
in  the  county  of  Limerick,  which  river 
overflows  its  banks  every  wet  season,  and 
destroys  thousands  of  poimds'  worth  of 
hay  on  the  property  of  those  noblemen ; 
and,  if  so,  why  the  loan  was  not  granted, 
the  people  being  so  badly  in  want  of 
employment  in  that  district  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  find.  Sir, 
that  application  was  made  by  the  Earl 
of  Buckinghamshire  and  two  other  gen- 
tlemen for  the  purpose  mentioned,  and 
that  the  Board  of  Works  were  asked  in 
the  month  of  February  last  to  give 
£2,120  for  the  purpose  of  draining  the 
river  alluded  to.  The  loan  was  granted, 
and  a  first  instalment  of  £320  issued ; 
but  in  consequence  of  a  delay  in  ob- 
taining a  power  of  attorney  for  the  local 
agent,  it  was  kept  back  until  the  25th  of 
May.  On  the  5th  of  the  present  month 
an  application  was  made  for  the  second 
instwnent,  but  no  reply  has  yet  been 
officially  given. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION (IRELAND)— THE  GALWAT 
MODEL  SCHOOLS. 

Mn.  MABTIN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  if  an  allowance  of  8^  per  cent 
per  annum  be  made  on  the  money  in- 
vested in  the  erection  of  the  Gal  way  Model 
Schools,  and  the  average  annual  cost  of 
repairs  and  other  expenses  be  calculated, 
it  be  not  the  fact  that  the  amount  ex- 
pended by  the  Commissioners  of  National 
iSducation  in  preparing  each  child  in  the 
girl's  department  for  the  result  exami- 
nations during  the  two  years  ending  the 
91st  March  1879,  did  not  on  an  average 
for  each  child  during  these  years  exceed 
£9  each  year ;  or,  if  not,  can  he  state 
the  amount  expended  bv  the  Commis- 
sioners for  each  child  during  these  ;|rears ; 
has  the  aid  given  by  the  Commissioners 
fbr  the  preparation  of  eaoh  child  in  th^ 
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Sling's  Inn  Street  Convent  National 
Sok^  exceeded  10«. ;  and,  if  so,  by 
what  amount;  is  it  not  the  fact  that 
these  last  named  schools  have  daring 
these  years  supplied  ^bout  thirty-one 
teachers,  and  the  Model  Schools  but 
one,  to  other  schools,  or  how  otherwise ; 
is  it  not  the  fact  that  in  the  last  pub- 
lished Beport  of  the  Inspectors  made 
by  Mr.  GtiUieshe  has  not  stated  that  the 
King's  Inn  Street  Schools  was  the  best 
National  School  of  any  class  he  ever  exa- 
mined; and,  whether,  having  regard  to  the 
small  amount  of  State  aid  given  to  the 
Ipng's  Lm  Street  Schools  and  the  high 
educational  results  there  obtained,  any 
steps  have  been  taken  or  suggestions 
made  with  the  view  of  increasmg  the 
pavments  made  to  the  Bang's  Inn  Street 
Schools;  and,  if  not,  can  he  state  the 
reasons  for  the  continued  application  by 
the  Commissioners  in  a  manner  so  dis- 

Sroportionate  to  the  educational  work 
one  as  between  the  Model  and  Sling's 
Inn  Street  Schools? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
must  say  that  as  far  as  the  money  in- 
vested in  the  erection  of  the  Galway 
Model  Schools  is  concerned  it  would  be 
impossible,  or  at  any  rate  very  difficult, 
to  ascertain  the  proportion  of  the  cost 
which  was  expended  in  the  girl's  depart- 
ment. As  for  the  capitation  grant,  the 
amount  per  head  in  the  Galway  Model 
Schools  in  the  year  ending  the  8 1st  of 
March,  1878,  was  £7  4«.,  and  in  1879 
was  about  six  guineas.  The  Kine's  Inn 
Street  Convent  National  Schoob  have 
had  an  average  grant  of  lOa,  per  head ; 
but  in  1878  it  was  £1  2«.  8/.,  and  in 
1879,  £1  d«.  I  have  no  information  as 
to  the  last  part  of  the  Question,  whioh 
opens  up  the  whole  question  of  the  Model 
dohods,  and  I  cannot  at  present  enter 
into  it. 

Mb.  MABTIN:  I  beg  to  rive  Notice 
that  I  shall  call  attention  to  uiia  subject 
en  the  Estimates  for  the  Board  of  Na- 
tionalEducationinlrdand being  brought 
forward. 


ABHY  —  AX7XILIAHY  FOB0B8  — THE 
MID  ULSTER  ABTILLERT  REQIMENT 
OF  MILITIA— DUKaAHNON  WORK. 
HOUSE. 

Mb.  MAOABTNET  asked  the  Chief 
S^oretaiy  to  th^   Lord  lieutenimt  gf 
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Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  case  that  the 
Local  Grovemment  Board  in  Ireland  has 
refused  to  allow  the  Board  of  Guardians 
of  Dungannon  Union  to  afford  to  the 
Mid  UlSier  Artillery  Begiment  of  Militia 
the  accommodation  whioh  it  has  hitiierto 
enjoyed  in  Dun|^annon  Workhouse  dur- 
ing its  period  oftraining,  which  aooom- 
modation  has,  up  to  the  present  year, 
been  allowed  upon  terms  satisfactory  to 
the  ratepayers  of  said  Union ;  and,  if  so, 
what  are  the  grounds  upon  which  said 
refusal  is  based? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB:  Sir,  I  find 
that  the  Local  (Government  Board,  in 
consequence  of  the  distress  of  this  year, 
think  it  neoeesaiy  to  keep  the  woric- 
houses  as  available  as  possible  for  any 
emergency.  I  hope  that  there  is  no 
specif  dutress  in  this  district;  but  I 
shall  try  if  this  difficultv  can  be  avoided 
without  any  great  breach  of  the  general 
rule. 

OHUROH  RATES  (ST.  SAVIOUR'S, 
SOUTHWARK). 

Mb.  THOBOLD  EOOEES  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
letter  in  the  "Daily  News"  of  28rd 
Tune,  &om  Mr.  Fielding,  of  Findlater's 
Oomer,  London  Bridge,  and  from  Mr. 
Stannah,  of  20,  South wark  Bridge  Boad, 
complaining  of  distresses  being  levied 
on  them  for  church  rates  collected  by 
the  churchwardens  of  St.  Saviour's, 
Southwark ;  and  whether  it  is  possible 
for  the  Eodesiastioal  Commissioners, 
from  the  funds  at  their  disposal,  to  make 
such  payments  to  the  minister  of  8t 
Saviour's  Ohurch  as  will  obviate  the 
practice  complained  of? 

Ma.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  I  beUevethe 
state  of  the  case  to  be  this.  These  pro- 
ceedings are  not  accurately  described — 
though  I  do  not  hold  the  hon.  Member 
responsible  for  the  inaccuracy — as  dis- 
tresses levied  for  ohurch  rates.  Aa  far 
as  I  imderstand  the  matter,  they  have 
no  connection  whatever  with  a  subject 
which  was  at  one  time  so  well  known  to 
us  imder  the  name  of  the  church-rate 
controversy.  Under  a  private  Act  of 
Parliament,  a  compromise,  as  it  was 
deemed  at  the  time,  was  effected  between 
the  incumbents  concerned  and  the  pa- 
Tishioners.  The  incumbents,  on  the  one 
hand,  surrendered  the  extensive  daima 
of  which  they  conceived  themselTei  to 
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be  legally  in  possessioii,  and  the  pa- 
riahionera  agreed  to  oonatitute  an  endow- 
ment of  the  church  by  a  charge  on  the 
property  of  the  parish.  That,  as  I  am 
informed,  is  a  correct  statement  of  the 
case.  The  distresses  which  hare  been 
leried,  and  of  which  I  know  nothing 
except  from  the  Question  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  must  have  referred  to  the  pay'- 
ments  which  fell  due  in  respect  of  such 
endowments.  I  have  communicated  with 
the  Ecclesiastical  Oommissioners  on  the 
subject,  and  the  answer  I  have  received 
from  them  is  to  the  effect  that  they  do 
not  feel  at  liberty  to  appropriate  dieir 
funds,  which  were  destined  for  the  relief 
of  spiritual  distress,  in  order  to  enable 
the  authorities  of  Southwark  to  dispense 
with  an  income  that  is  already  available 
under  statute. 

DI8TEEKS  (IKELAND.) 

Lord  ELOHO  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether,  in  any  of  the  districts  sche- 
duled in  his  ''  Bill  to  provide  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  in  certain  cases  of 
ejectment  in  Ireland,''  a  state  of  d€|9ti- 
tution  and  suffering  now  exists  such  as 
prevailed  so  generaUy  in  Ireland  in  th^ 
great  potato  famine  in  1846-7;  and, 
whether,  at  that  time  any  measures  for 
the  suspension  or  remission  of  rents 
was  introduced  into  Parliament  and 
passed  by  the  Government  of  the  day, 
or  whether  there  is  any  record  in  the 
Irish  Office  of  such  a  measure  having 
been  contemplated  or  considered  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  Sir,  1  believe 
and  trust  there  is  in  no  one  of  the  dis- 
tressed Unions  a  state  of  destitution  such 
as  existed  in  the  great  Famine  of  1846-7. 
I  flincerelv  hope  that  not  in  the  lifetime 
of  my  noble  Friend,  of  his  grand-chil- 
dren, or  anv  of  hia  descendants  will 
there  be  such  a  fkmine  again.  As  re- 
mrds  the  measure  now  brought  forward, 
I  find  no  record  of  any  previous  similar 
measure.  I  will  remind  the  noble  Lord 
that  what  happened  during  the  Famine 
cannot  be  considered  as  much  of  a  guide 
for  leffislation.  I  will  also  farther  re- 
mind him  that  the  Land  Act  has  been 
passed  since  then. 

Mm.  PABNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
oretaiyto  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, whether  hie  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  die  following  paragraph  in  the 
"  Eoho  "  of  June  24tL  :— 


"Kildyaart,  Thursday. 

«  At  the  Emus  and  Eilroah  Quarter  Se8riQn8» 
which  have  just  concluded,  nearly  100  cases  of 
ejectment  were  disposed  of  and  the  decrees  ob- 
tained. The  greater  part  of  those  against  whom 
the  decrees  were  taken  out  are  people  who  are 
dependent  upon  the  relief  funds  for  support. 
At  Eilruah  a  decree  was  obtained  against  a  man 
named  Nash,  with  ten  children,  the  holder  of 
half  an  acre,  for  which,  with  a  dwelling  house, 
he  paid  four  pounds  yearly.  A  few  days  before 
the  sesnons  ^e  Sum  was  made  up  by  subscrip- 
tion, and  he  forwarded  it,  together  with  ten 
shillings  costs,  to  the  landlord's  solicitor,  but 
it  was  idmost  immediately  returned ;  *' 

whethei'  it  is  the  fact  that  numerous 
ej  ectments  have  also  been  served  through- 
out Ireland  generally,  and  whether  the 
Government  will  introduce  any  provision 
into  the  Compensation  for  IHsturbance 
Bill  to  prevent  landlords  forestalling  its 
operation ;  and,  whether  the  Betum  Of 
Evictions  for  the  last  six  months,  founded 
on  district  returns  from  the  various  head 
constables  and  sub-inspectors  of  Irish 
Police,  will  be  presented  to  Parliament; 
and,  if  so,  what  are  the  circumstances 
taken  into  consideration  by  the  police  in 
filling  up  the  column  ''  hardship  ot  not " 
contained  in  this  return  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER,  in  reply,  said, 
his  attention  had  only  been  called  to  the 
paragraph  referred  to  when  he  read  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  As  to 
the  second  part  of  the  Ouestion,  he 
would  have  something  to  say  on  that 
head  when  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
about  to  be  introduced  were  discussed. 
He  would  ask  that  the  application  fbr 
the  Betum  should  for  a  short  time  be 
postponed  until  further  information  was 
obtained. 


ELEOnOK  PETmONS— REPORTS  OF 
ELECTION  JUDGES. 

Ms.  WHITBEEAD  asked  Mr.  At- 
torn^ (General,  If  he  will  state  the 
position  of  the  House  in  relation  to  its 

g>wer,  when,  on  the  trial  of  an  Election 
etition,  the  Judge  has  reported  tiie 
existence  of  extensive  corruption  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
HxBTBT  Jambs),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
glad  to  have  the  opp^unity  of  cor- 
recting an  inaccurate  report  of  what 
he  had  said  with  respect  to  the  action 
of  the  House  on  Eleotion  Petitions. 
He  would  briefly  state  the  position 
of  the  House  in  relation  to  its  power 
over  the  Beports  of  Election  Judges.    In 
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cases  in  which  a  Beport  was  made  to 
tiie  House  that  extensive  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  prevailed,  it  was  within  the 
power  of  the  House,  under  the  Statute 
of  1852,  to  move  for  a  joint  Address 
with  tiie  other  House  to  Her  Majesty, 
representing  that  a  report  of  extensive 
corrupt  practices  had  been  received,  and 
praying  that  a  Boyal  Commission  might 
issue  to  inquire  into  the  existence  of  such 
corrupt  practices.  By  the  Statute  of 
1863,  the  obligation  was  cast  on  Com- 
mittees of  the  House  in  all  cases  of 
bribery  and  corruption  to  Beport  to  the 
House  whether  such  practices  had  ex- 
tensively prevailed.  The  Statute  of  1 868 
transferred  the  obligation  to  the  Judges, 
and  the  House  had  the  power,  but  not 
the  imperative  duty,  of  moving  an  Ad- 
dress in  the  terms  he  had  mentioned  to 
the  Crown  jointly  with  the  other  House. 
It  was  usual  to  regard  the  Beport  of 
the  Judges  as  final ;  but  it  was  within 
the  power  of  the  House  to  review  their 
Beports. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  asked.  Whether 
any  real  difiPerence  of  facts  was  implied 
in  the  distinction  between  the  two  forms, 
**  corrupt  practices  have  extensively  pre- 
vailed "  and  **  there  is  reason  to  believe 
that  corrupt  practices  have  extensively 
prevailed  ?  *' 

Thjb  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henbt  Jaicbs)  replied,  that  the  latter 
form  was,  in  his  opinion,  equivalent 
to  a  direct  Beport  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. 


PAHTJAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

8m  8TAFF0BD  NOBTHCOTE 
asked  what  would  be  the  Business  of  the 
House  on  Monday  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  proposed 
to  proceed  with  the  Navy  and  Civil 
Service  Estimates,  and  on  Thursday  he 
hoped  to  take  the  Employers'  Liability 
BiU. 

Mb.  a.  J.  BALFOUB  asked  at  what 
time  the  Prime  Minister  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  the  second  reading  of 
the  Burials  Bill  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  will  take  care 
to  give  full  Notice  of  the  time  of 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but, 
viewing  the  state  of  Business  in  this 
House,  it  cannot  be  on  a  very  early 
day. 

IheAtUmep  General 


ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

COMPENSATION    FOB     DISTURBANCE 

(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  232.] 
(Jfr.    WiUiam  Edward  Forster,  Mr,  Att&rmp 

Oeneralfor  Ireland,  JA-.  SolUiior  OmttrHfir 

Ireland.) 

SEOONB  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  W.  E.  EOBSTEB,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said :  As  the  House  is  aware,  this  BiU, 
though  it  is  only  a  short  one,  and  is 
also  a  temporary  one,  yet  excites  much 
interest,  not  to  say  opposition — in  fact, 
I  do  not  know  that  I  ever  had  anything 
to  do  with  a  Bill  to  which  I  found  so 
much  opposition  —  arising,  I  believe, 
from  very  great  misapprehension.  I 
find,  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  that  1 
am  looked  upon  as  a  very  extravagant 
and  revolutionary  person.  The  Bill  also 
has  been  termed  revolutionary — it  has 
been  described  as  a  measure  to  encourage 
the  non-payment  of  rent,  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  landlords,  and  to  destroy 
all  rights  of  property.  [**  Hear,  hear!  "j 
Hon.  Gentlemen  cheer  the  statement— 
but,  possibly,  they  will  cheer  still  more 
the  description  of  the  Bill  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr- 
Chaplin),  who,  doubtless,  considered  that 

he  combined  almost  every  epithet  of 
opprobrium,  when  he  said  that  it  "em- 
bodied all  the  worst  and  most  noxious 
features  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870."  I 
am  sure,  however,  the  House  will  giv« 
me  a  fair  hearing  while  I  explain  what 
I  understand  to  be  the  object,  meaniti|;t 
and  probable  effect  of  this  Bill.  And,  m 
doing  so,  I  must  trouble  the  House  with 
some  explanation  of  what  I  believe  to  be 
the  intention  of  some  of  the  clauses  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1 870 — because  there  is  great 
misapprehension  with  regard  to  them  as 
well  as  with  regard  to  tbis  Bill.  Before 
I  sit  down  I  hope  to  show  that  this  Bill 
is  expedient  and  just — that  it  is  brought 
in  to  carry  out  the  spirit  of  the  Land 
Act,  and  that  it  is  required  as  a  tempo- 
rary modification  of  that  Act,  under  the 
special  circumstances  of  the  case.  NoWf 
let  me  explain  its  principles.  There  is  i^ 
it  a  limitation  of  time,  and  there  is  also 
a  limitation  of  area — it  is  limited  to  the 
end  of  next  year  and  to  the  ares  of 
those  districts  which  are  scheduled  as  dia- 
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tressed.  We  introduce  these  limitations, 
first,  because  we  do  not  think  the  House 
is  ready — and,  in  fact,  we  ourselves  are 
not  ready — for  the  introduction  of  any 

Sermanent  Bill  with  regard  to  the  Land 
tuestion ;  and  next,  because  in  the  spe- 
cial circumstances  of  this  year,  and  in 
the  special  circumstances  of  these  dis- 
tricts, we  think  that  a  Bill  with  regard  to 
evictions — why,  I  shall  explain  hereafter 
— is  especially  urgent,  and,  in  fact,  to 
our  minds,  necessary.  Now,  what  are 
these  districts?  They  have  not  been 
defined  by  me,  or  by  the  present  Oo- 
vemment,  or  by  the  present  Parliament 
— they  are  those  districts  which  were  de- 
darea  to  be  specially  distressed  by  the 
late  OoYemment  and  by  the  late  Par- 
liament. The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill) 
asked  me  a  Question  yesterday  with 
regard  to  these  districts,  and  I  think  he 
was  rather  surprised  to  find  that  none 
had  been  scheduled  since  the  29th  Feb- 
ruary. None  could  legally  have  been 
scheduled  since,  and  there  has,  of  course, 
been  no  intention  to  break  the  law. 
They  were  scheduled  by  the  late  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland  (the  Duke  of 
Marlborough),  in  consequence  of  the  be- 
lief that  the  Qovemment  had — a  belief 
that  has  been  confirmed  by  the  unani- 
mous vote  of  this  House^that  excep- 
tional temporary  legislation  was  re- 
quired for  tne  exceptional  circumstances 
of  these  districts.  There  has  been  excep- 
tional legislation.  Loans  of  very  large 
sums  have  been  granted  in  order  to 
meet  the  distress  of  these  districts  on 
terms,  I  believe,  never  offered  before. 
It  was  because  we  wanted  to  fasten  this 
Bill  on  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  Country,  that  when  we  thought  it 
necessary  to  propose  this  measure,  we 
first  tried  to  mtroduce  it  as  an  amend- 
ment to  the  Belief  of  Distress  Bill.  I 
mention  this  in  order  to  explain  to  the 
House  why  we  took  that  course.  There 
was  no  intention  whatever  to  take  the 
House  by  surprise — ^if  we  had  been 
allowed  to  keep  this  clause  in  the 
Belief  of  Distress  Bill,  we  should  have 
had  to  move  an  Listruction,  and  hon. 
Oentlemen  would  have  had  the  same 
opportunit;f  of  discussing  it,  and  of  re- 
jecting it  if  they  choose,  as  they  will 
now  have  on  the  second  reading  of  this 
BilL  I  should  be  very  sorry  if  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  thought  I  had  wanted 
under  any  oircumstances  to  take  an  un- 


fair advantage.  The  proposal  is  limited, 
as  I  have  said,  to  the  scheduled  TTuions, 
generally  speaking,  to  the  Western  half 
of  Ireland ;  but  there  is,  practically,  an- 
other limitation — ^that  is,  it  is  limited  to 
those  Unions  outside  Ulster  and  outside 
of  the  districts  where  Ulster  Tenant-right 
exists.  And  for  this  reason — ^that  I 
cannot  conceive  that  any  tenant  in 
Ulster  would  seek  to  make  use  of  this 
Bill  when  he  has  a  much  stronger  and 
more  speedy  remedy,  and  one  which 
gives  him  a  much  larger  compensation. 

Now,  what  is  this  temporary  proposal  ? 
Simply  this — that  if  in  the  distressed 
districts,  and  during  this  year  of  distress, 
it  shall  appear  to  the  Court — meaning 
the  Coimty  Court  Judge,  the  official  to 
whom  these  questions  are  referred  by 
the  Land  Act,  who  has  under  that  Act 
much  more  important  cases  of  compen- 
sation to  decide  than  will  come  imder 
this  Bill  —  if  it  shall  appear  to  this 
Court,  first,  that  one  of  the  tenants  is 
unable  to  pay  his  rent;  secondly,  that 
he  is  unable  to  do  so  on  account  of  the 
distress  arising  from  the  bad  harvest  of 
this  and  the  two  previous  years;  thirdly, 
that  he  is  willing  to  continue  in  his 
tenancy  on  just  and  reasonable  terms  as 
to  rent,  and  arrears  of  rent,  and  other- 
wise ;  and,  fourthly,  if  those  terms  are 
unreasonably  refused  by  the  landlord — 
then,  and  then  only,  can  he  obtain  such 
compensation  as  the  Court  may  think 
just  under  the  drd  section  of  the  Land 
Act,  1870.  Now,  observe  that  all  these 
conditions  must  be  fulfilled.  No  com- 
pensation will  be  given  unless  the  tenant 
cannot  pay  his  rent;  unless  he  is  too 
poor  to  pay;  and  unless  his  poverty 
arises,  not  from  sickness,  unthnfdnesSa 
or  from  his  own  action,  but  from  the 
special  crrounds  of  these  three  bad  har- 
vests. Then,  again,  he  must  be  willing 
to  tiy  his  utmost  to  pay  a  reasonable 
rent---that  is,  to  submit  to  pay  a  rent 
either  reasonably  reduced  unaer  the  cir- 
cumstances of  this  year,  or  with  reason- 
able time  given  in  which  to  pay,  and  the 
landlord  must  be  unwilling  to  make  that 
reasonable  reduction,  or  to  give  him  that 
reasonable  time.  If  eH  these  conditions 
are  fulfilled,  then  the  landlord  and  tenant 
come  under  the  scope  of  Section  3  of  the 
Land  Act.  I  hope  the  House  will  not 
think  I  am  wearying  them  if  I  remind 
them  what  that  section  is.  The  reason 
why  I  go  back  to  the  Land  Act  is, 
be<Mkuse,  although  it  was  passed  only 
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some  10  years  ago,  it  seems  to  me  that 
its  proTisions  are  most  wonderfully  for- 
gotten— there  seems  to  be  a  most  curious 
lorgetfulness  with  regfurd  to  them.  I 
hear  hon.  Gentlemen  speaking  of  the 
Land  Act  as  if  it  merely  enacted  two 
proyisions — one,  to  legalize  tiie  XJlster 
Tenant  right,  and,  secondly,  to  give  com- 
pensation to  tenants  all  over  Ireland  for 
improvements.  But  Section  3  of  the 
Land  Act  did  a  great  deal  more.  It  went 
BO  far  as  to  establish  the  principle  that 
not  only  in  Ulster,  but  out  of  XJlster, 
the  tenant  had  some  right  to  his  holding. 
I  will  not  now  enter  into  a  discussion  as 
how  that  right  should  be  termed — whe- 
ther property  or  goodwill,  but  some  in- 
terest of  the  tenant  in  his  holding  is 
very  clearly  acknowledged  by  that  sec- 
tion; and  there  was  so  much  interfer- 
ence with  the  right  of  the  landlord  to 
do  what  he  will  with  his  own,  or  there 
was  so  far  a  declaration  that  his  land 
was  not  absolutely  his  own,  that  he  was 
not  allowed  to  do  what  he  could  do  in 
England  or  Scotland — ^namely,  turn  out 
his  tenant  when  the  tenancy  expired, 
simply  because  he  wished  to  do  so. 
Bemember  that  is  what  the  Land  Act 
enacted  by  Section  3.  It  clearly  enacted 
that  there  was  to  be  compensation  for 
what  was  called  *'  disturbance,"  by  the 
landlord  making  the  tenant  leave  his 
l^olding.  Well,  what  does  ''  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance,"  mean  ?  It  means 
that  the  tenant  is  to  receive  a  sum  of 
money  which  was  regulated  by  the 
number  of  years'  rent — the  maximum  of 
compensation  being  limited  to  £250 — be- 
cause he  was  dispossessed  of  his  holding. 
I  suppose  that  is  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin) 
calls  ''  the  worst  and  most  noxious  fea- 
ture of  the  Land  Act."  But,  after  all, 
the  Land  Act  was  passed  almost  unani- 
mously in  this  House,  and  unanimously 
in  the  other  House.  It  is  quite  true  that 
when  this  clause  was  brought  forward, 
many  hon.  Members  thought  it  a  start- 
ling one.  It  was,  no  doubt,  a  clause 
new  to  the  British  Statute  Book.  The 
objections  to  it  were  most  powerfully 
put,  for  the  Motion  against  it  was  moved 
oythe  present  Lord  Beaconsfield ;  but 
the  House  declared  by  a  large  majority 
in  its  favour.  I  do  not  know,  however, 
that  it  is  my  business,  at  this  time,  to 
defend  what  was  done  by  Parliament  in 
re^trd  to  the  Irish  Land  Question  in 
1870.    I  believe  this  House  is  not  less 
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likely  to  consider  the  claims  of  tenants 
or  more  likely  to  consider  the  nlalmw  of 
landlords  than  was  the  House  of  1870 ; 
but  I  will  add  that,  looking  back  to  the 
history  of  the  relations  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland,  we  must  reg^azd 
this  clause  as  a  just  and  wise  one.   And 
I  will  go  further,  and  sav  that  my  belief 
is  that  without  some  such  clause  as  that 
Ireland  would  have  had  at  this  time  to 
be  governed  by  martial  law.    I  remem- 
ber being  present  in  Ireland,  not  ▼cry 
long  ago,  at  a  meeting  of  gentlemen  who 
were  not,  generally  speaking,  of  my  own 
side  of  politics.  A  very  pleasant  evening 
I  spent  with  them ;  but  though  they  com- 
plained a  great  deal  of  the  Land  Act, 
they  admitted  that,  at  all  events,  it  had 
had  the  effect  of  putting  an   end   to 
capricious  evictions — and  we  know  that» 
though  Irish  landlords  will,  as  I  believe, 
compare  favourably  with  any  others  as 
regards  justice  and  kindness,  yet   still 
capricious  evictions  did  occur.     But^  in 
taking  away  this  power  from  Irish  land- 
lords of  capricious  eviction — that  is,  of 
getting  rid  of  his  tenant  simply  becanse 
he  did  not  wish  to  keep  him   as  his 
tenant — we  acknowledged  and  declared 
this  principle  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland — 
especially  to  the  smaller  tenants  of  Ire- 
land— that  they  have  by  the  very  fact  of 
their  tenancy  some  right  and  some  in- 
terest in  their  holdings  different  to  what 
is  possessed  by  the  tenant  either  in  £ng^ 
land  or  Scotland.    I  am  pcurfecdy  wdi 
aware  that  there  is  an  exception  to  this 
clause,  and  it  is  one  which  I  hope  may 
g^ve  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Linoofai- 
shire  some  comfort,  and  may  lead  him  to 
acknowledge  that  the  Land  Act  was,  after 
all,  not  altogether  so  bad  as  he  supposes. 
Section  9  of  the  Act  declares  that  ex- 
cept on  some  specific  limitation — which 
I  will  allude  to  afterwards — ^the  pow^ 
of  discretion  given  to  the  Court  to  com- 
pensate evicted  tenants   shall   not  be 
exercised  in  the  case  of  tenants  who  are 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent.  There- 
fore, the  question  we  have  now  before 
us  is  this — whether  or  not  I  am  right  in 
saying  that,  under  the  special  circum- 
stances of  this  year,  and  for  the  relief 
of  these  distressed  districts,  this  excep- 
tion ouffht  not  itself  to  be  modified  ? 
Bemember,  Section  3  was  not  only  framed 
with  the  intention  of  putting  a  stop  to 
capricious  evictions,  inasmuch  as  it  mads 
the  landlord  pay  heavily  for  them,  but 
it  also  gave  the  Court  power  to  give  the 
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tenant  sueh  compensation  as  it  might 
think  justy  where  the  rent  was  raised 
without  the  consent  of  the  tenant.  I  do 
not  know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  are 
aware  of  the  fact  that  by  the  law  as  it 
now  stands,  throughout  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  with  the  exception  of  Ulster — 
that  is,  even  where  there  is  no  Ulster 
Tenant-right — if  the  landlord  chooses  to 
raise  the  rent  of  the  holding,  he  can  only 
do  it  at  the  expiration  of  the  tenancy ; 
and  if  the  tenant  does  not  consent  to  pay 
the  increased  rent,  he  has  to  give  notice 
to  quit,  and  that  notice  will  bring  the 
tenant  within  the  operation  of  this  Srd 
section,  and  he  will  then  get  the  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  which  the 
Oourt  may  award  him.  Bearing  this 
in  mind,  I  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  whe- 
ther I  am  not  right  in  saying  there 
is  very  good  groimd  to  suppose  that  in 
a  good  many  cases  the  keeping  up  in 
1880  of  the  same  rent,  or  anything  near 
the  same  rent,  as  was  paid,  in  the  good 
years  before  1877,  is  really  very  much 
the  same  thing  as  if  in  good  or  average 
years  the  rent  had  been  raised;  and 
whether  this  temporaiy  Bill  is  not  merely 
carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act, 
when  it  proposes  that  in  these  cases  a 
tenant  may  be  treated  as  though  his 
rent  had  been  raised  ?  I  have  described 
Section  9  as  a  limitation  of  Section  8 ; 
but  Section  9  has  its  limitation  within 
itself — and  that,  again,  I  suppose,  is 
another  "  noxious  feature."  Section  9 
declared,  as  it  finally  passed,  that  certain 
tenants,  if  the  rent  be  ''exorbitant," 
could  apply  to  the  Court  for  compensa- 
tion. This  part  of  the  dause  has,  how- 
ever, been,  m  fact,  rendered  a  nullity  bv 
the  use  of  the  word  "  exorbitant,"  whicn 
has  a  special  legal  meaning.  The  word 
**  exorbitant"  was  inserted  in  the  clause 
in  place  of  the  word  "  excessive  "  by  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  thereby  the  opera- 
tion of  the  section  was  defeated ;  but  the 
principle  of  this  Bill  is  there — for  the 
principle  was  affirmed  that  where  the 
rent  is  "  exorbitant,"  a  tenant  may  be 
entitled  to  compensation  even  when  he 
is  evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent.  This 
is  what  the  clause  affirmed,  as  it  finally 
passed ;  but  how  was  it  passed  in  this 
House  ?  It  left  the  House  of  Commons 
with  words  in  it  which  provided  that 
ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent 
should  not  be  deemed  disturbflmce  of 
the  tenant  by  the  act  of  the  landlord, 
unless  the  Court  so  decided,  on  "  special 


grounds,"  in  the  case  of  persons  claiming 
loT  compensation  at  the  termination  of 
the  tenancy  existing  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  the  Act.  That  is  how  the 
Act  left  the  House  of  Commons,  and  if 
it  had  been  passed  in  that,  it  would 
have  been  a  greater  interference  with 
landlords  and  a  greater  protection  to 
tenants  than  the  Bill  which  I  am  now 
submitting  to  the  House.  But  ''special 
grounds  "  is  a  very  wide  and  g^ave  de- 
scription. Who  can  doubt  that  if  the 
Court  have  power  to  take  into  considera- 
tion "  special  grounds,"  it  would  deem 
the  harvests  of  the  last  two  or  three 
years  such  "  special  grounds  "  as  would 
authorize  it  to  afibrd  gpreater  protec- 
tion to  t^e  tenant  ?  I  may  be  told  what 
has  that  to  do  with  the  question — 
what  does  it  matter  what  passed  in  the 
House  of  Commons  ?  We  must  take  the 
Act  as  it  passed  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment. But  I  am  dealing  with  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  I  repeat,  I  do  not  think 
the  House  of  Commons  of  1880  will  be 
less  disposed  to  consider  the  claims  of  the 
tenant  than  the  House  of  Commons  of 
1870  was;  more  especially,  seeing  that 
the  change  in  the  dtXL  was  only  effected 
after  two  or  three  conferences  between 
the  two  Houses,  and  was  only  reluc- 
tantly assented  to  on  the  part  of  this 
House  for  the  purpose  of  saving  the 
Bill.  I  shall  be  told  that  this  limitation 
only  referred  to  tenancies  then  existing. 
True ;  but  who  doubts  that  the  circum- 
stances which  demanded  special  protec- 
tion for  some  tenants  then,  are  similar 
to  the  circumstances  which  demand  it 
for  some  tenants  now?  And  who  can 
suppose  that,  if  it  had  been  thus  passed, 
its  operation  could  have  been  linuted  by 
date  of  tenancy  among  tenants  similarly 
circumstanced?  Very  probably  words 
will  be  quoted  from  speeches  of  my  ri^ht 
hon.  Fnend  (Mr.  Gladstone),  separating 
the  fact  from  the  fiction.  It  is  not  for 
me  to  defend  him ;  but  it  may  be  that 
he  and  most  of  us  in  the  Gt)vemment  of 
that  day  had  more  hope  and  faith  in  the 
absolute  settlement  of  the  Land  Question 
by  the  Land  Act  than  has  been  justified. 
I  believe  it  has  done  great  good,  and  I 
believe  without  it  we  should  have  had 
incalculable  evil.  Nevertheless,  it  may 
be  true  that,  at  the  time  it  was  passed, 
the  tremendous  strain  of  the  last  three 
years  was  not  foreseen. 

Well,  I  have  tried  to  tell  the  House 
what  the  Bill  is,  and  how  it  amends  the 
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Land  Act.  Perhaps  the  House  will 
allow  me  to  refer  to  a  statement  I  saw 
to-day,  because  it  really  shows  how, 
even  among  gentlemen  connected  with 
Ireland,  there  are  great  misapprehen- 
sions. There  is  a  letter  in  the  papers 
to-day  from  a  noble  Lord  who,  I  believe, 
is  a  gentleman  of  great  Irish  experience 
(Lorn  Annesley),  in  which  he  says — 

"Were  it  to  become  law,  a  creditor  who 
asked  his  debtor  to  pay  him  what  he  owed  him 
would  in  some  parts  of  Ireland  be  fined  seven 
times  the  amount  of  the  debt ;  in  other  parts, 
where  Tenant  right  prevails,  from  20  to  40  times 
that  amount.  If  a  tenant  refuses  to  pay  his 
rent,  the  only  mesms  of  enforcing  payment  is  by 
an  ejectment." 

Heally,  this  is  a  remarkable  statement. 
The  writer  seems  to  forget  that  if  the 
Ulster  tenant  is  ejected  at  this  moment 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  under  cir- 
cumstances discreditable  to  himself — if 
he  cannot  pay  from  want  of  thrift — still 
he  does  not  lose  the  value  of  his  tenant- 
right  ;  and  if  the  landlord  chooses  to 
tsLce  his  farm  into  his  own  hands,  he  has 
to  pay  him  that  value,  whatever  it  is. 
If  hon.  Gentlemen  would  only  test  what 
they  hear  by  the  facts,  they  would  find 
that  much  that  is  said  is  not  altogether 
justified.  But,  now,  what  is  the  actual 
position  of  affairs  ?  Practically,  this  Bill 
will  mainly  affect  small  tenants.  The 
scale  of  possible  compensation  is  seven 
years'  rent  for  tenants  under  £10,  five 
years'  under  £30,  one  year  above  £100, 
and  the  highest  sum  that  can  be  awarded, 
whatever  the  size  of  the  holding  may 
be,  is  £250 — that  is  the  utmost  a  County 
Court  Judge  can  give.  Against  this 
sum  have  to  be  set  the  arrears  of  rent, 
which,  I  suspect,  will,  in  many  cases, 
sweep  off  all  the  compensation.  Now,  I 
want  to  ask  the  House  to  consider  who 
are  these  small  tenants  with  whom  ^v^e 
have  to  deal.  First,  they  are  men  un- 
able to  pay  the  rent,  or  else  the  Court 
would  not  consider  the  claim ;  secondly, 
it  is  the  circumstances  of  the  time — the 
distress  of  the  year  and  the  failure  of 
the  harvest  —  that  have  made  them 
thus  unable;  thirdly,  they  are  willing 
to  pay  the  rent  if  the  landlord  would 
give  them  reasonable  terms  in  reduction 
or  time;  and,  lastly,  the  landlord  will 
not  g^ve  them  these  reaisonable  terms. 
It  is  only  under  all  these  conditions  that 
the  tenants  can  g^t  compensation  from 
the^  Court.  They  are — or  a  very  large 
majority  of  them  are — attached  to  their 
holdinga — it  may  be  by  what  we  cdl  a 
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sentimental  attachment.  Considering 
the  misery  that  they  and  their  families 
have  lived  in  for  centuries,  it  is  only 
surprising  that  they  should  be  so  at- 
tached; but  there  are  sentiments  with 
which  we  cannot  reason,  and  this  is  a. 
sentiment  much  akin  to  patriotism,  with- 
out which  very  few  countries  would  be 
what  they  are.  Kemember,  too,  that  these 
are  men  whose  interest  in  their  holdings 
has  been  acknowledged  by  the  Land  Act 
— whether  by  what  is  called  its  **  noxious 
features  "  I  do  not  know,  but  by  this 
Act—passed  by  an  enormous  majority  in 
this  House,  and,  I  believe,  unanimoudy 
in  the  House  of  Lords.  Hemember,  also, 
in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  these  small 
tenants  have  no  other  means  of  living 
than  their  holdings.  I  will  read  a  letter 
I  have  received  to-day  from  a  friend  who 
worked  with  me  in  the  Famine  of  1847 
(Mr.  Tuke),  who  went  to  Donegal  to  see 
the  state  of  things  now  as  compared  with 
what  it  then  was.  He  does  not  find  the 
destitution  now  equal  to  the  famine  in 
those  days ;  but  he  does  find  great  dis- 
tress due  to  the  two  or  three  bad  crops 
that  have  deprived  the  people  of  their 
sustenance.    He  says — 

**  It  is  extremely  difficult  to  an  Englishman  to 
realize  the  intensity  of  feeling  which  ezistson  tl» 
Land  Question  in  Ireland ;  and,  in  looking  for 
some  of  the  causes  which  have  led  to  this,  we  shall 
find  that  it  is  due  to  a  large  extent  to  the  orer- 
whelming  proportion  of  the  population  which  is 
engaged  in  agriculture.    To  nine-tcoiths  of  the 
nopuJation  of  Connaught  the  possession  of  a  bit  of 
land  is  the  sole  means  of  existence.    Of  man  uikc- 
ture  there  is  none,  and,  the  majority  of  the  farms 
being  too  small  to  need  hired  labonr,  of  agricul> 
tural  labour  there  is  scarcely  any.    Take  away 
from  the  tenant  his  little  holdixig,  and  nothing 
is  left  to  him  but  the  worldiouse.  Except  in  somt 
of  the  towns,  there  is  not  even  an  unoccupied 
house  which   a  man  could  hire  if  he  obtained 
work  apart  from  his  holding.    Hence  the  tena- 
city wiui  which  the  holding  is  retained  and  de- 
fended. ^  They  are  like  shipwrecked  sailors  on 
a  plank  in  the  ocean ;  deprive  Uiem  of  the  few 
inches  by  which  they  •  hold  on,*  and  you  de- 
prive them  of  life.    Deprive  an  Irishman  of  the 
few  feet  of  land  bv  which  he  '  holds  on,*  and 
you  deprive  him  of  all  that  makes  life  possible. 
For  the  workhouse,  distasteful  enough  to  an 
English  labourer,  is  simply  unendurable  to  an 
Irish  peasant.    That  this  is  no  mere  sentiment 
is  often  impressed  upon  the  visitor  who  enten 
the  cabins  oi  the  people,  where  it  is  so  common 
to  find  some  infirm  or  aged  person  dependent  on 
the  kindness  of  the  family  for  the  miserable 
subsistence  he  obtains,  and  who   in   England 
would  without  doubt  have  been  sent  to  th<* 
workhouse  long  before.    Who  would  wish  to 
lessen  this  kindly  feeling,  or  break  down  the 
almost  insurmountable  repugnance  to  the  work- 
house P  *' 
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Well,  I  have  said  that  no  Ulster  land- 
lord need  regard  with  fear  the  operations 
of  this  Bill.  The  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Heryey  Bruce)  asked  me  a  question 
about  it,  and,  knowing  he  was  an  Ulster 
landlord,  I  could  understand  his  in- 
terest; but  I  hope  his  sympathy  with 
the  landlord  out  of  Ulster  will  induce 
him  to  consider  whether  the  better 
position  of  the  Ulster  landlord  may 
not  be,  in  some  measure,  owing  to  the 
better  position  of  the  Ulster  tenant. 
Now,  wnat  is  the  position  of  the  Ulster 
tenant?  What  did  this  Land  Act  do  in 
Ulster?  First,  it  legalized  the  Ulster 
Tenant-right — that  is,  it  made  the  good- 
will of  the  farm  or  the  property  in  the 
tenancy  a  legal  property.  Next,  it  made 
the  County  Court  Judge  the  judge  of  the 
value  of  the  property ;  and,  thirdly,  it 
acknowledged  the  right  of  the  owner  of 
the  property — that  is,  of  the  tenant — to 
obtiun  compensation  in  every  case — in 
case  of  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent  as  well  as  in  others.  I  refer  to  this 
fact  partly  for  this  reason.  We  have 
many  champions  of  political  economy  in 
these  matters ;  I  do  not  know  that  they 
are  exactly  the  same  Gentlemen  who 
advocate  political  economy  in  other 
matters.  However,  I  ask  them  to  con- 
sider whether,  seeing  that  after  long 
debates  such  provisions  as  I  have  de- 
scribed, to  be  applied  in  Ulster  and 
out  of  Ulster,  were  passed  by  Parlia- 
ment in  1870,  there  must,  after  all,  be 
some  circumstances  in  Ireland  affecting 
landlords  and  tenants  which  prove  that 
the  rules  of  political  economy  as  between 
buyer  and  seller  do  not  absolutely  apply? 
But,  however  this  may  be,  I  want  the 
House  to  compare  the  position  of  the 
Ulster  tenant  with  the  position  of  the 
non-Ulster  tenant,  because  I  have  had  to 
compare  them,  and  I  have  had  to  make  the 
comparison  because  tenants  out  of  Ulster 
make  it  themselves.  Do  not  imagine 
that  they  do  not  know  what  this  Act  has 
done  in  legalizing  the  position  of  the 
tenants  in  Ulster.  Take  an  estate,  part 
of  which  is  in  Ulster  and  part  out  of  it. 
Suppose  there  be  small  tenancies  in 
each  case ;  suppose  distress  arising  from 
failture  of  crops  has  had  the  same  effect 
in  rme  place  as  another ;  thetenant  on  the 
Ulster  side  of  the  border  gets  his  com- 
pensation for  disturbance— upon  having 
to  leave  his  fSstrm,  he  gets  something  that 
he  can  go  to  America  with.  The  tenant 
outside  Ulster,  unless  there  be  special 


kindness  on  the  part  of  the  landlord,  is 
driven  out  helpless  and  hopeless.  I  am 
not  one  of  those  who  would  discourage 
emigration  by  these  small  tenants — ^I 
believe  that  some  of  them  are  in  such  a 
difficult  position  on  account  of  the  num- 
bers existing  on  very  poor  land  that  no 
law  that  we  could  pass  would  give  them 
a  comfortable  life — and,  instead  of  dis- 
couraging them,  I  would  encourage  them 
to  emigrate;  but  there  is  all  the  dif- 
ference between  a  man  emigrating  with 
the  means  of  re-starting  in  life,  and  a 
man  emigrating  without  a  farthing  and 
finding  himself  helpless  and  hopeless  in 
the  slums  of  New  Tork,  suffering  greater 
misery  than  he  did  in  Ireland.  I  do 
not  want  the  emigrant  to  go  away  with 
a  feeling  of  hardship  and  injustice.  I 
am  not  making  any  charge  against  the 
landlords  as  a  class ;  it  would  be  most 
unjust  and  untrue  to  do  it.  But  there 
are  exceptions ;  there  are  landlords  who 
are  hard  by  nature;  there  are  others 
who  are  hard  through  circumstances, 
because  they  are  in  the  power  of  others, 
or  because  they  are  too  far  away  from 
their  property  and  do  not  know  the 
facts.  I  shall  not  allude  farther  to  these 
exceptions,  because  I  want  the  House  to 
feel  what  I  feel — that  if  the  landlords 
have  the  letter  of  the  law  behind  them, 
we  must  enforce  their  rights.  Hemember 
this,  if  the  landlords  carry  out  the  letter 
of  the  law,  the  Irish  Oovemment  must 
enforce  the  landlords'  legal  rights.  We 
must  do  this,  because,  whatever  may  be 
the  hardship  to  the  tenant,  that  does  not 
equal  the  evil  of  allowing  the  law  to  be 
disregarded  and  disobeyed. 

Now,  you  may  say,  with  these  facts 
before  you,  why  did  you  not  brin^  in 
this  Bill  at  the  beginning  of  this  Session  ? 
You  knew  the  distress — you  knew  the 
meaning  of  the  Land  Act — ^you  knew  the 
relative  positions  of  the  Ulster  tenant  and 
the  non-Ulster  tenant.  Well,  we  did  not 
do  so  because  we  hoped  that  we  might  put 
off  legislation  until  we  had  all  the  facts 
before  us,  and  knew howtheLand  Act  was 
working,  and  then  we  might  bring  it  be- 
fore the  House,  and  inq^uire  how  far  it  re- 
quired amendment.  Then,  it  may  be  said, 
**  If  you  did  not  bring  it  in  then,  why 
have  you  brought  it  in  now  ?  "  Well, 
for  this  reason — ^that  we  found  we  could 
wait  no  longer.  Facts  are  accumulat- 
ing upon  us.  Evictions  have  increased 
and  are  increasing — I  have  here  the 
figures  as  to  the  evictions  the  Oonsta- 
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bnlary  have  had  to  conduct — ^thej  are 
not  all  that  have  been  effected,  only 
those  in  which  the  aid  of  the  Gonstabu- 
larj  h£is  been  required — and  I  deduct 
from  them  all  the  cases  where  the  evicted 
tenant  has  been  re-admitted — this  list, 
moreover,  has  nothing  to  do  with  process- 
serving.  The  average  evictions  for  the 
five  years  ending  in  1877  was  503  for 
each  year;  in  1878  the  number  of  evic- 
tions was  743;  in  1879  it  was  1,098; 
and  up  to  the  20th  of  June  in  the  pre- 
sent year  it  has  been  1,078. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN:  How  many  of 
these  evictions  were  for  non-payment  of 
rent? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  cannot  say 
exactly,  but  I  know  that  a  very  large 
portion  of  them  have  been  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent.  Well,  with  this  excep- 
tional increase  of  evictions  has  come  the 
necessity  of  using  an  exceptional  amount 
of  force  to  carryout  the  law.  Now,  I 
take  merely  the  West  Biding  of  Oalway. 
Since  the  1st  of  January  in  tiiis  year,  the 
number  employed  in  protecting  process- 
servers  has  been  107  officers  of  Con- 
stabulary and  8,300  men,  and  16  officers 
and  626  men  in  carrying  out  actual  evic- 
tions; there  have  been  from  40  to  50 
oases  of  process-serving,  and  12  of  actual 
evictions.  I  have  read  these  figures, 
because  I  want  the  House  to  sym- 
pathize with  the  Oovemment  in  this 
matter.  I  want  them  to  see  how  we  find 
it  to  be  serious.  Three  or  four  Sundays 
ago  I  was  informed  that  87  processes 
would  have  to  be  served  upon  a  village 
in  the  wildest  part  of  Gkuway,  where 
there  was  a  very  poor  tenantry  and  very 
few  roads,  and  in  which  village  there 
had  been  an  effectual  resistance  in  the 
spring  of  this  year.  I  was  told  that  150 
men  were  told  off  for  the  duty,  and  that 
the  probability  was  that  they  would  be 
resisted  and  would  have  to  fire  their 
way  through  the  mob.  Of  course,  I  did 
what  any  man  in  my  position  would 
do.  I  gave  directions  at  once  that 
the  process-server  must  be  protected  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duties,  but  that 
every  possible  care  must  be  taken  to 
avoid  collision  between  the  people  and 
the  Constabulary,  and  that,  therefore, 
a  force  must  be  sent  out  which  would 
make  resistance  hopeless;  and  if  the 
Constabulary  was  considered  insufficient, 
the  aid  of  the  military  must  be  called  in. 
The  result  was  that  a  large  force  of  Con- 
stabulaiy — a  force  of  200  men  well  led — 

Mr.  W.  B.  nriUr 


were  sent  down,  and  proceedings  were 
conducted  with  the  greatest  success.   If 
there  had  not  been  enough  of  men  there 
might  have  been  something  approaching 
a  battie.    What  happened,  however*  on 
that  same  day  in  another  village  in  Qal- 
way  not  far  off  ?     A  force  of  60  men 
went  with  another  process-server^Iwas 
not  previously  informed — but  the  force 
was  not  strong  enough  to  prevent  re- 
sistance, and  the  consequence  was  that 
the  Constabulary  had  to  charge  through 
the  mob  with  their  swords  drawn.   I 
am  glad  to  hear  that  no  one  was  killed^ 
though  several  were  wounded ;  but  I  trust 
none  of  the  wounds  were  serious.    Two 
days  before  that,  100  men  wereengag^ 
at  no  great  distance  in  seeing  an  eject- 
ment carried  out.    I  am  not  going  to 
condemn  the  landlords  upon  anv  one  of 
these  occasions,  and  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  the  law  must  be  enforced ;  but  what 
I  want  the  House  to  consider  is,  whether, 
with  facts  such  as  these  before  them, 
they  will  not  make  such  modification  ii^ 
the  present  law  as  will  carry  out  the 
spirit  of  the  Luid  Act,  so  that  we  may 
be  enabled  to  carry  out  the  law  with 
a  clear  conscience  ? 

I  cannot  sit  down  without  saving  a 
word  or  two  with  reference  to  the  oh- 
jections  that  either  have  been  or  may 
be  raised  to  this  Bill.  It  has  been  said 
that,  in  introducing  this  measure,  we  are 
making  a  concession  to  what  is  called 
the  Anti-Bent  agitation.  I  must  here 
remark  that  there  are  very  few  agita- 
tions for  which  there  is  absolutely  no 
groimd.  There  are  very  few  cases  of 
great  smoke  where  there  is  absolutely 
no  fire.  My  belief  is  that  by  passing  thifl 
measure  we  shall  be  putting  out  the  fire, 
and  doing  very  much  to  destroy  the  agita- 
tion. Do  not  let  hon.  Members  suppose 
for  a  moment  that  I  approve  of  this  agita- 
tion— ^I  deeply  lament  it — I  deeply  con- 
demn it.  If  any  Oentiemen  here  have 
been  promoters  of  that  agitation — I  beg 
them  to  recollect  that  if  they  have  ever 
been  at  meetings,  and  have  used  any  ex- 
pressions which  would  give  these  p<H>' 
people,  who  have  got  the  distreaa  o^ 
centuries  rankling  in  their  minds,  the 
notion  for  a  moment  that  they  ccul^ 
resist  the  law,  or  that  thev  woiild  have 
the  slightest  success  in  such  an  attempt* 
they  could  not  by  any  possibility  l/e 
doing  them  a  greater  harm  or  be  incur- 
ring a  ffreater  responsibility.  I  do  not, 
know   that  I    can    better  express  snj 
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opinion  on  this  subject  than  by  reading 
the  following  extract  from  the  Flag  if 
Ir$iandf  whidi  certainly  is  not]  written 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land. 

Ma.  PABNELL  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  wonld  also  state  tiaat 
^at  newspaper  did  not  represent  the 
Lrish  Land  Leagne. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  When  the 
hon.  Member  hears  the  extract  read,  he 
will  see  that  it  is  unnecessary  to  point 
out  that  &ot.  The  extract,  which  ap- 
peared on  the  19th  of  tiiis  month,  is  as 
follows : — 

*'A  repretentatiTe  of  the  Land  League,  at  a 
meeting  held  last  Sunday,  laid  that  the  League 
*  had  in  liew  a  set  of  objects,  and  if  they  en- 
abled them  to  carry  oat  those  objects  they 
would  make  the  pxopertr  of  Irish  Isodlords  so 
worthless  that  they  would  leave  it  with  them.' 
These  objects  were  that  they  should  endeavour 
to  '  keep  a  grip '  of  their  holdings,  and  that  no 
one  should  be  allowed  to  take  a  farm  from 
which  a  tenant  had  been  ejected.  Their 
American  friends,  he  said,  were  going  to  work 
in  the  right  way.  '  They  could  not  send  them 
arms,  but  they  could  send  that  which  created 
arms — money,  and  he  trusted  they  would  band 
together  and  agitate  and  oraanise  for  the  total 
extinction  of  landlords' — ^by  'constitutional 
agitation,'  of  course.  We  say  deliberately  that 
talk  such  as  this  is  iniquitous.  To  goad  an 
unharmed  and  helpless  people,  by  thinly- veiled 
incitements  like  this,  to  deeds  for  the  attainment 
of  objects  which  are  unattainable— which  must 
bring  ruin,  swift  and  sudden,  upon  themselves 
and  their  families — ^is  entirely  unjustifiable,  and 
the  men  who  do  this  incur  very  grave  responsi- 
WKty." 

I  cannot  leave  this  matter  without  mak- 
ing some  allusion  to  what  has  happened 
in  the  West  of  Ireland.  There  haye  been 
many  bad  cases  of  great  cruelty  to  tenants 
who  have  paid  rent,  or  who  have  taken 
holdings  f2X>m  which  others  have  been 
evicted;  and,  in  order  to  injure  their 
owners,  there  has  been  great  cruelty  to 
helpless  and  unoffending  animals.  A 
subject  I  do  not  like  to  talk  about  is 
the  way  in  which  the  anger  of  men  has 
been  gratified  by  maiming  and  torturing 
dumb  animals ;  but  why  do  I  refer  to 
this  ?  These  men  are  not  well  taught — 
they  have  the  teaching  of  centuries  of 
wrong  to   guide  them,    but  there  are 

fentlemen  goinff  among  them  who  have 
een  well  taught,  and  who  know  well 
what  to  tell  these  men ;  and  I  feel  it  my 
dutjr  to  say  that  I  have  looked  in  vain — 
and,  because  in  vain,  with  deep  regret — 
to  the  speeches  of  those  gentlemen  who 
baye   addressed  th«se  people  for  any 


denunciation  of  these  outrages,  and  fbr 
any  word  informing  their  hearers  tibat, 
however  unjust  they  may  think  the 
law  to  be,  yet  that  there  are  duties 
owing  to  tiieir  feUow-men,  and  even  to 
beasto.  I  find  myself  confronted  now 
with  what  I  said  on  this  matter  when  I 
was  not  in  Office ;  but  I  do  not  see  Uie 
slightestreason  to  charge  me  with  having 
changed  mv  views  or  action.  I  saia 
then  what  I  say  now — that  the  law  must 
be  maintained — that  individual  outrages 
against  law  ought  to  be  denounced  by  the 
mends  of  those  who  suffer  firom  what 
they  consider  to  be  bad  laws,  not  merely 
because  of  the  highest  interests  of 
justice,  but  because  of  the  interest  of 
those  men  themselves ;  but  I  also  said 
that  the  House  of  Oommons  and  Parlia- 
ment ought  to  consider  with  the  utmost 
fairness  and  impartiality  any  measure 
brought  forward  for  a  change  in  the 
law.  Well,  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  has  brought  for- 
ward an  amendment  of  the  law,  involv* 
ing  a  considerable  change  in  the  Land 
Act.  It  is,  to  some  extent,  an  improve- 
ment, but  it  ffoes  much  farther  than  we 
think  it  ought  to  go,  and,  to  a  great 
extent,  it  is  not  an  improvement;  and 
we  think  it  our  duty  to  oppose  it.  I 
have  seen  it  stated  in  many  places  that 
we  ought  not  to  have  consiaered  that 
Bill  for  one  moment,  because  it  was 
brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member 
and  those  who  act  with  him.  We  do 
not  think  so.  We  are  not  responsible 
for  the  hon.  Member  and  his  Friends-^ 
we  should  be  sorry  to  be  so;  but  we 
cannot  forget  that  they  are  Members  of 
Parliament  representing  these  very  dis- 
tricts that  are  distressed,  and  we  are 
boimd  to  hear  them  and  give  the  ftiUest 
consideration  to  what  they  say.  We  are 
bound  to  take  into  account  the  fact  that 
an  amendment  of  the  Land  Act  has  been 
proposed  by  an  hon.  Member  from  one 
of  the  districts  that  are  suffering  most  at 
the  present  time.  But  it  is  said  we  ought 
at  once  to  have  declared  that  we  were 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  the  Bill, 
instead  of  waiting  for  it  to  be  discussed. 
So  we  should  if,  as  some  suppose,  it  had 
been  a  Bill  for  simply  enacting  that  there 
should  be  compensation  in  all  cases  of 
ejectment  for  non-pa3rment  of  rent.  But 
the  Bill  did  not  do  this ;  it  referred  to  the 
Land  Act,  and  thereby  brought  in  inci- 
dentally the  discretion  given  to  the  Judge, 
and  we  were,  therefore,  bound  to  con* 
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sider  how  far  it  brongbt  it  in.  We  haye 
oonsidered  the  hon.  Member  for  Majo's 
Bill,  and  we  oppose  it,  because  it  is  mis- 
leading, and  would  give  tenants  the  idea 
that  they  would  get  more  than  thej  could 
really  obtain;  and  we  also  oppose  it  be- 
cause we  think  this  is  not  the  time  for 
permanent  legislation.  We  adhere  to 
the  opinion  which,  as  the  organ  of  the 
GK>yemment,  I  expressed  earlier  in  the 
Session.  We  do  not  think  this  is  a  year 
for  permanent  legislation  on  the  subject 
of  the  Land  Act.  But  we  accompany 
this  temporary  BOl  with  the  declaration 
that  we  propose  the  appointment  of  a 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  work- 
ing of  the  Land  Act,  and  we  hope  to 
get  a  Beport  from  this  Commission  as 
speedily  as  the  T>roper  prosecution  of 
their  inquiry  will  make  possible.  In 
bringing  forward  this  Bill,  I  wish  the 
House  to  understand  that  it  is  done  to 
meet  what  we  consider  urgent  distress  in 
certain  districts  during  the  present  and, 
perhaps,  the  succeeding  year.  But  it 
will  leave  the  House  perfectly  free  and 
uncommitted ;  so  that  whatever  may  be 
the  result  of  these  inquiries,  and  what- 
ever may  be  the  opinions  of  the  House 
or  the  Covemment  with  regard  to 
them,  the  House  and  the  Gbvemment 
will  be  perfectly  free  to  take  what- 
ever course  they  may  think  fit.  It 
may  be  that,  as  the  result  of  this  in- 
quiry, the  House  may  return  to  or  rather 
establish  perfect  freedom  of  contract  be- 
tween the  buyer  and  the  seller — between 
the  landlord  and  the  tenant.  I  myself 
do  not  expect  this ;  I  doubt  whether  we 
shall  find  that  both  parties  are  abso- 
lutely free.  The  House  may  declare 
that  a  landlord  is  able  to  do  what  he 
likes  with  his  land,  just  as  he  may  do 
what  he  likes  with  his  money  in  the 
Funds — that  is,  it  may  repeal  the  present 
Land  Act.  I  do  not  expect  that.  Or 
the  House  may  declare  that,  putting  aside 
the  present  exceptional  circumstances,  it 
is  beist  not  to  interfere  with  the  Land  Act. 
Or,  lastly,  the  House  may  favourably 
consider  the  extension  of  the  Ulster 
Tenant  right,  or  some  one  of  the  other 
changes  proposed.  But,  however  that 
may  be,  the  House  is  left  absolutely 
uncommitted.  Do  not  let  anyone  thins 
that  he  is  giving  his  vote  for  or  against 
anything  except  a  proposal  to  meet  pre- 
sent circumstances.  As  to  its  effects,  it 
will,  to  my  mind,  improve  the  position 
of  the  reasonable  landlord,  insuring,  as 
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it  does,  the  carrying  out  of  just  tenns 
between  landlord  and  tenant.  I  do  not 
believe  it  will  even  put  the  unreasonable 
landlord  in  a  much  worse  position  than 
he  is.  Policemen  cannot  by  any  means 
insure  that  a  process  shall  be  served. 
Whether  by  the  collusion  of  the  process- 
servers,  or  from  some  other  cause,  it  is 
very  difficult,  in  present  eiroumstances, 
to  get  the  law  carried  out.  Is  it  likely, 
then,  that  the  landlord  who  has  to  suflfer 
from  difficulties  of  that  kind,  will  suffer 
from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  ?  There  is 
great  distressin Donegal,  but  we  have  had 
no  difficulty.  Donegal  is  almost  entirely 
under  Ulster  Tenant  right,  and  in  Done- 
gal no  necessity  exists  for  sending  small 
armies  with  the  process-servers.  Why 
is  this  ?  Because  there  is  some  possihla 
compensation;  because  the  Donegal 
tenant  has  some  hope  of  his  rights  re- 
ceiving due  attention.  Insteaa  of  en- 
dangering property,  this  makes  it  more 
safe,  and  thus  the  strain  of  this  year  ii 
borne.  With  regard  to  the  discretionaiy 
power  to  be  given  to  the  County  Court 
Judges,  I  am,  on  the  whole,  perfectly 
surprised  to  find  how  little  complaint 
there  has  been  made — ^in  a  oountiy 
where  complaints  are  not  uncommon^ 
against  the  action  of  the  County  Court 
Judges.  I  now  ask  hon.  Members  who 
criticize  adversely  the  provisions  of  thii 
Bill  to  put  themselves  in  the  position  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  and  myself.  We 
have  to  conduct  the  government  of  Ire* 
land,  and  we  must  take  the  responsibility. 
We  find  distress  not  only  existing,  bat 
acknowledged — ^not  only  oy  the  previous 
Oovemment,  but  by  the  recent  Act  of 
the  last  Parliament-— and  claiming  most 
urgently  our  consideration.  We  find,  at 
the  same  time,  that  with  this  diBtreea 
there  are  many  evictions,  and  that  they 
are  increasing.  We  feel  bound  to  cany 
out  the  law,  and  enforce  these  evictiooa 
with  any  exercise  of  force  however 
severely  they  may  press  upon  this  dis- 
tressed people.  So  long  as  I  remain 
where  I  am,  and  that  law  exists,  it 
will  be  my  hard  duty  to  enforce  it» 
because  nothing  can  work  so  much  harm 
in  Ireland  as  to  allow  the  law  to  he 
disobeyed  or  disregarded.  At  any  exer- 
cise of  force  we  must  enforce  the  law. 
And  mark  what  I  am  going  to  say — let 
the  House  realize  our  responsibility,  in 
order  that  they  may  realize  its  own.  We 
must  enforce  the  law,  even  at  the  cost  of 
life.    On  the  other  hand,  we  find  a  fed* 
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ing  of  injustice;  and,  looking  at  the 
Lcuid  Act,  we  believe,  that  under  the 
ciroumstances  of  this  year,  its  spirit  can 
only  be  carried  out  by  such  a  modifi- 
cation, in  its  letter  as  we  are  now  propos- 
ing. We  make  this  proposal,  guarded 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  cannot,  as  we 
belieye  we  can  prove,  work  injustice  to 
tiie  reasonable  landlord,  and  will  hardly 
leave  the  unreasonable  landlord  in  a 
worse  position  than  he  is  in  if  he  tries  to 
■train  the  law ;  and  we  make  this  pro- 
posal so  that  it  does  not  conmiit  the 
House,  but  leaves  it  perfectly  ^e  to 
deal  with  the  subject  when  it  gets  before 
it  all  the  facts,  and,  we  may  trust,  with- 
out the  exceptional  and  painful  circum- 
stances of  this  year.  On  our  part,  we 
are  forced  to  declare  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  not  permitting  this  temporary 
and,  as  we  conceive,  this  necessary  modi- 
fication of  the  law  must  rest  upon  Par- 
liament, and  not  upon  us.  For  my  own 
part,  I  feel  confident  that  the  House  of 
Uommons  will  not  take  upon  itself  that 
responsibilihr.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bm. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (JTf.  W.  E.  FortUr.) 

Mb.  OHAPUN  :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  in  the  closing  sentences  of 
his  speech,  appealed  to  the  House  for 
sympathy  in  the  position  in  which  he 
finds  the  Gh>vemment  is  placed.  I  think 
the  Government  indeed  require,  if  they 
do  not  deserve,  that  ^rmpathy ;  and  on 
every  personal  fl;rouna  I  can  assure  the 
ri^t  hon.  GenUeman  that  he  has  mine 
with  great  sincerity.  But,  politically 
apeakug,  and  with  regard  to  tne  course 
which  Uie  Gt)vemment  has  pursued, 
there  is,  I  regret  to  tell  him,  absolutely 
none.  I  think  that  the  course  pursued 
from  first  to  last  by  the  Government, 
with  regard  to  this  measure,  is,  perhaps, 
the  chief  and  the  greatest  blunder  of  a 
Session  which  consists,  I  am  afraid,  of 
little  else  than  blunders.  The  right  hon. 
€kntleman  tells  us  of  the  distress  in 
Ireland.  I  will  not  yield  to  him  for  one 
moment  in  my  sympathy  for  the  dis- 
tressed people  in  that  country.  There 
is  something,  I  always  think,   in  the 

aualities,  the  history,  and  the  race  of 
le  people  of  that  country  which  appeals 
to  tne  imagination  and  which  touches 
the   hearts  of  their  fellow-oountrymen 


in  England.  But  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  dear.  It  is  no  kindness  that 
you  do  them,  but  the  most  cruel  in- 
jury, when,  by  propositions  of  this  kind, 
you  fire  their  quick  and  sensitive  imagi- 
nations, and  excite  in  their  minds  feel- 
ings, hopes,  and  delusive  expectations 
which  the  Government  know,  as  well  as 
I  know,  it  is  impossible  can  ever  be  ful- 
filled. The  duty  of  the  Government  at 
this  time  is  clear.  They  have  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland.  Let  them  do  it  with 
a  liberal  and,  if  necessary,  with  a  lavish 
hand.  Let  them  come,  if  necessary,  to 
Parliament  again  and  again,  and  Parlia- 
ment, I  know,  will  give  ungrudgingly 
whatever  is  needed  for  the  wants  of  me 
people  of  that  countiy.  Let  them  also 
do  that  which  is  the  nrst  duty  of  every 
Gt)vemment  in  the  world — ^let  them  en- 
force law  and  order  in  a  manner  which 
cannot  be  mistaken,  and  let  them  give 
security  for  life,  for  peace,  and  for  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  Is  there  that  security 
to-day?  It  is  for  the  Government  to 
make  answer  to  that  question;  and  if 
there  is  not,  then  I  tell  them  that  great 
is  the  responsibility  which  rests  upon 
them  at  this  moment.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  will  acknowledge  the  importance 
of  the  statement  which  has  just  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
is  a  statement  in  reference  to  a  measure 
of  which  I  shall  say  this — and  my 
views  are  not  shaken  in  the  least  by  the 
sanguine  anticipations  or  assurances  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  it 
touches,  and,  indeed,  assails,  the  rights 
of  property  in  Ireland  directly,  and  in- 
directly the  rights  of  property  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  is  one  which  departs  entirely  from 
every  principle  of  legislation  which  has 
hitherto  been  sanctioned  and  admitted 
in  civilized  society  in  the  country  and  in 
the  age  in  which  we  live.  lHurmurt.^ 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  do  not  agree 
with  my  opinion  they  will  have  an  opor- 
tunity  of  answering  me  afterwards ;  but 
I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  conclude  my 
obserrations.  Under  these  circumstances, 
I  confess  it  would  have  been  more  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  and  certainly  to 
m3rself,  if,  following  the  more  usual  and 
ordinary  practice  in  regard  to  questions 
of  this  great  and  vital  importance,  this 
statement  had  been  made  on  the  first 
introduction  of  the  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  no  reason 
for  departing  from  that  oourse,  and,  con- 
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sequently,  there  is  no  other  course  open 
to  U8  to-day  except  to  bow  to  that  deci- 
Bion  with  the  protest  which  I  make.  The 
House  will  recollect  that  the  introduction 
of  this  measure  is  a  new  and  a  complete 
departure  from  the  views  announced  by 
the  Gbvemment  earlier  in  the  Session. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  not  only  told 
us  he  did  not  intend  to  introduce  an  Irish 
Land  Bill  or  to  deal  with  the  Irish  Land 
Question  during  the  present  Session ;  but 
he  gave  us  most  admirable  and  convinc- 
ing reasons  in  support  of  that  wise  de- 
cision on  the  part  of  the  Gbvemment. 
He  told  us  that  the  Land  Question  was 
one  with  which  it  is  exceedingly  difficult 
to  deal  in  a  comprehensive  manner,  and 
that,  therefore,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
deal  with  it  in  the  remainder  of  the  Ses- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  to  introduce  a  Ten  Minutes'  Bill 
would  be,  in  his  opinion,  an  unwise  course 
to  adopt,  thourii  it  seems  to  be  that  that 
is  almost  exacfly  what  he  has  now  done. 
He  said  that  if  such  a  Bill  as  the  ad 
interim  BOl  proposed  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber from  Ireland  had  been  introduced 
by  the  Oovemment,  that  every  branch 
of  the  questions  connected  with  Irish 
Land  would  have  to  be  thoroughly  dis- 
cussed. The  ri^t  hon.  Gentleman  fur- 
ther said  that  the  Irish  Land  Question  was 
just  one  of  those  questions  with  which  it 
was  impossible  to  deal  without  a  eeneral 
knowl^ge of  principles  and  a  f ullknow- 
ledge  of  details,  and  that  if  any  mistake' 
were  made  as  to  the  actual  condition  of 
the  countxy,  the  whole  matter  might  be 
thrown  into  a  state  of  confusion  that 
would  probably  do  infinitely  more  harm 
than  good ;  and  he  showed  conclusively 
to  the  House  that  the  Government  did 
not  possess  this  information,  for  almost 
immediately  afterwards  he  intimated  to 
the  House  the  intention  of  the  Gk)vem- 
ment  to  appoint  a  Hoyal  Commission  for 
the  express  purpose  of  obtaining  that 
information  m  which  he  acknowledged 
that  the  Gk)vemment  were  deficient. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  have  lis- 
tened with  the  utmost  interest  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to-day,  in  order 
to  learn  what  are  the  reasons  which 
have  brought  about  this  change  of  policy 
on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and 
which  have  induced  them,  almost  at 
a  moment's  notice,  to  submit  to  Parlia- 
ment a  measure  of  this  most  extreme 
and  most  alarming  character.  First, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tells  us  that 
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the  Government  were  mainl  j  induced  to 
introduce  the  Bill  on  aooount  of  the 
evictions.  I  asked  at  onoe,  across  the 
House,  how  far  have  the  number  of 
evictions  increased  since  the  commence- 
ment of  the  Session  ?  That  question  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  unable  to 
answer.  So  it  is  established  to  the  House 
that  the  increasing  number  of  evictions 
form  no  reason  whatever  for  this  change 
of  policy  on  their  part.  They  knew  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session,  when 
they  decided  not  to  introduce  the  mea- 
sure as  well  as  they  know  now,  that 
exictions  were  increasing ;  and  they  are 
unable  to  say  now  if  there  has  been  any 
further  increase  since  their  first  inten- 
tion was  announced.  With  regard,  also, 
to  evictions  increasing  in  Ir^and,  that 
is  one  of  my  chief  causes  of  complaint 
against  this  Bill.  Why,  it  is  the  antici- 
pation of  these  revolutionary  proDOsak 
on  your  part  that  is  driving  the  lanalords 
of  Ireland,  in  self-defence,  to  make  these 
evictions,  and  to  rescue  their  property 
from  what  they  believe  will  be  complete 
annihilation.  If  the  evictions  have  influ- 
enced you  at  all,  they  are,  in  consider- 
able measure,  owing  to  youjrselves.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  say  he 
had  no  intention  of  surprising  us,  and 
of  springing  upon  us  anything  in  the 
nature  of  a  surprise.  I  entirely  acquit 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  of  that  inten- 
tion. Then,  he  said,  unless  I  mis- 
understood him,  that  this  measure  was 
necessary,  because,  otherwise,  he  was 
convinced  that  Ireland  must  be  governed 
by  martial  law.  Why,  what  a  com- 
mentary this  is  on  the  policy  which  was 
pursued  10  years  ago.  Next,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  speak  of 
Clause  9,  and  he  endeavoured  to  show 
to  the  House  that  the  principle  con- 
tained in  this  Bill  was  contained  in 
Clause  9  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  It 
is  all  verv  well  to  say  that ;  but,  unless 
I  am  entirely  mistaken,  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  is  very  considerably 
in  error.  Clause  9  of  the  Land  Act  re- 
ferred exclusively  to  tenancies  in  the 
past.  When  that  clause  was  being  dis- 
cussed, the  present  Prime  Minister  said 
— **  Nothing  would  induce  them  to  apply 
anything  of  the  kind  to  the  future."  ^d 
Lord  Carlingford  (then  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortosoue)  remarked — 

"The  clante  had  no  referenot  whateTtr  to 
tenanoiet  created  after  the  paiaing  of  the  Aet, 
It  wai  entirely  oonihied  to  tae  patft" 
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Therefore,  this  argument  of  the  right 
hon.  Gtontileman  fell  to  the  ground. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  pointed 
to  the  Ulster  custom,  by  which  the 
tenant  gets  his  oompensauon,  and,  no 
doubt,  ne  does  get  compensation.  But 
there  is  an  important  distinction  between , 
tenants  under  the  custom  in  Ulster  and 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland.  Under  the 
Ulster  custom,  he  buys  his  right  when 
he  comes  in,  and  is  paid  for  it  when  he 
goes  out  ;•  while  in  other  parts  of  the 
country,  he  would,  under  the  Land  Act, 
have  a  claim  for  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, whether  he  had  purchased  the 
goodwill  on  entiy  or  not.  This  is  the 
distinction  between  the  two  cases ;  and 
the  argument  with  regard  to  the  Ulster 
custom,  therefore,  fiaUs  to  the  ground. 
Again,  though  I  hare  listened  to  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  great  at- 
tention, I  can  find  nothing  in  his  speech 
to  account  for  the  sudden  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  Gbyemment, 
or  to  remove  in  the  least  the  objection  I 
have  to  the  nature  and  character  of  this 
measure.  What  is  the  effect  of  the 
Bill?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
told  the  House  this  afternoon  that  I 
hold,  and  have  always  held,  that  the 
principle  of  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  the  worst  and  most  vicious  feature  in 
the  Irish  Land  Act.  I  acknowledge  and 
entirely  adhere  to  that  opinion.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  his 
version  of  the  meaning  of  compensation 
for  disturbance.  Now,  there  must  be 
many  hon.  Members  in  the  House  who 
do  not  remember  the  discussions  on  that 
principle  when  the  Bill  of  1870  was 
being  passed ;  and  as  some  of  them,  pro- 
bably, do  not  realize  the  true  purport 
and  meaning  of  the  principle,  perhaps 
I  may  be  permitted  to  give  my  version 
of  it  also.  I  am  not  speaking  now  of 
compensation  for  improvements,  of  what 
would  be  called  tenant  right  in  England, 
in  the  direction  of  which  few  men  would 
probably  be  disposed  to  go  further  than 
myself.  Compensation  for  improve- 
ments is  one  thing,  compensation  for 
disturbance  is  another.  The  improve- 
ments which  a  tenant  makes  on  a  farm 
are  provided  for  elsewhere,  in  the  4th 
clause  of  the  Land  Act,  largely  and 
liberally,  as  they  ought  to  be,  and  espe- 
cially in  the  case  of  Ireland,  where, 
owing  to  the  immense  competition  for 
land,  the  tenant  is  in  a  worse  position 
to  make  a  fair  bargain  with  his  landlord 
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than  in  England.  But  over  and  above 
his  compensation  for  improvements,  and 
after  he  has  been  repaid  for  everything 
which  he  has  spent  upon  his  farm,  the 
tenant  ia  entitled  in  Iceland,  under  the 
3rd  clause,  to  a  further  claim  besides, 
to  what  is  called  **  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance,'' a  principle  by  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  apparently  desired  to  give  to 
the  tenant  a  proprietary  interest  in  the 
soil,  and  did;  in  fact,  entitle  him  to  levy 
on  the  landlord  a  fine,  amounting  in  some 
cases  to  seven  years'  rent,  or  one-third  of 
the  value  of  the  fee  simple  of  the  land. 
It  is  to  that  principle,  to  which  I  ob- 
jected from  the  first  that  it  was  indefen- 
sible and  inexpedient,  that  I  renew  my 
objections  more  strongly  than  before, 
after  10  years'  experience  of  its  actual 
operation.  Let  me  point  out  to  the 
Mouse  a  few  of  the  extravagances  to 
which  some  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
may  lead.  I  need  not  remind  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen that  the  position  of  the  occupier 
of  the  soil  in  Ireland  is  one  very  eagerly 
soufi;ht  after,  and  that  the  privilege  of 
holding  a  farm  is  very  highly  prized. 
But  we  must  remember  that  it  is  the 
landlord  who  first  confers  this  privile^ 
upon  the  tenant ;  and  it  seems  to  me  ab- 
solutely monstrous  to  make  a  landlord 
compensate  a  tenant  for  the  loss  or  rather 
the  non-continuance  of  a  privilege  which 
in  the  first  instance  emanated  from  him- 
self. You  might  as  well—- or,  perhaps, 
even  with  more  justice—compensate  a 
man  for  the  refusal  of  a  farm  in  the  first 
instance,  and  with  this  additional  good 
reason — ^that  while  in  the  first  case  he 
has  enjoyed  the  profits  of  the  farm  for 
years,  in  the  latter  he  would  have  no 
chance  of  making  any  profits  at  all. 
This  is  the  first  absurditv  to  which  we 
are  logically  driven  by  the  principle  of 
compensation  for  disturbance.  I  may 
venture  to  quote  the  opinion  of  a  very 
high  authority  on  the  subject.  Judge 
Longfield  says  with  reference  to  this 
measure — 

*'  The  landlord  under  the  Bill  may  be  called 
upon  to  pay  seven  years'  purchase  for  ti^kins^ 
back  from  the  tenant  a  possession  which  he  had 
delivered  to  the  same  tenant  without  receiving 
anything." 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say— 

'<  He  is  liable  to  be  called  on  to  pay  £70,  the 
whole  rent  that  he  had  received ;  and  the  tenant, 
who  need  not  have  laid  out  a  penny^oQ  the  land, 
will  have  had  the  enjoyment  of  it  for  seven 
years  rent  free." 
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Again^  take  the  case  of  a  tenant  holding 
a  farm  at  £10  a-year  for  three  years,  at 
the  end  of  which  time,  after  he  has  paid 
£30,  he  is  evicted,  (hi  eviction  he  im- 
mediately claims  £70 — that  is  to  say,  he 
holds  his  farm  for  three  years  for  no- 
thing, and  finally  receives  a  bonus  of 
£40  for  doing  so.  What  I  have  stated 
justifies  in  some  degree  my  hostility  to 
the  principle  of  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance. I  must,  however,  admit  that 
the  Land  Act  of  1 870  had  one  redeeming 
feature,  that  the  principle  of  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  not  extended 
to  cover  the  case  of  tenants  who  were 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent.  That 
exception  is  now  to  be  swept  away  by  a 
dangerous  and  alarming  piece  of  legisla- 
tion. I  should  like  to  describe  in  a  few 
words  the  chief  effects  of  the  measure  on 
property  in  Ireland  by  reading  a  state- 
ment sent  to  me  this  morning : — 

'*  The  main  reenlt  of  the  BiU,  if  passed  into 
an  Act,  will  he  to  foster  the  notion  so  sedulously 
promulgated  hy  agitators  in  Ireland,  that  every 
man  who,  hy  any  undertaking  or  promise,  has 
induced  another  to  put  him  into  possession  of 
lands  becomes  thereupon  endowed  with  a  right 
to  retain  that  possession,  though  he  may  viohite 
the  promises  bjr  which  it  was  procured.  It  gives 
pubfio  recognition  to  the  principle  that  there  is 
nothin«^  dishonest,  nothing  of  which  a  Member 
of  Parliament  need  be  ashuned,  in  taking  from 
one  party  to  a  contract  a  substantial  portion  of 
his  property,  unless  he  will  allow  the  other  to 
violate  his  side  of  it  with  impunity.  During  the 
period  named  for  the  operauon  of  the  Act,  it  is 
plain  that  in  those  parts  of  Ireland  to  which  the 
Bill  refers  no  ejectment  can  be  brought  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  or  any  other  cause,  unless  at 
the  risk  of  a  heavy  loss  on  the  part  of  tibe  land- 
lord.  In  Ireland,  ejectment  is  the  only  remedy 
in  the  vast  majority  of  cases  for  the  recovery  of 
land,  the  ront  of  which  is  now  deliberately  and  in 
concert  withheld  by  man^  tenants  perfectly  able 
to  pay.  To  this  combination,  notorious  and 
boasted  of,  it  is  proposed  to  give  a  triumph  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  Nearly  all  landowners  have 
charges  on  their  property  which  can  only  be  met 
out  of  rents  as  they  are  received.  Jointures, 
younger  children,  mortgagees,  must  all,  under  the 
proposed  legislation,  be  left  without  their  in- 
comes until  they  shall  have  suoceeded  in  forcing 
the  depreciated  estate  of  the  involuntary  de- 
faulting landowner  to  judicial  sale  at  a  sacrifice 
ruinous  to  him  and  perhaps  to  themselves.** 

That  reminds  me  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  omitted  to  answer  in  his 
speech  a  question  put  to  him  with  re- 
gard to  the  effect  of  the  measure  on 
mortgages,  and  I  hope  he  will  give  us 
some  explanations  on  this  point.  I 
know  on  good  authority  of  a  case  in 
which  £15,000  was  to  be  raised  by  mort- 
gage on  a  certain  estate  in  Ireland,  and 
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the  solicitor  for  the  mortgagee  imme- 
diately drew  back  on  the  announcement 
of  the  Bill,  and  on  finding  that  the  estate 
in  question  was  within  the  scheduled 
districts.  In  such  circumstances  as  these 
we  are  entitled  to  have  some  explanation 
of  the  course  which  the  Government 
may  intend  to  pursue  in  dealing  with 
cases  of  this  kind.  Viewing  the  mea- 
sure as  a  whole,  I  regard  it  as  unwise, 
impolitic,  and  unjust.  It  is  not  in  this 
way  that  you  will  restore  peace  and  pros- 
perity to  Ireland.  Where,  I  should  like  to 
know,  is  the  distinction  between  the  Bill 
of  the  Government  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred,  and  to  which  the  Government 
have  tardily  announced  their  oppod- 
tion  ?  The  principle  of  the  two  Bills  is 
the  same ;  and,  except  for  the  limit  of 
time,  the  schedules  of  districts,  and  the 
discretion  of  the  Courts,  there  is  no  dif- 
ference between  them  whatever.  The  hon. 
Member  for  South  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Otrey)  who  moved  the  Address  in  reply  to 
the  most  gracious  Speech  from  the 
Throne  with  an  eloquence  and  ability 
which  commanded,  and  justly  com- 
manded, for  him  compliments  from  the 
Leaders  on  both  sides  of  the  House,  and 
who,  I  believe,  inherits  with  the  name  the 
power  and  qualities  of  a  statesman  by 
aescent,  gave  public  Notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  the  House  of  Commons  to 
reject  the  measure  proposed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  I  cannot  doubt  that  I 
shall  have  the  support  and  assistance  of 
the  hon.  Member  on  this  occasion,  and  I 
will  not,  I  cannot,  believe  that  he  will 
stand  alone  upon  that  side  of  the  House. 
I  would  ask  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  I 
would  appeal  to  them  to  take  warning 
for  the  niture  from  that  which  has  hap- 
pened in  the  past.  Let  them  look  at 
the  condition  of  Ireland  to-day,  and  as 
they  look  let  them  remember  that  10 
years  ago  the  same  man  who  is  Prime 
Minister  at  this  moment  was  Prime 
Minister  then,  and  that  he  had  his  way 
and  had  his  will  almost  unchecked  in 
Ireland.  The  results  of  this  fatal  and 
reckless  policy  were  prophesied  at  that 
time,  prophesied  in  the  words  of  one 
whose  voice  must,  and  ever  will,  com- 
mand the  attention  and  respect  of  Par- 
liament, and  with  reading  them  I  will 
conclude : — 

' '  There  will  be  an  ew  giieranoe— the  payment 
of  rent :  and  the  non-paymMit  of  rent  wul  be« 
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come  a  prinoiple,  aatertad  by  the  lame  rural 
logic,  the  Btartling  oonBeque&oes  of  which  have 
filled  the  mind  of  the  country  with  s^prehen- 
sion  and  horror  almost  every  day.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  Irish  tenant — ^belonging  to  the 
very  class  that  yon  think  you  are  now  setting 
up  Dy  this  violation  of  the  fundamental  law  of 
the  country — will  he  to  this  effect: — *I  have 
lost  my  holding  because  I  did  not  pay  my  rent ; 
can  anything  be  more  flagrantly  unjust  than 
that  a  man  should  be  deprived  of  his  contingent 
right  to  a  third  of  the  freehold  because  he  does 
not  pay  his  rent  F '  That  is  a  natural  view  which 
may  lead  to  a  much  more  successful  agitation 
than  any  we  have  yet  heard  of.  The  question 
is  unanswerable ;  we  may  think  it  is  abstract- 
edly unreasonable,  but  it  is  the  necessary  re- 
sult of  our  legislation.  And  what  will  be  the 
consequence  P  Why,  that  payment  of  rent  will 
become  a  grievance,  and  you  will  find  your- 
selves in  exacfly  the  same  position  in  which  you 
are  now  placed.  There  will  be  great  com- 
plaints of  the  consolidation  of  farms,  ^preat 
complaints  of  vexatious  and  tyrannical  evictions, 
and,  on  the  other,  side  the  most  violent  means  by 
which  the  supposed  rights  of  the  occupiers  to 
property  in  the  soil  may  be  vindicated  will  be 
resorted  to.  And  so  far  from  the  improvement 
of  the  country,  so  far  from  terminating  all  these 
misunderstancHngs  and  heartburnings,  which  we 
seem  now  so  anxious  upon  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  bring  to  a  close,^' — 

[^MurmuTi.']  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  objec- 
tionable to  Irish  Members.    [''  No ! "] 

— «  you  will  have  the  same  controversies  still 
raging,  only  with  increased  acerbity,  and  under 
circumstances  and  conditions  which  inevitably 
must  lead  to  increased  bitterness  and  increased 
perils  to  society.*' — [3  Samordf  cc.  1184-5.] 

This  is  no  prophecy  by  one  who  is  wise 
only  after  the  event.  These  words  were 
spoken,  Mr.  Speaker,  upwards  of  10 
years  ago,  by  a  Member  of  this  House, 
when  the  foresight  of  a  statesman  told 
him  what  must  be  the  inevitable  results 
of  the  reckless  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  His  name  was  Mr.  I)israeli. 
His  wordsi  his  lang^uage  are  literally  ful- 
filled in  the  transactions  of  this  hour. 
Comment  upon  my  part  would  be  utterly 
superfluous.  I  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— ^I  ask  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  to  support  me  when  I  move,  as  I 
do  now,  the  rejection  of  this  most  ill- 
timed,  most  ill-advised,  and  most  un- 
righteous measure. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr,  ChapUnJ) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CHABLES  BUSSELL,  in  sup- 
porting the  Bill,  saidi  he  hoped  when  the 


hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  had 
made  himself  more  completely  master 
of  the  circumstances  in  Ireland  which 
called  for  that  legislation — which  had 
justified  that  legislation  —  he  would 
find  the  Bill  more  acceptable  than  he 
had  done  that  day.  He  was  very  glad, 
however,  to  find  English  Members  en- 
tertained themselves  with  the  considera- 
tion of  Irish  questions,  because  the  more 
they  were  entertained  the  more  they 
would  see  the  justice  of  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Qentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  would  be  prepared  in  a  spirit  of 
sincere  generosi^to  deal  with  the  funds 
of  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress ;  but  there  he  seemed 
to  stop.  This  Bill,  however,  proposed 
to  do  something — ^although  by  a  tempo- 
rary measure — ^to  redress  the  state  of 
things  which  had  led  to  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  told  an  interesting  story  of  a 
mortgage  for  £15,000,  which  was  very 
near  completion,  but  which,  owing  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  fell  through, 
the  landlord  being  unable  to  effect  a 
loan.  If  the  views  of  the  parties  to  that 
commercial  transaction  were  based  on 
the  opinions  entertained  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  extravagant  charac- 
ter of  the  present  Bill,  he  could  well 
understand  that  the  transaction  should 
have  fallen  through.  But  it  would  pro- 
bably be  found  that  the  result  of  this 
debate,  and  especially  of  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  wouldbe  that  the  trans- 
action would  be  carried  out.  He  recog- 
nized the  perfect  consistency  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
seeing  that  he  was  an  opponent  of  the 
legislation  of  1870.  Those  who,  like 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  had  set  themselves 
against  the  legislation  of  1870,  were 
justified  in  taking  the  course  which  he 
had  taken.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  who  were  willing  to  accept 
the  legislation  of  1870  would  not  be  led 
away  by  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member.  This  was  a  Bill  which  was 
not  only  limited  in  time,  but  limited  in 
area ;  it  was  in  harmony  with  the  Bill  of 
1870,  and  was  justified  by  the  excep* 
tional  circumstances  of  the  present  time. 
Its  object  was  to  restrain  ejectments  for 
non-payment  of  rent  in  Ireland  in  a 
limited  area  and  for  a  limited  time  under 
certain  s^ngent  conditions.  And  here 
he  would  mention  what  was  not  gene-^ 
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rally  known,   that  no    such    thing  as 
ejectment    for    non-payment    of    rent 
merely  was  known  to  the  Common  Law 
or   to    the  Statute   Law  of  England. 
He  wished  to  accentuate  that  point.   But 
if  by  the  terms  of  the  compact  between 
landlord  and  tenant  there  was  a  clause 
of  re-entry,  then  upon  failure  by  the 
tenant  to  observe  the  coyenants,  amon^ 
others  pa3nnent  of  rent,   the  landlord 
had  the  right  of  ejectment.    It  followed, 
therefore,  that  in  every  case  of  letting 
which  did  not  comprise  this  clause  of 
re-entxy,  the  landlord's  remedy  was  to 
terminate  the  tenancy  by  notice.    Now 
he  wished  to  point  out  the   peculiar 
hardship  which  this  power  of  ejectment 
entailed  in  Ireland,  and  how  injuriously 
it  operated.    Even  on  the  best  man- 
aged  estates  in   Ireland  it  was  usual 
to  leave  a  half-year's  rent  in  arrear, 
which  was  called  "  a  running  gale.''   On 
well-managed  estates,  where  the  tenants 
paid  their  rents  with  some  punctuality, 
it  was  not  consididred  unreasonable  that 
the  rent  which  was  due  in  May  should 
be  paid  the  following  Christmas.    Now 
let  them  mark  the  operation  of  the  excep- 
tional law  in  Ireland  as  to  ejectments. 
Let  them  suppose  that  by  the  Ist  of 
May  following  the  tenant  was  unable 
to  pay  his  rent.    He  would  then  be  a 
year's  rent  in  arrear,  and  by  the  law  of 
Ireland — ^which  was  not  tiie  law  of  Eng- 
land— the  tenant  could  be  turned  out  of 
his  holding  by  the  landlord  without  any 
notice  to  quit  whatever,  and  the  only 
means  by  which  he  could  live  could  be 
taken  from  him  without  any  compensa- 
tion.   In  similar  cases  in  England  the 
landlord  must  give  a  year's  notice  to 
quit  ending  wim  the  year  of  tenancy. 
Was  it  Burprisinff  that  a  man  who  was 
turned    out    of    nis    farm    in    Ireland 
tinder  such  circumstances  should  leave 
it  with  a  sense  of  oppression  and  wrons 
rankling  in  his  breast  ?    He  had  lived 
there,  it  might  be  for  years;    he  had 
■pent  such  means  as  he  had  upon  it; 
he  had  spent  the  power  of  his   body 
upon  it,  and  his  children  had  labourea, 
sweated  upon  it  to  improve  it,  and  yet, 
according  to  the  law,  he  might  be  turned 
out,  as  he  had  said,  without  any  notice 
to  quit,  and  under  the  law,  as  it  now 
stood,  without  one  penny  of  compensa- 
tion  except  in  one  case,  to  which  he 
ihoold  presently  refer.      He  knew  it 
would  be  said—"  Oh,  but  landlords  of 
honour   and   character  would   not  do 
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such  things."     He  believed  not;  but 
laws  were  and  ou^ht  to  be  made  to 
restrain  the  doing  of  that  which  honour- 
able men  would  voluntarily  abstain  from 
doing.  For  his  part,  he  desired  not  to  say 
one  word  which  would  seem  to  savour  of 
an  attack  upon  the  landlords  of  Ireland. 
He  attacked  the  land  system.    He  had 
said  frequently,  looking  at  the  enor- 
mous power    which  the   law  gave  to 
the  owners  of  the  land  in  Ireluid,  the 
wonder  was  not  that  that  power  had  been 
used  so  much,  but  that  it  had  been 
abused  so  little.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Mid  Lincolnshire  had  said  that  he  did 
not  understand  what  the  Srd  section  of 
the  Act  of  1870  meant;  what  it  was  in- 
tended to  recogpiize  and  give  compensa- 
tion for.    He  would  endeavour  to  ffive 
an  answer  to  that  question.    First  of  all 
he  must  remind  the  House  that  tiiey 
were  dealing,  as  a  general  rule,  with  a 
relation  very  unlike  the  common  relation 
between  landlord  and  tenant  in  England ; 
but  they  were  dealing  in  Ireland  with  a 
relation  in  which  the  landlords  supplied 
nothing  but  the  staple  commodity  of  the 
indust^ — namely,   the  land;  and  the 
tenants  supplied  all  else  that  was  neces- 
sary to  work  the  land.    He  did  not  stop 
to  notice  the  rather  curious  language  of 
the  hon.  Member  when  he  spoke  of  the 
origin  of  this  relation  as  the  conferring 
of  the  privilege  by  the  landlord  upon 
the  tenant.     Where  was  his  rent  to  come 
from  unless  it  be  out  of  the  bone  and 
sinew  of  the  tenant  ?    The  landlord  also 
conferred  upon  the  tenant  the  privilege 
of  paying  a  full  rent !   To  his  mind  such 
language  as  that  which  had  been  used 
by  the  non.  Member  smacked  much  too 
strongly  of  the  old  feudal  days,  when  the 
landlora  was  the  lord  of  all,  and  treated 
the  men  who  dwelt  upon  the  land  very 
little  better,  in  his  estimation  of  property 
at  least,  than  the  cattle  which  grazed 
upon  the  farm.     But  these  davs  were 
happily  gone,  and  the  result  of  the  state 
of  tilings  to  which  he  had  referred  was 
to  bring    about  an  exceptional  and  a 
complex  relation  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  Ireland,  which  might  not  be 
inaptly  described  as  a  partnerSiip.  From 
that  relation  had  grown  up  to  be  recog- 
nized bv  the  moral  sense  of  mankind  a 
ri^ht  of  the  tenant  in  its  intrinsic  nature 
— m  the  first  foimdation  upon  which  it 
rested  as  truly  property  as  the  fee  simple 
of  the  laadiora  itself.     He  need  not 
point  out  that  that  was  an  interest  whi(A 
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the  law  had  recogmzei,  though  tardily. 
Nor  need  he  detain  the  House  bj  point- 
iug  out  a  somewhat  analogous  case  in 
this  country,  where  rights  beginning  on 
such  slender  foundations  as  these  had 
grown  to  be  the  real  acquisition  of 
property  in  land.  What  was  the  history 
of  the  law  of  copyhold  in  England  origin- 
ally? The  loni  of  the  manor  allowed 
his  men,  who  were  the  copyholders  and 
servants,  to  dwell  on  the  land ;  they  were 
strictly  what  the  law  called  tenants  at 
the  will  of  the  landlord,  whatever  their 
early  sUUut  had  been  ;  but  owing  to  the 
fact  of  the  moral  claim  which,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  occupancy  and  their 
labour,  these  tenants  acquired  in  process 
of  time,  and  under  the  healthy  and  fos- 
tering influence  of  a  strong  public  opi- 
nion, which,  he  regretted  to  say,  was 
wanting,  to  a  great  extent,  in  Ireland, 
they  came  to  be  recognized  until  the 
copyhold  right  was  now  little  inferior  to 
the  fee  simple  right.  Nay,  that  copy- 
hold tenure  supplied  another  feature 
which  threw  some  lieht  on  the  present 
discussion.  The  lor^B  of  those  days  said 
— "  Oh,  although  we  must  recognize 
this  customary  continuance  of  occupa- 
tion, we  have  one  meaps  of  asserting 
our  rights.  When  you,  the  tenants,  who 
are  now  in  possession  of  my  land,  die,  the 
person  who  has  to  succeed  you  must 
come  to  me  for  admission,  and  I  will  bar 
the  door  against  him,  and  assert  my 
right  by  imposing  a  fine  for  admission." 
And  the  lords  of  the  manor  imposed 
those  fines.  How  were  they  restrained  ? 
Bv  the  inteUigent  action  of  the  Courts 
of  the  country,  backed  up  by  public 
opinion,  which  imposed  upon  the  land- 
lords in  that  case  the  stipulation  that  the 
fine  should  be  a  reasonable  one.  In  the 
case  of  Ireland  the  riffht  of  the  tenant 
was  tardilv  reoognizM  bv  the  Act  of 
1870,  which  he  recognized  as  the  great 
act  of  a  great  statMman;  because  al- 
though he  was  not  ^oing  to  say  that  that 
Act  was  not  defective,  yet  when  he  re- 
called the  powers  whicn  were  arrayed 
against  it,  and  the  high  assertion  of 
feudal  rights  which  even  that  day  had 
found  utterance  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  he  said 
that  too  much  credit  could  not  be  given, 
not  merely  to  the  wisdom,  but  to  the 
resolution  of  the  statesman  who  success- 
fully earned  that  legislation.  The  Act 
of  1870  recognised  the  right  on  the  part 
of  the  tenant  to  compeiMation  for  im- 


provements and  also  for  disturbance* 
that  disturbance  being  the  deprivation 
by  the  landlord  of  the  tenant  right,  or 
goodwill  which  the  man  acquired  in  his 
holding.  But  it  had  two  defects.  First 
of  all,  it  did  not  in  any  degree  meet  the 
case  of  land  which  held  to-day  at  its  fair 
value  fell  in  value,  and  next  it  suffered 
no  claim  for  compensation  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Court,  except  where  rent 
was  exorbitant.  Under  the  operation  of 
the  Act  as  it  stood  at  present  the  land- 
lord could  push  up  his  rent  shilling  by 
shilling  until  it  had  reached  the  point 
just  short  of  this  exorbitant  limit ;  and 
the  tenant  failing  then  to  pay  could  be 
turned  out  without  one  penny  of  compen- 
sation. He  said  that  was  not  just ;  but 
he  had  a  still  greater  objection  to  make. 
Section  3  unquestionably  recognized  the 
property  of  the  tenant  in  respect  of 
something  for  which  he  was  to  be  com- 
pensated if  he  was  disturbed  in  it,  but 
measured  the  extent  of  compensation 
which  he  was  to  get  in  an  extreme  case 
by  seven  years'  rent  where  the  rent  did 
not  exceed  £10.  What  he  wanted  to 
point  out  was  this — ^If  that  ri^ht,  which 
he  called  the  goodwill  of  tne  tenant, 
was  legalized  and  recognized  as  a  right 
of  property  in  the  tenant,  why,  for  one 
vear*s  non-payment  of  rent,  was  he  to 
have  confiscated  what  mijzht  be  the  six 
or  seven  years'  value  of  his  interest? 
Under  the  Ulster  tenant  right,  a  tenant 
in  arrear  of  his  rent  for  one  or  two  years 
had  a  right  to  sell  his  tenant  right  inte- 
rest ;  and  if  he  sold  it  for  many  years' 
purchase,  all  that  the  landlord  g^t  was 
his  arrears  of  his  rent,  the  tenant  re- 
ceiving the  balance.  Now,  one  other 
reason  in  favour  of  this  Bill,  which  he 
thought  was  a  small  one,  although  he 
gratefully  recognized  the  spirit  which 
had  prompted  its  introduction,  was  that 
it  would  undoubtedly  bring  the  law,  to 
some  extent,  into  harmony  as  affecting 
land  over  the  whole  of  Lrelcmd.  The 
difference  between  Section  9  of  the  Act 
of  1870  and  this  Bill  was  the  smallest 
in  the  world.  The  former  Act  provided 
that  the  tenant  might  get  compensation 
if  the  Court  held  thiett  he  was  ejected  for 
non-pavment  of  a  rent  that  was  exorbi- 
tant ;  the  present  Bill  allowed  compen- 
sation if  the  Court  foimd  that  he  was 
imable  to  pav  the  rent  in  conseqaenqe 
of  the  prevailing  distress,  and  that  he 
was  wulinff  to  remain  on  just  terms, 
but  that  ULOse  terms  were  unreasoa- 
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ably  refused.  The  difiPerence  between 
exorbitant  rent  and  unreasonable  terms 
was  not  such  as  to  justify  the  extrava- 
gant language  which  had  been  used  of 
tills  Bill.  It  was  designed  to  meet  a 
state  of  things  which  could  hardly  be 
realized  in  England.  It  was  said  that 
the  e£Pect  of  the  measure  would  be  to 
give  an  additional  inducement  to  tenants 
m  Ireland  not  to  pay  their  rent.  He 
wholly  disbelieved  that  statement ;  and, 
speaking  from  a  somewhat  extensive 
experience,  he  could  say  that  the  cases 
were  few  in  which  tenants  really  able 
to  pay  their  rent  did  not  do  so.  The 
reason  was  obvious.  They  dared  not 
run  the  risk  of  subjecting  themselves  to 
ejectment,  not  having  any  other  avenue 
of  indusb^  open  to  the  them.  Deprived 
of  their  lana,  they  were  thrown  upon 
the  world.  There  were  not  in  Ireland, 
as  in  this  country,  those  large  industries 
which  made  the  land  for  agricultural 

Surposes  almost  a  secondary  want.  He 
esired  to  say  nothing  which  would 
offend  any  hon.  Member,  or  rake  up 
any  bygone  memories  needlessly,  but 
retrospect  was  sometimes  necessary;  and 
it  was  not  unimportant  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  bear  in  mind  that  the  past 
legislation  of  the  Imperial  Parliament, 
in  stifling  and  putting  down  all  such  in- 
dustries as  were  g^wing  up  in  Ireland, 
had  thrown  the  people  upon  the  land  as 
their  sole  means  of  subsistence,  and  for 
the  exercise  of  their  industxy.  Though 
that  legislation  no  longer  existed  its 
effects  did.  After  all,  centuries  in  the 
life  of  a  nation  were  but  as  years  in  the 
life  of  man .  If  exceptional  circumstances 
were  needed,  they  surely  existed  to 
justify  this  Bill.  Famine  almost  stalk- 
ing the  oountiy,  and  people  still  flying 
in  their  hunoreds  and  thousands — a 
fact  of  great  import  addressed  to  a 
people  so  peculiarly  attached  to  the 
place  of  their  birth — or  receiving,  as 
they  had  been  told,  something  l&e  a 

Sauper's  dole  at  the  hand  of  charity, 
o  strong,  too,  is  the  feeling  of  the  coun- 
try as  to  this  Land  Question,  that  the 
poMB  eomttatus  of  the  Sheriff,  a  small 
army,  as  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman 
rightly  termed  it,  were  necessary  to 
execute  an  ejectment  process.  Surely 
this  was  a  state  of  things  which  cidled 
for  the  best  efforts  that  Parliament 
oould  make  for  redressing  existing  griev- 
ances. Let  the  House  recollect  the  re- 
sponsibility that  rested  upon  this  coun- 

Mr.  Charhi  Bumll 


try.  The  Imperial  Parliament  had  now 
for  many  centuries  charged  itself  with 
the  destinies  of  Ireland.  It  was  its 
duty  to  legislate  for  the  just  needs  of 
that  country ;  and  if  it  now  failed  to  do 
so  it  supplied  the  motive  and  reason 
for  "  the  Third  Party  "  in  that  House 
which  many  hon.  Members  deplored. 
Was  not  the  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land a  reproach  to  hon.  Members  re- 
presenting English  and  Scotch  consti- 
tuencies— a  state  of  things  which,  at 
one  time,  was  said  to  be  accounted  for 
upon  theories,  forsooth,  of  race  and  of  re- 
ligion. But,  happily,  these  theories  had 
been  exploded  ;  and  finally  they  came 
back  to  the  question  that  the  state  of 
things  in  Irdand,  the  result  of  past 
legislation  and  of  misrule,  called  for, 
in  this  day,  generous  and  exceptional 
treatment  on  this  question  of  the  land  in 
Ireland.  The  philanthropic  men  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman,  who 
assisted  to  reueve  the  distress  of  1846, 
tried  to  look  beneath  the  surface,  and  to 
ascertain  the  cause  of  it ;  and  they  put  it 
on  record,  as  their  deliberate  opinion, 
that  the  state  of  the  Land  Law  in  Ireland 
was,  in  a  great  measure,  accountable. 
That  being  recorded  in  1846  and  1847, 
was  it  not  a  reproach  to  Parliament  that 
until  the  present  Prime  Minister  took 
the  matter  in  hand  in  1870  nothing  really 
effective  was  done?  The  state  of 
things  which  existed  cramped  indus- 
try, oeoause  it  gave  no  motive  for  in- 
dustry; it  prevented  that  full  develop- 
ment of  the  land  which  it  ought  to  be 
the  object  of  all  just  land  legislation 
to  promote ;  and  it  prevented  improve- 
ments in  the  social  life  of  the  lower 
classes  of  the  country.  He  knew  cases 
in  which  men  able  to  pay  their  rent 
pretended  that  it  was  by  the  greatest 
effort  they  were  able  to  pay  it,  though 
they    did    pay  it,    that   they  were  in 

great  poverty,  wore  bad  clothes,  and 
ad  untidy  houses.  And  why?  Be- 
cause they  knew  that  the  thrifty  and  in- 
dustrious tenant  who  exhibited  the  ap- 
pearance of  prosperity  and  comfort,  and 
improved  his  house  and  land,  was  at  the 
mercy  of  the  unscrupulous  landlord. 
Whilst  recogpiizing  the  importance  of 
this  measure  of  the  Government  as  in- 
dicating an  honest  desire  on  their  part 
to  do  what  they  could  for  the  Irish 
tenant,  he  did  not  think  it  touched  more 
than  the  extremest  fringe  of  the  ques- 
tion.    He  oould  not  believe  that  in  any 
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ing  of  injustice;  and,  looking  at  the 
Ltmd  Act,  we  belieye,  that  under  the 
ciroumstances  of  this  year,  its  spirit  can 
only  be  carried  out  by  such  a  modifi- 
cation, in  its  letter  as  we  are  now  propos- 
ing. We  make  this  proposal,  guamed 
in  such  a  manner  that  it  cannot,  as  we 
belieye  we  can  prove,  work  injustice  to 
the  reasonable  landlord,  and  will  hardly 
leave  the  unreasonable  landlord  in  a 
worse  position  than  he  is  in  if  he  tries  to 
strain  the  law ;  and  we  make  this  pro- 
posal so  that  it  does  not  commit  the 
Mouse,  but  leaves  it  perfectly  free  to 
deal  with  the  subject  when  it  gets  before 
it  idl  tibe  facts,  and,  we  may  trust,  with- 
out the  exceptional  and  painful  circum- 
stances of  this  year.  On  our  part,  we 
are  forced  to  declare  that  the  responsi- 
bility of  not  permitting  this  temporary 
and,  as  we  conceive,  this  necessary  modi- 
fication of  the  law  must  rest  upon  Par- 
liament, and  not  upon  us.  For  my  own 
part,  I  feel  confident  that  the  House  of 
Commons  will  not  take  upon  itself  that 
responsibilihr.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  BiU. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (Jfr.  IT.  E.  Farster,) 

Mb.  CHAPLIN :  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman,  in  the  closing  sentences  of 
his  speech,  appealed  to  the  House  for 
sympathy  in  the  position  in  which  he 
finds  the  Government  is  placed.  I  think 
the  Qovemment  indeed  require,  if  they 
do  not  deserve,  that  sympathy ;  and  on 
every  personal  around  I  can  assure  the 
ri^ht  hon.  GenUeman  that  he  has  mine 
with  great  sincerity.  But,  politically 
speaking,  and  with  regard  to  the  course 
which  the  Gbvemment  has  pursued, 
there  is,  I  regret  to  tell  him,  absolutely 
none.  I  thin^  that  the  course  pursued 
from  first  to  last  by  the  Government, 
with  regard  to  this  measure,  is,  perhaps, 
the  chief  and  the  greatest  blunder  of  a 
Session  which  consists,  I  am  afraid,  of 
little  else  than  blunders.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tells  us  of  the  distress  in 
Ireland.  I  will  not  yield  to  him  for  one 
moment  in  my  sympathy  for  the  dis- 
tressed people  in  that  country.  There 
is  something,  I  always  think,  in  the 
qualities,  the  history,  and  the  race  of 
the  peo^e  of  that  country  which  appeals 
to  the  imagination  and  which  touches 
the   hearts  of  their  fellow-countrymen 


in  England.  But  the  duty  of  the  Go- 
vernment is  dear.  It  is  no  kindness  that 
you  do  them,  but  the  most  cruel  in- 
jury, when,  by  propositions  of  this  kind, 
you  fire  their  quick  and  sensitive  imagi- 
nations, and  excite  in  their  minds  feel- 
ings, hopes,  and  delusive  expectations 
which  the  Government  know,  as  well  as 
I  know,  it  is  impossible  can  ever  be  ful- 
filled. The  duly  of  the  Government  at 
this  time  is  clear.  They  have  to  relieve 
distress  in  Ireland.  Let  them  do  it  with 
a  liberal  and,  if  necessary,  with  a  lavish 
hand.  Let  them  come,  if  necessary,  to 
Parliament  again  and  again,  and  Parlia- 
ment, I  know,  will  give  ungrudgingly 
whatever  is  needed  for  the  wants  of  Uie 

Seople  of  that  countir.  Let  them  also 
o  uiat  which  is  the  nrst  duty  of  every 
Government  in  the  world — ^let  them  en- 
force law  and  order  in  a  manner  which 
cannot  be  mistaken,  and  let  them  give 
security  for  life,  for  peace,  and  for  pro- 
perty in  Ireland.  Is  there  that  security 
to-day?  It  is  for  the  Government  to 
make  answer  to  that  question;  and  if 
there  is  not,  then  I  tell  them  that  great 
is  the  responsibility  which  rests  upon 
them  at  this  moment.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  will  acknowledge  the  importance 
of  the  statement  which  has  just  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
is  a  statement  in  reference  to  a  measure 
of  which  I  shall  say  this — and  my 
views  are  not  shaken  in  the  least  by  the 
sangpiine  anticipations  or  assurances  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman — that  it 
touches,  and,  indeed,  assails,  the  rights 
of  property  in  Ireland  directly,  and  in- 
directly the  rights  of  property  through- 
out the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  is  one  which  departs  entirely  from 
every  principle  of  legislation  which  has 
hitherto  been  sanctioned  and  admitted 
in  civilized  society  in  the  country  and  in 
the  age  in  which  we  live,  [i/urmtir^.] 
If  hon.  Members  opposite  do  not  agree 
with  my  opinion  they  will  have  an  opor- 
tunity  of  answering  me  afterwards ;  but 
I  hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  conclude  my 
observations.  IJnderthese  circumstances, 
I  confess  it  would  have  been  more  satis- 
factory to  the  House,  and  certainly  to 
myself,  if,  following  the  more  usual  and 
ordinary  practice  in  regard  to  questions 
of  this  great  and  vital  importance,  this 
statement  had  been  made  on  the  first 
introduction  of  the  measure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  given  us  no  reason 
for  departing  from  that  course,  and,  coq- 
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proaohing  oorreotness — and  lie  said  it 
with  no  disrespect — ^the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  seem  to  understand  his 
own  proposals.  He  produced  a  number 
of  ejectments ;  but  he  was  unable  to  say 
what  proportion  applied  to  the  country 
and  what  to  the  towns ;  how  many  for 
non-payments,  and  how  many  for  other 
causes.  He  adopted  an  ayerage  of  fiye 
years  previous  to  1877,  and  then  made 
the  addition  from  year  to  year.  Was 
it  possible  to  ask  the  House  to  take 
action  on  such  a  statement  ?  So  far  as 
he  understood  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  that  some  eject- 
ments were  for  non-payment  of  rent,  and 
that  this  number  had  considerably  in- 
creased lately.  Well,  of  course,  in  a 
time  of  the  preyalenoe  of  extraordinary 
distress,  ejectments  for  non-payment 
would  increase,  as  in  England  tne  same 
cause  threw  a  larffe  number  of  farms 
on  the  hands  of  me  landlords.  They 
could  not  expect  a  normal  state  of  things 
under  such  exceptional  circumstances. 
But  he  did  note  one  thing,  and  that  was 
that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  eject- 
ments for  the  last  18  months  kept  pace 
with  and  accompanied  the  unhappy  and 
disastrous  land  agitation  of  that  time. 
Was  this  remarkable  when  by  orators, 
who  had  the  ears  of  the  people,  the  lat- 
ter were  told  not  to  pay  rent  except  as  the 
last  payment  to  be  made  ?  Every  other 
daim  was  first  to  be  settled.  Oovld  it  be 
surprising,  then,  that  landlords  were 
obkged  to  take  action  now  to  a  greater 
degree  than  at  other  times  ?  It  would 
have  been  more  surprising  had  there 
not  been  this  increase  in  the  number  of 

rtments  for  non-payment.  He  knew 
that  simultaneously  with  this  agita- 
tion agrarian  outrage  had  blazed  out 
with  fearful  intensity.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  speaking 
with  some  degree  of  decision,  in  condem- 
nation of  the  anti-rent  agitation ;  but 
the  conclusion  he  drew  was  rather  a 
strange  one.  He  spoke  with  warmth  and 
justice  of  the  agitation  which  had  misled 
the  people,  ana  which  was  likely  to  mis- 
lead them  further ;  but  here  in  the  Bill 
was  practically  the  same  principle  and 
the  same  view  put  forth  in  the  House 
as  had  been  pressed  in  Ireland  by  the 
Land  League.  r'<No,noP']  Certainly 
he  understood  the  BiU  lately  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  fMr. 
O'Connor  !Power)  was  put  forwara  by 
eminent  members  of  the  League.   There- 
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fore,  he  said  that  the  Bill  practically 
fl^aye  a  Goyemment  sanction  to  some,  at 
least,  of  their  strongest  demands,  for  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  principle  of 
the  Goyemment  Bill  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
were  the  same.  The  Goyemment  sanc- 
tioned the  strongest  immediate  demands 
of  the  League.  He  said  the  immediate 
demands,  for  what  the  ulterior  effects 
might  be  he  could  not  say.  But  as  to 
the  propriety  of  intrusting  to  some  third 
person  to  settle  what  was  or  was  not 
a  reasonable  rent,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
interfering  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
simply  on  account  of  the  preyailing  dis- 
tress, it  did  sanction  and  adopt  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  put  forwara  for 
months  by  the  Land  League.  He  would 
undertake  now  to  proye  that  in  prin- 
ciple the  proposal  was  almost  identical 
with  that  of  tne  hon.  Member  for  Mayo. 
If  the  Goyemment  had  pleased  they 
could  haye  introduced,  by  way  of  amend- 
ment to  the  hon.  Member's  BiU,  all  the 
limitations  which  they  had  put  into  their 
own  Bill.  Without  any  departure  from 
principle  this  might  be  done ;  and,  as 
he  understood,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  intimated  his 
intention  of  proposing  Amendments  to 
this  Bill  to  make  the  two  BiUs  similar. 
What  was  the  principle  of  these  two 
Bills?  He  quite  admitted  that  in  one 
sense  they  were  framed  on  a  principle 
the  fferm  of  which  was  found  in  ue 
Land  Act  of  1870.  As  the  House  was 
well  aware,  in  that  Act  yery  large  prori- 
sions  were  made  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenants  at  the  expense  oi  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  By  the  3rd  clause  protection 
was  giyen  against  eyiction ;  by  the  4th 
clause  the  yalue  of  improyements  was 
secured ;  and  by  the  7th  clause  compen- 
sation was  secured  for  goodwill  paid  by 
the  incoming  to  the  outgoing  tenant. 
Not  to  go  through  all  the  omusee,  it 
was  alleged  by  the  Prime  Minister,  on 
the  second  reading,  that  it  did  oonf  er  on 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  such  benefits  and 
protection  as  were  not  enjoyed  by  the 
occupiers  of  the  soil  in  Engliuid  or 
Scotland,  who  were  amongst  the  most 
fayoured  nations  in  this  respect;  but, 
though  large  concessions  were  made  at 
the  expense  of  the  landlords,  two  princi- 
ples were  insisted  upon  as  a  kind  of  set* 
off  against  these  concessions,  and  great 
credit  was  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister 
for  the  maintenance  of  those  principles. 
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Therefore,  this  arffoment  of  the  right 
hoii«  Ghenileman  fell  to  the  ground. 
Then  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  pointed 
to  the  Ulster  custom,  by  which  the 
tenant  gets  his  compensation,  and,  no 
doubt,  he  does  get  compensation.  But 
there  is  an  important  distinction  between , 
tenants  under  the  custom  in  Ulster  and 
in  other  parts  of  Ireland.  Under  the 
Ulster  custom,  he  buys  his  right  when 
he  comes  in,  and  is  paid  for  it  when  he 
goes  out ;.  while  in  other  parts  of  the 
country,  he  would,  under  the  Land  Act, 
have  a  daim  for  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance, whether  he  had  purchased  the 
goodwill  on  entry  or  not.  This  is  the 
distinction  between  the  two  cases ;  and 
the  argument  with  regard  to  the  Ulster 
custom,  therefore,  fletUs  to  the  ground. 
Again,  though  I  hare  b'stened  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  great  at- 
tention, I  can  find  nothing  in  ms  speech 
to  account  for  the  sudden  change  of 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  GK>Temment, 
or  to  remoTC  in  the  least  the  objection  I 
have  to  the  nature  and  character  of  this 
measure.  What  is  the  effect  of  the 
Bill?  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
told  the  House  this  afternoon  that  I 
hold,  and  have  always  held,  that  the 
principle  of  compensation  for  disturbance 
was  the  worst  and  most  vicious  feature  in 
the  Irish  Land  Act.  I  acknowledge  and 
entirely  adhere  to  that  opinion.  The 
right  hon.  Oentleman  has  giyen  us  his 
yersion  of  the  meaning  of  compensation 
for  disturbance.  Now,  there  must  be 
many  hon.  Members  in  the  House  who 
do  not  remember  the  discussions  on  that 
principle  when  the  Bill  of  1870  was 
being  passed ;  and  as  some  of  them,  pro- 
bably, do  not  realize  the  true  purport 
and  meaning  of  the  principle,  perhaps 
I  may  be  permitted  to  give  my  Torsion 
of  it  also.  I  am  not  speaking  now  of 
compensation  for  improyements,  of  what 
would  be  called  tenant  right  in  England, 
in  the  direction  of  which  few  men  would 
probably  be  disposed  to  go  further  than 
myself.  Oompensation  for  improTC- 
ments  is  one  thing,  compensation  for 
disturbance  is  another.  The  improve- 
ments which  a  tenant  makes  on  a  farm 
are  provided  for  elsewhere,  in  the  4th 
clause  of  the  Land  Act,  largely  and 
liberallpr.  as  they  ought  to  be,  and  espe- 
cially m  the  case  of  Ireland,  where, 
owing  to  the  immense  competition  for 
land,  the  tenant  is  in  a  worse  position 
to  make  a  fair  bargain  with  his  landlord 
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than  in  England.  But  over  and  above 
his  compensation  for  improvements,  and 
after  he  has  been  repaid  for  everything 
which  he  has  spent  upon  his  farm,  the 
tonant  is  entitled  in  Ireland,  under  the 
3rd  clause,  to  a  further  daim  besides, 
to  what  is  called  **  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance," a  principle  by  which  the  right 
hon.  Oentleman  who  introduced  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  apparently  desired  to  give  to 
the  tonant  a  proprietary  interest  in  the 
soil,  and  did,  in  fact,  entitle  him  to  levy 
on  the  landlord  a  fine,  amounting  in  some 
cases  to  seven  years'  rent,  or  one-third  of 
the  value  of  the  fee  simple  of  the  land. 
It  is  to  that  principle,  to  which  I  ob- 
jected from  the  first  that  it  was  indefen- 
sible and  inexpedient,  that  I  renew  my 
objections  more  strongly  than  before, 
after  10  years'  experience  of  ito  actual 
operation.  Let  me  point  out  to  the 
House  a  few  of  the  extravagances  to 
which  some  of  the  principles  of  the  Bill 
may  lead.  I  need  not  remind  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  that  the  position  of  the  occupier 
of  the  soil  in  Ireland  is  one  very  eagerly 
souffht  after,  and  that  the  privilege  of 
holmng  a  farm  is  very  highly  prized. 
But  we  must  remember  that  it  is  the 
landlord  who  first  confers  this  privilege 
upon  the  tenant ;  and  it  seems  to  me  ao- 
solutely  monstrous  to  make  a  landlord 
compensate  a  tenant  for  the  loss  or  rather 
the  non-continuance  of  a  privilege  which 
in  the  first  instence  emanated  £rom  him- 
self. Tou  might  as  well--or,  perhaps, 
even  with  more  justice — compensate  a 
man  for  the  refusal  of  a  farm  in  the  first 
instance,  and  with  this  additional  good 
reason — ^that  while  in  the  first  case  he 
has  enjoyed  the  profits  of  the  farm  for 
years,  in  the  latter  he  would  have  no 
chance  of  makiuflr  any  profite  at  all. 
This  is  the  first  absurdilv  to  which  we 
are  logically  driven  by  the  principle  of 
compensation  for  disturbance.  I  may 
venture  to  quote  the  opinion  of  a  very 
high  authority  on  the  subject.  Judge 
Longfield  says  with  reference  to  this 
measure — 

**  The  landlord  under  the  Bill  may  be  called 
upon  to  pay  leven  years'  purchase  for  taking 
back  from  the  tenant  a  possession  which  he  had 
delivered  to  the  same  tenant  without  receiving 
anything.** 

Then  he  goes  on  to  say — 

**  He  is  liable  to  be  called  on  to  pay  £70,  tbs 
whole  rent  that  he  had  received ;  and  the  tenant, 
who  need  not  have  laid  out  a  penny  on  the  land, 
will  have  had  the  enjoyment  of  it  for  seven 
years  rent  free.** 

2  F 


883 


Condensation  for 


( COMMONS  1     Disturbance  {Ireland)  BiU.    884 


not  been  clearly  stated ;  and  he  would 
like  to  know  whether  there  were  any  re- 
strictions so  described  as  to  cause  re- 
liance to  be  placed  upon  the  course  of 
action  which  should  be  taken.  They 
certainly  affected  a  considerable  part  of 
Ireland,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  applied  to 
13  counties,  and  to  more  than  one-half 
of  the  whole  country.  Why  should  that 
distinction  be  drawn  ?  The  Schedule  in 
which  those  districts  were  specified  was 
drawn  up  for  the  purposes  of  the  dis- 
tress, and,  no  doubt,  much  distress  had 
existed  in  some  parts;  but  there  were 
some  parts  mentioned  in  the  Schedule 
which  had  been  entirely  free  from  dis- 
tress, althoufi^h  surrounded  by  distressed 
districts;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  were  some  parts  not  included  in 
the  Schedule  which  were  as  much  in 
distress  as  those  within  the  bounds  of 
the  Schedule.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
why  a  Schedule  of  that  kind  ought  to  be 
taken  as  a  guide  for  a  measure  of  the 
nature  before  the  House,  and  should  at 
all  interfere  with  the  bargain  which  had 
been  made  between  two  men  by  saying 
that  the  landlord's  rent  should  not  be 
obtained  from  a  tenant  ?  There  was  no 
ground  upon  which  they  would  be  able 
permanently  to  base  such  a  capricious 
restriction.  The  measure  provided  that 
if  an  owner  of  land  came  within  the  Sche- 
dule, he  came  within  the  benefit  of  the 
Act;  whereas  those  who  owned  land  out- 
side the  Schedule  did  not  come  within  the 
purposes  of  the  measure.  What  justice 
was  there  in  refusing  the  right  to  men 
outside,  while  they  granted  it  to  those 
inside?  [Mr.  Parnell:  Hear,  hear!] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  thought 
there  was  injustice  in  such  a  result, 
and  he  could  well  understand  such  a 
conviction  in  his  mind.  Now,  there  was 
another  restriction  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.  The  Bill  was  confined  to  two 
years,  or  to  one  year  and  a-half.  But 
why  should  any  such  time  be  fixed  upon  ? 
He  had  heard  from  some  authorities  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the  dis- 
tress had  already  almost  passed  away. 
['•  No,  no !  "]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
certainly  stated  the  other  night  that  in 
some  parts  the  distress  had  been  suc- 
cessfully g^ppled  with,  and  that  in 
other  ^tnots,  though  there  was  still 
sufferiug,  there  was  hope  of  an  abundant 
harvest,  which  it  was  believed  would 
entirely  remove  it.    [**  No,  no  !'*]    But 
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supposing  they  had  one  good  year  or 
two  good  years,  followed  by  another 
wet  autumn  and  a  bad  spring,  were  they 
going  to  continue  this  BiUf  And  if 
they  were  not,  how  could  they  rest  firmly 
on  such  insecure  restrictions  as  these? 
He  had  no  faith  in  any  limitation  of 
time  when  once  the  right  principle  which 
should  pervade  the  measure  had  been 
departed  from.  But  the  most  extraordi- 
nary part  of  the  Bill  was  probably  that 
relating  to  the  tenant's  ability  or  inability 
to  pay.  If  they  wished  to  evade  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  they  should  do  it  straight- 
away by  a  Bill  like  the  one  introdaoea  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Mayo ;  but 
to  throw  upon  the  County  Court  Judge 
the  ontis  of  deciding  in  such  a  matter 
was  an  utterly  impracticable  and  absurd 
proposal.  He  would  have  to  ask  the 
tenant — "  Are  you  able  to  pay  ?"  Well, 
the  answer  they  would  easily  g^ess,  for 
there  were  very  few  tenants  in  Ireland, 
or  even  in  England  at  the  present  time, 
who  did  not  experience  more  or  less 
difficulty  in  meeting  their  payments. 
Then,  how  could  the  Chairman  oross- 
examine  the  tenant  as  to  his  means,  or 
the  landlord  contradict  the  statements 
which  might  be  made  by  the  tenant  ? 
It  was  important  to  remember  that  the 
Bill  only  referred  to  the  landlord's  debt, 
while  there  was  nothing  about  the  trades- 
man and  the  money-lender.  The  tenant 
might  simply  come  forward  and  say  that 
there  had  been  a  very  bad  year  for  the 
crops,  that  he  was  in  the  scheduled  dis* 
trict,  and  that  he  had  found  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  on  ;  that  he  had  had  to  take 
goods  on  credit  and  to  ^et  money  from 
the  money-lender.  The  law  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  establish  would  then 
in  principle  lay  down  that  the  tenant 
must  pay  the  tradesman  and  the  money- 
lender, but  not  the  landlord.  Such  d»- 
tinctions  introduced  into  the  measure 
some  of  the  worst  principles  put  forward 
by  the  anti-rent  agitators.  The  result 
would  be  exactly  the  same,  and  the  dis- 
cretion given  to  the  Chairman  and  the 
County  Court  Judge  would  be  perfectly 
useless.  The  Bill  would  keep  an  open 
door  for  the  dishonest  tenant ;  it  would  be 
a  terrible  temptation  to  the  honest  one ; 
it  provided  that  the  duties  to  the  landlords 
would  be  in  quite  a  different  categoxr  to 
the  other  creditors ;  it  would  prove  bad 
teaching  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
no  need  would  exist  for  anyone  to  urse 
a  tenant  not  to  pay  his  rent.    The  ri^t 
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oome  a  prindple,  asterUd  by  the  same  rural 
logio,  the  startling  consequences  of  which  have 
filled  the  mind  of  the  country  with  imprehen- 
sion  and  horror  almost  every  day.  The  argu- 
ment of  the  Irish  tenant—belonging  to  the 
very  class  that  you  think  you  are  now  setting 
up  by  this  violation  of  the  fundamental  law  of 
the  country — will  be  to  this  effect : — *  I  have 
lost  my  holding  because  I  did  not  pay  my  rent ; 
can  anything  be  more  flagrantly  unjust  than 
that  a  man  should  be  deprived  of  ids  contingent 
right  to  a  third  of  the  freehold  because  he  does 
not  pay  his  rent  P '  That  is  a  natural  view  which 
may  lead  to  a  much  more  successful  agitation 
than  any  we  have  yet  heard  of.  The  question 
is  unanswerable ;  we  may  think  it  is  abstract- 
edly unreasonable,  but  it  is  the  necessary  re- 
sult of  our  legislation.  And  what  will  be  the 
consequence  P  Why,  that  i)ayment  of  rent  will 
become  a  grievance,  and  you  will  find  your- 
selves in  exactly  the  same  position  in  which  you 
are  now  placed.  There  will  be  great  com- 
plaints of  the  consolidation  of  farms^  ^reat 
complaints  of  vexatious  and  tyrannical  evictions, 
and,  on  the  other,  side  the  most  violent  means  by 
which  the  supposed  rights  of  the  occupiers  to 
property  in  the  soil  may  be  vindicated  will  be 
resorted  to.  And  so  far  from  the  improvement 
of  the  country,  so  far  from  terminating  all  these 
misunderstandings  and  heartburnings,  which  we 
seem  now  so  anxious  upon  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  bring  to  a  close,^' — 

[^Mwrmurs.']  I  have  no  doubt  it  is  objec- 
tionable to  Irish  Members.    ["  No !  *'] 

•»''  you  will  have  the  same  oontroversiea  still 
raging,  only  with  increased  acerbity,  and  under 
circumstances  and  conditions  which  inevitably 
must  lead  to  increased  bitterness  and  increased 
perils  to  society." — [3  Hantardp  cc.  1184-6.] 

This  is  no  prophecy  by  one  who  is  wise 
only  after  the  event.  These  words  were 
spoKcn,  Mr.  Speaker,  upwards  of  10 
years  aRo,  by  a  Member  of  this  House, 
when  the  foresight  of  a  statesman  told 
him  what  must  be  the  inevitable  results 
of  the  reckless  policy  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  His  name  was  Mr.  Disraeli. 
His  words,  his  language  are  literally  ful- 
filled in  the  transactions  of  this  nour. 
Comment  upon  my  part  would  be  utterly 
superfluous.  I  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons— ^I  ask  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  to  support  me  when  I  move,  as  I 
do  now,  the  rejection  of  this  most  ill- 
timed,  most  ill-advised,  and  most  un- 
righteous measure. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  *'now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  *'  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr,  Chapiin.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CHABLES  BUSSELL,  in  sup- 
porting  the  Bill,  said,  he  hoped  when  the 


hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  had 
made  himself  more  completely  master 
of  the  circumstances  in  Ireland  which 
called  for  that  leg^lation  —  which  had 
justified  that  legislation  —  he  would 
find  the  Bill  more  acceptable  than  he 
had  done  that  day.  He  was  very  glad, 
however,  to  find  English  Members  en- 
tertained themselves  with  the  considera- 
tion of  Irish  questions,  because  the  more 
they  were  entertained  the  more  they 
would  see  the  justice  of  the  views  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  would  be  prepared  in  a  spirit  of 
sincere  generosity  to  deal  witii  the  funds 
of  the  Imperial  lixchequer  for  the  relief 
of  Irish  distress ;  but  there  he  seemed 
to  stop.  This  Bill,  however,  proposed 
to  do  something — although  by  a  tempo- 
rary measure — to  redress  the  state  of 
things  which  had  led  to  the  present 
condition  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  told  an  interesting  story  of  a 
mortgage  for  £15,000,  which  was  very 
near  completion,  but  which,  owing  to 
the  introduction  of  this  Bill,  feU  through, 
the  landlord  being  unable  to  efifect  a 
loan.  If  the  views  of  the  parties  to  that 
commercial  transaction  were  based  on 
the  opinions  entertained  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  as  to  the  extravagant  charac- 
ter of  the  present  Bill,  he  could  weU 
understand  that  the  transaction  should 
have  fallen  through.  But  it  would  pro- 
bably be  found  that  the  result  of  this 
debate,  and  especially  of  the  speech  of  the 
Chief  Secretary,  would  be  that  the  trans- 
action would  be  carried  out.  He  recog- 
nized the  perfect  consistency  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  in  his  opposition  to  this  Bill, 
seeing  that  he  was  an  opponent  of  the 
legislation  of  1870.  Those  who,  like 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  had  set  themselves 
against  the  le^slation  of  1870,  were 

i'ustified  in  taking  the  course  which  he 
lad  taken.  But  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  who  were  willing  to  accept 
the  legislation  of  1870  would  not  be  led 
away  by  the  arguments  of  the  hon. 
Member.  This  was  a  Bill  which  was 
not  only  limited  in  time,  but  limited  in 
area ;  it  was  in  harmony  with  the  Bill  of 
1870,  and  was  justified  by  the  excep- 
tional circumstances  of  the  present  time. 
Its  object  was  to  restrain  eieotments  for 
non-payment  of  rent  in  Ireland  in  a 
limited  area  and  for  a  limited  time  under 
certain  stringent  conditions.  And  here 
he  would  mention  what  was  not  gene- 
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of  that  Housei  on  wMchever  side  they 
sat,  and  however  they  Toted,  must  regret 
that  on  all  occasions  whenever  the 
words ''landlord"  and  "tenant"  were 
introduced  in  debate  in  that  House 
they  invariably  acted  as  Shibboleths 
which  resolved  the  House  into  two 
hostile  camps,  instead  of  being  an  in- 
ducement to  the  House  to  do  all  they 
could  to  promote  the  union,  most  inti- 
mate as  it  should  be,  of  those  who  were 
BO  closely  connected  together  in  interest 
and  relation.  Whatever  injured  the 
landlord  would  re-act  on  the  tenant,  and 
whatever  was  injurious  to  the  tenant 
would  re-act  on  the  landlord.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  been  denounced  as  inequitable, 
for  it  appeared  to  him  to  give  perfectly 
equal  justice  both  to  lanmords  and  to 
tenants.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
the  principle  wliich  was  endeavoured  to 
be  introduced  into  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord  class. 
The  principle  of  this  Bill  was  that  if  a 
tenant  in  a  limited  area,  for  a  limited 
time,  and  in  exceptional  circumstances, 
was  willing  to  continue  in  occupation  of 
his  holding  on  just  and  reasonable  terms, 
and  if  those  terms  were  imreasonably  re- 
fused bv  the  landlord,  then,  and  then 
only,  dia  the  scope  of  the  Act  come  into 
operation  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenant.  Now,  the  18th  section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  gave  the  Oourt  power 
to  deal  with  the  eqmties  both  on  the  one 
side  and  the  other,  both  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant — 

*'  If,*'  said  the  Act  of  1870,  ''  it  shaU  appear 
to  the  Court  in  any  case  in  which  compensa- 
tion shall  be  claimed  under  Section  3  of  thia 
Act,  that  the  landlord  has  been  and  is  willing 
to  permit  the  tenant  to  continue  in  the  occu- 
pation of  his  holding  upon  just  and  reasonable 
terms,  and  that  such  t^ms  have  been  and  are 
unreasonably  refused  by  the  tenant,  the  claim  of 
the  tenant  to  such  compensation  shall  be  dis- 
allowed.'* 

The  application  of  that  principle  was  the 
governing  principle  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  Would  not  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  repel  with  indignation  the  as- 
persion that  they  were  not  just  and 
reasonable,  and  were  not  willing  to 
act  justly  and  reasonably  ?  But  then 
the  Bill  did  not  override  any  right 
they  would  deare  to  exercise.  They 
would  not  be  deprived  bv  this  Bill  of  the 
means  of  recovering  their  rent.  The 
Bill  had  been  denounced  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers  opposite,  and  by  the    hon.  and 
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gallant  Member  for  the  Ck>ani7  of 
Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime),  as  a  revdn- 
tionary  measure,  introduced  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  the  landlords.  Now,  with 
great  respect,  he  could  hardly  think,  if 
Gentlemen  would  look  at  the  matter  im- 
partiallv  and  fairly,  they  would  think 
that  a  izxt  or  adequate  description  of  the 

Erinciple  of  the  Bill.  A  great  calami^ 
ad  befallen  a  larg^  part  of  Lreland. 
It  might  be  describea  as  pervading  half 
Ireland — that  was  to  say,  if  they  drew 
a  line  down  Ireland  through  Athlone, 
the  districts  to  the  west  of  that  line 
were  distressed.  It  was  the  object  of 
the  Bill  to  assist  distressed  parts  of 
the  country ;  and  the  principles  of  thia 
Bill  had,  in  fact,  been  sanctioned  by  the 
last  Parliament  and  by  the  Conservative 
Government  by  the  first  Act,  passed  in 
1880.  That  Act  originated  in  a  Motion 
by  the  hon.  and  gallflmt  Member  for  Gal- 
way  County  (Major  Nolan),  who  would, 
he  supposed,  be  classed  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket) 
with  those  to  whom  he  applied  such 
strong  lang^uage.  The  question,  then, 
was,  whether  large  tracts  of  Irdand 
were  to  be  left  uncultivated  and  waste, 
or  should  means  be  furnished  in  the 
interest  of  the  community  at  large  for 
their  cultivation.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Gkdwav  County  proposed 
that  present  relief  snould  then  be  given 
by  the  distribution  of  seeds.  No  voice 
had  then  suggested  that  Parliament  thus 
had  confiscated  the  property  of  landlords 
or  any  property.  That  Bill  was  limited 
to  the  distressed  districts,  and  was  also 
limited  in  time.  Did  anyone  ever  say 
that  that  Act  which  Parliament  thus  sanc- 
tioned was  intended  to  establish  the 
principle  that  tenants  thereafter  were 
not  to  provide  their  own  seeds,  or  rely 
on  their  own  resources;  and  that,  be- 
cause assistance  was  given  them  when 
they  had  been  scourged  by  the  visita- 
tion of  Providence,  therefore  they  were 
not  in  future  to  exert  their  own  powers  ? 
In  distressed  districts  assistance  had 
thus  been  given  to  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil ;  but  it  yet  remained  temporarily  to 
arrange  satisfactorily  the  mutual  and 
relative  duties  of  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  in  distressed  districts  lest  large 
tracts  of  land  subjected  to  the  visitation 
of  Providence,  which  might  have  been 
uncultivated,  shouldyet  become  watte  and 
untenanted.  Notwithstanding  the  ener- 
getic and  denunciatory  language  of  Uie 
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righthon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
Uniyersity  (Mr.  Hnnket),  he  oould  hardly 
think  the  House  would  hesitate  to  agree 
to  this  Bill.    Let  them  look  at  parte  of 
the  district  to  which  the  Act  was  in- 
tended to  Apply*    He  would  take  a  dis- 
trict from  Ulster,  another  from   Con- 
naught,  and  another  from  Munster ;  and 
he  would  ask,  should  not  assistance  be 
given   to  the  men  to  whom  this  Bill 
would  apply  ?    They  were  men  of  small 
and  struggling  circumstances ;  but  were 
they,  therefore,  to  be  refused  the  fair 
relief  which  this  Bill  would  give  ?    In 
.  the  County  Donegal,  where  tenant  right 
prevailed,  and  where  the  action  of  the 
police,  and  the  assistance  of  the  mili- 
tanr,  was  not  required  to  protect  and 
enforce  the  process  of  the  law,  there 
were  1,100,000  acres  divided  into  83,000 
holdings.     17,000  of  these  holdings  did 
not  exceed  £4  vahiation,  8,000  exceeded 
£4,  but  did  not  exceed  £8,  valuation. 
Out  of  83,000  holdings,  therefore,  nearly 
26,000  did  not  exceed  a  valuation  of 
£8.    Now  let  the  House  come  to  the 
aid  of   those  25,000    holdings,   which 
represented,  in  most  instances,  the  head 
of  s  family  with  a  wife  and  children. 
Then  as  to  the  County  of  Ma^o.    It  oon- 
tained    1,300,000    acres,    divided   into 
36,000  holdings.     Of  these,  1 9,000  hold- 
ings did  not  exoeed  £4  valuation,  while 
10,400  exceeded  £4,  but  did  not  exceed 
£8,  valuation.    Nearly  the  same  fieures 
would  prevail  in  the  Oounty  of  Galway, 
where  there  was  an  acreage   of  over 
1,000,000  divided  into  38,000  holdings, 
of  which  28,000  did  not  exceed  £8  valua- 
tion.   The  fiacts  in  the  County  of  Kerry 
were  much  the  same.  With  those  figures 
before  it,  would  the  House  consider  that 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  excep- 
tional oistress  the  power  whidi  the  law 
gave  of  recovering  rent  by  ejectment 
was  to  be  used  for  the  indirect  purpose 
of  clearing  the  land  of  its  occupiers? 
To  prevent  that,  and  for  that  purpose 
alone,  this  Bill  was  introduced.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.   0.    Bussell)  had  sketched    with 
great    aoouracy   the    growth    of  rent 
ejectment  in  Ireland,  and  had  shown 
how  in  this  great  and  prom>erous  coun- 
try this  power  did  not  exist  in  the  same 
decree  as  in  Ireland.    No  one  would 
object  to  the  law  being  made  use  of 
foft  the  legitimate  purpose  for  which  it 
was  originally  intendea — namely,  of  re- 
covering rent.    It  was  not  until  1860 


that  in  the  Civil  Bill  Courts  in  B^land 
landlords  were  empowered  to  maintain 
ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent  in 
respect  of  yearly  tenancies  held  without 
writing  and  merely  by  oral  and  verbal 
arrangement,  and  it  was  not  imtil  the 
year  1860  that  similar  jiurisdiction  was 
given  to  Superior  Courts.    These  con- 
stituted the  great  bulk  of  yearly  tenan- 
cies in  Ireland.    It  was  thus  only  for  the 
purpose  of  enablingthe  landlord  to  recover 
his  rent  that  this  power  of  eviction  was 
given,   and  it  was  never  contemplated 
uiat  it  was  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  clearing  the  land  of  its  inhaoitants. 
But,    after    all,    the    landlord    would 
retain  all  the   same  power  to  recover 
his  rent.      He   might    also,  like    any 
other    creditor,    bring   his    action    for 
what  was  due;  he  could  get  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Court,   and  by  virtue  of 
that  judgment  he  could  reauze  through 
a  Sheri^s  sale  the  properbr  taken  in 
execution.    The  interest  in  the  holding, 
if  any,  might  be  sold ;  and  if  anything 
over  and  above  the  liabilities  was  real- 
ized the  tenant  might  get  it.    Amongst 
other  benefits  of    the   Ulster  custom, 
where  it  prevailed,  the  tenant  was  se- 
cured the  right  to  sell  his  interest,  if 
he  did  not  wish  to  remain,  or  if  he  be- 
came unable  to  pay  his  rent  and  was 
S'ected  for  non-payment  of  rent.    If  the 
ouse  would  compare  the  Bill  with  the 
Land  Act,  it  would  see  that  both  were 
on  the  same  lines.   It  was  not  introduced 
for  any  political  purpose.  It  was  honestly 
introduced  to  meet  exceptional  distress 
from  failure  of  crops.    It  run  in  the  same 
groove  as  the  Seeds  Act.    Its  principle 
was  simply  this — ^that  where  a  tenant  was 
unable  to  pay,  and  where  his  inability 
was  caused  by  the  distress  which  had 
arisen  from  the  failure  of  crops,   and 
he  could  satisfy  the  Court — which,  be 
it  well  remembered,  was  not  to  be  an 
arbitrary  Court,  but  one  which  Parlia- 
ment had    set  up  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Land  Act — that  his  propositions  for 
the  arrangement  of   his  rent  and  its 
arrears  and  otherwise  were  just  and 
reasonable,  and  that  his  landlord  un- 
reasonably rejected  those  fair  overtures, 
then  that  he  should  be  compensated  for 
the  disturbance.    Was  that  a  Bill  which 
was  a  subversion  of  th  e  rights  of  property  ? 
Hon.  (Gentlemen  who  were  so  generous 
to  their  own  tenantry  were,  at  this  mo- 
ment, doing  what  the  Bill  would  force 
those   in  whom  justice  and  generosity 
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had  no  Dlaoe  also  to  do.  Was  it  to  be 
that  the  Done  and  sinew  of  the  country 
were  to  have  no  consideration  after  their 
recent  bitter  famine  experiences?  Stung 
with  despair,  they  might  be  driyen  to 
emigrate  to  foreign  Icmds.  Would  the 
House  send  them  away  with  a  feeling 
ranklinff  in  their  hearts  that  the  farms 
where  tney  were  bom — where,  perhaps, 
they  had  closed  their  parents'  eyes  in 
death — were  not  to  be  protected,  and 
that  they  could  not  obtain  the  smallest 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  a  United  Kingdom. 
Would  they  not  rather  take  from  the 
hand  of  the  agitator  one  of  his  most 
fatal  weapons,  and,  at  all  eyents,  show 
the  people  that  that  great  Assembly  was 
not  afraid  to  be  just  ? 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  moved  the  ad- 
joumment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (J/r.  Tottenham.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  consi- 
dering the  importance  of  the  question, 
and  the  limitednumberof  hon.  Members 
who  had  had  an  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  upon  it,  he  would  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  until 
Tuesday  at  2  o'clock. 

Mb.  PAENELL  thought  it  was  much 
more  likely  to  be  brought  to  a  close  at 
an  Evening  Sitting  thim  at  a  Morning 
Sitting. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  already  lost  two  Mondays,  and 
he  must  ask  them  to  go  into  Supply  on 
Monday.    It  was  absolutely  necessary. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  remarked  that 
Tuesday  had  been  mentioned  for  the 
Bradlaugh  afiiedr,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
Privilege. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  replied,  that  they 
would  see  what  happened ;  but  they  were 
in  hopes  that  that  would  not  be  taken. 

Mb.  GIBSON  hoped  that  before  the 
debate  was  resumed  the  Papers  which 
had  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table, 
in  such  a  form  as  to  distinguish  evic- 
tions for  non-payment  of  rent  from 
other  causes.  He  also  hoped  Betums 
would  be  given  of  ejectments  in  cities 
and  towns.  He  trusted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  hurry  on  the  printing 
of  the  Poor  Law  Returns  which  he  men- 
tioned the  other  day. 

The  Solieiior  General  for  Ireland 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  was  afraid  it 

would  be  impossible  to  prodtuse  all  these 
Betums  within  the  time  mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  TuBeday  next,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL.—[Bill  1S8.] 
{Mr.   Gladstone,  Mr.  Fawe$tt,    Lord  Frtderitk 

Cavendish.) 

SECOND  BEADIKO.     [aDJOUBITBD  DXBATX.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [18th  June],  "l^t  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  '*  ^e 
extension  of  the  limits  of  deposits  in  Savings 
Banks  proposed  in  this  Bill  would  result  in  so 
serious  a  discouragement  of  private  enterprise 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  such  step 
should  be  taken  without  careful  inquiry/' — {Mr, 
William  Fowler j) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
words  propos^  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  BAEING  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  Prime  Minister  wotdd  not  preas  the 
Bill,  since  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  interested  in  it  had  gone  awaj 
under  the  impression  that  it  would  not 
come  on. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  objec- 
tions were  only  in  regard  to  matters  of 
detail,  wbich  could  be  perfectly  well  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.  The  debate  was 
only  adjourned  on  the  last  occasion  in 
consequence  of  the  interposition  of  one 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  ANDEEWLIJSK  said^  he  hopKed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  in- 
sist on  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time  at 
present.  He  knew  seyeral  Gentlemen 
who  wished  to  speak  on  the  subjeot. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  interposing,  said, 
he  had  given  Notice  that  he  would  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  the  first 
opportunity  he  had. 

SiBANDEEWLUSKsaid,  that  in  that 
case  he  should  talk  it  out.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  fair  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  push  the  Bill  so,  and  take 
advantage  of  the  absence  of  hon.  (Gen- 
tlemen who  took  an  interest  in  it. 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  use  language  of  that 
kind.  He  was  not  taking  advantage  of 
anyone  in  their  absence. 

Sib  ANDBEW  LUSK  said,  he  beg^ 
pardon  if  he  had  said  anything  amiss, 
and  would  withdraw^the  expression. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seyen  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  thU  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed   its   Sitting    at 
Nine  ot  the  dock. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    LAY. 

SUPPLY-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CXOSINO  OF  PUBLICHOUSES  ON 
SUNDAY— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  STEVENSON,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  Thsl^  in  the  opiiiuMi  of  this  House,  it  ie  ex- 
pedient um%  the  Ijiw  which  hmite  the  houn  of 
«le  of  intoxicating  drinke  on  Sunday  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  should  be  amended  so  at  to 
applj  to  the  whole  of  the  day,*' 

•aid,  that  in  bringing  forward  this  im- 
portant question  he  was  greatly  en- 
couraged by  the  result  of  the  discussion 
which  took  place  onlv  a  week  ago  on  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  LawsonV  He 
believed  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
think  he  was  oriticizinff  in  a  hostile 

Spirit  the  Besoludon  which  he  intro- 
uoed,  if  he  submitted  that  the  Beso- 
lution  he  (Mr.  Stevenson)  had  to  propose 
was  one  of  a  much  simpler  character, 
and  attended,  in  many  respects,  with 
fewer  difficulties,  and  ought,  therefore, 
more  readily  to  command  the  attention 
of  the  House.  There  was  no  doubt 
about  '*  Sunday  dosing,"  though  some 
hon.  Members  had  expressed  a  doubt 
as  to  the  meaning  of  *'  Local  Option." 
There  was  no  question  of  compensation 
oonneotad  with  this  Besolution.  He  was 
^ad  to  think  that  no  question  of  com* 


pensation  could  possibly  arise  in  con- 
nection with  this  Besolution,  because, 
during  the  discussion  of  an  analogous 
measure  relating  to  Ireland,  the  question 
of  compensation  was  considered  and 
deliberately  rejected  as  having  no  foun- 
dation. Nine-tenths  of  the  population 
of  Ireland  were  under  the  rigim$  of 
Sunday  closing,  and  the  whole  of  Scot- 
land between  20  and  30  years  had  been 
under  a  similar  law.  It  appeared  to  be 
a  great  anomaly  that  the  only  trade  to 
be  carried  on  openly  and  generally  on 
Sunday  should  be  that  of  persons  who, 
under  the  name  of  Licensed  YictuaUers, 
furnished  anything  rather  than  victuals, 
and  little  in  the  way  of  refreshments,  to 
travellers.  The  contraction  of  the  hours 
of  sale  on  Sunday  began  in  London. 
The  Preamble  to  the  Act  of  1848  re- 
cited that  provisions  which  had  been  in 
force  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  district 
for  some  time  haa  been  attended  with 
great  benefits.  A  further  contraction 
was  made  by  the  Act  of  the  present  Lord 
Winmarleigh,  when  Colonel  Wilson 
Patten,  wmch  closed  public-houses  in 
the  afternoon.  It  was  a  mistmderstand- 
ing  to  suppose  that  there  was  any  con- 
nection between  that  Act  and  the  Hyde 
Park  riots,  for  the  Act  had  been  in 
successful  operation  10  months,  and  the 
riots  were  brought  about  by  an  attempt 
to  limit  Sunday  trading  in  other  articles 
in  certain  parts  of  London.  Some 
publicans  took  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  direct  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment to  the  subject,  and  in  a  panic  the 
number  of  open  hours  was  increased 
from  seven  to  eight-and-half ;  but  still 
afternoon  closing  was  retained .  In  1 868, 
the  last  year  of  the  £10  householder 
Parliament,  Mr.  Abel  Smith  brought  in 
a  Bill  to  reduce  the  hours  and  to  alter 
the  character  of  the  sale  from  consump- 
tion on  to  consumption  off  the  premises. 
It  was  said  the  last  Session  of  that 
Parliament  was  chosen  because  the 
promoters  of  the  measure  dared  not 
have  proposed  it  in  the  reformed  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  the  real  state  of  the  case  was 
just  the  other  way,  for  in  the  reformed 
Parliament  there  was  greater  possibility 
of  dealing  with  the  subject  than  there 
was  in  tlutt  which  represented  the  £10 
householders.  The  new  Parliament  had 
the  better  means  of  knowing  what  the 
views  of  the  constituencies  were.     He 


believed  the  flrreatmMority  of  the  people 

ly  closing.     He  believed 


desired  Sunday  < 
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proaohing  oorreotness — and  he  said  it 
with  no  disrespeot — ^the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  seem  to  understand  his 
own  proposals.  He  produced  a  number 
of  ejectments ;  but  he  was  unable  to  say 
what  proportion  applied  to  the  country 
and  what  to  the  towns ;  how  many  for 
non-payments,  and  how  many  for  other 
causes.  He  adopted  an  ayerage  of  fiye 
years  preyious  to  1877,  and  then  made 
the  addition  from  year  to  year.  Was 
it  possible  to  ask  the  House  to  take 
action  on  such  a  statement  ?  So  far  as 
he  understood  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  that  some  eject- 
ments were  for  non-payment  of  rent,  and 
that  this  number  had  considerably  in- 
creased lately.  Well,  of  course,  in  a 
time  of  the  preyalence  of  extraordinary 
distress,  ejectments  for  non-payment 
would  increase,  as  in  England  the  same 
cause  threw  a  large  number  of  farms 
on  the  hands  of  me  landlords.  They 
could  not  expect  a  normal  state  of  things 
under  such  exceptional  circumstances. 
But  he  did  note  one  thing,  and  that  was 
that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  eject- 
ments for  the  last  18  months  kept  pace 
with  and  accompanied  the  unhappy  and 
disastrous  land  agitation  of  that  time. 
Was  this  remarkable  when  by  orators, 
who  had  the  ears  of  the  people,  the  lat- 
ter were  told  not  to  pay  rent  except  as  the 
last  payment  to  be  made  ?  Eyery  other 
daim  was  first  to  be  settled.  Oovld  it  be 
surprising,  then,  that  landlords  were 
obhged  to  take  action  now  to  a  greater 
degree  than  at  other  times  ?  It  would 
haye  been  more  surprising  had  there 
not  been  this  increase  in  the  number  of 
ejectments  for  non-payment.  He  knew 
also  that  simultaneously  with  this  agita- 
tion agrarian  outrage  had  blazed  out 
with  fearful  intensity.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  speaking 
with  some  degree  of  decision,  in  condem- 
nation of  the  anti-rent  agitation ;  but 
the  conclusion  he  drew  was  rather  a 
strange  one.  He  spoke  with  warmth  and 
justice  of  the  agitation  which  had  misled 
the  people,  ana  which  was  likely  to  mis- 
lead them  further ;  but  here  in  the  Bill 
was  practicaUy  the  same  principle  and 
the  same  yiew  put  forth  in  the  House 
as  had  been  pressed  in  Ireland  by  the 
LandLeague.  P'  No,  no ! '']  Certainly 
he  understood  the  BiU  lately  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  fMr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  put  forward  by 
eminent  members  of  the  League.   There- 
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fore,  he  said  that  the  Bill  practioaUj 
gaye  a  Goyemment  sanction  to  some,  at 
least,  of  their  strongest  demands,  for  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  principle  of 
the  Goyemment  Bill  and  that  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
were  the  same.  The  Goyemment  sane- 
tioned  the  strongest  immediate  demands 
of  the  League.  He  said  the  immediate 
demands,  for  what  the  ulterior  effects 
might  be  he  could  not  say.  But  as  to 
the  propriety  of  intrusting  to  some  third 
person  to  settle  what  was  or  was  not 
a  reasonable  rent,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
interfering  between  landlord  and  t^iant, 
simply  on  account  of  the  preyailing  dis- 
tress, it  did  sanction  and  adopt  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  put  forward  £or 
months  by  the  Land  League.  He  would 
undertake  now  to  proye  that  in  prin- 
ciple the  proposal  was  almost  identical 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo. 
If  the  Goyemment  had  pleased  they 
could  haye  introduced,  by  way  of  ammid- 
ment  to  the  hon.  Member's  Bill,  all  the 
limitations  which  they  had  put  into  their 
own  Bill.  Without  any  departure  from 
principle  this  might  be  done ;  and,  as 
he  understood,  flie  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  intimiUed  his 
intention  of  proposing  Amendments  to 
this  Bill  to  make  the  two  Bills  similar. 
What  was  the  principle  of  these  two 
Bills?  He  quite  admitted  that  in  one 
sense  they  were  framed  on  a  princi^ 
the  fferm  of  which  was  found  in  toe 
Land  Act  of  1870.  As  the  House  was 
well  aware,  in  that  Act  yery  large  prori- 
sions  were  made  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenants  at  the  expense  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  By  the  3rd  dause  protection 
was  giyen  against  eyiction ;  by  the  4th 
clause  the  yalue  of  improyements  was 
secured ;  and  by  the  7th  clause  compoi- 
sation  was  secured  for  goodwill  paid  by 
the  incoming  to  the  outgoing  tenant 
Not  to  go  through  all  the  clauses,  it 
was  alleged  by  Ihe  Prime  Minister,  (m 
the  second  reading,  that  it  did  oonfer  on 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  such  ben^ts  and 
protection  as  were  not  enj^ed  by  the 
occupiers  of  the  soil  in  England  cv 
Scotland,  who  were  amongst  the  most 
fayoured  nations  in  this  re^^iect;  bat, 
though  large  concessions  were  made  at 
the  expense  of  the  landlords,  two  princi- 
ples were  insisted  upon  as  a  kind  of  set* 
off  against  these  concessions,  and  great 
credit  was  taken  by  the  Prime  Ministar 
for  the  maintenance  of  those  principles. 
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state  of  society  in  our  time,  certainly  not 
in  the  condition  of  things  existing  in 
Ireland,  it  could  be  right,  or  just,  or 
condudye  to  the  good  of  the  State,  that 
the  landlord  should  have  the  power,  if 
he  chose  to  exert  it,  of  depopulating  a 
whole  country  side.  The  only  restraints 
upon  him  were  self-interest  and  public 
opinion — restraints  not  always  effectual. 
It  was  the  existence  of  such  a  power 
that  shackled  the  hands  and  arms  of 
the  industrious  man,  who  would  other- 
wise receiye  the  fruits  of  his  industry ; 
and  he  failed  to  understand  how  there 
could  be  any  injustice  in  allowing  a 
man  io  be  secure  in  the  possession  of 
the  land  on  which  he  laboured  so  long 
as  he  did  nothing  to  injure  the  property 
of  his  landlord,  did  not  sub-let  it,  and 
so  long  as  he  paid  a  fair  and  just  rent. 
Until  some  such  state  of  things  as  that 
was  brought  about,  he  did  not  believe 
there  would  be  any  real  or  permanent 
settlement  of  this  question.  It  was  not 
alone  the  social  evils  of  the  system. 
Let  the  House  consider  the  moral  evils 
of  it.  Whilst  Ireland  was  freer  than 
£ngland  from  other  classes  of  crime, 
agrarian  crime  abounded,  and  a  largo 
part  of  the  population  sympathized  with 
it.  Surely  that  was  the  loudest  and 
most  eloquent  denunciation  of  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  law,  coming,  as  it  aid, 
from  a  people  not  wanting  in  other  mat- 
ters in  high  moral  qualities.  He  desired 
to  be  understood  as  speaking  as  one 
seriously  anxious  that  there  should  be 
real  union  between  England  and  Ire- 
land, and  that  Ireland  should  share  the 
career,  the  destiny,  and  the  prosperity 
of  the  people  of  this  country ;  and  he 
hoped  to  see  the  time  when  the  people 
of  Ireland,  prosperous  and  contended, 
would  lend  a  willing  obedience  to  laws 
which  fostered  their  industry  and  secured 
ita  fruits. 

Mb.  FLUNEET  said,  he  felt  sure  the 
House  would  ag^ree  wiUi  him  when  he 
congratulated  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  on  the 
•peech  which  he  htA  addressed  to  the 
House.  He  would  not  follow  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  in  his  large  argu- 
ment and  the  general  treatment  of  the 
question,  which,  it  seemed  to  him,  would 
have  been  better  adapted  to  some  de- 
bates in  the  year  1870,  before  the  Land 
Act  was  passed,  or  which  might  be 
raised  at  a  Aiture  time  when  another 
Land  Act  was  before  the  House ;  but 


which,  he  thought,  went  a  little  wide 
of  the  particular  subject  of  discussion. 
There  was  very  much  in  what  he  said 
as  to  the  existing  distress  in  Ireland  in 
which  he  concurred  and  sympathized. 
Everjrthine  spoken  on  this  point  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  in  introducing  the 
debate  he  freely  adopted.  He  had  never 
denied  that  there  was  severe  distress  in 
certain  districts;  and  though  this  dis- 
tress was  happily  diminished  in  extent 
and  intensity,  some  still  existed.  But, 
as  the  Chief  Secretary  said  last  night, 
the  greater  portion  of  the  danger  from 
famine — ^the  extreme  pinch — ^had  been 
successfully  grappled  with.  With  the 
efforts  of  those  who  effectually  checked 
the  increase  of  distress  he  entirely  sym- 
pathized ;  and  he  could  bear  testimony, 
from  what  he  had  seen  in  the  West  of 
Ireland,  to  the  extraordinary  patience 
and  endurance  with  which  many  of  the 
tenantrv  bore  their  great  privations.  He 
would  De  proud  to  join  m  any  effort  to 
relieve  this  distress,  and  on  this  accoimt 
he  was  elad  that  the  measure  before  the 
House  did  not  form  part  of  the  Belief 
of  Distress  Bill ;  because,  while  willing 
to  support  the  Government  in  any  Bifi 
havine  that  object,  he  must  say  at 
once  he  looked  upon  the  Bill  before 
them  in  a  wholly  different  light.  It  was 
not  a  Belief  Bill,  it  was  a  political  pro- 
posal ;  and  he  should  resist  it,  because 
he  believed  that  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant  it  would  do  the  greatest  amount 
of  injury  and  the  least  amount  of  good. 
It  was  a  direct  confiscation  of  the  income 
of  one  class  in  favour  of  another^— of  the 
landlord  in  favour  of  the  tenant.  He 
was  certain,  also,  that  the  mere  introduc- 
tion of  the  measure — for  he  could  never 
believe  that  it  would  pass — had  done 
much,  and  would  do  more,  to  strengthen 
and  confirm  that  disastrous  agitation 
which  for  18  months  had  raged  in  Ire- 
land. He  was  bound  to]  give  the  Bill, 
which  strengthened  the  most  violent 
proposals  of  agitators,  his  strongest  op- 
position. He  had  felt  somewhat  at  a 
loss  to  know  how  the  Chief  Secretaxr 
would  justify  the  introduction  of  such 
a  Bill.  What  hidden  statistics,  care- 
fully sifted,  while  entirely  undreamt  of 
by  the  public,  he  was  foinst  to  spring 
upon  the  House  in  asking  for  this  ex- 
ceptional and  extraordinarv  measure? 
But  what  were  the  facts?  Not  one 
figure  that  could  be  vouched  for  as  ap- 
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proaohing  oorreotness — and  he  said  it 
with  no  ^srespeot — ^the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  seem  to  understand  his 
own  proposals.  He  produced  a  number 
of  ejectments ;  but  he  was  unable  to  say 
what  proportion  applied  to  the  country 
and  what  to  the  towns ;  how  many  for 
non-payments,  and  how  many  for  other 
causes.  He  adopted  an  ayerage  of  five 
years  preyious  to  1877,  and  then  made 
the  addition  from  year  to  year.  Was 
it  possible  to  ask  the  House  to  take 
action  on  such  a  statement  ?  So  far  as 
he  understood  the  contention  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  it  was  that  some  eject- 
ments were  for  non-pa3rment  of  rent,  and 
that  this  number  had  considerably  in- 
creased lately.  Well,  of  course,  in  a 
time  of  the  preyalence  of  extraordinary 
distress,  ejectments  for  non-payment 
would  increase,  as  in  England  the  same 
cause  threw  a  large  number  of  farms 
on  the  hands  of  me  landlords.  They 
could  not  expect  a  normal  state  of  things 
under  such  exceptional  circumstances. 
But  he  did  note  one  thing,  and  that  was 
that  the  increase  in  the  number  of  eject- 
ments for  the  last  18  months  kept  pace 
with  and  accompanied  the  unhappy  and 
disastrous  land  agitation  of  that  time. 
Was  this  remarkable  when  by  orators, 
who  had  the  ears  of  the  people,  the  lat- 
ter were  told  not  to  pay  rent  except  as  the 
last  payment  to  be  made  ?  Every  other 
daim  was  first  to  be  settled.  Oould  it  be 
surprising,  then,  that  landlords  were 
obliged  to  take  action  now  to  a  greater 
degree  than  at  other  times  ?  It  would 
have  been  more  surprising  had  there 
not  been  this  increase  in  the  number  of 
ejectments  for  non-payment.  He  knew 
also  that  simultaneously  with  this  agita- 
tion agrarian  outrage  had  blazed  out 
with  fearful  intensity.  He  was  glad  to 
hear  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  speaking 
with  some  degree  of  decision,  in  condem- 
nation of  the  anti-rent  agitation;  but 
the  condusion  he  drew  was  rather  a 
strange  one.  He  spoke  with  warmth  and 
justice  of  the  agitation  which  had  misled 
the  people,  ana  which  was  likely  to  mis- 
lead them  further ;  but  here  in  the  Bill 
was  practically  the  same  principle  and 
the  same  view  put  forth  m  the  House 
as  had  been  pressed  in  Ireland  by  the 
Land  League.  p'Ncno!"]  Certainly 
he  understood  the  BiU  lately  introduced 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  fMr. 
O'Connor  Power)  was  put  forwara  by 
eminent  members  of  the  League.   There- 
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fore,  he  said  that  the  Bill  practically 
gave  a  Government  sanction  to  some,  at 
least,  of  their  strongest  demands,  for  he 
was  right  in  saying  that  the  principle  of 
the  Government  Bill  and  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
were  the  same.  The  Government  sanc- 
tioned the  strongest  immediate  demands 
of  the  League.  He  said  the  immediate 
demands,  for  what  the  ulterior  effects 
might  be  he  could  not  say.  But  as  to 
the  propriety  of  intrusting  to  some  third 
person  to  settle  what  was  or  was  not 
a  reasonable  rent,  as  to  the  propriety  of 
interfering  between  landlord  and  tenant, 
simply  on  account  of  the  prevailing  dis- 
tress, it  did  sanction  and  adopt  the  prin- 
ciples which  had  been  put  forwara  for 
months  by  the  Land  League.  He  would 
undertake  now  to  prove  that  in  prin- 
ciple the  proposal  was  almost  identical 
with  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo. 
If  the  Government  had  pleased  they 
could  have  introduced,  by  way  of  amend- 
ment to  the  hon.  Member's  Bill,  all  the 
limitations  which  they  had  put  into  their 
own  Bill.    Without  any  departure  from 

grinciple  this  might  be  done ;  and,  as 
e  understood,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  intimated  his 
intention  of  proposing  Amendments  to 
this  Bill  to  make  the  two  Bills  similar. 
What  was  the  principle  of  these  two 
Bills?  He  quite  admitted  that  in  one 
sense  they  were  framed  on  a  principle 
the  sterm  of  which  was  found  in  uie 
Land  Act  of  1870.  As  the  House  was 
well  aware,  in  that  Act  very  large  provi- 
sions were  made  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenants  at  the  expense  of  the  landlords  of 
Ireland.  By  the  3rd  clause  protection 
was  given  against  eviction ;  by  the  4tfa 
clause  the  value  of  improvements  was 
secured ;  and  by  the  7th  clause  compen- 
sation was  seethed  for  goodwill  paid  by 
the  incoming  to  the  outgoing  tenant. 
Not  to  go  through  all  ^e  <£iusee,  it 
was  alleged  by  the  Prime  Minister,  on 
the  second  reading,  that  it  did  confer  on 
the  tenantry  of  Ireland  such  benefits  and 
protection  as  were  not  enj^ed  by  the 
occupiers  of  Uie  soil  in  England  or 
Scotumd,  who  were  amongst  the  most 
favoured  nations  in  this  req^^ect;  but, 
though  large  concessions  were  made  at 
the  expense  of  the  landlords,  two  princi- 
ples were  insisted  upon  as  a  kind  of  set- 
off against  these  concessions,  and  great 
credit  was  taken  by  the  Prime  Minister 
for  the  maintenance  of  those  principles. 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tage to  landlords  in  recovering  their 
debts.  In  point  of  fact,  however,  a 
landlord  would  be  deprived  of  the  only 
effectual  remedy  he  had  to  recover  his 
rent.  The  honest  tenants  who  hitherto 
had  paid  their  rents  would  be  tempted 
to  exclaim — "What  fools  we  were!" 
Even  if  this  Bill  should  not  become  law, 
the  mere  initiation  of  it  would  have 
done  a  fearful  amount  of  mischief.  For 
some  time  past  g^at  courage  was  re- 
quired on  the  part  of  those  who  opposed 
the  unprincipled  agitation  in  Ireland. 
["No!"]  He  maintained  that  it  was 
an  unprincipled  agitation.  Ministers  of 
religion  and  ecclesiastics  high  in  the 
Church  to  which  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  belonged  had  stood  for- 
ward and  warned  the  people  against 
the  agitation.  J["  No !  "1  The  Eoman 
Cathmic  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  his 
Pastorid  of  November  17,  said — 

**  Very  rev.  fathers,  while  standing  forward 
to  support  our  flocks  in  this  their  dark  hour  of 
distress,  we  must  not  fear  to  raise  our  voices  to 
warn  them  against  the  results  of  their  faults  or 
mistakes.  Our  principle  must  be  to  give  to 
CsBsar  what  Ciesar  justly  claims,  else  we  cannot 
give  to  God  what  God  commands.  If  just  debts, 
mrly  demanded,  be  not  honestly  discharged,  a 
principle  fatal  to  the  prosperity  of  our  country 
will  be  establidied,  and  sooner  or  later  it  will 
recoil  on  the  heads  of  those  who  to-day  may 
seem  to  be  gainers  by  its  adoption.  But  let  us 
pray,  rev.  fathers,  that  the  day  may  be  yet  far 
distant  when  Irishmen,  who  in  olden  times  were 
renowned  for  their  love  of  impartial  justice, 
should  set  to  the  world  an  example  of  faith 
disregarded.*' 

The  sanction  which  this  Bill  seemed,  as 
he  had  shown,  to  give  to  the  programme 
of  the  agitators  must  paralyze  the  efforts 
of  these  holy  men.  He  must  now  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  the  unhappy 
landlords  of  Ireland,  many  of  whom 
were  among  his  own  x^onstituents.  The 
sources  of  their  income  in  many  oases 
would  be  dried  up  by  the  Bill  when  it 
became  law ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
their  taxes  and  other  outgoings  would 
still  have  to  be  met  by  them.  Hundreds 
and  thousands  of  landlords  would  prac- 
tically receive  no  rent  at  all  until  1882, 
and  would  so  be  ruined.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that,  in  principle,  the 
BOl  was  reidly  precisely  the  same  as 
that  for  which  it  was  brought  forward 
as  a  substitute,  and  which  made  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent  a  dis- 
turbance.    Sudi   a  principle  was  not 


based  upon  any  sound  lines.  By  adopt- 
ing it  they  conferred  as  little  benefit  as 
possible  on  the  honest  tenants,  and  in- 
flicted as  much  injury  as  possible  upon 
landlords.  It  was  his  firm  and  strong 
belief  that  the  measure  would  be  re- 
garded as  a  surrender  to  the  land  agita- 
tion. He  knew  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  generally  against  the 
agitation,  and  that  he  had  pledged  him- 
self not  to  take  any  further  steps  in  the 
same  direction ;  but  he  should  remember 
that  his  words  would  be  read  by  only  a 
few  of  the  people  to  whom  they  referred, 
whilst  the  concessions  he  had  made  would 
be  known  to  all.  It  was  well  known  that 
Government  had,  at  first,  refused  to  do 
anything  of  the  Hnd  during  the  Session, 
and  that  they  had  refused  to  accept  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo ;  but 
that  Parliamentary  pressure  had  been 
successfully  put  upon  them  by  those  who 
favoured  the  anti-rent  agitation,  and 
that  the  leaders  of  the  movement  were 
induced  to  withdraw  their  Bill  on  the 
pledge  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
the  present  measure.  He  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Citjr  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  was  satisfied  with  the  change 
which  had  come  over  the  Government 
in  this  respect.  The  hon.' Member  re- 
cently remarked — 

**  Within  the  last  few  days  the  general  situa- 
tion has  entirely  chang^,  so  far  as  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  upon  the  Land  Question  is 
concerned.  Having  announced  at  the  beg^ning 
of  the  Session  that  they  would  not  touch  Uie  sub- 
ject this  Session  tiiey  now  introduce  a  Bill  very 
similar  to  that  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  and  to 
effect  an  object  which  the  draughtsmanship  of 
Dr.  Commins  in  Mr.  Power's  Bill  has  taught 
them  how  to  accomplish.  We  shall  now  have 
an  opportunity  of  introducing  a  clause  for  the 
suspension  of  ejectments,  ana  also  any  other 
amendment  of  the  Land  Laws  which  it  may  be 
thought  desirable  this  Session  to  press  for.*' 

He  thought,  therefore,  that  after  that 
frank  dedaration  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  who  was,  at  least,  the 
godfather  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo's 
Bill,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  further 
to  prove  how  identical  they  were  in 
principle,  and  how  likely  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  was  to  countenance  the 
anti-rent  agitation  by  carrying  out  one 
of  the  main  articles  in  their  programme 
by  depriving  the  landlords  of  their 
rents. 

The  SOLICITOB  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.WfM.  Johnsok)  said,  he 
thought  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members 
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not  been  clearly  stated ;  and  lie  would 
like  to  know  wnether  there  were  any  re- 
strictions so  described  as  to  cause  re- 
liance to  be  placed  upon  the  course  of 
action  which  should  be  taken.  They 
certainly  affected  a  considerable  part  of 
Ireland,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  applied  to 
13  counties,  and  to  more  than  one-half 
of  the  whole  country.  Why  should  that 
distinction  be  drawn  ?  The  Schedule  in 
which  those  districts  were  specified  was 
drawn  up  for  the  purposes  of  the  dis- 
tress, and,  no  doubt,  much  distress  had 
existed  in  some  parts;  but  there  were 
some  parts  mentioned  in  the  Schedule 
which  had  been  entirely  free  from  dis- 
tress, althoufi^h  surrounded  by  distressed 
districts;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  were  some  parts  not  included  in 
the  Schedule  which  were  as  much  in 
distress  as  those  within  the  bounds  of 
the  Schedule.  Now,  he  wished  to  know 
why  a  Schedule  of  that  kind  ought  to  be 
taken  as  a  guide  for  a  measure  of  the 
nature  before  the  House,  and  should  at 
all  interfere  with  the  bargain  which  had 
been  made  between  two  men  by  saying 
that  the  landlord's  rent  should  not  be 
obtained  from  a  tenant  ?  There  was  no 
ground  upon  which  they  would  be  able 
permanently  to  base  such  a  capricious 
restriction.  The  measure  provided  that 
if  an  owner  of  land  came  within  the  Sche- 
dule, he  came  within  the  benefit  of  the 
Act;  whereas  those  who  owned  land  out- 
side the  Schedule  did  not  come  within  the 
purposes  of  the  measure.  What  justice 
was  there  in  refusing  the  right  to  men 
outside,  while  they  granted  it  to  those 
inside?  [Mr.  Parnell :  Hear,  hear!] 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  thought 
there  was  injustice  in  such  a  result, 
and  he  could  well  understand  such  a 
conviction  in  his  mind.  Now,  there  was 
another  restriction  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer.  The  Bill  was  confined  to  two 
years,  or  to  one  year  and  a-half.  But 
why  should  any  such  time  be  fixed  upon  ? 
He  had  heard  from  some  authorities  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  the  dis- 
tress had  already  almost  passed  away. 
["  No,  no !  "]  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
certainly  stated  the  other  night  that  in 
some  parts  the  distress  had  been  suc- 
cessfully grappled  with,  and  that  in 
other  distnots,  though  l^ere  was  still 
sufieriug,  there  was  hope  of  an  abundant 
harvest,  which  it  was  believed  would 
entirely  remove  it.    [  *  *  No,  no ! '  *  ]    But 
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supposing  they  had  one  good  year  or 
two  good  years,  followed  by  another 
wet  autumn  and  a  bad  spring,  were  they 
g^ing  to  continue  this  BiUf    And  i£ 
they  were  not,  how  could  they  rest  firmly 
on  such  insecure  restrictions  as  these  ? 
He  had  no  faith  in  any  limitation  of 
time  when  once  the  right  principle  which 
should  pervade  the  measure  had  been 
departed  from.   But  the  most  extraordi- 
nary part  of  the  Bill  was  probably  that 
relating  to  the  tenant's  abihty  or  inability 
to  pay.  If  they  wished  to  evade  the  pay- 
ment of  rent  mey  should  do  it  straight- 
away by  a  Bill  like  the  one  introduced  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  County  Mayo ;  but 
to  throw  upon  the  County  Court  Judge 
the  ontis  of  deciding  in  such  a  matter 
was  an  utterly  impracticable  and  absurd 
proposal.     He  would  have  to  ask  the 
tenant — *'  Are  you  able  to  pay  ?"  Well, 
the  answer  they  would  easily  g^ess,  for 
there  were  very  few  tenants  in  Ireland, 
or  even  in  England  at  the  present  time, 
who  did  not  experience  more  or  less 
difficulty   in  meeting   their  payments. 
Then,  how  could  the  Chairman  cross- 
examine  the  tenant  as  to  his  means,  or 
the  landlord  contradict  the  statements 
which  might  be  made  by  the  tenant  ? 
It  was  important  to  remember  that  the 
Bill  only  referred  to  the  landlord's  debt, 
while  there  was  nothing  about  the  trades- 
man and  the  money-lender.     The  tenant 
might  simply  come  forward  and  say  that 
there  had  been  a  very  bad  year  for  the 
crops,  that  he  was  in  the  scheduled  dis- 
trict, and  that  he  had  found  it  very  diffi- 
cult to  get  on  ;  that  he  had  had  to  take 
goods  on  credit  and  to  ^et  money  from 
the  money-lender.     The  law  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  establish  would  then 
in  principle  lay  down  that  the  tenant 
must  pay  the  tradesman  and  the  money- 
lender, but  not  the  landlord.     Such  dis- 
tinctions introduced  into  the  measure 
some  of  the  worst  principles  put  forward 
by  the  anti-rent  agitators.     The  result 
would  be  exactly  the  same,  and  the  dis- 
cretion given  to  the  Chairman  and  the 
County  Court  Judge  would  be  perfectly 
useless.     The  Bill  would  keep  an  open 
door  for  the  dishonest  tenant ;  it  would  be 
a  terrible  temptation  to  the  honest  one ; 
it  provided  that  the  duties  to  the  landlords 
would  be  in  ouite  a  different  category  to 
the  other  creditors ;  it  would  prove  bad 
teaching  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  and 
no  need  would  exist  for  anyone  to  urve 
a  tenant  not  to  pay  his  rent.    The  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  had  expressed  a  hope 
that  the  Bill  would  be  a  great  advan- 
tafi^e  to  landlords  in  recoveriDg  their 
deots.  In  point  of  fact,  howeyer,  a 
landlord  would  be  deprived  of  the  only 
effectual  remedy  he  had  to  recover  his 
rent.  The  honest  tenants  who  hitherto 
had  paid  their  rents  would  be  tempted 
to  exclaim — "What  fools  we  were!" 
Even  if  this  Bill  should  not  become  law, 
the  mere  initiation  of  it  would  have 
done  a  fearful  amount  of  mischief.  For 
some  time  past  great  courage  was  re- 
Quired  on  the  part  of  those  who  opposed 
tne  unprincipled  a^tation  in  Ireland. 
[''  No ! '']  He  mamtained  that  it  was 
an  unprincipled  agitation.  Ministers  of 
religion  and  ecclesiastics  high  in  the 
Church  to  which  the  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  belonged  had  stood  for- 
ward and  warned  the  people  against 
the  agitation.  ]]"  No !  "1  The  Eoman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  in  his 
Fastorid  of  November  17,  said — 

«<  Very  rev.  fathers,  while  standinff  forward 
to  support  our  flocks  in  this  their  dark  hour  of 
distress,  we  must  not  fear  to  raise  our  voices  to 
warn  them  against  the  results  of  their  faults  or 
mistakes.  Our  principle  must  be  to  gire  to 
CsBsar  what  Caesar  justly  claims,  else  we  cannot 
give  to  God  what  God  commands.  If  just  debts, 
uiirly  demanded,  be  not  honestly  discharged,  a 
principle  fatal  to  the  prosperity  of  our  country 
will  be  established,  and  sooner  or  later  it  will 
recoil  on  the  heads  of  those  who  to-day  may 
seem  to  be  gainers  by  its  adoption.  But  let  us 
pray,  rev.  Others,  that  the  day  may  be  yet  far 
distant  when  Irishmen,  who  in  olden  times  were 
renowned  for  their  love  of  impartial  justice, 
should  set  to  the  world  an  example  of  faith 
disregarded." 

The  sanction  which  this  Bill  seemed,  as 
he  had  shown,  to  give  to  the  programme 
of  the  agitators  must  paralyze  the  efforts 
of  these  holy  men.  He  must  now  say 
a  few  words  on  behalf  of  the  unhappy 
landlords  of  Ireland,  many  of  whom 
were  among  his  own  xK>nstituents.  The 
sources  of  their  income  in  many  cases 
would  be  dried  up  by  the  Bill  when  it 
became  law ;  while,  on  the  other  hand, 
their  taxes  and  other  outgoings  would 
still  have  to  be  met  by  them.  Hundreds 
and  thousands  of  landlords  would  prac- 
tically receive  no  rent  at  all  until  1882, 
and  would  so  be  ruined.  He  had  en- 
deavoured to  show  that,  in  principle,  the 
Bill  was  really  precisely  the  same  as 
that  for  which  it  was  brought  forward 
as  a  substitute,  and  which  made  eject- 
ment for  non-payment  of  rent  a  dis- 
turbance.    Sudi   a  principle  was  not 


based  upon  any  sound  lines.  By  adopt- 
ing it  they  conferred  as  little  benefit  as 
possible  on  the  honest  tenants,  and  in- 
flicted as  much  injuir  as  possible  upon 
landlords.  It  was  his  firm  and  strong 
belief  that  the  measure  would  be  re- 
garded as  a  surrender  to  the  land  agita- 
tion. He  knew  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  spoken  generally  against  the 
agitation,  and  that  he  had  pledged  him- 
self not  to  take  any  further  steps  in  the 
same  direction ;  but  he  should  remember 
that  his  words  would  be  read  by  only  a 
few  of  the  people  to  whom  they  referred, 
whilst  the  concessions  he  had  made  would 
be  known  to  all.  It  was  well  known  that 
Government  had,  at  first,  refused  to  do 
anything  of  the  Hnd  during  the  Session, 
and  that  they  had  refused  to  accept  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo ;  but 
that  Parliamentary  pressure  had  been 
successfully  put  upon  them  by  those  who 
favoured  the  anti-rent  agitation,  and 
that  the  leaders  of  the  movement  were 
induced  to  withdraw  their  Bill  on  the 
pledge  of  the  Government  to  introduce 
the  present  measure.  He  knew  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Citjr  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  was  satisfied  with  the  change 
which  had  come  over  the  Government 
in  this  respect.  The  hon.' Member  re- 
cently remarked — 

**  Within  the  last  few  days  the  general  situa- 
tion has  entirely  changed,  so  far  as  the  attitude 
of  the  Government  upon  the  Land  Question  is 
concerned.  Having  announced  at  the  beginning 
of  the  Session  that  they  would  not  touch  Uie  sub- 
ject this  Session  thev  now  introduce  a  Bill  very 
similar  to  that  of  Mr.  O'Connor  Power,  and  to 
effect  an  object  which  the  draugbtsmanship  of 
Dr.  Commins  in  Mr.  Power's  Bill  has  taught 
them  how  to  accomplish.  We  shall  now  have 
an  opportunity  of  introducing  a  clause  for  the 
suspension  of  ejectments,  ana  also  any  other 
amendment  of  Ihe  Land  Laws  which  it  may  be 
thought  desirable  this  Session  to  press  for.*' 

He  thoueht,  therefore,  that  after  that 
frank  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork,  who  was,  at  least,  the 
godfather  of  tibe  hon.  Member  for  Mayo's 
Bill,  it  was  unnecessary  for  him  further 
to  prove  how  identical  they  were  in 
principle,  and  how  likely  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  was  to  countenance  the 
anti-rent  agitation  by  carrying  out  one 
of  the  main  articles  in  their  programme 
by  depriving  the  landlords  of  their 
rents. 

Thb  SOLICITOB  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.WfM.  Johnsok)  said,  he 
thought  hon.  and  right  hon.  Members 
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of  that  Hoiisei  on  wluchever  side  they 
Bat,  and  however  they  voted,  must  regret 
that  on  all  occasions  whenever  the 
words  " landlord "  and  "tenant**  were 
introduced  in  debate  in  that  House 
they  invariably  acted  as  Shibboleths 
which  resolved  the  House  into  two 
hostile  camps,  instead  of  being  an  in- 
ducement to  the  House  to  do  all  they 
could  to  promote  the  union,  most  inti- 
mate as  it  should  be,  of  those  who  were 
80  dosely  connected  together  in  interest 
and  relation.  Whatever  injured  the 
landlord  would  re-act  on  the  tenant,  and 
whatever  was  injurious  to  the  tenant 
would  re-aot  on  the  landlord.  He  could 
not  understand  why  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  had  been  denounced  as  inequitable, 
for  it  appeared  to  him  to  give  perfectly 
equal  justice  both  to  lanSords  and  to 
tenants.  The  principle  of  this  Bill  was 
the  principle  Tiniich  was  endeavoured  to 
be  introduced  into  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
in  the  interest  of  the  landlord  class. 
The  principle  of  this  Bill  was  that  if  a 
tenant  in  a  limited  area,  for  a  limited 
time,  and  in  exceptional  circumstances, 
was  willing  to  continue  in  occupation  of 
his  holding  on  just  and  reasonable  terms, 
and  if  those  terms  were  imreasonably  re- 
fused bv  the  landlord,  then,  and  then 
only,  dia  the  scope  of  the  Act  come  into 
operation  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenant.  Now,  the  18th  section  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  gave  the  Court  power 
to  deal  with  the  equities  both  on  the  one 
side  and  the  other,  both  of  the  landlord 
and  tenant — 

•*  If,"  said  the  Act  of  1870,  <'  it  shall  appear 
to  the  Court  in  any  case  in  which  compensa- 
tion shall  he  claimed  under  Section  3  of  this 
Act,  that  the  landlord  has  heen  and  is  willing 
to  permit  the  tenant  to  continue  in  the  occu- 
pation of  his  holding  upon  just  and  reasonahle 
terms,  and  that  such  t^ms  have  heen  and  are 
unreasonahly  refused  hy  the  tenant,  the  claim  of 
the  tenant  to  such  compensation  shall  he  dis- 
aUowed.'* 

The  application  of  that  pnnoiple  was  the 
governing  principle  of  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  Would  not  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  repel  with  indignation  the  as- 
persion that  they  were  not  just  and 
reasonable,  and  were  not  willing  to 
act  justly  and  reasonably  ?  But  then 
the  Bill  did  not  override  any  right 
they  would  desire  to  exercise.  They 
would  not  be  deprived  bv  this  Bill  of  the 
means  of  recovering  their  rent.  The 
Bill  bad  been  denounced  by  hon.  Mem* 
bers   opposite,  and   by  the    hon.  and 
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fallant  Member  for  the  Cooniy  of 
leitrim  (Major  O'Beime),  as  a  revola- 
tionary  measure,  introduced  to  confiscate 
the  property  of  the  landlords.   Now,  with 

great  respect,  he  could  hardly  think,  if 
l^entlemen  would  look  at  the  matter  im- 
partiallv  and  fairly,  they  would  think 
that  a  lait  or  adequate  description  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bill.  A  great  calamity 
had  befallen  a  large  part  of  Lreland. 
It  might  be  described  as  pervading  half 
Ireland — that  was  to  say,  if  they  drew 
a  line  down  Ireland  through  Athlone, 
the  districts  to  the  west  of  that  line 
were  distressed.  It  was  the  object  of 
the  Bill  to  assist  distressed  parts  of 
the  country ;  and  the  principles  of  this 
Bill  had,  in  fact,  been  sanctioned  by  the 
last  Parliament  and  by  the  Conservative 
Government  by  the  &rst  Act,  passed  in 
1880.  That  Act  originated  in  a  Motion 
by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way  County  (Major  Nolan),  who  would, 
he  supposed,  be  classed  by  his  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr.  Plunket) 
with  those  to  whom  he  applied  such 
strong  language.  The  question,  then, 
was,  whether  large  tracts  of  Ireland 
were  to  be  left  uncultivated  and  waste, 
or  should  means  be  furnished  in  the 
interest  of  the  community  at  large  for 
their  cultivation.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galwav  County  proposed 
that  present  relief  should  then  oe  given 
by  the  distribution  of  seeds.  No  voice 
had  then  suggested  that  Parliament  thus 
had  confiscated  the  property  of  landlords 
or  any  property.  That  BiU  was  limited 
to  the  distressed  districts,  and  was  also 
limited  in  time.  Did  anyone  ever  say 
that  that  Act  which  Parliament  thus  sanc- 
tioned was  intended  to  establish  the 
principle  that  tenants  thereafter  were 
not  to  provide  their  own  seeds,  or  rely 
on  their  own  resources;  and  that,  be^ 
cause  assistance  was  given  them  when 
they  had  been  scoured  by  the  visita- 
tion of  Providence,  therefore  they  were 
not  in  future  to  exert  their  own  powers  ? 
In  distressed  districts  assistance  had 
thus  been  given  to  the  cultivators  of  the 
soil ;  but  it  yet  remained  temporarily  to 
arrange  satisfEUstorily  the  mutual  and 
relative  duties  of  the  landlord  and  the 
tenant  in  distressed  districts  lest  large 
tracts  of  land  subjected  to  the  visitation 
of  Providence,  which  might  have  been 
uncultivated,  shouldyet  become  waste  and 
untenanted.  Notwithstanding  the  ener- 
getic and  denunciatory  language  of  the 
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righthon.  and  leamedMemberfor  Dublin 
Univenity  (Mr.  Flnnket),  he  oould  hardly 
think  the  Honse  would  hesitate  to  agree 
to  this  Bill.    Let  them  look  at  parts  of 
the  district  to  which  the  Act  was  in- 
tended to  apply.    He  would  take  a  dis- 
trict from   Ulster,  another  from   Oqu- 
nanght,  and  another  from  Munster ;  and 
he  would  ask,  should  not  assistance  be 
given   to  the  men  to  whom  this  Bill 
would  apply  ?    They  were  men  of  small 
and  struggling  circumstances ;  but  were 
they,  therefore,  to  be  reflised  the  fair 
relief  which  this  Bill  would  give  ?    In 
the  Oounty  Donegal,  where  tenant  right 
prevailed,  and  where  the  action  of  the 
police,  and  the  assistance  of  the  mili- 
tary, was  not  required  to  protect  and 
enforce  the  process  of  the  law,  there 
were  1,100,000  acres  divided  into  83,000 
holdings.     17,000  of  these  holdings  did 
not  exceed  £4  valuation,  8,000  exceeded 
£4,  but  did  not  exceed  £8,  valuation. 
Out  of  83,000  holdings,  therefore,  nearly 
25,000  did  not  exceed  a  valuation  of 
£8.    Now  let  the  House  come  to  the 
aid  of   those  25,000    holdings,    which 
represented,  in  most  instances,  the  head 
of  a  family  with  a  wife  and  children. 
Then  as  to  the  Oounty  of  Ma^o.    It  con- 
tained  1,300,000    acres,    divided   into 
36,000  holdings.     Of  these,  19,000  hold- 
ings did  not  exceed  £4  valuation,  while 
10,400  exceeded  £4,  but  did  not  exceed 
£8,  valuation.    Nearly  the  same  figures 
would  prevail  in  the  dounty  of  Giuway, 
where  there  was  an  acreage   of  over 
1,000,000  divided  into  38,000  holdings, 
of  which  28,000  did  not  exceed  £8  valua- 
tion.   The  facts  in  the  Oounty  of  Kerry 
were  much  the  same.  With  those  figures 
before  it,  would  the  House  consider  that 
in  the  present  circumstances  of  excep- 
tional mstress  the  power  which  the  law 
gave  of  recovering  rent  by  ejectment 
was  to  be  used  for  the  indirect  purpose 
of  clearing  the  land  of  its  occupiers? 
To  prevent  that,  and  for  that  purpose 
alone,  this  Bill  was  introduced.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.   0.    Bussell)  had   sketched    with 
great    accuracy   the    growth    of   rent 
ejectment  in  Ireland,   and  had  shown 
how  in  this  great  and  prosperous  coun- 
try this  power  did  not  exist  in  tiie  same 
decree  as  in  Ireland.    No  one  would 
object  to  the  law  being  made  use  of 
for  the  legitimate  purpose  for  which  it 
was  originally  intended — namely,  of  re- 
covering rent.    It  was  not  until  1850 


that  in  the  Oivil  Bill  Oourts  in  Ireland 
landlords  were  empowered  to  maintain 
ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent  in 
respect  of  yearly  tenancies  held  without 
writing  and  merely  by  oral  and  verbal 
arrangement,  and  it  was  not  until  the 
year  1860  that  similar  jurisdiction  was 
given  to  Superior  Oourts.    These  con- 
stituted the  great  bulk  of  yearlv  tenan- 
cies in  Ireland.    It  was  thus  only  for  the 
purpose  of  enablin  g  the  landlord  to  recover 
his  rent  that  this  power  of  eviction  was 
given,   and  it  was  never  contemplated 
fiiat  it  was  to  be  used  for  the  purpose 
of  clearing  the  land  of  its  inhabitants. 
But,    after    all,    the    landlord    would 
retain  all  the   same  power  to  recover 
his  rent.      He    might    also,   like    any 
other    creditor,    bring   his    action    for 
what  was  due;  he  could  get  a  judg- 
ment of  the  Oourt,   and  by  virtue  of 
that  judgment  he  could  realize  through 
a  Sheri^s  sale  the  property  taken  in 
execution.     The  interest  in  the  holding, 
if  any,  miffht  be  sold ;  and  if  anything 
over  and  c%ove  the  liabilities  was  real- 
ized the  tenant  might  g^t  it.    Amongst 
other  benefits  of   the   Ulster  custom, 
where  it  prevailed,  the  tenant  was  se- 
cured the  right  to  sell  his  interest,  if 
he  did  not  wish  to  remain,  or  if  he  be- 
came unable  to  pay  his  rent  and  was 
ejected  for  non-payment  of  rent.    If  the 
House  would  compare  the  Bill  with  the 
Land  Act,  it  would  see  that  both  were 
on  the  same  lines.   It  was  not  introduced 
for  any  political  purpose.  It  was  honestly 
introduced  to  meet  exceptional  distress 
from  failure  of  crops.    It  run  in  the  same 
groove  as  the  Seeds  Act.    Its  principle 
was  simply  this — ^that  where  a  tenant  was 
unable  to  pay,  and  where  his  inability 
was  caused  by  the  distress  which  had 
arisen  from  the  failure  of  crops,   and 
he  could  satisfy  the  Court — which,  be 
it  well  remembered,  was  not  to  be  an 
arbitrary  Oourt,  but  one  which  Parlia- 
ment had    set   up  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Land  Act — ^that  his  propositions  for 
the  arrangement  of  his  rent  and  its 
arrears  and  otherwise  were  just  and 
reasonable,  and  that  his  landlord  un- 
reasonably rejected  those  fair  overtures, 
then  that  he  should  be  compensated  for 
the  disturbance.     Was  that  a  Bill  which 
was  a  subversion  of  the  rights  of  property  ? 
Hon.  Oentlemen  wh6  were  so  generous 
to  their  own  tenantry  were,  at  this  mo- 
ment, doing  what  the  Bill  would  force 
those   in  whom  justice  and  generosity 
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had  no  place  also  to  do.  Was  it  to  be 
that  the  Done  and  sinew  of  the  countiy 
were  to  have  no  consideration  after  their 
recent  bitter  famine  experiences  ?  Stung 
with  despair,  they  might  be  driven  to 
emigrate  to  foreign  hmds.  Would  the 
House  send  them  away  with  a  feeling 
rankline  in  their  hearts  that  the  farms 
where  they  were  bom — wherCi  perhaps, 
they  had  closed  their  parents'  eyes  in 
death — were  not  to  be  protected,  and 
that  they  could  not  obtain  the  smallest 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  House 
of  Commons  of  a  United  Kingdom. 
Would  they  not  rather  take  from  the 
hand  of  the  agitator  one  of  his  most 
fatal  weapons,  and,  at  all  eyents,  show 
the  people  that  that  great  Assembly  was 
not  afraid  to  be  just  ? 

Me.  TOTTENHAM  moved  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr,  Tottenham,) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  that,  consi- 
dering the  importance  of  the  question, 
and  the  limitednumberof  hon.  Members 
who  had  had  an  opportunity  of  address- 
ing the  House  upon  it,  he  would  consent 
to  the  adjournment  of  the  debate  until 
Tuesday  at  2  o'clock. 

Mb.  PAENELL  thought  it  was  much 
more  likely  to  be  brought  to  a  close  at 
an  Evening  Sitting  than  at  a  Morning 
Sitting. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  Govern- 
ment had  already  lost  two  Mondays,  and 
he  must  ask  them  to  go  into  Supply  on 
Monday.    It  was  absolutely  necessary. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  remarked  that 
Tuesday  had  been  mentioned  for  the 
Bradlaugh  afiCair,  and  it  was  a  matter  of 
Privilege. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  replied,  that  they 
would  see  what  happened;  but  they  were 
in  hopes  that  that  would  not  be  talcen. 

Mb.  GIBSON  hoped  that  before  the 
debate  was  resumed  the  Papers  which 
had  been  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Lreland  would  be  laid  upon  the  Table, 
in  such  a  form  as  to  distinguish  evic- 
tions for  non-payment  of  rent  from 
other  causes.  He  also  hoped  Eetums 
would  be  given  of  ejectments  in  cities 
and  towns.  He  trusted  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  hurry  on  the  printing 
of  the  Poor  Law  Returns  which  he  men- 
tioned the  other  day. 

Th$  Solicitor  Oinm-al/or  Ireland 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  was  a£ndd  it 
would  be  impossible  to  prodiioe  all  th^ee 
Betums  within  the  time  mentioned. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjowmed  till  Tus9da^  next,  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


SAVINGS  BANKS  BILL.— [Box  188.] 
{^Mr,   Oladttone^  Mr.  Fawe$tf,    Lcrd  Fr^denei 

Cavendiah.) 

SECOND  READIKO.     [aDJOTJBNJED    DSBATI.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming^  Adjouned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [18th  June],  "l%Lat  Qie  BiB 
be  now  read  a  second  time.'' 

And  which  Amendment  was. 

To  leaye  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  thread 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  **t^ 
extension  of  the  limits  of  deponts  in  8«TiBgt 
Banks  proposed  in  this  Bill  would  result  in  to 
serious  a  discouragement  of  private  eDt«rpd« 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Houm^  no  such  iCep 
shoiUd  be  taken  without  careful  inquiry," — [Mr. 
William  Fowler y) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  '*  That  tht 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  ptrt 
of  the  Question.'' 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  baking  expressed  a  hope  tLit 
the  Prime  Minister  would  not  pre«8  the 
Bill,  since  many  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
were  interested  in  it  had  gone  away 
under  the  impression  that  it  would  not 
come  on. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  said,  the  oljee- 
tions  were  only  in  regard  to  matters  of 
detail,  which  could  be  perfectly  well  dis- 
cussed in  Committee.  The  debate  was 
only  adjourned  on  the  last  occasion  ia 
consequence  of  the  interposition  of  om 
hon.  Gentleman. 

Sib  ANDEEWLUSK  said,  he  hopsd 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  ia- 
sist  on  reading  the  Bill  a  second  time  at 
present.  He  knew  several  G^tl«n«n 
who  wished  to  speak  on  the  subject 

Mb.  GLADSTONE,  interposing,  said, 
he  had  given  Notice  that  he  would  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  BiU  the  first 
opportunity  he  had. 

Sib  ANDEEWLUSKsaid,  that  in  that 
case  he  should  talk  it  out.  He  did  not 
think  it  was  fair  of  the  right  hon.  G«b- 
tleman  to  push  the  Bill  so,  and  take 
advantage  of  the  absence  of  hon.  Geo- 
tlemen  who  took  an  interest  in  it. 
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Mb.  GLADSTONE  hoped  the  hon. 
Baronet  would  not  use  language  of  that 
kind.  He  was  not  taking  advantage  of 
anyone  in  their  absence. 

Sib  ANDBE W  LIJSK  said,  he  begged 
pardon  if  he  had  said  anything  amiss, 
and  would  withdraw^the  expression. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  thii  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
five  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed   its   Sitting    at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 


ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAY. 

SUPPLY-COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CLOSING  OF  PUBLIC-HOUSES  ON 
SUNDAY— RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  STEVENSON,  in  rising  to 
move — 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  ex- 
pedient that  the  Law  whioh  limits  the  hours  of 
sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  on  Sunday  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales  should  be  amended  so  as  to 
apply  to  the  whole  of  the  day/* 

said,  that  in  hringing  forward  this  im- 
portant question  he  was  greatly  en- 
couraged by  the  result  of  the  discussion 
whioh  took  place  only  a  week  ago  on  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  LawsonV  He 
believed  his  hon.  Friend  would  not 
think  he  was  criticizinff  in  a  hostile 
spirit  the  Besolution  which  he  intro- 
duced, if  he  submitted  that  the  Beso- 
lution he  (Mr.  Stevenson)  had  to  propose 
was  one  of  a  much  simpler  character, 
and  attended,  in  many  respects,  with 
fewer  difficulties,  and  ought,  therefore, 
more  readily  to  command  the  attention 
of  Uie  House.  There  was  no  doubt 
about ''  Sunday  closing,''  though  some 
hon.  Members  had  expressed  a  doubt 
as  to  the  meaning  of  **  Local  Option." 
There  was  no  question  of  compensation 
connected  with  this  Besolution.  He  was 
g^  to  think  that  no  question  of  com- 


pensation could  possiblv  arise  in  con- 
nection with  this  Besolution,  because, 
during  the  discussion  of  an  analogous 
measure  relating  to  Ireland,  the  question 
of  compensation  was  considered  and 
deliberately  rejected  as  having  no  foun- 
dation. Nine-tenths  of  the  population 
of  Ireland  were  under  the  rig%m$  of 
Sunday  closing,  and  the  whole  of  Scot- 
land between  20  and  80  years  had  been 
under  a  similar  law.  It  appeared  to  be 
a  great  anomaly  that  the  only  trade  to 
be  carried  on  openly  and  generally  on 
Sunday  should  be  that  of  persons  who, 
under  the  name  of  Licensed  Victuallers, 
furnished  anything  rather  than  victuals, 
and  little  in  the  way  of  rei^reshments,  to 
travellers.  The  contraction  of  the  hours 
of  sale  on  Sunday  beg^  in  London. 
The  Preamble  to  the  Act  of  1848  re- 
cited that  provisions  which  had  been  in 
force  in  the  Metropolitan  Police  district 
for  some  time  had  been  attended  with 
great  benefits.  A  further  contraction 
was  made  by  the  Act  of  the  present  Lord 
Winmarleigh,  when  Colonel  Wilson 
Patten,  wmch  closed  public-houses  in 
the  afternoon.  It  was  a  misunderstand- 
ing to  suppose  that  there  was  any  con- 
nection between  that  Act  and  the  Hyde 
Park  riots,  for  the  Act  had  been  in 
successful  operation  10  months,  and  the 
riots  were  brought  about  by  an  attempt 
to  limit  Sunday  trading  in  other  articles 
in  certain  parts  of  London.  Some 
publicans  took  advantage  of  the  oppor- 
tunity to  direct  the  attention  of  Parlia- 
ment to  the  subject,  and  in  a  panic  the 
number  of  open  hours  was  increased 
from  seven  to  eight-and-half ;  but  still 
afternoon  closing  was  retained.  In  1 868, 
the  last  year  of  the  £10  householder 
Parliament,  Mr.  Abel  Smith  brought  in 
a  Bill  to  reduce  the  hours  and  to  alter 
the  character  of  the  sale  from  consump- 
tion on  to  consumption  off  the  premises. 
It  was  said  the  last  Session  of  that 
Parliament  was  chosen  because  the 
promoters  of  the  measure  dared  not 
have  proposed  it  in  the  reformed  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  the  real  state  of  the  case  was 
just  the  other  way,  for  in  the  reformed 
Parliament  there  was  greater  possibility 
of  dealing  with  the  subject  than  there 
was  in  that  which  represented  the  £10 
householders.  The  new  Parliament  had 
the  better  means  of  knowing  what  the 
views  of  the  constituencies  were.     He 


believed  the  great  majority  of  the  people 

ly  closing.     He  believed 


desired  Sundav 


895        OloHnf  of  Paiio'Eoms     (COMMONS)      ^  Sunday.— IteiohH^.     896 


that  publio  opinion  was  ripe  for  this 
measnre.  What  was  wanted  was,  not 
a  partial  measure,  bnt  total  dosing — 
not  a  compromise,  but  full  liberty  to  all 
in  the  trade  to  take  a  daj  of  rest  for 
tiiemselyes  and  their  families.  The  last 
Parliament  might  have  been  considered 
a  most  imlikely  one  to  deal  with  the 
question,  and  yet  it  passed  tiie  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  measure,  because  there 
was  irresistible  proof  that  it  was  desired 
by  the  people  of  the  country.  Their 
feeling  was  elicited  by  a  house  to  house 
canvass,  carried  on  with  self-denial  and 
honesty;  and  the  votes  of  the  Irish 
Members  also  showed  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  desired  what  they  sucoeeded  in 

getting.  In  a  similar  way  in  England 
ouse  to  house  canvassing  had  been 
carried  on  for  many  years,  and  with  a 
corresponding  result.  It  showed  that 
about  eight  householders  were  in  favour 
of  the  Sunday  donng  to  one  against  it. 
When  a  question  was  put  as  to  a  modi- 
fied measure,  it  was  found  that  there 
was  just  as  great  a  majority  against 
that.  Therefore,  he  wished  to  give  the 
people,  not  what  they  did  not  ask  for, 
but  that  which  they  did  ask  for,  which 
was  total  Sunday  closing.  Last  year's 
discussion  of  this  subject  disclosed  an 
advance  of  publio  opinion  for  which 
many  were  not  prepared.  He  was  then 
pressed  by  many  fnends  of  temperance 
m  the  House  to  make  a  concession ;  and 
before  the  division,  which  was  on  the 
second  reading  of  tiie  Bill,  he  said  that 
he  would  accept,  in  the  way  of  clauses, 
the  modification  indicated,  which  was  the 
opening  of  public-houses  for  two  sepa- 
rate hours  for  the  sale  of  dinner  and  of 
supper  beer.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
make  that  concession  now  ;  he  should 
hope  for  better  terms  from  this  Parlia- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  (Mr.  J.  W.  Pease)  wanted 
to  advise  a  middle  course  with  the 
hope  of  reaching  the  final  result  with 
greater  safety.  But  what  he  wanted 
to  know  was  how  long  they  were  to 
be  in  reaching  Sunday  dosing?  He 
wanted  it  now.  But  if  it  was  to  be  ap- 
proached gradually,  was  there  to  be  the 
chance  of  adopting  Sunday  dosing  in 
any  one  parish  ?  He  coula  understand 
one  kind  of  compromise-— one  of  areas, 
such  as  the  exemption  of  towns  in  Ire- 
land, whose  turn,  ne  hoped,  would  come 
venr  soon.  He  oould  not,  however, 
understand  a  compromise  which  gave 

Mr.  Stwmitm 


what  nobody  asked  for,  and  of  which 
they  had  no  experience;  whereas  tiie 
simpler  plan  of  total  dosing  had  been 
tried  over  the  whole  of  Scowtnd  and  in 
nine-tenths  of  Irdand.  The  compro- 
mise was  proposed  by  Members  to  tneir 
constituendes,  and  not  by  the  oonsti* 
tuencies  to  their  Members.  The  publi- 
cans did  not  propose  it,  for  they  wanted 
an  unbroken  day  of  rest  for  themselves 
and  their  families,  and  a  compromise 
would  not  do  that.  After  the  last  de- 
bate, he  received  a  letter  from  a  publi- 
can in  the  neighbourhood  of  London  ex- 
pressing the  conviction  that  Sunday 
dosing  would  be  a  great  boon  to  the 
great  majority  of  Licensed  Yictuallert 
and  no  material  inconvenience  to  the 
public,  and  that  it  would,  to  some  extent, 
prevent  excessive  drinking  by  working 
men,  to  which  they  were  tempted  by 
leisure  when  they  had  their  wages  in 
their  pockets.  The  nine  hours' movement 

fave  the  working  man  54  hours  a-week ; 
ut  the  open  hours  of  the  publican  were 
double  that,  or  108  hours  a-week. 
Thinking  the  publican  who  had  written 
to  him  Imew  something  of  the  question, 
he  wrote  to  him  about  the  stale  beer 
difficulty,  and  the  re^y  received  was  a 
valuable  one  for  the  House,  for  it  stated 
that  the  difficulty  was  practically  got 
over  now  by  families  who  wanted  their 
dinner  beer  earlier  than  the  houses  were 
open  on  Sunday,  who  obtained  it  on  the 
Saturday  night,  and  kept  it  in  stone 
bottles  to  their  own  satisfaction.  An- 
other publican  wrote  him  a  letter,  in 
which  ne  said — 

'*  Many  of  my  customers  at  the  present  tims 
ffet  their  beer  for  Btmday's  use  in  stone  botUea, 
for  which  they  leave  a  small  deposit ;  and  al- 
though, no  doubt,  the  beer  when  it  comes  to  be 
used  is  not  as  good  as  when  it  was  originally 
taken  from  the  cask,  yet  it  is  far  better  than 
thousands  of  those  beverages  for  tiie  use  of  pri- 
vate families  which  are  sold  in  9  or  in  IS 
gaUon  casks  under  the  name  of  table  beer." 

Certainly,  the  small  convenience  of  being 
able  to  obtain  one's  dinner  beer  direct 
from  the  public-house  on  Sunda3rs  was 
purchased  at  a  very  mat  cost  indeed, 
the  price  being  the  tou  and  bondage  of 
the  publican  and  of  his  servants  for  the 
seven  days  of  the  week.  His  object,  how* 
ever,  was  to  give  them  a  complete  break 
of  one  day  in  the  week.  In  fact,  some  of 
the  large  public-houses  never  opened  at 
all  upon  Sundays,  and  those  employed 
in  them  felt  the  advantage  of  the  rest. 
He  objected  to  the  compromise  whioh 
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had  been  Buggested,  on  the  ground  that 
it  would  not  effect  any  Bubstantial  im- 
proyement  in  the  existing  state  of  things, 
and  would  continue  the  temptation  to 
Sunday  tippling  which  existed  under  the 
present  law.  As  far  as  the  persons  who 
kept  public-houses  were  concerned,  he  did 
not  tnink  that  they  wished  to  carry  on 
their  business  on  Sundays.  The  profit 
which  they  made  on  that  day  was  not 
particularly  large ;  and  they  had,  as  he 
belieyed,  a  wish  not  only  to  rest  them- 
selves, but  to  give  a  day  of  rest  to  those 
in  their  employ.  There  was,  of  course, 
on  their  part  a  great  show  of  opposi- 
tion ;  but  no  one  was  willing  to  work 
continuously  for  seyen  days  if  he  could 
get  off  for  six.  There  was,  at  all 
events,  considerable  difference  of  opinion 
between  them  on  this  question  of  Sun- 
day closing,  as  he  gathered  from  the 
Report  of  a  Conference  of  Licensed  Vic- 
tuallers lately  held  at  Newcastle.  In 
carrying  out  this  opposition,  the  Pro- 
tection Bociety  of  London,  when  he  was 
about  to  bring  forward  this  question 
early  in  the  present  year,  sent  out  a 
number  of  Petitions  among  the  trade  to 
be  exhibited  for  signature  in  every 
public-house.  All  persons  above  16 
years  of  age  of  both  sexes  were  invited 
to  sign  it ;  and  The  Morning  AdvertiMer, 
in  March  last,  in  a  leading  article, 
said : — 

**  We  are  anxious  to  point  out  to  the  trade,  a 
great  many  of  whom  display  too  much  apathy 
on  the  qucSstion,  the  ahsolnte  neceiaity  there  ia 
that  they  ahould  look  to  the  inttruotiona  of  the 
Committee.'* 

Still,  the  result  was  not  very  satisfac- 
tory. In  one  town  the  average  number 
of  signatures  was  six  to  each  public- 
house.  In  another  town  they  averaged 
17,  and  in  another  21.  This,  he 
thought,  showed  that  the  publicans  were 
not  greatly  opposed  to  it.  Indeed,  a 
canvass  from  house  to  house,  which  Dr. 
Norman  Kerr  originated  at  Jarrow, 
showed  they  were  in  favour  of  it. 
Again,  as  regarded  their  customers,  it 
was  not  the  poorer  classes  who  wished 
to  have  the  public-houses  kept  open, 
but  the  members  of  the  middle  classes 
of  society.  The  greatest  enemies  of  the 
public-houses  were  the  wives  of  the  la- 
Douriog  classes,  and  they  were  unani- 
mous in  wishing  to  have  them  closed 
on  Sunday.  He  regretted  to  find  the 
Bishop  of  liandaff  stating  his  opinion 
in  favour  of  keeping  them  open,  as 

VOL.  COLin.     [third  sbries.] 


there  was  no  district  in  England  which 
suffered  more  from  Sunday  drinking 
than  a  portion  of  his  diocese.  The  dis- 
trict in  question  was  a  colliery  one,  and 
he  found  that  on  Monday  tiiere  were 
5,178  men  in  the  pits ;  on  Friday  there 
were  1,000  men  more.  In  other  words, 
on  Monday  morning,  owing  to  how  they 
had  spent  their  Sunday,  there  were 
1,000  incapable  of  resuming  their  work, 
which  represented  a  fi;reat  loss  to  their 
families.  But,  more  than  that,  whereas 
the  quantity  of  coal  raised  on  Monday 
was  only  six  tons  per  man,  the  quantity 
raised  on  Friday  was  eight  tons  per 
man,  showing  how  much  meir  physical 
en^gy  was  impaired  by  Sunday  drink- 
ing. The  operation  of  the  Forbes- 
Mackenzie  Act  in  Scotland  had  been 
severely  tested — first,  by  the  inquiry  of 
a  Boyal  Commission,  which  in  its  Beport 
demonstrated  by  statistics  that  not  only 
had  committals  for  Sunday  drinking 
been  reduced  to  less  than  one-tenth  of 
what  they  had  been  before  the  passing 
of  the  Act,  but  that  Saturday  and  Mon- 
day drinking  had  been  greatly  reduced 
also.  It  had  been  tested,  too,  by  the 
working  of  the  Irish  Sunday  dosing 
Act,  wmch  had  been  productive  of  the 
most  beneficial  effects ;  so  much  so,  that 
the  Dublin  Correspondent  of  The  Timei 
was  able  to  state  that  the  operation  of  the 
Act  had  falsified  the  predictions  of  its 
opponents  and  exceeded  the  expectations 
01  its  supporters,  and  that  not  only  had 
the  consumption  of  intoxicating  drinks 
fallen  off,  but  there  were  fewer  families 
in  want,  and  drinking  in  shebeen  houses 
had  become  somewhat  mythical.  If 
they  really  wanted  to  understand  all  the 
evils  of  Simday  drinking,  they  should, 
as  he  had  done,  go  round  the  public- 
houses  and  see  how  the  trade  was  car- 
ried on.  No  one  could  do  that  without 
feeling  a  desire  to  put  down  so  much 
misery  and  mischief.  So  far  he  was  a 
Sabbatarian  that  he  desired  that  every 
person  should  enjoy  one  day's  rest  in 
seven,  and  the  burden  of  proof  to  the 
contrary  lay  upon  those  who  denied  it. 
In  the  interest,  therefore,  of  the  general 
public,  and  especially  in  the  interest  of 
the  300,000  or  400,000  persons  who  were 
deprived  of  a  day  of  rest  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  existing  law,  he  begged  to 
move  the  Besolution  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  BIBLliT,  in  secondinfi^  the  Mo- 
tion, pointed  out  that  not  onJ^  had  the 
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result  of  the  canvass  been  uniformlj  in 
favour  of  the  proposal  to  olose  public- 
houses  on  Sundays,  but  there  had  been 
vast  public  meetings  in  support  of  the 
object,  attended  not  by  motley  crowds, 
but,  for  the  most  part,  by  stalwart  la- 
bourers who  were  in  earnest  in  the  cause 
of  temperance.  There  had  also  been  a 
great  number  of  Petitions,  which,  how- 
ever, he  would  pass  over,  because  he 
knew  that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not 
think  much  of  Petitions.  There  had 
also  been  Memorials  from  the  clergy  and 
other  considerable  bodies.  What  were 
the  arguments  against  the  proposal? 
By  some  it  was  urged  that  as  the  rich 
man  had  his  club  to  go  to  on  a  Sunday, 
BO  the  poor  man  ought  to  have  the 
benefit  of  his  beerhouse.  But  gin  palaces 
were  not  clubs ;  and  he  hesitated  to  in- 
dulge in  the  Utopian  hope  that  working 
men  would  patronize  dubs  very  lai^ely 
apart  from  indulgence  in  intoxicating 
liquors.  Others,  again,  said  that  they 
ought  to  rely  on  the  gradual  improvement 
in  the  habits  of  society.  It  was  said  that 
Qot  long  ago  persons  in  the  highest 
classes  thought  it  no  shame  to  be  seen 
in  a  state  of  intoxication;  and  it  was 
argued  that  they  would  soon  see  the  day 
when  neither  artizans  nor  labourers 
would  allow  themselves  to  be  seen  in 
that  state  without  a  sense  of  self- 
reproach,  and  a  still  greater  sense  of 
reproach  from  their  comrades.  He  could 
not  help  thinking  that,  in  this  argument, 
they  ventured  upon  very  severe  reflec- 
tions upon  their  grandfathers.  No 
doubt,  there  were  grandfathers  and 
grandfathers ;  but  he  thought  the  state 
of  the  case  was  sometimes  put  more 
strongly  than  the  facts  justified.  More- 
over, tne  history  of  this  countiy  did  not 
favour  the  conclusion  that  there  had 
been  a  gradual  improvement  in  the 
habits  of  the  people  in  this  respect. 
Authorities  of  the  nieh^  value  Dore 
their  testimony  to  uie  fact  that  the 
greatest  outbreak  of  intemperate  habits 
took  place  in  the  first  haU  of  the  last 
century,  when  the  distillation  of  gin 
began  in  this  countiy,  and  when  the 
tax  upon  it  was  so  small.  He  was  not 
sure  whether  there  was  any  tax  at  idl 
in  the  first  instance.  The  people  were 
able  to  get  drunk  for  the  most  insigni- 
ficant sum.  When  the  regulations  were 
made  more  stringent,  there  was  a  con- 
spicuous change  in  the  habits  of  the 
people.    Again,  as  to  the  habits  of  the 
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higher  classes  of  society — and  he  said  it 
without  any  di8respect---he  was  not  sore 
that  the  decrease  in  intoxication  was  not 
more  due  to  the  custom  of  drinking 
lighter  wine  than  to  the  fact  that  there 
was  less  actual  consumption  of  liquor; 
and  he  suspected  that  casual  driiudng 
was  rather  on  the  increase  in  this 
country.  As  to  the  influence  of  educa- 
tion, he  believed  that  without  the  power 
of  moral  control  in  the  nature  of  the 
persons  themselves,  strengthened  by  re- 
ligious teaching,  they  woiud  not  preserve 
even  the  persons  who  were  educated  from 
the  temptation  to  intemperate  habits. 
He  trusted  that  Sunday  closing  would 
be  carried  to  the  extent  which  this  Re- 
solution suggested;  but  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  even  a  mitigation  of  the  pre- 
sent evil,  and  he  would  suggest  to  the 
Home  Secretary  to  issue  six  days'  licences 
as  a  rule,  instead  of  seven  days'  licences. 
That  would  be  a  move  in  the  right  di- 
rection. He  believed  the  publicans  as  a 
body  were  favourable  to  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend,  as,  without  it,  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  indulge  in  any 
ramble  or  excursion,  or  in  any  relaxation 
on  the  Sunday,  which  they  desired  as 
much  as  other  people.  Then  something 
might  be  said  on  behalf  of  the  200,000  or 
300,000  barmen  and  barmaids,  including 
pot-boys,  who  would  be  affected  by  the 
change.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Home  Secretary  had  Uie  Factory  Acts  in 
his  charge,  which  prevent  the  over  labour 
of  women  and  boys  in  factories,  and  he 
might  well  extend  the  beneficial  restric- 
tions in  the  direction  of  beershops.  It 
was  a  very  common  thing  to  say  that 
grown-up  men  were  able  to  take  care  of 
themselves  in  regard  to  temptation.  He 
held  a  different  view.  He  thought  they 
ought  to  agree  to  abolish  certain  pas- 
sages in  the  Lord's  Prayer  if  they  were 
to  maintain  that  causes  of  temptation 
were  not  to  be  avoided  as  much  as 
possible.  Sir  Walter  Scott,  in  the  davs 
before  temperance  societies  were  estab- 
lished, spoke  of  the  difficulties  a  work- 
ing man  had  in  passing  a  given  number 
of  public-  houses.  He  was  a  man  little 
influenced  by  any  fanatical  views;  but  he 
seemed  to  feel  that  there  was  a  point  at 
which  the  repetition  of  temptation  acted 
upon  a  man  to  a  degree  that  those  who 
were  not  so  influenced  could  scarcely 
understand.  They  all  knew  that  even 
well-principled  persons  were  not  always 
able  to  resist  suon  temptations.    It  was  a 
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matter  of  wonder  to  some  people  that, 
while  men  in  the  higher  classes  were 
often  indifferent  to  Sonday  olosing,  those 
in  the  lower  strata  were  almost  unani- 
mously in  favour  of  it.  The  fact  was 
that  these  latter  were  the  men  who  knew 
the  terrible  rayages  of  intemperance.  If 
it  were  not  for  these  men  they  would 
hear  little  of  temperance  societies  or 
temperance  reforms.  These  men  who 
attended  the  meetings  and  signed  the 
Memorials  did  it  not  for  the  sake  of  de- 
priying  their  neighbours  of  a  moderate 
indulgence;  far  £rom  it.  He  did  not 
think  English  people  were  of  that  dispo- 
sition. Sut  it  was  because  in  their  own 
persons  or  in  their  feunilieSi  or  their  im- 
mediate neighbours,  they  saw  the  fearfiil 
ravages  from  that  cause.  They  saw  it 
in  every  street  and  in  every  village.  It 
was  not  merely  a  question  of  broken 
fortunes;  it  was  a  question  of  broken 
homesteads  and  broken  hearts.  These 
were  the  causes  which  had  led  public 
opinion  in  this  direction.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  <*That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it  is  expedient 
that  the  Law  which  limits  the  hours  of  safe  of  in- 
toxicating drinks  on  Sunday  in  England  and 
Wales  should  be  amended  so  as  to  apply  to  the 
whole  of  that  day/' — (Mr,  SUpentoHf) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE,  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  proposing 
that  the  law  limiting  the  hours  of  sale 
of  intoxicating  drinb  on  Sunday  should 
be  amended  so  as  to  apply — 

*'  As  nearly  as  possible  to  the  whole  of  that 
day,  making  such  provision  only  for  the  sale 
during  prohibited  hours  of  beer,  ale,  porter, 
cider,  or  perry,  for  consumption  off  the  pre- 
mises, in  the  country ;  and  for  the  requirements 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolitan  district, 
as  may  be  found  needful  to  secure  public  co- 
operation in  any  alteration  of  the  law," 

said,  that  he  was  sure  the  House  must  con- 
cur in  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birley)  in  depreda- 
tion of  the  prevalence  and  the  evils  of 
intemperance.  Little,  he  said,  had  yet 
been  done  in  the  direction  of  Sunday 
closing,  because  the  advocates  of  that 
step  were  not  content  to  proceed  by 


degrees,  but  strove  to  reach  their  object 
at  a  botind.  He  was  as  ready  as  any- 
one to  give  the  publican  the  opportunity 
of  taking  rest ;  out  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  the  Sabbath  was  made  for 
man,  and  not  man  for  the  Sabbath, 
and  that  those  who  desired  to  use  in- 
toxicating liquors  on  a  Sunday  must 
have  somebody  to  supply  them.  On 
that  account,  while  thoroughly  sympa- 
thizing in  the  object  which  the  Amend- 
ment contemplated,  he  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  it,  and  as  he  could 
not  move  it  in  consequence  of  the  Kules 
of  the  House,  he  found  himself  obliged 
to  support  his  hon.  Friend's  Amend- 
ment, and  when  it  became  the  sub- 
stimtive  question  he  should  ask  leave 
to  amend  it  in  the  sense  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice.  The  advocates  of 
total  Sunday  closing  desired  to  remove 
temptation  from  the  lower  classes.  Well, 
so  did  he;  but  they  could  advance  in 
that  direction  without  limiting  very 
materially  the  liberty  of  the  people  to 
act  as  thev  might  think  fit  with  regard 
to  Bupplymg  their  homes  with  intoxi- 
cants on  Sunday.  The  evidence  that 
had  been  taken  before  Mr.  Abel  Smith's 
Committee  proved  conclusively  that  it 
was  not  necessary,  in  order  to  accomplish 
most  of  what  was  desired,  to  take  the 
temptations  out  of  the  way  of  people  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  the  Sabbath.  He  did  not 
see  why  those  who  advocated  the  total 
closing  of  public-houses  on  the  Sabbath 
day  did  not  advocate  the  adoption  of  the 
same  course  on  every  other  day  in  the 
week.  If  public-houses  were  to  be  shut 
throughout  the  whole  of  Sunday,  it 
must  be  because  they  were  intrinsically 
bad  institutions;  and  if  thev  were  in- 
trinsically bad  on  Sunday,  they  surely 
were  so  on  Monday,  Tuesday,  and  the 
remaining  days  of  the  week.  He  held 
that  the  advocates  of  temperance  ought 
to  aim  at  accomplishing  their  object 
without  trenching  too  much  upon  the 
liberty  of  the  people,  and  to  refrain 
from  taking  an  extreme  step  such  as 
that  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend — a  step 
whicn  it  would  be  perfectly  impossible 
to  carry  into  practice.  In  large  towns 
it  was  proposed  to  dose  all  restaurants 
and  reireuiment  places  except  to  the 
bond  fide  travellers  and  travellers  at  rail- 
way restaurants.  That  meant  perfunc- 
tory teetotalism  for  all  who  did  not 
travel  or  keep  a  store,  or  who  had  no 
dubstodineat.  ThentheEesolutionmade 
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no  exemption  whatever  in  the  case  of  the 
Metropolitan  district.  Not  many  Son- 
days  affo,  being  anxious  to  observe  for 
himseli  how  public-houses  were  used  on 
Sundays,  he  went  through  the  streets 
in  the  neighbourhood  of  me  Broadway, 
Westminster,  and,  contrary  to  what  was 
represented,  he  found  that  there  was 
no  rush,  as  soon  as  the  houses  were 
opened,  by  people  anxious  to  get  drink, 
but  that  neat  and  respectable  girls,  chil- 
dren, and  young  men  were  coming  out  of 
the  public-houses  with  their  smfdf  jugs  of 
beer  for  home  use ;  and  he  felt  it  would 
be  impossible  for  him  to  vote  for  entire 
Sunday  closing,  and  so  deprive  those 
people  of  their  beer,  whilst  he  could  go 
home  to  his  own  luncheon  where  liquors 
were  on  the  table,  and  supplied  by  his 
own  servants.  Mr.  John  Tremayne,  who 
represented  Cornwall  in  the  late  Parlia- 
ment, and  who  took  great  interest  in 
this  question,  had  estimated  as  the  re- 
sult of  his  investigations  that  in  London 
there  were  thousands  of  people  who  had 
no  other  place  for  their  Sunday  dinners 
but  the  restaurants  and  public-houses — 
a  class  consisting  of  those  who  lived  in 
lod^gs,  and  were  accustomed,  during 
their  business  hours  in  London,  daily  to 
get  their  principal  meal  at  a  restaurant. 
It  would,  therefore,  be  perfectly  impos- 
sible, with  due  regard  to  the  legitimate 
wants  of  the  population,  to  have  entire 
Sunday  closing  in  the  Metropolis,  unless 
this  House,  backed  by  the  country,  came 
to  the  conclusion  to  have  perfunctory 
teetotalism  throughout  the  Kingdom. 
There  was  another  aspect  of  the  case. 
On  another  Sunday  he  came  down  the 
road  leading  from  Epping  Forest,  and 
found  that  from  Eppine  Forest  to  London 
there  was  an  unoeaamg  traffic.  The 
large  public-houses  were  surrounded  by 
people  who  were  taking  their  ^lass  of 
liqucn*,  and  brinffine  it  out  to  tilieir  wives 
and  children,  wnicn  might  be  morally 
wrong.  [•*  No !  "]  He  formed  an  esti- 
mate that  on  three  miles  of  that  road 
there  were  no  less  than  7,000  people 
travelling;  and,  althoush  the  pubHc- 
houses  were  surrounded,  there  was  no- 
thing that  oould  be  called  disorder,  but 
the  people  seemed  to  be  enjoying  them- 
selves, and  he,  for  one,  saw  no  crime  in 
their  doing  so.  But  these  travellers, 
according  to  his  hon.  Friend,  were  to 
have  what  thev  wanted ;  and  whilst  they 
were  supplied  the  quiet  people  who 
stayed  at  home  were  to  be  corniced  by 
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law  to  go  without  liquor.  This  question 
had  been  attentively  considered  by  the 
Lords'  Committee,  which  was  compoeed 
of  men  fiilly  competent  to  take  a  states- 
manlike  and  just  view  of  it.  The  oon- 
dusion  they  came  to  was  that  there  could 
not  be  abscdute  Sunday  closing ;  but  they 
suggested,  as  regarded  the  Metzopolis, 
that  the  houses  should  remain  open  as 
now — from  1  o'dock  until  3,  and  fr<om 
6  until  1  i ;  but  that  during  the  latter 
term  the  liquor  should  be  sold  to  be  con- 
sumed off  the  premises  only.  He  thought 
the  people  of  the  Metropolis  were  pre- 
pared to  accept  shorter  hours — namely, 
from  1  to  8,  and  from  7  to  10  o'dock, 
which  would  meet  the  requirements  and 
wants  of  the  Metropolis ;  and  he  would, 
in  their  case,  allow  the  sale  both  on  and 
off  the  premises  during  both  terms.  It 
was  argued  that  as  it  was  with  London 
so  it  was  with  other  large  towns ;  but, 
even  if  it  were,  there  were  only  some 
14  or  16  very  laree  towns  representing  a 
population  of  about  3,000,000;  and  if 
they  exduded  all  the  considerable  towns 
they  would  only  cover  a  population  of 
about  6,000,000.  There  would  thus  be 
left  16,000,000,  to  whom  they  oould  deal 
out  more  stringent  provisions.  He  was 
in  favour  of  a  similar  reduction  in  hours 
to  that  which  had  been  recommended 
by  the  Lords'  Committee ;  and  he  would 
desire  to  put  an  end  to  the  sale  of  spirits 
in  the  country  on  Sunday,  so  that  in  the 
restricted  hours  which  he  recommended 
the  consumption  would  be  limited  to 
beer,  cider,  perry,  and  other  similar 
drinks  which  would  not  keep  fresh  for 
any  length  of  time,  and  for  consumption 
off  the  premises  only.  His  hon.  iriend 
had  received  a  letter  from  a  South  Dur- 
ham dergyman.  He  had  received  letters 
from  dozens  of  country  dergymen,  who 
had  told  him  that  the  solution  which 
he  proposed  of  the  question  was  the  only 
practicable  one,  and  those  letters  were 
from  persons  of  both  political  Parties. 
It  haa  been  said  that  they  could  with 
safety  follow  the  example  of  Ireland  and 
Scotland  in  this  matter.  But  there  was 
a  p^eat  difference  between  those  coun- 
tries and  England.  They  were  essen- 
tially spirit-dnnkinff  countries ;  whereas 
beer  was  the  staple  drink  of  England, 
and  beer  was  a  dnnk  whidi  it  was  essen- 
tial to  get  fresh,  and  it  oould  not  be  ex- 
pected that  people  would  like  to  keep  it 
in  stone  jugs  or  in  any  other  way.  It 
would  not  be  wise  to  drive  people  to  keep 
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stooksof  beer  inbairelA  at  home;  the  cure 
might  turn  out  worse  than  the  disease. 
He  believed  his  hon.  Friend  and  those 
who  thought  with  him  had  mistaken  the 
feeling  of  the  country.   Th^  had  spoken 
of  Petitions ;  but  they  had  deduced  no 
sound  argument  from  those  Petitions. 
Up  to  the  18th  of  June  there  were  74 
Petitions,   eigned   by  167,000  persons, 
against  the  Resolution,  and  1,500  signed 
by   174,000    in  its  favour.     His  hon. 
iViend  had  also  spoken  of  the  statistics 
that  had    been    circulated    throughout 
the  House  as  to  the  results  of  a  house- 
to-house  canvass  in  several  towns ;  but 
the    canvass    had    been  very    imper- 
fect.   Of  this  he  would  give  instances. 
In  Aberdare  4,069  only  out  of  a  total  of 
6,500  houses  had  been  canvassed ;  in 
Barrow  1,272  out  of  2,700 ;  in  Bradford 
6,191    out  of   29,000;    in   Darlington 
2,600  out  of  4,631,  and  Darlington  was 
known  to  be  a  very  temperate  place ;  in 
Canterbury  1,134  out  of  4,171,  and  in 
Liverpool  44,000  out  of  78,000.    Be- 
sides,   this   was    not    a    housebolders' 
question.    It  concerned  rather  that  part 
of  the  population  which  was  not  com- 
posed of  householders,   but   lived    in 
lodgings,  and  were  dependent  upon  the 
restaurants  for  their  dmners  who  would 
most  feel  the  inconvenience.    What  be- 
came, then,  of  that  ^i^eat  consensus  of 
opinion   which  had  been    spoken    of? 
Those  only  who  were  least  interested 
had  been  canvassed.    It  was  fallacious, 
also,  to  speak  of  what  worked  well  for 
Ireland  and  Scotland  as  being  neces- 
sarily well  adapted  to  England.    The 
towns  in  those  countries  were  not  nearly 
80  large  as  those  of  England.     When 
the  Sunday  Closing  Act  for  Ireland  was 
passed,  the  five    principal  cities  were 
exempted,  and  were  called  by  some  the 
five  cities  of  the  plain,  or  the  five  cities 
of  refuge  for  the  man-slayer ;  but  the 
largest   of    those   cities   had   smaller 
populationB  than  most  of  the    manu- 
facturing towns  in  England.    In  Scot- 
land—Edinburgh had  only    169,000; 
Aberdeen    60,000;    Dundee    108,000. 
Olasgow,  with  its  500,000,  was  the  only 
town  which  compared  with  the  largest 
towns   in   England.     Nor   was   there 
absolute  Sunday  closing  in  those  towns. 
Everyone  who  knew  Glasgow  and  the 
worlong  of  the  Forbes-Mackenzie  Act 
was  aware  that  the  lond  fide  traveller 
could  always  obtain  liquor  on  Sunday, 
and  that  eveiy  inn  that  had  four  bed- 


rooms was  a  house  of  call  for  the  hond 
fide  traveller,  and  that  there  were  many  of 
them.  On  the  Clyde  steamers  drinking 
went  on  with  little  or  no  regulation. 
And  when  once  it  was  provea,  as  he 
had  conclusively  proved,  tnat  there  could 
not  be  absolute  Sunday  closing,  it  be- 
came a  question  of  degree,  and  they 
must  draw  a  line  somewhere.  He 
thought  that  he  had  indicated  that  line 
in  advocating  the  entire  prevention  of 
spirit  drinking  and  the  reduction  of 
hours.  Spirit  drinking  was  the  root  of 
most  of  the  evils  which  arose  from  in- 
temperance; and  it  was  the  drinking 
which  took  place  in  the  last  hour  or 
two  which  did  the  greatest  mischief  to 
public  order.  He  mought  the  question 
was  ripe  for  legislation;  but  it  would 
not  be  wise  to  legislate  against  the  feel- 
ing of  the  country.  He  thought  the 
plans  he  had  suggested  would  be  backed 
by  the  country.  They  could  not  have 
complete  Sunday  dosing,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  support  the  proposal 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  in  order  that  he 
might  amend  it  afterwards. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  was  glad  to  bear 
his  testimony  to  the  beneficial  effects  of 
Sunday  closing  in  Irdand.  The  arrests 
for  Sunday  drunkenness  had  gone  down 
70  per  cent  since  the  Act  passed.  The 
consumption  of  drink  was  less  by 
£1,250,000  in  1879  than  in  1878.  And 
almost  evenr  Judge  of  Assize  had  re- 
ferred to  the  decrease  of  crime  and 
drunkenness  since  Sunday  closing  be- 
came the  law.  It  was  natural  at  first  to 
connect  these  results  with  the  distress ; 
but  in  1846-7-8,  concurrently  wiA  dis- 
tress, there  was  an  increase  of  drunken- 
ness. He  could  testify  from  his  own 
experience  to  the  happy  results  that  had 
followed  Sunday  closing,  and  could  well 
believe  that  a  similar  boon  would  be  a 
great  blessing  to  this  coimtry.  During 
the  agitation  of  the  question  he  was  fre- 
quentlv  assured  by  many  publicans  that 
it  would  give  them  great  satisfaction  to 
be  compelled  to  dose.  It  was  incumbent 
on  Members  who  supported  the  dosing 
of  public-houses  to  ao  what  they  could 
to  provide  the  working  classes  with  other 
means  of  recreation  than  those  fur- 
nished by  the  public-houses.  They 
ought,  therefore,  to  support  the  opening 
of  museums,  and  to  do  what  they  could 
to  promote  working  men's  clubs,  for  in 
that  way  the  people  could  be  weaned 
from  that  which  was  their  greatest  curse. 
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Mb.  COUETAULD  concurred  in  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  (Mr.  Pease),  and,  in  fact,  he  had 
taken  the  wind  out  of  his  sails.  If  total 
Stmday  closing  were  carried,  it  would  be 
essentially  clasis  legislation  of  the  worst 
character,  because  it  would  interfere  with 
the  poor,  while  it  would  leave  the  rich 
alone.  The  rich  man  had  his  cellar  to 
go  to,  and  could  always  drink  what  and 
when  he  liked ;  but  the  poor  man  had, 
as  it  were,  to  buy  his  liquor  from  hand 
to  mouth.  The  practiced  effect  of  this 
Besolution  would  be  to  prevent  people 
drinking  on  Sunday  what  he  considered 
to  be,  in  moderation,  a  wholesome  bever- 
age. The  staple  drink  of  this  country 
was  beer,  and  beer  boueht  on  Saturday 
for  Sunday  drinking  comd  not  be  kept  in 
jugs  and  bottles  as  fresh  and  as  whole- 
some as  it  ought  to  be.  He  could  under- 
stand that  indoor  drinkine  was  a  tempta- 
tion to  the  poor  man  on  his  leisure  day, 
and  that  open  public-houses  might  be 
sometimes  a  nuisance ;  but  it  was  a  per- 
fectly distinct  thing  to  open  them  for  the 
sale  of  beer  to  be  carried  away  for  con- 
sumption. Then,  what  was  the  traveller 
to  do  if  the  public-houses  were  to  be 
dosed  on  Sunaay?  It  was  alleged  that 
the  working  classes  were  in  favour  of 
total  Sunday  closing;  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  was  borne  out  by  the  Petitions, 
which  were  signed  in  many  cases  by 
those  whom  Sunday  closing  would  not 
affect.  This  Motion  would  be  a  great 
interference  with  what  was  called  the 
liberty  of  the  subject,  and  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  amongst  the  sup- 
porters of  the  Motion  there  were  many 
Members  who  had  alwavs  stood  up  for 
individual  freedom.  There  were  men 
who  denounced  the  fining  of  a  man  for 
not  having  his  children  vaccinated  as 
neat  tyranny ;  but  who  looked  upon  a 
Bill  for  total  Sunday  dosing  as  mild  and 
beneficent  legislation,  although  it  would 
deprive  the  poor  man  of  his  Sunday  beer. 
He  trusted  that  if  the  measure  were 
carried  one  effect  of  it  would  be  to  stimu- 
late the  formation  of  working  men's 
dubs.  He  had  always  done  his  best  to 
help  forward  these  institutions,  because 
in  them  there  were  few  inducements 
for  men  to  drink  more  than  they  should. 
Men  in  working  men's  dubs  could  take 
as  little  liquor  as  they  liked,  or,  if  they 
preferred  it,  none  at  all,  for  they  would 
be  under  no  obligation  to  drink  for  the 
good  of  the  house,  as  they  were  in  the 


public-house.  He  should  vote  against 
the  original  Amendment,  and  diould 
gladly  support  one  to  the  effect  suggested 
by  the  hon.  Member  jor  South  Durham. 
Mb.  STAVELEY  HILL  quite  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease)  that 
the  country  was  not  now  ripe — if,  indeed, 
it  ever  should  be  ripe — ^for  legislation 
that  went  the  length  of  total  Sunday 
closing.  Those  who  had  conducted  the 
temperance  movement  deserved  edl  hon- 
our, especially  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  and  those  to  whom  the  country 
was  deeply  indebted,  for  their  efforts  in 
making  temperance  a  popular  question. 
But  popular  as  it  was,  and  popular  as 
he  would  ever  hope  it  might  be,  he  did 
not  think  that  in  this  country  they  would 
ever  reach  the  point  at  which  they  would 
enforce  total  abstinence  upon  those  who 
might  be  unwilling  to  adopt  it.  When  he 
had  heard  the  Mover  of  the  Besolution, 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  (Mr. 
Stevenson),  speak  on  behalf  of  total  Sun- 
day closing,  he  had  certainly  expected  to 
hear  him  carry  the  proposition  to  its 
full  and  logical  condusion,  and  to  have 
done  away  with  the  reservation  as  to 
the  hond  fide  traveller.  What  did  the 
bond  fide  traveller  mean  ?  Simply  that 
a  person  who  was  physically  separated 
by  distance  from  his  own  cellar  should 
be  enabled  to  make  use  of  the  cellar  of 
a  publican.  What  difference  in  prin- 
dple  was  there  between  this  man  and 
the  man  who  was  physically  separated 
by  a  want  of  money  from  keeping  in  his 
house  what  he  might  want  ?  If  the  one 
should  be  allowed  to  have  drink  on  Sun- 
day, why  should  not  the  other  ?  He  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  wished,  by  his  Amendment, 
rather  to  indicate  the  direction  in  which 
they  ought  to  proceed  than  to  bind  them 
down  to  its  exact  terms ;  and  to  that  ex- 
tent he  went  entirdy  with  that  hon. 
Member.  Havinff  himself  had  to  deal 
with  the  Licensed  YictuallerSi  he  could 
say  that  he  had  always  found  them 
to  be  generally  a  well-conducted  body 
can^ring  on  a  difficult  trade,  and  mo^ 
wiUing  to  have  their  hours  reasonably 
shortened.  He  felt  convinced  that  some 
hour  might  be  hit  upon  which  should  be 
suitable  to  the  Licensed  'Victuallers,  and 
oondudve  to  the  temperance  of  the  public 
without  puttiuff  them  to  anv  inconve- 
nience.   They  had  been  told  by  an  hon. 
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Member  from  Ireland  (Mr.  Blake)  that 
the  Act  which  had  been  passed  for 
that  country  had  been  a  suocess — that 
the  arrests  for  drunkenness  on  Sunday 
were  fewer ;  and  he  hoped  they  would 
succeed  in  fixing  such  an  hour  as  would 
not  inconrenience  the  licensedYictuallers 
in  this  country,  and  woidd  tend  to  fur- 
ther improye  the  habits  of  the  people. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
he  would  haye  been  glad  if  he  could 
haye  been  a  silent  listener  to  that  inte- 
resting debate ;  but,  from  the  Office  he 
had  the  honour  to  hold,  it  was  hardly 
possible  for  him  to  giye  a  yote  on  that 
occasion  without  stating  the  reasons 
which  actuated  it.  He  had  to  look  at  the 
Besolution  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Shields  (Mr.  Steyenson) ; 
and  it  seemed  to  him  that  no  one — and 
especially  one  who  occupied  any  respon- 
sible position  with  reference  to  it— could 
yote  for  such  a  Resolution  without  being 
prepared  to  giye  immediate  effect  to  it. 
The  Besolution  differed  yery  materially 
from  the  one  submitted  to  the  House 
the  other  night  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  WilMd  Law- 
son),  which  stated  a  general  principle 
admitting  of  many  interpretations,  and 
capable  of  being  applied  m  yarious  ways 
— namely,  the  principle  of  Local  Option. 
The  present  one  was  not  such  a  Resolu- 
tion, because  it  stated  distinctly  that  a 
particular  thing  was  to  be  done— namely, 
that  eyery  public-house  in  England 
should  be  dosed  on  Sunday.  It  was  an 
absolute  and  peremptory  Kesolution ;  it 
did  not  say  that  the  law  should  be 
amended,  that  the  hours  should  be  fur- 
ther limited ;  but  that  all  public-houses 
should  be  closed.  His  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Ooyemment  had  the 
other  night  pointed  out,  in  the  dis- 
cussion on  the  Resolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle,  that  that  was, 
aboye  all,  a  question  on  which  public 
opinion  ought  to  ffoyem,  and  that  Mi- 
nisters were  bound  to  follow,  but  could 
not  lead  public  opinion  on  a  matter  of 
that  kind.  And,  therefore,  the  Question 
they  had  to  consider  was  whetner  the 
public  opinion  of  England  demanded  or 
justified  the  adoption  of  such  a  course 
as  that  now  proposed?  TheLordsCom- 
mittee,  certain^  in  no  spirit  adyerse  to 
the  end  at  which  his  hon.  Friend  aimed, 
had  dedared  in  their  Report  their  pre* 
ctse  opinion  that  the  country  was  not 
yet  ripe  for  entire  Sunday  dosing.    As 


far  as  he  knew,  that  was  an  accurate 
statement.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease),  he  might 
add,  in  his  eminently  judicial  speech, 
had  pointed  out  that  the  number  of 
Petitions  which  had  been  presented  to 
the  House  in  fayour  of  the  Resolution 
was  not  much  greater  than  that  of  those 
which  had  beeil  presented  against  it. 
This,  therefore,  did  not  point  to  any- 
thing like  an  oyerwhelming  preponder- 
ance of  opinion.  Now,  the  House  well 
knew  what  was  the  case  of  the  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill.  In  almost  eyery 
one  of  the  numerous  diyisions  on  that 
Bill  he  had  yoted  in  its  fayour,  because 
he  was  satisfied  of  the  entire  unani- 
mity of  Irish  opinion  on  the  subject. 
They  had  had  eyidenoe  in  eyery  possible 
way — by  Petitions,  by  representations 
from  persons  of  all  classes  and  opinions, 
and  with  a  singular  unanimity  on  the 
part  of  the  Irish  Members  on  both  sides 
of  the  House — that  the  interyention  of 
Parliament  was  justified,  and,  indeed, 
required.  But  could  anybody  say  that 
anything  like  a  similar  unanimity  of 
opinion  on  the  subject  prey  ailed  in  this 
country?  He  would  confess  that  he 
himself  was  unable  to  come  to  that  con- 
clusion. He  might  also  obserye  that  the 
proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Shields  went  further  than  the 
Irish  Bill.  Ireland,  as  the  House  was 
well  aware,  was  not  rich  in  g^eat  towns, 
yet  fiye  of  the  chief  towns  of  that  coun- 
try were  omitted  from  the  operation  of 
the  Irish  Bill ;  while  his  hon.  Friend  did 
not  propose  to  make  an  exception  eyen 
in  fayour  of  the  Metropolis.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Carlisle  had  inyited  them 
to  found  temperance  reform  upon  the 
comer  stone  of  Local  Option.  Well,  he 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  had  yoted,  the 
other  eyening,  in  suppoit  of  the  principle 
of  Local  Option ;  but  the  proposal  em* 
bodied  in  the  present  R^lution  was 
absolutely  inconsistent  with  that  prin- 
dple,  for  it  was  to  be  carried  into  effect 
wnether  a  community  desired  that  it 
should  be  so  or  not.  There  were,  there- 
fore, two  principles  of  temperance  re- 
form ;  and  he  could  not  hdp  feeling 
that,  howeyer  excellent  might  be  &e 
object  of  a  Motion  such  as  that  before 
the  House,  it  was  possible,  by  going  too 
fsr,  to  defeat  the  object  which  uey  were 
idl  anxious  to  attain,  and  that  any  yiolent 
action  in  adyanoe  of  public  opinion,  so 
fax  ftom  promoting,  might  injure  the 


911        Closing  of  FubUe'Somss     (COMMONS)    (m  Smdajf.—S^tolution.       912 


cause  of  temperance.  Hia  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Durham,  who  seemed 
to  him  to  haye  made  a  very  good  speech 
against  the  Hesolution,  was  yet  going  to 
Tote  for  it  with  a  view  to  amending  it 
after  it  had  passed.  He,  however,  did 
not  feel  himself  able  to  take  that  course. 
He  was  expressing  only  his  own  views, 
and  was  not  in  any  sense  speaking  for 
the  Gbvemment  as  a  whole,  this  being 
a  subject  upon  which  every  man  might 
vote  according  to  his  own  views.  There 
was  some  advantage  in  the  form  in 
which  this  Besolution  was  submitted, 
because  it  followed  upon  the  Motion 
that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair; 
and,  consequently,  the  Motion  which 
would  be  put  from  the  Chair  practically 
amounted  to  the  Previous  Question.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Shields  had  put 
his  proposition  in  so  absolute  a  form 
that  he  was  unable  to  support  it ;  and 
he  did  not  see  how  the  House  could  vote 
for  such  a  Besolution,  which  was  direct 
and  precise,  unless  it  really  meant  that 
it  could  be  immediately  carried  into 
effect. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  There 
is  no  person  in  this  House  who  does  not 
wish  to  do  all  he  can  to  promote  the 
cause  of  temperance,  and  the  only  fault 
I  find  with  perisons  who  are  naturally 
anxious  upon  such  a  subject  as  this  is 
that  they  may  make  up  dieir  minds  in 
what  particular  way  the  object  is  to  be 
accomplished,  and  unless  others  agree 
with  them  in  that  particular  way,  they 
will  not  believe  you  are  as  anxious  as 
they  are  to  promote  temperance.  I 
make  the  greatest  possible  allowance  for 
the  conclusions  at  which  people  arrive, 
because  no  person  who  really  has  the 
interest  of  the  community  at  heart  can 
possibly  see  the  crime,  misery,  and  vice 
which  come  from  drunkenness  and  not 
feel  his  heart  stirred  to  do  all  in  his 
power  to  alleviate  that  misery  and  put 
an  end  to  that  state  of  things.  But 
when  we  feel  how  necessary  it  is  to  do 
something,  we  are  often  in  danger  of 
doing  that  something  rashly,  and  bring- 
ing about  a  condition  of  aflfiEurs  which 
cannot  by  any  possibility  last.  With 
ref^aid  to  the  proposition  before  us,  I 
think  it  is  a  fair  sample  of  what  I  spoke 
about.  If  you  could  see  that  public 
opinion  would  carry  you  out  in  what  you 
are  going  to  do,  I  do  not  Uiink  there  is 
a  man  on  eithw  side  of  the  House  who 
wouldnotbeforthe  total  dosing  of  publio- 
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houses  on  Sundays.  I  meaja  if  it  oould 
be  carried  out  in  accordance  with  the 
reasonable  wishes  of  the  people.  But 
the  people  really  are  not  ready  for  such 
a  change.  There  is  a  strong  feeling  in 
this  country  that  something  ought  to  be 
done  to  put  a  stop  to  drunkenness ;  but 
this  particular  step,  if  it  were  carried 
to-nieht  and  passed  into  a  law,  would 
not  have  any  practical  efifeot  of  that 
kind.  If  this  Kesolution  became  law 
to-night,  you  would  have — I  do  not 
say  before  the  end  of  this  Session,  but 
certainly  the  first  thing  next  Session — to 
repeal  it.  You  cannot  legislate  in  this 
way  in  advance  of  public  opinion ;  you 
cannot  legislate  even  quite  up  to  it.  So 
far  from  Meeting  the  object  you  have 
in  view,  you  would  do  a  ^at  deal  to 
check  tiie  public  opinion  in  favour  of 
temperance.  I  was  not  here  to  hear  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Shields  (Mr.  Stevenson),  who  moved  this 
Resolution ;  but  to  my  mind  there  is  a 
g^at  contrast  between  the  hon.  Member 
who  introduced  this  Motion  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  Pease) 
who  has  spoken  upon  it,  and  I  will  teU  the 
House  where  I  think  the  difference  lies. 
The  hon.  Member  who  has  introduced 
this  Motion  has  done  it  for  the  sole  pur- 
pose of  doing  all  he  can  to  promote  tern- 
Eerance  by  physical  force.  The  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  South  Durham  has  studied  this 
question  in  all  its  bearings,  as  I  know, 
because  when  I  had  the  honour  of  hold- 
ing the  Office  which  is  now  held  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  he  came 
to  me  and  asked  me  if  I  would  give  him 
facilities  for  obtaining  information  and 
forming  an  opinion  on  the  subject 
Let  me  take  London  for  a  moment.  Can 
you  imagine  it  would  be  any  more  pos- 
sible to  shut  up  public-houses  now  wan 
when  you  stopped  Sunday  trading  in 
London  some  years  ago?  It  is  a  thing 
which  is  absolutely  impossible.  I  am 
sure  the  Home  Secretary  would  find 
before  that  law  had  been  in  force  for  a 
month  that  he  would  have  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty  in  keeping  the  peace 
of  the  town.  I  said  when  I  was  in 
Office  that  if  Sunday  dosing  was  carried 
I  would  not  be  responsible  for  the  peaoe 
of  London.  I  say  the  same  now  that  I 
am  out  of  Office;  and  I  am  certain  if 
die  Home  Secretary  looks  into  the 
matter  he  will  come  to  the  same  oon* 
elusion.     There  are  large  numbers  of 


611      Chring  of  PubliihEaum      {Jxtni  25,  1880]    on  Sunday. '-'Resolution.      918 


NOES. 


Agar  -  Bobartat,  hon. 

T.O. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Anderson,  G. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Armitatead,  G. 
Bamuif  J. 

Baiter,  rt  hon.  W.  E. 
Bereaford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Bigffar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlaae,  W.  C. 
Brett,  B.  B. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester ) 
Broadhnrst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A*  M* 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,T. 
Baaaird,M.C. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carbatt,  E.  H. 
CSaTendiah,  Lord  E. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
CunHffe^ir  B.  A. 
Davey,  H. 
Dayies,  D. 
Davies,  R. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Edwards,  P. 
Ewart,  W. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Pirth,J.  fTb. 
FitzwiUiam,   hon.    C. 

W.  W. 
Fitswilliam,  hn.  W.  J. 
Fitcwilliam,  hon.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  F.  G.  8. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,L. 
Fry,  T. 
Givan,  J. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gower,  hon.  £.  F.  L. 
Grafton,  F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Greer,  T. 
Grey,  A.  H.  G. 
Harelook-Allan,  Sir  H. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  E. 
Hersohell,  Sir  F. 

Hibbertij.  T. 
Holland,  8. 
Howazdf  £.  8. 
Howard,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 


niingworth,  A. 
Ingram,  W.J. 
James,  C. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Joioey,  Colonel  J. 
Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  "W. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Macliver,  P.  8. 
M'Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W. 
M*Clure,  Sir  T. 
M<Coan,  J.  C. 
M'Intyre,  .£.  J. 
M^Lagan,  P. 
M*Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Mason,  H. 
Middleton,  R.  T. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Moore,  A. 

Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Morley,  8. 
Koel,£. 
O'Connor,  A. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  8. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Playiiur,rt.hon.  L. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  Sir  C. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  K. 
Roberts,  J. 
RusseU,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  Sir  J. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Stafford,  Marquess  of 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 
Sullivan  A.  M. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
TreT^yan,  G.  0. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Virian,  H.  H. 


Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
Whitley,  E. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  8. 


Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
T^^nn,  R. 
Woodall,W. 

TBLLBBS. 

Birley,  H. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 


Qaestion  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  that  inasmuoh 
as  he  had  already  addressed  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper,  he 
should  not  then  enter  again  upon  an  ex- 
planation of  it.  He  begged  to  move  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
<*  apply,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  ''as  nearly  as  possible  to  the 
whole  of  that  day,  making  such  provision  only 
for  the  sale  during  limit^  hours  of  beer,  ale, 
port^,  cider,  or  perry,  for  consumption  off  the 
premises  in  the  country ;  and,  for  the  require- 
ments  of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolitan 
district,  as  may  be  found  needful  to  secure  pub- 
lic co-operation  in  the  alteration  of  Uie  Law,*' 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  nroposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  that  as  his 
Motion  had  then  become  the  substantial 
one,  he  wished  to  say  that  the  terms  of 
it  were  precisely  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Motion  on  which  the  Sunday  Olosing 
Act  for  Ireland  had  been  afterwards 
founded,  with  the  exception  of  the  simple 
alteration  of  the  words  "England  and 
Wales"  instead  of  Lrelamd.  That  Motion 
had  been  introduced  by  the  late  hon. 
Member  for  County  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Smyth),  and  was  carried  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, with  which  the  present  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  voted. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Setolvedf  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  that  the  Law  which  limits  the 
hours  of  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  on  Sunday 
in  England  and  Wales  should  be  amended  so  as 
to  apply  as  early  as  possible  to  the  whole  of  that 
day^  making  such  proyision  only  for  the  sale 
dunng  limited  hours  of  beer,  ale,  porter,  cider. 
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to  n>6ak  for  all  the  Members  of  the 
Oabinet. 

Sib  R.  ASSHETON  CROSS  :  Wait  a 
moment,  and  you  will  see  what  I  mean. 
On  a  question  of  this  kind  I  do  not  think 
tiiere  ought  to  be  a  difference  between 
Members  of  tilie  same  Gbvemment.  You 
were  discussing  the  other  daj  the  ques- 
tion as  to  Lo^  Option,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  he  was  in 
favour  of  Local  Option  on  one  part  of 
the  question,  but  that,  in  his  opinion, 
Local  Option  on  the  other  part  of  the 
question  could  not  be  sustained.  That 
only  makes  my  case  stronger.  We  had 
the  Secretary  of  State  a  promoter  of 
Local  Option,  while  the  Prime  Minister 
was  ag^nst  it.  The  suggestion  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  that  it  was  a  yery 
graye  question  which  required  discus- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
not  know  whether  there  ought  to  be  a 
restriction  on  the  number  of  public- 
houses  or  free  trade  altogether.  When 
the  Gbvemment  broueht  forward  that 
great  measure  which  they  were  pledged 
to  do  by  the  Prime  Minister  and  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  this  evening,  I  hope 
they  will  deal  with  the  whole  question 
and  at  an  early  period.  But  let  the 
GoTemment  make  up  its  mind.  The 
Prime  Minister  says  one  thing,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  another.  The  Govern- 
ment oueht  to  make  up  its  mind  whether 
they  will  have  free  trade  or  restriction. 
I  think  the  introducer  of  this  Resolu- 
tion has  made  a  great  mistake.  I  think 
it  would  check  public  opinion,  and  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  pressed  to  a  division. 
If  it  be,  I  must  vote  against  it.  I  will 
follow  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  has 
said  the  proper  course  will  be  to  move 
that  the  Speaker  should  leave  the  Chair, 
which  is  equivalent  to  the  Previous 
Question.  The  Government  has  under- 
taken to  deal  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion next  Session.  [Sir  William  Mab- 
couBT  dissented.]  At  all  events,  the 
Prime  Minister  has  said  so.  Whenever 
that  measure  is  brought  in,  I  and  my 
Colleagues  will  give  it  careful  considera- 
tion. \a  laugh7\  Notwithstanding  that 
laugh,  I  can  honestly  say  that  if  it  is 
calculated  to  promote  temperance  with- 
out breaking  through  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  legislation,  I  and  my  Col- 
leagues will  give  it  careful  considera- 
tion, not  in  a  spirit  of  hostility,  but  with 
every  desire  to  support  and  carry  it  into 
0£Fect. 

Sir  WUUam  Harcourt 


Question  put. 

The  House  dMd$d:^AjeB  117 ;  Noes 
153:  Majority  86. 


AYES. 


Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Bass,  A. 

Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  Col.  J.  I. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  0. 
Buinaby,  G.  E.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Cliye,  CoL  hon.  O.  W. 
Cobbold,  T.  0. 
Ooddington,  W. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Courtauld,  G. 
Crompton-Roberts,  C. 
Cross,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Daly,  J. 

Davenport,  H.  T. 
Duckham,  T. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Egerfcon,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Emlyn,  Viscount 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Feilden,Major-General 

R.  J. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Folkestone,  Viscount 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Fort,  R. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Gardner,  R.  Richard- 

son- 
Ghunier,  J.  C. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Guest,  M.  J. 
Halsev,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Hermon,  E. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Holms,  J. 

Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  E. 
Lawrence,  Si?  T. 
Layoock,  R. 


Loamy,  E. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 
Leighton,  S. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lo^^er,  hon.  W, 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
Maodoiiald,  A. 
Mftkins,  Colonel 
Manners,rt.hon.LordJ« 
Martin,  P. 
Master,  T.  T^*  0. 
Mazwdl,  Sir  H.  E. 
Miles,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Musffrave,  Sir  R.  C. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
0*Gonnan  Mahon,  CoL 

The 
Onslow,  D. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
PhiUps,  R.  K. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  R. 
Puleeton,  J.  H. 
Rendleaham,  Lord 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Roth6chUd,SirK.M.d6 
RusseU,  Sir  C. 
Schreiber,  C. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seely,  C.  (Lincoln) 
Severne,  J.  E. 
Smith,  A. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Thomhill.  T. 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,hon.  W.  F 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J. 
Wigmn,H. 
Williams,  O.  L.  C. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wodehouse,  E.  R. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TUXBBS. 

HiU,  8. 

Worms,  Baron  H.  do 
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NOES. 


Agar  -  Robuiea,  hon. 

T.O. 
Allen,  H.  O. 
A110O,  ^^.  8. 
Andonon,  O* 
Archdtle,  W.  H. 
Annitstead,  0. 
Banrnn^  J. 

Baiter,  rt.  hon.  W.  £. 
Bereoford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Biddolph,  H. 
Biggar,  J.  O. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Brett,  R.  B. 
Bright,  J.  (Mtnchefter) 
Broadhant,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A*  n* 
Bryoe,  J. 
Burt,T. 
Bnnard,liLC. 
Buxton,  P.  W. 
Byrne,  O.  H. 
Oaine,  W.  8. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carbatt,  £.  H. 
CaTendiah,  LordK 
Chambera,  Sir  T. 
Courtney^  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Craig,  W.  Y. 
Conlifie,  Sir  B.  A« 
Davey,  H. 
I>aTiea,D. 
DaTiet,R. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dondaa.  hon.  J.  C. 
Edwardf,P. 
Ewart,  W. 
Farqnhanon,  Dr.  R. 
FM^  J.  P.  B. 
FitswiUianif   hon.    C. 

W.  W 
FitaiHlli^  hn.  W.  J. 
Fitcwilliamt  hon.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  P.  G.  8. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 
Fry,L. 
Fry.T. 
Giran,  J. 
Gladatone,H.J. 
Gladatone,  W.  H. 
Gooriey,  E.  X. 
Ciower,  hon.  E.  P.  L*. 
Gtmlton^F.  W. 
Grant,  A. 
Greer,  T. 
Grey,  A*  H.  G. 
Hareloek.Allan,Sir  H. 
Hesdanon.  P. 
Ueneage,  E. 
UenofaelL  Sir  P. 
HibberVJ.T. 
HoFlaHd,  8* 
l£oward«  E.  8. 
Howardf  «l. 
TTnghea,  W.  B. 


niingworth,  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jamee,  C. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Joicey,  Colonel  J. 
Lambton,  hon.  P.  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Leatbam,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lloyd,  M. 
LnsE,  Sir  A. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintoah,  C.  P. 
Macliver,  P.  S. 
H'Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W. 
M*aare,  Sir  T. 
M*Coan,  J.  0. 
M*IntyTe,  M,  J. 
M'Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Minniee,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
Miutland,  W.  P. 
Mappin,  P.  T. 
Mason,  H. 
Middleton,  R.  T. 
Milbank,  P.  A. 
Moore,  A. 

Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Money,  S. 
Noel,£. 
O'Coimor,  A. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Pla3r{air,rt.hon.  L. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  0*C. 
Price,  Sir  R,  G. 
Pugh,  L.P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  Sir  C. 
Reed,  E.J. 
Richard,  H. 
Richardson,  J.  N. 
Roberts,  J. 
Roasell,  Lord  A. 
Rvlands,P. 
si.  Anbyn,  Sir  J. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Stafford,  Margoeas  of 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 
SnUiran  A.  M. 
^jiompaonf  X.  C. 
Xrerelyan,  G.  O. 
Vemey,  Sir  H. 
ViTian,  A.P. 
ViTian,H.H. 


Wilson,  C.  H, 
TTOson,  Sir  M. 
Winn,R. 
Woodall,W. 

TELLERS. 

Birley,  H. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 


Waugh,  E. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
Whitley,  E. 

Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Williams,  B.  X. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  S. 

Question  proposed,  <<  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  that  inasmuch 
as  he  had  already  addressed  the  House 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name  on  the  Paper,  he 
should  not  then  enter  again  upon  an  ex- 
planation of  it.  He  begged  to  move  his 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

Xo  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  word 
"  apply,"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to 
add  the  words  "  as  nearly  as  possible  to  the 
whole  of  that  day,  making  such  provision  only 
for  the  sale  during  limit^  hours  of  beer,  ale, 
porter,  dder,  or  perry,  for  consumption  off  the 
premises  in  the  country ;  and,  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Metropolitan 
district,  as  may  be  found  needful  to  secure  pub- 
lic co-operation  in  the  alteration  of  tiie  Law," 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proDosed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
said  proposed  Amendment." 

Mr.  STEVENSON  said,  that  as  his 
Motion  had  then  become  the  substantial 
one,  he  wished  to  say  that  the  terms  of 
it  were  precisely  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Motion  on  which  the  Sunday  Closing 
Act  for  Ireland  had  been  afterwards 
founded,  with  the  exception  of  the  simple 
alteration  of  tiie  words  "England  and 
Wales  "  instead  of  Ireland.  That  Motion 
had  been  introduced  by  the  late  hon. 
Member  for  County  Londonderry  (Mr. 
Smyth),  and  was  carried  by  a  large  ma- 
jority, with  which  the  present  Home 
Secretary  (Sir  William  Haroourt)  voted. 

Question  put,  and  negativod. 

Words  addid. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Rfolvtd,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
it  is  expedient  that  the  Law  which  limits  the 
hours  of  sale  of  intoxicating  drinks  on  Sunday 
in  England  and  Wales  should  be  amended  so  as 
to  a^y  as  eariy  as  possible  to  the  whole  of  that 
day,  in»v<f»g  such  proTision  only  for  the  sale 
during  limited  hours  of  beer,  ale,  porter,  cider. 
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or  peny,  for  consomption  off  the  premises  in  the 
country ;  and,  for  the  requirements  of  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Metropolitan  district,  as  may 
be  found  needful  to  secure  public  co-operation 
in  any  alteration  of  the  Law. 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

JUsoked,  That  this  House  will  im- 
mediately resolve  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply. 

LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  begged  to  move  that  Mr. 
Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair  in  order  to 
enable  the  Government  to  take  a  Vote 
on  Aooount. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Lord  Fr$d$r%eh  Cavendish,) 

SiE  E.  ASSHBTON  CEOSS  said,  he 
wished  to  make  a  remark  with  regard  to 
taking  Votes  on  Account.  They  knew 
that  me  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  then  occupied  seats  on  the  Treasury 
Bench  did  not  always  agree  with  taking 
such  Votes.  He  did  not  wish  to  inter- 
fere with  the  proposal  at  all;  but  he 
desired  to  state  that  he  thought  if 
Supply  had  been  arranged  as  it  ought 
to  have  been  such  Votes  would  not 
have  been  required.     He  would  not  op- 

Eose  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
ecretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frede- 
rick Cavendish)  ;  but  he  wished  to  recall 
to  their  minds  what  was  said  on  that 
subject  when  the  late  Government  was 
in  Office.  He  trusted  they  would  not 
think  he  was  placing  obstacles  in.  the 
way.  He  quite  admitted  that  such  a 
step  as  that  proposed  was  rendered 
necessary  this  year  from  the  somewhat 
peculiar  position  of  the  Government  only 
having  been  in  Office  so  short  a  time, 
and  mere  being  many  measures  which 
they  wished  to  bring  forward.  He  only 
rose  to  say  that  he  hoped  that  that 
Motion  would  not  be  made  a  precedent, 
but  that  Government  would  follow  the 
good  advice  which  was  tendered  to 
tiiem  (the  preceding  Government)  when 
the  present  Government  were  in  Opposi- 
tion— ^namely,  that  Supply  should  not  be 
put  aside  because  certain  measures  of 
the  Government  had  to  be  brought  for- 
ward. He  hoped  that  the  proposed  Vote 
on  Aooount  would  be  the  last,  and  that 
the  (Government  would  take  care  that 
before  the  Vote  now  asked  for  was  ex- 
pended to  put  Supply  down  in  such  a 
manner  as  mat  it  might  be  unnecessary 


to  take  any  more  such  Votes  during  the 
present  Parliament. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HABTINOTON 
said,  that  he  did  not  think  it  possible 
for  anything  that  was  done  in  thiEtt  mat- 
ter that  Session  to  be  taken  as  a  pre- 
cedent hereafter,  because  of  the  pecmiar 
circumstances  of  the  case.  The  late  Go- 
vernment had  thought  it  necessary  to 
have  a  Dissolution  of  Parliament  in  the 
middle  of  the  Session,  and  in  conse- 
quence of  the  change  of  Gk>vermnent 
there  had  necessarily  been  to  a  veiy 
great  extent  disorg^anization  of  the  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  Therefore,  the  pro- 
ceedings in  a  late  Session  such  as  the 
present  could  hardly  be  taken  to  be 
usuid.  He  felt  bound  to  observe  that 
the  necessity  of  taking  a  Vote  on  Account 
did  not  arise  from  any  undue  pressure 
of  the  Government  in  bringing  forward 
their  own  measures,  for  they  had  always 
arranged  for  Supply  to  come  on  in  the 
usual  course;  but  owing  to  the  shortness 
of  the  Session  they  had  had  little  or  no 
opportunity  of  taking  Committee  of 
Supply.  He  did  not  thmk  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross) 
would  have  anything  different  to  pro- 
pose with  reference  to  propose  with  re- 
ference to  that  matter;  but  he  wished  it 
to  be  understood  that  the  conduct  of  the 
late  Government  was  not  in  the  slightest 
degree  reflected  upon  by  the  Motion 
then  beforo  the  House. 

Mb.  ETLANDS  said,  he  had  taken  a 
great  interest  in  the  discussions  on  Votes 
on  Account;  and,  although  he  disliked 
them,  he  thought  they  were  necessary  in 
the  case  of  a  late  Session,  such  as  the  pre- 
sent. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Home  Secretary  (Sir  E.  Assheton  Cross) 
had  recognized  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  the  present  Session ;  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  only  been  in  Office  for  a 
very  short  time,  and,  of  course,  they  were 
all  aware  that  during  two  months  of  the 
Session  it  had  been  quite  impossible  to 
proceed  with  any  Public  Business  what- 
ever. He  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to 
the  course  which  had  been  taken  in 
former  Parliaments.  He  (Mr.  Eylands) 
recollected  having  opposed  the  then  Go- 
vernment for  having  brought  forward 
Votes  on  Account  at  late  periods  of  the 
year,  and  it  should  be  remembered  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who  was  then 
in  Office  justified  the  late  Gbvemment  in 
asking  for  Votes  on  Aooount.    For  his 
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own  part  he  thought  there  could  be  no 
defence  made  for  dealine  with  matters 
of  Supply  in  that  way ;  but,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
did  not  see  how  in  this  instance  it  was  to 
be  aroided.  He  considered  that  it  was 
incumbent  on  them  to  assist  the  Cbvem- 
ment  in  that  matter,  inasmuch  as  it  had 
been  impossible  to  bring  Supply  on  at 
an  earlier  period. 

Sn  AKDBEW  LUSE  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  oppose  the  Motion  for  a  Vote 
on  Account;  but,  at  the  same  time,[hedid 
not  like  the  mode  of  procedure  of  that 
kind  which  had  been  in  vogue  for  the 
last  two  or  three  years.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  circumstances  of  the  case  were 
peculiar;  but  if  they  w^re  so  it  was 
nothing  new,  for  they  had  been  in  a 
similar  position  often  before,  and  he 
must  say  he  objected  to  the  Business  of 
the  country  being  done  in  that  way.  The 
fact  of  the  matter  was  this — and  he 
wished  to  teU  the  Oovemment  so— that 
there  were  too  many  Bills  brought  in, 
and  in  consequence  the  financial  affairs 
of  the  nation  were  pushed  into  a  comer, 
and  in  many  cases  roted  without  any 
notice  being  Kiyen.  That  was  not  the  right 
way  to  do  uie  Business  of  the  House. 
He  himself  would  probably  nerer  occupy 
a  seat  on  the  Front  Bench ,  and  he  cared 
little  what  Party  was  in  power  so  long 
as  the  Business  of  the  nation  was  pro- 
perly attended  to.  He  had  no  wish  to 
oppose  the  Motion ;  but  he  did  hope  that 
there  would  be  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
doing  business. 

Mb.  MAGNIAO  said,  no  doubt  the 

E resent  circumstances  were  peculiar,  and 
e  did  not  see  how  the  proposed  course 
could  be  avoided.  Thev  were  all  aware 
that  there  had  previously  been  as  much 
as  £4,000,000  aosorbed,  in  providing  for 
the  debt  of  the  country  which  had  not 
been  provided  for  out  of  Ways  and 
Means.  Under  the  circumstances  exist- 
ing last  Session,  he  thought  the  House 
had  afforded  every  facility  to  the  then 
Government,  and  he  had  no  doubt  but 
that  the  House  would  acquiesce  in  the 
Motion  then  before  them.  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  must,  how- 
ever, expect  that  all  the  Estimates  would 
receive,  not  only  a  severe,  but  a  rigid 
examination  when  Votes  on  Account 
were  taken  in  that  manner.  It  was  no 
more  than  right  that  the  House  should 
expect  that  when  any  Gtaitleman  oriti- 
died  the  Estimates  he  should  receive 


full  enlanation  of  the  various  Votes. 
He  had  observed,  in  the  course  of  the 
discussion  on  the  Estimates,  that  excuses 
had  been  ffiven  on  account  of  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  Predecessors  of  the  present 
Government.  He  must  say  that  ne  was 
of  opinion  that  they  had  heard  sufficient 
on  that  subject,  when  he  came  to  consider 
the  advantages  which  had  accrued  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  in  Office  from  the  change 
of  Government.  He  had  often  heard  it 
said,  when  a  man  came  into  a  large 
estate,  that  he  would  have  been  much 
richer  without  it ;  but  he  never  heard  of 
any  gentleman  giving  up  the  estate  on 
account  of  the  great  trouble  which  it 
entailed.  That  was,  he  considered,  the 
position  of  the  Government.  They  had 
received  a  legacy,  which  was  attended 
with  considerable  difficulty,  no  doubt, 
from  their  Predecessors ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  they  had  received  a  legacy  both  of 
honour  andresponsibility,  and  he  thought 
it  was  their  bounden  duty  to  fall  in  with 
the  feeline  prevalent  in  the  country,  and 
to  give  a  full  and  fair  explanation  when- 
ever anyone  chose  to  criticize  the  Esti- 
mates. Under  those  circumstances,  he 
felt  sure  that  when  the  Estimates  came 
on  full  criticism  would  be  allowed  and  a 
f^  explanation  given. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
wished  to  make  a  remai^  with  reference 
to  the  time  that  Vote  on  A  ccount  was 
calculated  to  last.  The  sum  of  £  100,000 
put  down  for  purposes  of  education— 
which  was  the  subject  with  which  he 
was  most  acquainted — would  not  last  a 
fortnight.  Of  course,  if  there  was  a 
sum  already  voted  which  had  not  been 
spent,  that  might  be  added  to  the  sums 
now  asked  for.  It  seemed  to  him,  how- 
ever, that  the  sum  then  applied  for  was 
not  sufficient  for  a  period  of  six  weeks. 

SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  if  the  Vote  was  carried  the  period 
at  the  expiration  of  six  weeks  would  be 
rather  a  late  one  for  the  Estimates.  He 
thought  that  it  was  most  inconvenient  that 
those  Votes  should  be  taken  when  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
was  not  present.  The  responsible  Mi- 
nisters were  not  then  there,  and  he  really 
thought  that  was  not  respectful  to  the 
House.  The  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India  (the  Marouess  of 
Hartington)  was  really  the  only  Minister 
of  consequence  that  he  saw  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench ;  and  he  really  thought  that 
it  was  not  respectful  to  the  House,  when 
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they  were  asked  to  give  blind  confidence 
to  the  Government  in  a  Vote  which  would 
carry  them  on  to  the  middle  of  August, 
that  the  Prime  Minister,  who  was  also 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  was  not 
present  to  answer  any  questions  that 
nught  be  put. 

LoBD  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  in  reply  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  G^orffe  Hamilton),  he  wished  to 
say  that  he  oelieved  that  the  sum  now 
asked  for  for  educational  purposes  would 
be  found  to  be  sufficient.  With  regard 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
he  would  only  say  he  would  do  all  in  his 
power  to  brinff  forward  the  Estimates  so 
that  they  might  be  properly  discussed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
mention  a  matter  for  which  he  saw  the 
Government  proposed  a  vote  of  £190,000 
— namely,  the  Vote  for  the  Lnsh  Con- 
stabulary. It  was  a  question  that  had 
never  been  sufficientiy  debated  in  that 
House;  and  yet  there  were  important 
considerations  connected  with  thatForce, 
as  at  present  constituted,  which  it  would 
be  necessary  to  bring  before  the  House 
of  Commons.  By  that  custom  of  taking 
Votes  on  Account,  the  Irish  Estimates 
were  habitually  pushed  back  to  the  end 
of  the  Session,  when  there  were  no  ade- 
quate means  for  discussion.  He  knew 
tnere  were  excuses  for  the  present  (Go- 
vernment in  reference  to  the  course  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted.  That  was  practi- 
cally the  first  Vote  on  Account  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  taken,  although 
he  did  not  think  that  it  was  the  first  tnat 
had  been  taken  under  those  Estimates, 
so  there  was  some  excuse.  He  hoped  the 
noble  Lord  the  manager  of  that  Business 
in  the  House  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to  giving 
an  assurance  to  the  Irish  Members  that 
a  fair  opportunity  would  be  afforded  on 
a  subsequent  stage  for  discussing  the 
Vote  of  the  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  thought  that 
if  the  noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of 
those  Estimates  would  ^ve  a  definite 
assurance  that  the  questions  regarding 
the  enormous  sum  of  money  wmch  was 
then  to  be  voted  for  purposes  which  par- 
tially referred  to  the  maintenance  of  a 
Military  Force  would  be  allowed  to  be 
taken  on  some  definite  day,  the  Irish 
Members  would  really  be  quite  content. 
Looking  over  the  abstract  of  the  Esti- 
mates which  that  Vote  referred  to,  he 
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foimd  that  there  was  no  real  work  pro- 
posed to  be  done  imder  them  in  regard 
to  that  part  of  the  coimtry  with  which 
he  was  himself  connected.  There  was, 
in  fact,  only  a  sum  of  £2,500  asked  for, 
which  was  for  work  to  be  done  on  the 
Shannon.  That  was  really  a  small  sum, 
considering  the  fact  that  that  river 
ran  through  a  district  which  really  was 
very  much  in  need  of  labour. 

Mb.  SPEAKBB  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  now  discussing  the  Vote,  and  is  oat 
of  Order. 

Question  put,  and  agr$€d  to, 

SUPPLY  — CrVTL   SERVICES   AND 
REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS. 

Supply — eon»%d$r$d  in  Oonmiittee. 
(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeedi 

"Thatafuriher  Bum,not  exceediiig£l,S42,60e» 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  on  account,  for  or 
towards  defraying  the  Chai^  for  tiie  following 
Civil  Services  and  Revenue  JJepartments  lor  tlie 
year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  Maroh  ISSl, 
viz. : — 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 

Class  I. — ^Ptjblic  Woeks  akd  Build* 

IKOS. 
Great  Britain : — 

Royal  Palaces 
Marlborough  House 
Royal  Parn  and  Pleasure  Ghurdens 
Houses  of  Parliament 
Public  Buildings    •. 
Furniture  of  Public  Offices 
Revenue  Department  Buildhigs 
County  Court  Buildings 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  . . 
Sheriff  Court  Houses,  Scotland 
New  Courts  of  Justice,  &c. . . 
Courts  of  Law  and  Offices,  Edinburgh 
Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom  > 
Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings 
British  Museum  Buildings  • . 
Natural  History  Museum 
Edinburgh  Umversity  Buildings 
Harbours,  &c.  under  Board  of  Trade 
Rates  on  Government  Propoty  (Great 

Britain  and  Lreland) 
Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade 


• . 


•  • 


.  • 


•  • 


. . 


£ 

4,700 
300 

14,100 
4,600 

14,000 
2,000 

23,000 
6,900 
3,500 
1,000 

14,000 

16,700 

2,600 

600 

3,700 

•    • 

2,500 

25,000 
2,500 


Ireland: — 

Public  Buildings    .  • 

Science  and  Art  Museum,  Dublin 

Shannon  Navigation 

Abroad  :— 

Lighthouses  Abroad 

Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings 


18,600 

200 

2,500 


1,400 
2,700 
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Olabs  n. — Salakteb  Ain>  Exfbitses  of 
PuBUO  Dbpabtmsnts. 

Scotland : —  £ 

Boftrd  of  Saperrinon  . .  . .       2,300 

Class  HI. — Law  avd  Justice. 

England : —  £ 

Chancery  DiTiaion,  High  Court  of  Joa- 

tica       ..             ..             ..             ..  20,600 

Qoaen'B  Bench,  Ac  DiTiaiona*  High 

Court  of  Jmtice  12,800 
Probate,  Ac  Regiatriea,  High  Court  of 

Joatice..            ..            ..            ..  11,600 

Admiralty  Begiatry,  High   Court  of 

Joatice..                          ••            ..  1,600 

Wreck  Commianon  1,700 

Bankruptcy  Court  (London)              . .  4,600 

Coun^Courta                      ..  67,000 

Land  Begiatry                                    .  •  700 

Beriaing  Barristera,  England             . .  -    - 

Police  Courta  (London  and  Sheemeea)  1 ,700 

Metropolitan  Police  76,000 
County   and   Borough  Police,  Great 

Britain  (for  Inspection  onlyV  . .  400 
Conrict   £8tabliahmenta   in   England 

and  the  Coloniea  64,600 

Priaona,  England  . .  60,000 
Beformatory  and  Induatrial  Sohoola, 

Great  Britain  66,000 

Broadmoor  Criminal  Lunatic  Aaylum  3,200 


Scotland: — 

Lord  Advocate,  and  Criminal  Proceed- 

mga 
Courta  of  Law  and  Juitioe  . . 
Be^;iater  Honae  Departmenta 
Pnaona,  Scotland  .  • 

Ireland: — 

Law  Chargea  and  Criminal  Proeecu- 

tiona     . .  • .  •  • 

Chancery  Diyiaion,  High  Court  of  Jui 

uCe  •  •  •  a  . . 

Queen's  Bench,  kc,  DiTiaiona,  ditto  • 
Land  Judgea*  Offices,  ditto  . . 
Probate,  kc  Begistriea,  ditto 
Court  of  Bankruptcy 
Admiralty  Court  Begistry   . . 
Begistry  of  Deeds 
Begiatry  of  Judgmenta 
County  Court  Officers,  &c.  . . 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  (including 

Police  Courta)    . . 
Conatabularr  ••  •• 

Priaona,  Ireland  • 

Beformatory  and  Industrial  Schoola  . 
Dundmm  Criminal  Lunatic  Aaylum  . 


8,300 

7,700 

4,600 

10,200 


10,800 

4,800 
3,600 
1.400 
1,400 
1,300 

260 
2,600 

360 
10,300 

17,300 

190,000 

18,200 

11,400 

800 


Class  IY. — Education,   Soibkob,    akd 

Abt. 


England: — 

Public  Education  .. 
Science  and  Art  Department 
British  Museum 


£ 

..  100,000 
40,000 
10,000 


•  • 


National  Gkdler^ 

National  Portrait  Gkdlery    •  • 

Learned  Sodetiee,  ko, 

London  Uniyerai^ 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Be- 

port)     . .  . .  . . 

Sydney  and  Melbourne  International 

Exmbitiona        ..  ..  .. 

Scotland: — 

Public  Education  ••  ..  •• 

Uniyeraities,  &c.    .  •  . .  . . 

National  Gkdlery   . . 


Ireland:— 

Public  Education  .. 
Teachera*  Penaion  Office 
Endowed  Schoola  Commissionera 
National  Gallery   . . 
Queen's  TJniyersity 
Queen's  Colleges   . . 
Boyal  Irish  Academy 


Class  V. — Colonial,  Consulab, 

OTHEB  FOBEION    SbBYICES. 

Diplomatic  Sendees 

Consular  Senricea  . . 

Coloniea,  Grants  in  Aid 

Orange  Biyer  Territory  and  St.  Helena 

Suez  Canal  (British  Directors) 

Suppression  of  the  Slaye  Trade 

Tonnage  Bounties,  kc, 

Cyprus  Police 

Subsidies  to  Telegraph  Companiea    . . 


£ 
3,200 

800 
2,000 
1,400 

600 

600 


30,000 

2,800 

300 


86,000 
300 
100 
300 
700 
1,700 
260 


AND 


£ 

29,000 

31,000 

4,600 

300 

200 

900 

1,600 

3,200 


Class  YI. — Sttfbbannuation  and  Bb- 
TiBBD  Allowances,  and  Obatuities 

fob   Chabitablb   and    othbb  Pub- 

POSBS. 

Superannuation  and   Betired   Allow-  £ 

ancea    . .                           . .  60,000 

Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Pensions,  &c.  3,600 
Belief  of  Distressed  British  Seamen 

Abroad                               ..  4,000 

Pauper  Lunatics,  England  . .            •  •  -    - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland  . .            . .  -    - 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland    . .  -    - 

Hospitala  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland  . .  2,100 
Saymgs  Banks  and  Friendly  Sodetiea 

Deficiency          . .            . .            . .  -    « 

Miscellaneous    Charitable   and   other 

Allowances,  Great  Britain  . .  600 
Miscellaneous   Charitable    and   other 

Allowances,  Ireland         . .            . .  660 

Class    Vil. — Miscbllaneous,   Spboal, 

AND  TbMFOBABT   ObJBCTS. 


Temporary  Commiaaiona 
Miscellaneoua  Expenses 

Total  for  Ciril  Senrices 


£ 
7,000 
800 


£1,212,600 


CuftoniB  •  •            .  •            •  • 

£ 
. .     66,000 

Inland  Rerenue    . .            . . 

..    100,000 

Post  Offiee 

..    206,000 

Po«t  Office  Packet  Service  .. 

..    100,000 

Pott  Office  Telegraphs 

..    170,000 

Total  for  Beyenue  Departments    £630,000 
Grand  Total  ..  £1,842,600 


Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  would  now 
make  the  request  to  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  OavendiBh)  to  which 
he  had  already  r^erred.  He  trusted 
that  he  would  be  able  to  give  them  an 
assurance  that  the  Oovemment  would 
afford  an  opportunilr  for  discussing  the 
Yote  as  regards  the  Insh  Oonstabulary. 

Lord  KEtEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  could  not  at  present  state  the 
day  on  which  it  would  be  possible  to 
take  the  Yote.  The  hon.  Member 
might,  however,  be  sure  that  it  would 
be  taken  shortly. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHXJBOHILL 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  a  question  of  the 
noble  Lord  with  regard  to  Glass  lY. 
(Lreland).  He  saw  mere  was  a  Yote  of 
£640  for  the  Endowed  Schools  Oommis- 
sioners.  There  were,  however,  two  sets 
of  those  in  Lreland — there  were,  first, 
the  Oommissioners  of  Education,  who 
were  a  permanent  body ;  and  then  there 
was  a  temporary  Oommission  of  Inquirv 
into  the  condition  of  schools.  Which 
Commissioners  did  the  Yote  affect? 
Secondly,  he  wished  to  say  that  the  En- 
dowed Schools  Commissioners,  appointed 
by  the  late  Lord  Lieutenant  for  a  tem- 
porary purpose,  of  which  he  himself 
(Lord  Bandolph  Churchill)  was  a  Mem- 
ber, applied  for  an  extension  of  time,  as 
they  found  that  they  could  not  complete 
their  task  by  the  day  fixed — namely,  the 
Idth  of  June.  They  had  applied  for 
that  extension,  and  up  to  the  last  few 
days,  as  far  as  he  could  hear,  there  had 
been  no  answer.  It  was  of  importance 
that  there  should  be  such  an  extension. 
A  representation  had  been  made  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Lreland,  and  no  definite  answer 
had  been  received.  If  that  Irish  Yote 
referred  to  that  body,  he  should  be  elad 
to  know  if  the  extension  of  time  appied 
for  would  be  panted. 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAYENDISH 
said,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  would  repeat 
his  question  on  the  Beport  of  Uie  &)m- 
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Lord  BANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  the  Commission  would  have 
reported  long  ago  had  it  not  been  for 
the  dilatory  proS^edin^s  of  the  Treasury. 
He  believed  that  for  three  months  there 
had  been  no  answer. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  wished  to  ask  a  question  with  regard 
to  acquiring  the  consular  buildings  in 
the  several  capitals  of  Europe.  The 
Berlin  Embassy  House  was  hired  at  a 
very  high  rate ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  economy  to  buy  it.  At  Cairo,  also, 
the  house  was  hired  at  a  very  high  rate ; 
and  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  they  would 
always  require  a  considerable  establish- 
ment to  be  kept  there.  He  should  like 
to  know  whether  any  progress  had  been 
made  with  regard  to  piirchasing  thoee 
houses.  The  house  at  Brussels,  also, 
was  hired  at  an  enormous  rate.  He 
would  not  trouble  the  noble  Lord  to  give 
a  direct  answer,  if  he  would  five  an 
assurance  that  the  Yote  would  be  brought 
on  in  time  for  fair  discussion,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  put  off  till  the  end  of 
the  Session,  when  no  time  would  be  at 
disposal  for  discussing  it.      

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAYENDISH 
said,  with  respect  to  the  inquiry  that 
had  just  been  made  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  I^mmond 
JWolff),  he  would  observe  that,  little  as 
the  Government  liked  those  Votes  on 
Account,  they  disliked  Supplementary 
Yotes  still  more.  It  was  simply  impos- 
sible to  consider  a  larger  Supplementary 
Yote  at  that  time. 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  said,  with  regard  to 
the  remarks  which  had  fallen  mm  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill),  he  must  say 
that  the  operations  of  the  Commission 
he  had  referred  to  were  exceedingly 
slow.  They  were  looking  forward  to 
the  time  when  they  should  see  that  Com- 
mission brought  to  a  close.  He  did 
trust  that,  having  been  in  existence  over 
two  years,  no  extension  of  time  would 
be  given  to  it.  He  felt  sure  that  when 
the  Treasury  had  carefully  inquired  into 
the  matter  no  such  extension  would  be 
granted. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  with  re- 
ference to  Class  m.,  refwrinff  to  tiie 
Business  of  Ireland,  he  si^ula  like  to 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Seot^Btonr  to  tiM 
Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  or 
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he  and  bis  brother  were  in  precisely  the 
same  position  as  regarded  duties.  A 
promise  had  been  held  out  for  aveiy 
long  time  that  something  should  be  done 
to  improve  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
officials,  and  he  hoped  the  Gk>yemment 
would  now  carry  it  out. 

Lord  FREDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
wished  to  suggest  to  the  Ck)mmittee  that 
these  matters  might  be  much  better 
discussed  on  the  individual  Votes.  He 
might  also  observe  that,  although  they 
always  heard  the  Committee  of  Supply 
was  for  the  object  of  checking  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  Ghyvemment,  yet  the 
tendency  throughout  this  debate  had 
been  to  increase  the  expenditure.  With 
reference  to  the  question  just  raised,  he 
would  be  very  happy  to  talk  it  overwitii 
tiie  hon.  Member. 

An  hon.  Mbmbbb  pointed  out,  that 
while  it  was  proposed  to  spend  £20,000 
for  Shannon  works,  the  Gbvemment  only 
took  £2,500  for  the  next  six  weeks,  while 
those  weeks  were  the  very  best  of  the 
whole  year.  If  the  Gt>vemment  acted  in 
this  way,  the  greatest  possible  distrust 
would  be  aroused  in  the  minds  of  every- 
body along  the  banks  of  the  river.  The 
Oovemment  ought  to  utilize  every  means 
in  their  power  to  eive  relief.  These 
works  were  one  of  the  best  means  for 
that  purpose ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
the  noble  Lord  would  explain  why  he 
had  not  spent  more  than  this  £2,500. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  there  was  a 
reason  why  Irish  Members  should  be 
more  constant  in  discussing  these  finance 
questions  than  English  Members,  be- 
cause the  officials  in  the  two  countries 
were  totally  different.  The  English 
Members  were  able  to  go  to  the  Depart- 
mental officers  and  mscuss  points  of 
interest  with  them,  and  they  always 
found  those  officials  ready  to  pav  great 
attention;  but  Irish  Members  had  no 
means  of  communicating  with  those 
Boards  in  Ireland,  or  using  any  in- 
fluence on  them  except  through  debates 
in  the  House  of  Commons.  That  was  a 
misfortune ;  but  it  was,  nevertheless,  a 
fact  that   they  had  no  opportunity  of 

fettinff  anything  done  from  influence 
rought  to  bear,  except  through  debates 
in  that  House.  They  were  not,  therefore, 
doing  their  duty  to  the  constituents  if 
they  did  not  press  thesematterson  theOo- 
vemment  on  every  conceivable  occasion. 
On  theBeporty  he  hoped  the  noble  Lord 


would  give  them  an  answer  as  to  convict 
establishments.  That  question  had  been 
reported  on  several  times,  and  the  lato 
Gk>vemment  were  very  much  in  favour 
of  the  proposal.  He  also  wished  to  call 
attention  to  the  question  of  training 
schools.  There  were  certain  training 
establishments  for  teachers,  the  instruc- 
tion given  in  which  was  very  good; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  there  was  a 
strong  dislike  to  sending  children  to 
be  trained  among  persons  who  held 
certain  denominational  views,  and  it 
was  held  that  the  Oovemment  ought  to 
deal  with  the  question,  so  as  to  remove 
one  great  blot  on  their  primary  system. 
The  change  which  haa  been  recom- 
mended, also,  would  not  cost  any 
money — the  only  result  being  that  more 
toachers  might  be  trained.    

LoBD  FkEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
replied,  that  he  could  only  repeat,  what 
he  had  already  said  in  reference  to  the 
Shannon  works,  that  the  contract  had 
been  entered  into  and  the  work  begun. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  to  say,  how- 
ever, how  the  work  should  be  contracted. 
With  respect  to  the  convict  establish- 
ments, he  would  be  prepared  to  make  a 
statement  on  the  Beport ;  and  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  expect  him  to  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion fully  at  that  moment. 

Mb.  FINIOANsaid,  he  did  not  blame 
this  Oovemment  or  the  lato  Oovem- 
ment, but  he  did  blame  the  Irish  Board 
of  Works  which  was  a  resident  body. 
He  had  been  given  to  understand  that 
this  Board  of  Works  was  to  be  re-con- 
stituted and  made  really  a  responsible 
body.  Until  this  was  done,  he  must 
quito  agree  with  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposito  that  they  must  appeal 
to  the  Oovemment  here.  He  might 
also  add  that  tiie  Clare  Castle  Harbour 
works  were  connected  with  the  Shannon 
works.  All  that  the  place  wanted  was 
re-building,  it  having  fallen  out  of  repair 
for  want  ofproper  attention  by  the  msh 
Board  of  Works. 

Question  put,  and  ugr^  to. 

House  rMumsi. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mbu' 
day  next; 

Committee  to  sit  again  trpon  Monday 
next. 
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neglect  of  the  Liberal  Gbyernment  whieh 
refused  to  make  proper  proyision  in 
order  to  secure  proper  precautions. 
The  present  Embassy  was  a  very  cheap 
house,  for  the  land  was  presented  by 
the  Sultan.  It  was  built  at  a  yery 
cheap  rate,  and  the  cost  of  hire  would 
be  a  yeiy  good  interest  on  money  ex- 
pended. Me  did  not  usually  agree  with 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite ;  but  on  this 
occasion  he  agreed  with  him,  as  he 
thought,  rather  less  than  usual.  He 
hoped  ihe  noble  Lord  would  consider 
this  question  carefully,  because  it  was 
a  yeiy  great  economy  to  the  country; 
and  by  judicious  building  they  would 
saye  mucm  expense. 

LoBD  HENRY  SOOTT  hoped  that 
he  would  be  pardoned  for  rising  to  ad- 
dress a  few  words  to  the  Committee, 
but  he  happened  to  know  something 
about  this  Embassy  house ;  and,  al- 
though a  great  sum  of  money  had  been 
laid  out  on  it,  he  was  able  to  say  that  it 
had  been  built  yery  well,  and  of  sub- 
stantial materials.  As  to  the  fire,  that 
was  a  matter  of  pure  accident  which 
might  happen  to  any  house.  He  merely 
wished  to  support  the  statement  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  that  the  money  was  yeiy 
well  inyested  in  this  way,  and  it  was 
better  to  pay  a  reasonable  sum  for 
building  an  Embassy  house,  than  to 
pay  large  yearly  sums  for  hiring  one. 

Mr.  FINIOAN  wished  to  ask  some 
Questions  about  works  on  the  Shannon, 
in  Ennis,  at  a  place  called  Glare  Oastle. 
About  mx  months  back  he  was  told  by 
the  Treasury  that  those  works  would  be 
at  once  proceeded  with,  and  he  was 
innocent  enough  to  belieye  them.  Since 
then  he  had  found  that  those  promises 
were  untrustworthy ;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  was  mudi  troubled  by  ques- 
tions from  his  constituents  why  the 
Liberal  Goyemment  did  not  carry  out 
what  the  Conseryatiye  Cbyemment  had 
promised,  but  had  refused  to  do  ?  This 
money  was  not  money  giyen  by  the 
Treasunr  at  all,  but  it  was  simply  money 
obtained  from  shipping  coming  into 
harbour.  Therefore,  he  could  not  at  all 
understand  why  the  Treasury  did  not 
keep  these  promises  and  carry  out  these 
woncs.  If  he  receiyed  a  definite  pro- 
mise that  that  should  be  done,  he  would 
be  yery  haf^y  not  to  oppose  the  Vote ; 
but  in  the  meantime  he  should  certainly 
fsal  obliged  to  do  so.     Those  works 
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were  in  a  distressed  district,  and,  there- 
fore, they  ought  to  be  conceded  for  the 
benefit  of  the  population. 

Mb.  NOETHCOTE  rose  to  support 
the  statement  made  by  his  hon.  FHend 
the  Member  for  Portsmouth  in  regard 
to  the  accommodation  at  the  Embassies. 
With  regard  to  that  at  Oonstantinc^e, 
he  might  be  allowed  to  confirm  the 
statement ;  and,  for  his  part,  he  belieyed 
it  to  be  a  real  economy  of  expenditure 
if  the  (Goyemment  woidd  see  tneir  way 
to  purchase  a  permanent  residence  at 
most  of  the  capitals.  As  an  ex-diplo- 
matist himself,  he  yentured  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
to  see  if  some  scheme  of  this  kind 
could  not  be  carried  out.       

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  for  his  part,  he  belieyed  these  pro- 
posals might  better  be  supported  as  a 
matter  of  generosity  to  the  Diplomatie 
Seryice  than  as  a  matter  of  economy. 
He  beliey^  the  erection  of  buildings 
for  the  Embassies  had  not,  as  a  mfe, 
been  found  economical.  There  were 
certain  cases,  of  course,  in  which  it  was 
almost  necessary,  or,  at  any  rate,  oer- 
tainly  desirable.  GThose  cases  were, 
from  day  to  day,  coming  before  the 
Treasury,  and  he  had  already  had  one 
or  two  laid  before  him,  ana  he  could 
assure  hon.  Members  they  had  receiyed 
the  most  careful  consideration.  At  the 
same  time,  he  could  not  see  that  it  was 
the  most  economical  way  of  proyiding 
Embassy  houses.  As  to  the  Shannon 
works,  &ey  were  being  proceeded  with 
as  rapidly  as  possible;  but  from  the 
nature  of  the  work  it  was  impossible 
to  go  on  fast,  because  they  were  b^on 
below  and  worked  up  the  riyer.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  that 
the  Board  of  Works  were  working  yery 
energetically  at  these  works,  and  others 
similar.         

Mr.  BLAKE  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Irish  officials  were  paid 
considerably  less  than  those  in  England 
for  the  same  work,  although  proyisions, 
clothing,  lodging,  and  other  expenses  of 
the  same  kind  were  quite  as  heayy  in 
Ireland  as  in  England.  At  this  momoit 
there  was  an  Irishman  acting  as  warder 
in  an  English  prison  who  had  a  brother 
filling  the  same  post  in  Ireland,  yet  the 
Enghsh  official  had  a  much  larger  salary 
than  his  brotfier  in  Ireland ;  mough  he 
was  assured  only  the  other  day  that  both 
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That  was  an  ineqaality,  he  admitted, 
which  he   regretted  Tery  much.      He 
should  have  Uked  to  ooiit  such  towns 
altogether  from  his  Bill,  and  to  allow  the 
rate  to  apply  to  the  main  roads  only, 
paid  for  out  of  the  county  rates;  but 
then  there  were  some  towns  which  had 
their  own  quarter  sessionSi  and  for  which 
no  contribution  was  made  to  the  ooimty 
rates,  so  that  would  have  raised  another 
difficulty.    He  thought,  therefore,  there 
was  no  alternative  but  to  leave  the  BUI  as 
drawn;  and  though  the  rural  districts 
would  not,  for  the  reasons  stated,  benefit 
under  the  Bill  in  equal  proportion  with 
such  towns,  still  they  would  not  be  in- 
jured by  the  extra  advantas^  which  those 
towns  would  get.  They  womd,  at  anyrate, 
eather  a  large  amount  of  monev  into  the 
fund  for  the  maintenance  of  the  roads, 
and  be  able  to  use  it  in  their  own  districts 
in  a  way  in  which  they  were  not  now 
able  or  empowered  to  use  it.    He  be- 
lieved that  the  principle  of  the  BUI  was 
sound.  It  was  simply  that  a  rate  should 
be  levied  locaUy  and  expended  locally  in 
the  maintenance  of  the  roads,  taking  the 
place  of  the  old  horse  duty.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  application  of  that  prin- 
ciple, as  provided  in  the  Bill,  would  injure 
no  one,  whUe,  in  his  opinion,  those  who 
kept  horses  were  perfectly  willing  and 
able  to  pay  for  the  advantage  or  amuse- 
ment which  they  derived  from  them. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*<  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (16-.  Sotktnm  Eiteowrt.) 

Ma.  MAONIAO  said,  he  could  en- 
tirely sympathize  with  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  moved  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  because  it  was,  he  thought, 
generaUy  admitted  not  only  in  that 
House,  but  throughout  the  country,  that 
the  highway  system  was  in  a  most  un- 
satisfactory condition.  Everybody  knew 
and  acknowledged  that  the  increase  of 
charge  upon  those  who  had  to  pay  the 
cost  of  the  highways  had  become  in- 
tolerable. He  coula  cordiaUy  support 
any  measure  which  might  be  brouRht  in 
for  dealing  with  that  matter,  and  had 
himself  endeavoured  to  get  a  Committee 
appointed  for  the  piirpose,  because  he 
beueved  it  would  be  impossible  to  deal 
with  it  satisfactorily  without  a  fuU  know- 
ledge of  facts.  The  hon.  Member  had 
said  that  the  principle  of  the  BiU  was 
that  those  who  usea  the  roads  should 
pay  for  them ;  and  if  the  BiU  were  likely 


to  obtain  that  object  he  should  certainly 
have  approved  it.  But,  practicaUy,  that 
would  not  be  the  case.  The  12th  section 
of  the  BiU  provided  that  the  highway 
authority  were  to  have  power  to  apply 
the  tax  or  charge  which  it  was  contem- 
plated they  should  levy  to  their  own 
purposes.  But,  in  many  cases,  for  in- 
stance, where  a  large  number  of  horses 
or  packs  of  hounds  were  kept,  the  dis- 
trict rates  woiUd  not  obtain  any  advan- 
tage from  the  tax  which  the  highway 
authorities  imposed.  The  whole  levy 
might  be  coUected  for  the  sole  advantage 
of  one  parish.  The  object  was  that  the 
tax  i^ould  take  the  place  of  the  old 
turnpike  tolls  ;  but  there  was  no  reason 
why  they  should  again  recur  to  the  old 
system  of  obstructing  communications. 
The  country  had  made  a  great  sacrifice 
for  the  purpose  of  facilitating  communi- 
cations throughout  the  country;  and, 
having  freed  tne  roads,  they  were  now 
about  to  charge  a  tax  upon  their  means 
of  locomotion  upon  the  roads.  GThat,  he 
thought,  was  not  a  system  which  the 
House  would  approve.  It  was  impos- 
sible to  deal  with  the  question  except 
by  a  much  more  general  system  than 
was  proposed  in  the  BiU.  The  subject 
was  one  which,  he  thought,  could  not 
be  discussed  at  that  hour  of  the  morning 
(5  minutes  past  1  o'clock),  unless  in  avery 

Eerfunctory  manner ;  and  he,  therefore, 
egged  to  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — (ifr. 
ifb^atatf,)— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  tiU  Wednetday  next. 
MOTIONS. 


GLOUCESTER  ELECTION   PETITION— 
(JUDGES'  REPORT). 

KOnON  FOB  A  SELICr  OOIOOTTBB. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHXJECHILL, 
in  moving^— 

<'Thst  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  matter  contained  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Jndgee*  Report  on  the  Oloa- 
oester  Election  Petition,  and  the  drcnmstuices 
under  which  the  abandonment  of  the  Petition 
against  the  retnm  of  Mr.  Monk  took  plaoe,*' 

said,  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
necessary  for  him  to  trouble  the  House 
with  many  remarks  in  calling  attention 
to    the    extraordinary    and    somewhat 
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HIGHWAYS  (HORSE  RATE)  BILL. 

(Jfr.   Sothmm  Eateourt,  Mr.  Reginald  Tork$y 

Mr,  ChuUr  Matter^  Mr*  H$neag4,) 

[bill  203.]      SECOND   BEADnro. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.    SOTHEEON   ESTCOUET,  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
second  time,  said,  he  did  not  propose  by 
the  measure  which  he  now   had   the 
honour  to  submit  to  the  House  to  disturb 
any  present  arrangements  witii  respect 
to  the  funds  by  which  highways  were 
now  maintained.    His  Bill  was  simply 
based  upon  the  principle  that  those  who 
used  the  roads  should   pay  for   their 
maintenance;  whereas,  under  the  pre- 
sent system,  many  people  by  reason  of 
not  being  rated  at  all,  or  not  being 
sufficient^  rated,  were  able  to  use  the 
highways  far  more  frequently  than  they 
were  entitled  to  do.    It  was  proposed 
by  this  Bill,  which  he  hoped  the  House 
would  approye,  that  Highway  Boards 
should  be  able  to  leyy  a  rate  of  10«.  on 
•yery  horse  within  their  district,  and 
the  amount  so  raised  was  to  be  expended 
by  them  on  the  highways  of  ^e  dis- 
trict.   This  rate  was  not  at  all  intended 
as  an  interference  with  the  present  sys- 
tem, but  merely  as  a  rate  in  aid  of  it. 
He  belieyed  it  would  be  yery  much  pre- 
ferable to  any  Imperial  tax,  because,  if 
subyentions  were  giyen  by  the  Qoyem- 
ment  to  the  rates,  that  necessitated  Oo- 
yemment  control  and  inspection ;  and, 
for  his  part,  he  belieyed  that  it  was  yery 
much  to  the  public  advantage  that  that 
sort  of  control  should  be  as  limited  as 
Dossible.    There   had   been,    howeyer, 
larffe  additions  to  the  rates  of  late  years, 
ana  he  might  mention  particularly  Uiree 
as  weighing  yery  considerably  on  the 
local  taxpayers — namely,  sanitary  mat- 
ters, education,  and  roads.    Of  all  these, 
he  belieyed  the  highway  rate  was  that 
which  was  most  particularly  felt  by  all 
classes  of  the  unfortunate  ratepayers. 
His  Bill  would  not,  of  course,  be  neces- 
sary if  turnpikes  had  not  been  done 
away  with ;  but  as  those  modes  of  raising 
funds  had  now  been  nearly  abolished, 
this  Bill  was  proposed  in  order  to  some 
extent  to  take  their  places.    The  system 
of  turnpikes  had  many  drawbacks,  be- 
cause a  large  sum  was  always  wasted 
in  establishment  charges;  but  it  also  had 
this  merit,  that  it  did  carry  out  the  fair 
and  equal  principle  that  those  who  used 


roads  should  pay  for  them  in  proportioii 
as  they  used  them.  When  that  system 
disappeared,  extra  rates  and  burdens 
were  thrown  upon  the  agricultural  in- 
terest ;  while  many,  who  for  trade  or 
for  pleasure  used  the  roads,  escaped 
money  payment  at  all  through  not  being 
rated,  or,  at  any  rate,  did  not  pay  any- 
thing like  a  fair  amount.  The  late  (jk>- 
yemment  in  1874  abolished  the  horse 
tax,  and  then  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, in  explaining  his  statement  on 
the  subject,  gaye  the  House  the  figures 
of  the  duty  at  that  time.  It  appeared 
that  the  horse  tax  brought  in  £410,000 
a-year,  and  the  horse  dealers'  duty 
and  the  race-horse  duty  £70,000  in  ad- 
dition, or,  in  all,  £480,000.  The  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  been  his  (Mr.  Est- 
court's)  Colleague  in  the  last  Parliament, 
commenting  at  the  time  on  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer's  speech,  said — 

"  With  regard  to  the  remisrion  of  the  hone 
duty,  he  thought  tome  of  thoee  who  bctDefited 
most  would  be  among  the  richer  olmaee.  Local 
taxation  was  yery  heavy,  and  in  danger  of  bcdng 
increased,  and  this  was  one  item  which  miglS 
have  helped  in  its  reduction  by  providing  for 
the  expenses  of  turnpike  roads  after  the  tmats 
had  expired.*' 

His  own  proposal  by  this  Bill  was  to 
attain  somewhat  of  the  same  end.  If 
the  Bill  he  now  proposed  were  passed, 
and  the  tax  re-imposed  in  the  shape  of  a 
local  rate,  the  sum  raised  from  it,  what- 
eyer  it  was,  would  be  expended  in  the 
local  districts,  and  would  oe  a  real  re- 
lief of  a  burden  which  of  late  had  be- 
come almost  too  heayy  for  some  of  the 
ratepayers.  It  did  not,  of  course,  rest 
with  him  to  meet  by  anticipation  the 
objections  of  the  opponents  of  this  Bill ; 
but  still  he  did  feel  himself  bound  to 
look  at  it  fairly,  and  it  certainly  was 
an  objction  to  it  that  in  some  respects 
inequality  would  result.  His  pro- 
posal was  that  each  Highway  Board 
should  haye  the  power  of  leyying  this 
rate.  Money  should  be  expended  in  each 
highway  district.  There  was,  then,  this 
difficulty — namely,  that  towns  hayinf 
a  mayor  and  corporation,  or  a  lociu 
board  of  their  own,  were  a  highway 
district  of  themselyes.  It  might  happen, 
of  course,  in  that  way,  that  where  horses 
were  kept,  for  instance,  in  a  hunting 
town,  the  money  would  not  go  to  the 
relief  of  the  rates  of  the  extended  dis- 
trict around,  but  to  the  relief  of  the 
rates  in  that  town  and  in  that  town  only. 
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and  that,  as  it  were,  irritated  by  the  im- 
pression, they  appeared  to  have  resolyed 
on  a  victim — ^namely,  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber for  Olouoester.    Now,  he  could  not 
oonoeiye  a  more  serious  charge  to  bring 
against  a  Member  of  that  House  than 
to  accuse  him  of  having  been  a  party  to 
a  corrupt  transaction    of  a  pecuniary 
nature  in  order  to  compound  practices 
which  were  Ulegal  and  even  criminal, 
and  also  to  prevent  the  House  of  which 
he  was  a  Member  being  placed  in  pos- 
session of  the  actual  facts  and  circum- 
stances of   a  contested  Election,   con- 
cerning which  the  Judges  were  endea- 
vouring to  arrive    at  the  truth.     He 
thought  it  would  be  agreed,  that  if  such 
devices  were  to  be  connived  at  by  the 
House  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  would 
become  a  mere  form,  and  that  the  con- 
stituencies would  gradually  relapse  into 
that  corrupt  condition <from  whicn  recent 
legislation  had  endeavoured  to  rescue 
them.    For    that   reason — if   such    an 
arrangement  as  was  imputed  in  the  Be- 
port  were  proved  against  a  Member — it 
would  be  oiiEcult  for  the  House  to  mark 
its  sense  of  the  evil  of  such  a  contract 
too  severely ;  otherwise,  he  affirmed  that 
the  character  of  the  House  would  be 
seriously  affected.     On  the  other  hand, 
viewing  as  he  did,  and  as  he  thought 
all  hon.  Members  must  view,  matters  in 
that  light,   he  could  imagine  nothing 
more  unjust  and  nothing  more  intoler- 
able than  that  the  Judges  should,  upon 
grounds  of  mere  suspiaon,  arising  from 
some  cause  or  other  in  their  own  minds, 
and  unsupported  by  any  clear  evidence, 
have  imputed  a  transaction  of  so  corrupt 
a  nature  against  a  Member  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  whom  they  were  obliged 
to  declare  duly  elected,  and  stigmatize 
in  that  marked  and  permanent  manner 
the  character  of  a  Member  in  a  special 
Beport  which  must  ever  remain  upon  the 
Journals  of  the  House.    Thereft>re,  he 
had  brought  the  Beport  under  the  No- 
tice of  the  House  in  the  interest  oi  Mem- 
bers and  in  the  interest  of  the  House, 
and,  as  he  had  endeavoured  to  explain, 
in  no  sense  hostile  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Olouoester,  for  whom  he  had  a  great 
respect,  and  who,  he  was  convinced,  was 
incapable  of  sudi  transactions  as  were 
imputed  in  the  Beport.    He  thought  the 
Oovemment  had  acted  rightly  in  mgni- 
tyinif  their  intention  to  agree  to  hia 
Motion  for  the  appointment  of  a  Oommit- 
tee,  and  that  the  non.  Member  had  done 


wisely  in  giving  it  his  support.  Should 
it  turn  out,  as  he  had  no  doubt  it  would, 
that  the  Committee  reported  there  was 
no  foundation  iot  the  charges  made  by 
the  Judges^  then  he  thought  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  House  to  pass  a  Beso- 
lution,  not  indeed  of  censure,  but  of  pro* 
test  and  strong  remonstrance  against 
judicial  aspersions  which  would  have 
been  proved  to  have  been  far  too  lightly 
and  too  hastily  made.  He  need  only 
further  remark  generaUv  that  the  posi- 
tion of  a  Member  of  Parliament  was  at 
no  time  a  very  easy  one.  It  was  a  posi- 
tion full  of  difficulties,  anxieties,  and 
responsibilities.  The  risks  which  candi- 
dates had  to  run  at  Elections,  wiihout 
their  knowledge  and  absolutely  without 
their  consent,  were  very  great;  and 
whilst  it  was  undoubtedly  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  insist  that  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions should  be  conducted  with  a  strict 
and  rig^d  adherence  to  the  dictates  of 
legality,  morality,  and  purity,  he  ven- 
tured to  suggest  that  it  was  equally  the 
duty  of  the  House,  when  those  conditions 
had  been  complied  with,  to  protect  its 
Members  from  additional  anxieties  and 
unnecessary  dangers,  arising  out  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  which  were  calculated 
seriously  to  damage  their  reputation 
and  character,  and  weaken,  if  not  de- 
stroy, their  influence  for  the  good  of 
their  country.  He,  therefore,  begged  to 
move  for  the  Select  Committee  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  Select  Committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  matter  contained  in  the  last 
paragraph  of  the  Judges*  Report  on  the  Glou- 
cest^  Election  Petition,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  abandonment  of  the  Petition 
agunst  the  return  of  Mr.  Monk  took  place."—* 
(Lord  Mandolph  Churehill) 

Mb.  MONK  said,  he  had  no  objection 
to  the  noble  Lord,  or  to  any  other  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  calling  attention  to 
what  he  ftdfy  admitted  with  the  noble 
Lord  to  be  the  veir  remarkable,  not  to 
say  extraordinary,  Beport  submitted  to 
the  House  by  the  learned  Judges  whose 
names  were  appended  to  it.  But  the 
noble  Lord,  who  must  have  seen  him  in 
his  place  last  Thursday  week,  had  given 
him  no  Notice  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  on  a 
future  day  to  the  B^rt  of  the  Judges. 
Had  the  noble  Lord  done  so,  he  might 
have  deemed  it  right  at  the  time  to  oner 
some  explanation  to  the  House,  or,  at 
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Btrikinff  pasBages  contained  in  the  Be- 

Sirt  whioli  bad  been  presented  to  the 
oose  by  Mr.  Justice  Hawkins  and  Mr. 
Baron  Pollock  in  reference  to  the  Glou- 
cester Election.  The  last  paragraph  (tf 
the  Beport  was  as  follows : — 

'*Uiid«r  t^oM  drooxnitances,  we  ar»  not 
satisfled  thai  the  abandonment  of  the  ohar^ 
against  Mr.  Monk  was  not  the  result  of  an 
arrangement  made  with  the  view  of  withholding 
from  us  the  eyidence  of  the  extensiye  corrupt 
practioes  which  there  is  reason  to  belieye  hare 
taken  place  at  the  Election." 

It  was  necessary  to  take  the  paragraph 
in  connection  with  the  preceding  para- 
graphs of  the  Beport,  which  was  of  a 
yeiy  remarkable  character.  The  Judges 
having  reported  generally  on  the  Glou- 
cester Election,  went  on  to  say — 

**  And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  es^ecnally  report  the  following  matters  which 
arose  in  the  course  of  the  trial,  an  account  of 
which,  in  our  judgment,  ought  to  be  submitted 
to  the  House  of  Commons.  The  Petition  was 
paresented  against  the  said  Thomas  Robinson  and 
Charles  James  Monk  jointly,  and  charged  them, 
jointly  and  seyerally,  wiw  bribery,  treating, 
and  intimidation,  and  undue  influence,  before, 
during,  and  after  the  said  Election." 

The  Judges  continued — 

''  On  the  day  before  the  trial " — [And  here  he 
would  obserye  that  the  Report  had  eyidently 
been  drawn  up  with  the  greatest  possible  oare.^ 
**  the  Respondent,  Thomas  Robinson,  by  a  notice 
under  his  hand,  signified  his  intention  not  to 
oppose  the  Petition.  At  the  trial,  the  Respon- 
dent, Thomas  Robinson,  did  not  appear  either 
in  person  or  by  counsel,  or  otherwise,  to  oppose 
the  Petition.  The  Re^ndent,  Charles  James 
Monk,  did  appear  by  counseL  The  eyidenoe  of 
Joseph  Stoadart  and  John  Clement  Morris — 
shoithandnotesof  which  accompanyourReport — 
was  abundantly  sufficient  to  satisfy  us  that 
bribery  had  be^  committed  by  John  Clement 
Morris,  an  agent  of  the  said  Thomas  Robinson ; 
and  that  he  bribed  Joseph  Stoddui,  Thomas 
Meadows,  and  a  third  man  whose  name  was  un- 
known, to  yote." 

It  was  curious  that  the  Judges  should 
hare  stated  that  the  sitting  Member  for 
Gloucester  appeared  by  counsel ;  and  it, 
no  doubt,  meant  to  imply  that  the  ap- 
pearance by  counsel  of  the  sitting  Mem- 
ber was  one  part  of  the  arrangement  by 
which  the  Judges  suspected  that  the 
facts  had  been  glossed  over.  They  then 
proceeded  to  afiude  to  the  evidence  of 
Stoddart,  the  first  witness  examined, 
who  said  he  was  asked  by  Morris  to 
Tote  for  Monk  and  Bobinson.  It  was 
also  curious  that  this  should  have  been 
mentioned,  unless  there  were  other  cir- 
cumstances which  lent  a  peculiar  strength 
to  it,  because  it  showed  that  Morris  had 

Ztfri  Sandolph  OhwchiU 


acted  for  both  parties^  and  made  •joint 
canvass.    The  Judges  then  say — 

"  This  witness  was  allowed  to  leaye  the  box 
unquestioned  by  Mr.  Monk's  connseL  It  is  du« 
to  Mr.  Monk  to  say  that  Moxiis,  who  waa  after* 
wards  called,  denied  that  he  had  mentioned  Mr. 
Monk's  name ;  but  this  was  after  Stoddart  had 
left  the  box.** 

It  would  be  seen  that  the  Judges 
qualified  that  last  statement  in  a  way 
which  rather  destroyed  its  value.  The 
Beport  continued— 

"  No  other  CTidence  was  offered  with  respect 
to  any  one  of  the  other  cases  mentioned  in  the 
particukrs,  and  there  was  no  attempt  mads  to 
establish  any  one  of  the  charges  made  agaiitfk 
Mr.  Monk  or  his  agents.  We  haye  no  reaaon 
to  suppose  that  in  deliyering  the  particulars  ths 
petitioners  acted  otherwise  than  under  a  belief 
that  tiiey  would  be  in  a  condition  to  affect  botk 
seats." 

It  would  appear  from  this  that  the 
learned  Judges  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  the  charc^es  were  intended  to 
be  brought  against  both  Members.  And 
then  they  say — 

''Before  the  trial,  we  believe  that  the  charges 
of  present  bribery  against  Mr.  Monk  were 
abandoned,  but  no  application  was  made  to 
withdraw  the  charges  of  corrupt  practioes 
through  his  alleged  agents,  and  his  connssl 
appeared  in  Court  as  if  those  charges  were  to 
be  persisted  in." 

He  did  not  wish  the  House  to  be  under 
the  impression  that  he  committed  him- 
self to  the  truth  of  these  statements,  or 
to  the  inferences  to  be  derived  from 
them.  He  simply  pointed  out  the  in- 
ferenoes  which  arose  on  the  Beport  ISie 
next  paragraphs  were  as  follows: — 

"  No  explanation  was  offered  to  us  as  to  tho 
reasons  why  no  attempt  even  to  prove  those 
charges  was  made,  notwithstandixig  they  had 
never  been  withdrawn,  and  no  observation  waa 
addressed  to  us  by  Mr.  Monk's  counsel  whi^ 
indicated  to  our  minds  that  he  was  surprised  si 
the  course  adopted,  and  at  the  sudden  aoandon* 
ment  of  the  Petition  so  far  as  it  affected  Mr. 
Monk.  Moreover,  after  our  judgment  waa 
given  declaring  Mr.  Monk  to  have  been  ^ily 
dected,  Mr.  Monk's  oounsel  made  no  applica- 
tion for  his  costs,  which  we  were  prepared  to 
award  him  had  he  asked  for  them,  as  we  inti- 
mated to  him;  but  he  declined  to  make  any 
application  upon  the  subject." 

That  was  the  onlv  passage  in  the  Be- 
port which  seemed  to  contain  anv  direct 
evidence  against  the  hon.  Membor  for 
Gloucester.  The  Judges  concluded  with 
the  statement  which  he  had  read  on 
rising  to  address  the  House.  By  that 
statement  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Judges  were  under  the  impression  that 
they  had  been  baffled  in  their  inquiry, 
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wards  called  and  questioned  as  to  whe- 
ther lie  bad  mentioned  Mr.  Monk's  name. 
He  denied  having  done  so.    The  noble 
Lford  drew  the  inference  that  this  was  a 
case  of  a  man  who  went  about  bribing  or 
offerine  to  bribe  persons  to  yote  for  him- 
self and  Mr.  Bobmson,  and  who  offered 
no  explanation  of  his  conduct.    When 
the  noole  Lord  led  the  House  to  suppose 
that  Morris  had  asked  for  yotes  for  Monk 
as  well  as  for  Bobinson,  he  evidently  had 
not  the  evidence  before  him.    Did  the 
noble  Lord  know  who  Morris  was  ?    Mr. 
Sobinson  was  a  com  merchant  in  the 
city  of  Oloucester,  and  Morris  had  been 
for  upwards  of  10  years  in  his  employ- 
ment as  traveller     When  he  went  into 
the  witness-box,  the  learned  Judge  asked 
him  if  he  canvassed  for  Mr.  Monk.    He 
said  no ;  he  only  wanted  to  see  his  em- 
ployer returned.    When,  therefore,  he 
gave  three  men  sums  of  10«.  each,  he 
admitted  that  he  gave  them  to  induce 
the  recipients  to  vote  for  his  employer, 
Mr.  Bobinson.    It  was  never  pretended 
by  the  counsel  for  the  petitioners  that 
this  money  was  given  on  his  account, 
and,  indeed,  Mr.  Matthews  opened  no 
case  whatever  against  him.    Cotmsel  on 
his  behalf  appealed  to  the  Judges  as  to 
whether  there  was  any  case  against  him 
to  answer,  and  one  of  the  learned  Judges 
replied,  ''  Certainly  not."    He  believed 
the  evidence  on  this  subject  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  in  the 
course    of    a   day    or  two,    and   they 
would  find  that  it  confirmed  the  accu- 
racy of  the  statements  he  had  made. 
It  had  also  been  said  by  the  Judges 
that   no    explanation   was    offered    of 
the  reason  why  no  attempt  was  made 
to  prove  the  charges  against  him,  not- 
withstanding that  they  were  never  with- 
drawn.     In  his  opening  speech,   Mr. 
Matthews  spoke  of  nim  in  much  higher 
terms  than  he  deserved,  and  referred  to 
his  services  as  an  old  Member  of  the 
House  in  a  manner  far  more  flattering 
than  he  had  anv  ri^ht  to  expect.    Mr. 
Matthews  said  that  it  was  the  opinion  of 
the  petitioners  that  anv  bribery  that  had 
taken  place  had  not  t^en  place  with  his 
cognizance,  and  he  spoke  doubtfully  as 
to  any  responsibility  attaching  to  his 
agents.    When  that  was  said,  it  was  not 
for  his  counsel  to  insist  upon  the  with- 
drawal  of    charges   which    were   not 
brought  forward  against  them  in  Oourt. 
There  was  another  circumstance  which 
he  wished  to  bring  under  the  notice  of 


the  House.    The  moment  the  trial  of 
the  Gloucester  Petition  was  fixed,  he  in- 
structed his  agent  to  obtain  an  Order 
for  particulars.    He  obtained  an  Order 
from  Sir  Henry  Hawkins  that  particulars 
should  be  delivered  14  days  before  the 
trial.    No  such  application  was  made  at 
that  time  by  his  Oolleague.    But  the 
day  before  that  on  which  particulars 
ought  to  have  been  delivered,  a  sum- 
mons was  taken  out  by  the  petitioners 
against  him  to  show  cause  why  the  par- 
ticulars should  not  be  delayed  another 
six  days.    That  motion  was  opposed  by 
counsel  on  his  behalf,  and  was  msmissed 
with  costs.    If  he  had  been  a  party  to  a 
compromise  with  regard  to  this  Petition, 
was  it  not  probable  that  he  would  have 
agreed  to  the  proposal  ?    But,  in  fact,  it 
was  out  of  the  question  for  his  counsel 
to  assent  to  any  postponement  of  the 
deliveiy  of  the  particulars.    He  would 
ask  the  House,  was  it  possible  for  any 
hon.  Member  who  had  sat  so  long  in 
that  House  to  allow  charges  of  personal 
bribery  to  be  made  against  him,  and 
then,  when  an  Order  hful  been  made  for 
the  delivery  of  particulars  in  respect  to 
them,  to  consent  to  a  second  Order  post- 
poning the  delivery  of  those  particulars 
for  a  further  time?    When  the  par- 
ticulars were  delivered,  there  was  not 
one  charge  of  personal  bribery,  or  undue 
influence,  or  intimidation  brought  against 
him.    The  summons  which  he  read  to 
the  House  was  heard  before  Mr.  Justice 
Hawkins,    and    every   charge    against 
him    personally    was    ordered   to    be 
withdrawn.    That  brought  him  to  the 
last  point.    The  noble  I^rd  drew  atten- 
tion to  the  fact  that  the  Judges    in 
the  last  paragraph  of  their  Beport  said 
that  Mr.  Moiul's  counsel  made  no  appli- 
cation for  costs,  which  they  were  pre- 
pared to  give  if  he  had  done  so.    He 
was  in  Oourt  at  the  time,  and  he  con- 
fessed that   when  his  counsel  did  not 
apply  for  costs  he  was  surprised.    His 
cotmsel  stated  that  he  was  not  instructed 
to  ask  for  costs.    Had  he  been  near  the 
learned  counsel  at  the  time  he   would 
have  insisted  upon  his  asking  for  costs. 
He  believed  that  his  counsel,  flnding 
that  the  petitioners  made  no  charges 
against  him,    and  that  they   did  not 
attempt  to  prove  any  of  the  oases  of 
which  they  had  given  notice,  took  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  not  asking 
for  costs.    The  learned  Judges  were  in 
error  in  saying  that  particulars  were 
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all  events,  lie  would  have  been  prepared 
to  state  what  course  it  was  bis  intention 
to  adopt.  The  noble  Lord  had  now 
stated  that  he  had  called  attention  to 
the  Beport  in  the  interests  of  Members 
of  the  House  of  Oommons.  He  accepted 
the  explanation  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
had  before  him  the  Beport  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  had  read  certain  portions. 
The  learned  Judges  stated  that  they 
made  a  special  Beport  in  this  case,  and 
said  that  the  Petition  was  a  joint  Peti- 
tion presented  against  his  Colleague, 
Mr.  Thomas  Bobinson,  and  himself, 
charging  them  jointly  and  severally  with 
bribery,  treating,  intimidation,  and  un- 
due influence  before,  during,  and  after 
the  election.  It  was  necessary  for  him 
to  say  that  he  thought  the  learned 
Judges  musty  through  inadvertency, 
have  stated — 

"  Before  the  trial  we  believe  that  the  ohargeB 
of  personal  bribery  agsdnst  Mr.  Monk  were 
abandoned  *' — 

for  he  held  in  his  hand  a  Beport  of  the 

Sroceedings  which  took  place  before  Mr. 
ustice  Hawkins,  as  Judge  in  Chambers, 
which  he  would  read — 

"  On  the  28th  May  in  the  present  year,  upon 
hearing  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and  for  the 
respondent,  Charles  James  Monk." 

The    House  would    observe    that  this 

alone  applied  to  himself,  and  had  no 

reference  to  his  Colleague — 

'*  And  it  being  stated  to  the  said  Sir  Henry 
Hawkins  by  counsel  on  behalf  of  the  petitioners 
that  there  was  no  intention  to  offer  any  evidence 
of  personal  bribery,  treating,  intimidation,  or 
unaue  influence  against  the  respondent,  Charles 
James  Monk,  it  is  ordered  that  the  Petition  be 
amended  accordingly  on  or  before  the  Ist  of 
June.  And  it  is  further  ordered  that  the  par- 
ticulars be  given  in  24  hours;  the  said  Sir 
Henry  Hawkins  having  expressed  his  opinion 
that  the  particulars  delivered  by  the  petitioners 
are  not  in  aooordanoe  with  his  Order  dated  18th 
May,  1880." 

That  Order  was  indorsed,  as  follows,  in 

the  handwriting  of  the  learned  Judge 

himself : — 

"  It  being  stated  to  me  by  counsel,  on  behalf 
of  the  petitioners,  that  there  is  no  intention  to 
offer  any  evidence  of  personal  bribery,  treating, 
intimidation,  or  undue  influence  against  respon- 
dent Monk,  I  order  that  the  Petition  be  amended 
accordingly." 

He  thought  it  was  remarkable  that  the 

learned  Judges,  one  of  whom  must  have 

had  that  Order  in  his  mind,  should  have 

merely  stated — 

"We  believe  that  the  charges  of  personal 
bribery  agsintt  Mr.  Monk  were  abandoned." 

Mr.  iTani 


Those  charges,  as  well  as  the  charges 
of  treating,  intimidation,  and  undue  in- 
fluence, were  ordered  to  be  struck  out  of 
the  Petition  by  one  of  those  learned 
Judges  himself.  He  also  held  in  his 
hand  another  Order  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice  which  had  been  served  upon 
him  by  the  agent  for  the  petitioners. 
It  was  as  follows : — 

**  I  hereby  give  you  Notice  that  the  Petitioa 
was  this  day  amended  by  striking  out  the  alU* 
gations  of  personal  bribery,  treatmg,  intimida- 
tion, and  undue  influence." 

A  Eetum  had  been  ordered  of  the  Orders 
made  in  Court  and  in  Chambers  in  rela- 
tion to  the  Petition,  which  would  be  laid 
before  the  Select  Committee.  But  the 
noble  Lord  had  laid  some  stress  upon 
the  fact  that  this  was  a  Petition  presented 
against  both  the  sitting  Members  for 
Gloucester.  That  was  perfectly  true. 
But  the  statute  enacted  that  such  Peti- 
tion shall  be  deemed  to  be  a  separate 
Petition  against  each  respondent.  And 
he  begged  to  inform  the  House  that  his 
committee,  his  agent  for  election  ex- 
penses, and  his  election  agent,  were  en- 
tirely distinct  from  those  of  his  late 
Colleague.  Further,  it  had  come  to  his 
knowledge,  though  the  Petition  was  pre- 
sented against  the  two  sitting  Members, 
that  that  Petition  was  presented  against 
both,  not  in  consequence  of  any  desire, 
or  in  consequence  of  any  intention,  of 
attacking  his  seat ;  but  because,  as  the 
petitioners  had  stated,  they  had  been 
advised  by  counsel  that  it  would  weaken 
their  case  if  they  presented  their  Petition 
against  Mr.  Bobmson  alone.  For  that 
reason  only,  he  had  been  given  to  under- 
stand, was  the  Petition  presented  against 
him  as  well  as  against  Mr.  Bobinson. 
The  Judges  went  on  to  say  that — 

"  No  application  was  made  to  withdraw  the 
charges  ox  corrupt  practices  through  his  alleged 
agents,  and  his  counsel  appeared  in  Court  as 
though  the  charges  were  to  be  persisted  in.'* 

He  certainly  attended  in  Court  with  his 
counsel,  and  he  had  no  knowledge  what- 
ever whether  any  evidence  would  be 
offered  with  regard  to  those  charges. 
His  counsel  was  prepared  to  meet  those 
charges  if  they  had  been  brought  for- 
ward. The  noble  Lord  had  drawn  at- 
tention to  a  passage  in  the  judgment  to 
the  effect  that  a  witness  deposed  tiiat  he 
was  asked  by  Morris  to  vote  for  Monk 
and  Bobinson.  That  statement  was  posi- 
tively denied  by  Morris,  who  was  wter- 
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S^aond  MMuUn^TynxatLge  and  ImproTement  of 
lAudt  (Ireiiad)  ProTinonal  Orto  (No.  2) « 
(03);  Looal  Qov6mm«nt  Provimomu  Oiden 
(Abingdon,  &c.)  •  (W);  Gk»  mad  Water  Or- 
aen  Confinnadon*  (94) ;  Metropolitan  Com- 
mons Sapplemental  *  (96). 

Second  Rtading  —  CotmmttM  ntffaiivd  —  Third 
J2#M^>f— Conaolidated  Fond  (No.  1)  %  and 
paued, 

CommittM—Qw^  Seal*  (90);  TTniyenities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Limited  Tenures)* 
(91) ;  TTniversilies  and  0>llege  Estates  Act 
Amendment*  (92). 
OmimiHm  —  J^yiwrtf— Looal  (Sovemment  (Oas) 
ProTisional  Order*  (87) ;  Local  Goremment 
(mghways)  ProTisioiial  Ordbr  (Salop)*  (88). 

ELEMENTAEY  EDUCATION. 
QUSSIT'b  AireWEB  TO  ADDBBS8    BEFOBTBD. 

The  Qaeen's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  the  18th  instant  reported  as  follows : 

*'  I  haye  reoeiTed  yoor  Address  praying  that 
the  Fonrtb  Schedule  may  be  omitted  from  the 
new  Code  of  Begnlations  issued  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Privy  0>uncil  on  Education  and 
now.  lying  on  the  T4ble  of  the  House  of  Lords : 

'*  The  matter  oq  which  you  haye  expressed  a 
wish  shall  be  carefully  considered,  and  if  my 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  should  be 
of  opinion  that  in  the  due  discharge  of  the 
duty  entrusted  to  them  by  Parliament  any 
aherations  in  those  Regulations  can  be  made  by 
which  they  will  be  better  adapted  to  meet  the 
educational  requirements  of  my  people,  such 
alterations  will  be  duly  laid  before  you." 

FRIENDLY  SOCIETIES'  ACT,  1876. 

MOnOir  FOB  A  BSTXJBN. 

EiLBL  NELSON  said,  that  before  he 
gare  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  Betnms  in 
referenoe  to  these  Sooieties,  he  must 
state  that  no  Be^strar  General's  Be- 
turn  had  been  laid  before  the  House 
dnoe  1875,  as  required  by  the  Act  of 
that  year,  and  he  nad  been  obliged  to 
obtain  the  annual  Beport  for  187tt  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Since 
his  Notioe,  that  state  of  things  had  been 
remedied,  and  the  Betum  for  1878 
had  been  presented  to  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  he  (Lord  Nelson)  hoped  it 
would  in  future  be  always  ordered  to  be 
printed.  The  making  of  annual  Be- 
tums  by  Friendly  S^eties  and  their 
branohes  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  members.  It  was  one  of  their 
neatest  seonrities.  It  would  appear 
from  the  Beport  that  the  annual  Betums 
were  not  made  with  regularity ;  and  in 
his  Bqport  ibr  1878,  the  Chief  Begistrar 


stated  that  for  that  year  those  Betums 
had  been  slightly  fewer  than  in  the 
preyious  year,  and  yet  only  one  prose** 
cution  for  failure  to  make  Betums 
appeared  to  have  been  instituted.  He, 
therefore,  moved  for  the  Betums  for  the 
year  1878,  which  would  be  sufficient  to 
draw  notice  to  the  subject.  He  wished 
to  ask  how  soon  they  might  expect  an 
abstract  of  the  quinquennial  Betums  of 
sickness  and  mortality  for  the  period  of 
from  1870  to  1875,  with  a  table  of  sick- 
ness and  mortality  founded  upon  those 
Betums,  and  referred  to  in  the  Beport  of 
the  Begistrar  General  of  Friendly  So- 
cieties of  1878,  and  promised  in  that 
Beport  as  very  nearly  ready ;  also  what 
progress  had  been  made  with  the  tables 

Promised  from  those  Betums,  such  tables 
eing  much  wanted,  as  we  now  had  only 
two— one  made  for  the  years  from  1840 
to  1845,  and  one  based  upon  the  Betums 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Odd  Fellows  and 
Foresters ;  and,  further,  to  ask  whether 
any  means  had  been  taken  to  secure  that 
the  quinquennial  valuations  required  to 
be  made  at  the  end  of  the  present  year 
should  be  made  upon  properly  attested 
Schedules  ?  If  the  Schedules  were  care- 
lessly or  fraudulently  made,  the  valu- 
ations founded  upon  them  tended  only  to 
mislead,  as  he  had  had  practical  experi- 
ence. In  conclusion,  he  would  move 
for — 

"  A  Return  for  1878  of  the  names  of  the 
registered  Societies  which  had  failed  to  make 
the  annual  Returns  of  balance  sheets  as  required 
by  the  Act,  with  a  statement  of  the  penalties 
enforced  for  non-compliance  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Act  under  this  particular." 

The  Mabqubss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  there  was  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Betums,  with  a  shght 
alteration,  in  the  form  proposed  by  nis 
noble  Friend,  to  which  alteration  he 
believed  his  noble  Friend  had  no  objec- 
tion. He  was,  however,  afraid  it  would 
be  impossible  to  include  the  Betums  for 
the  year  1879  without  causing  consider- 
able delay,  as  they  were  sent  in  only  on 
the  first  day  of  the  j^resent  month.  The 
abstract  quinquennial  Betums  of  sick- 
ness and  mortality  for  the  period  of 
1870-75  were  nearly  completed.  In 
them  would  be  included  Betums  for  the 
three  previous  quinquennial  periods, 
whi(di  would  make  the  Papers  rather 
voluminous,  as  no  less  than  80,000  Be- 
tums had  to  be  examined.  A  larg^e 
staff  was  engaged  on  that  work,  whic 
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delivered  to  him  in  respect  to  80  cases ; 
80  ccMes  were  included  in  the  particulars 
with  respect  to  his  late  Colleague,  but 
only  61  were  lodged  against  him.  Had 
those  cases  been  gone  into  at  the  trial 
it  would  have  lasted  five  or  six  days, 
and  the  costs  would  have  been  very 
considerable.  When  he  subsequently 
asked  his  counsel  why  he  did  not  apply 
for  costs,  he  stated  that  the  agent  had 
told  him  that  if  the  case  did  not  go  on 
it  would  be  better  not  to  apply  for  costs. 
With  regard  to  this  matter  he  had  no 
further  explanation  to  give  to  the  House; 
but  he  stated  most  ^stinctly  that  he 
had  never  at  any  time  since  the  election, 
and  imtil  he  was  declared  the  duly 
elected  Member  for  Gloucester  by  the 
learned  Judges,  entered  into,  or  been  a 
party  to,  a  compromise  enabling  him  to 
retain  his  seat.  He  begged  to  submit 
himself  to  the  judgment  of  the  House. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  said,  he  should 
like  to  leam  from  the  Solicitor  General 
whether  the  two  Inquiries,  the  one  be- 
fore the  Boyal  Commission  and  the 
other  before  the  Select  Committee,  were 
not  rather  antagonistic  ?  In  the  case  of 
witnesses  coming  before  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission, an  indemnity  was  given  to 
those  who  came  forward  to  give  evi- 
dence. But  with  regard  to  the  tribunal 
now  proposed  to  be  constituted,  there 
would  be  no  such  privilege.  There 
would,  therefore,  be  the  anomaly  of  wit- 
nesses coming  one  day  to  give  evidence 
before  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  having  to  give  evidence 
without  being  indenmified,  and  a  little 
later  on  having  to  repeat  that  evidence 
before  the  Boyal  Commission  which  had 
power  to  guarantee  them  against  the 
consequences  of  what  they  said.  It  did 
appear  to  him  that  it  was  a  very  excep- 
tional course  to  appoint  a  Select  Com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  matters  which 
would  be  investigated  a  little  later  on 
by  another  tribunal. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbbb  Hbbsohbll)  said,  that  the  mat- 
ter into  which  the  Committee  would  in- 
quire would  be  different  from  that  into 
which  the  Roval  Commisnon  would  in- 
quire. The  object  of  the  Commission 
was  to  inquire  into  the  question  of  cor- 
rupt practices  at  the  recent  election,  as 
well  as  at  prior  elections.  The  Com- 
mittee was  proposed  to  be  appointed 
simply  to  inquire  whether  any  impu- 
tation rested  upon  a  Member  of  tiiia 

lir.Mank 


House  with  regard  to  the  settlement  or 
compromise  of  an  Election  Petition. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  said,  that  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  according  to  the 
terms  of  the  Reference,  the  province  of 
the  Royal  Commission  and  or  the  Select 
Committee  would  not  be  distinct. 

Thb  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Fabbbb  Hebschbll)  said,  it  would  be 
in  the  province  of  the  Royal  Commia- 
sion  to  inquire  into  all  matters  ocmi- 
nected  with  the  election,  but  the  sole 
question  which  the  Select  Committee 
would  deal  with  was  the  reflection  upon 
the  conduct  of  a  Member  of  that  Houae. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  same  question 
might  to  some  extent  be  raised  before 
the  Royal  Commission  and  the  Commit* 
tee;  but,  practically,the Committee  would 
confine  itself  to  inquire  into  the  facts 
concerning  the  hon.  Member  now  sitting 
for  the  City  of  Gloucester. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Select  Committee  afipoint4d,  "  to  inqaire  into 
the  matter  contained  in  the  last  paragraph  of 
the  Judges'  Report  on  the  Gloucester  JElection 
Petition,  and  the  circumstances  under  whidi 
the  abandonment  of  the  Petition  against  the 
return  of  Mr.  Monk  took  place."— (Xortf  Jiow- 
dolph  ChurehiU,) 

And,  on  June  80,  Committee  n&mimUed  as 
follows: — Sir  Edward  Colbbbookb,  Viscount 
Gaj.wat,  Mr.  Gibson,  Sir  Hzk&t  Jacksox, 
Mr.  SoLiciTOB  Gexbral  for  Irelaxd,  JAt. 
Stanhope,  and  Mr.  WHrrsRBAD: — Power  to 
send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

TIPPBBABT  BOBOUOHS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Moorb,  Bill  to  constitute 
the  borough  of  Cashel,  the  town  of  Tipperary, 
the  town  of  Nenagh,  and  the  town  of  Thnrlee 
into  a  Parliamentary  Borough  under  the  name 
of  the  Tipperary  Boroughs,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  Moorb  and  Mr.  P.  J.  Smtth. 

BmpresMUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BmU9,] 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Two  o*clock,  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  2Sih  June,  1880. 


MDOTTES.]— PtJBLio  Bills— ^1^  MeiMtf^ 
Bepresentation  of  the  People  (Sootiaod)  Act 
(1868)  Amendment  •  (103\;   Union 


ment  Committee  (Single  Parishes)  *  (104) ; 
Educational  Endowments  (Scotland)*  (109); 
Eltrntnlary  Edooatioii  •  (100). 
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8e0amd  SMding^DnxDMgQ  and  Improyemefnt  of 
lAodi  (Irdkiid)  Proymonal  Order  (No.  2)  • 
(93);  Local  Ooyemment  ProTisioiial  Orders 
(Abingdon,  ko,)  •  (95);  Oat  and  Water  Or- 
dflTB  C^firmation*  (04) ;  Metropolitan  Com- 
moBfl  Sapplemental  *  (96). 

Second  Bs^ding  —  Committm  us^iwd  —  Third 
.BM^'iit^— Ocmaolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  *,  and 

Chmmitis^—Qnai  Seal*  (90);  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Camlmdge  (limitod  Tenures)* 
(01) ;  UniTersities  and  College  Estates  Act 
Amendment*  (98). 

Ckmmiitm  —  Stpiri  ~  Local  Oovemment  (Gks) 
Provisional  Order  *  (87 ) ;  Looal  Ooremment 
(HighwayB)  Pxtmsioaal  Order  (Salop)*  (88). 

ELEMENTABY  EDUCATION. 

(|UJUJI*S  AVVWBB  TO  ADDBB88    BEFOBTBQD. 

The  Queen's  Answer  to  the  Address 
of  the  18th  instant  reported  as  follows: 

"  I  haT6  receiTed  your  Address  praying  that 
the  Fourth  Schedule  may  be  omitted  from  the 
new  Code  of  Begolations  issued  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  PriTy  Council  on  Education  and 
now.  lying  on  the  Table  of  the  House  of  Lords : 

^The  matter  on  which  you  have  expressed  a 
wish  shall  be  carefully  oonsidered,  and  if  my 
Committee  of  Council  on  Education  should  be 
of  opinion  that  in  the  due  discharge  of  the 
duty  entrusted  to  them  by  Parliamsnt  any 
aHeralions  in  those  Regulations  can  be  made  by 
which  they  will  be  better  adapted  to  meet  the 
educational  requirements  of  my  people,  such 
alteratione  will  be  duly  laid  before  you." 

FBIENDLT  SOCIETIES*  ACT,  1876. 

xonoir  FOB  a  bsturn. 

Earl  NELSON  said,  that  before  he 
gaye  Notice  of  a  Motion  for  Betoms  in 
referenoe  to  these  Sodetiesy  he  mnst 
state  that  no  Be^^istrar  General's  Be- 
turn  had  been  laid  before  the  House 
since  1875,  as  required  by  the  Act  of 
that  year,  and  he  nad  been  obliged  to 
obtain  the  annual  Beport  for  187  b  from 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  Since 
his  Notice,  that  state  of  things  had  been 
remedied,  and  the  Betum  for  1878 
bad  been  presented  to  their  Lord^ips' 
House,  and  he  (Lord  Nelson)  hoped  it 
would  in  future  be  always  ordered  to  be 
printed.  The  making  of  annual  Be- 
turns  bj  Friendly  S^eties  and  their 
branches  was  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  the  members.  It  was  one  of  their 
matest  seottrittee.  It  would  appear 
from  the  Beport  that  the  annual  Betums 
were  not  made  with  regularity ;  and  in 
Us  Beport  tat  1878,  the  Chief  Begistrar 


stated  that  for  that  jear  those  Betums 
had  been  slightly  fewer  than  in  the 
previous  year,  and  yet  only  one  prose- 
cution for  failure  to  make  Betums 
appeared  to  have  been  instituted.  He, 
therefore,  moved  for  the  Betums  for  the 
year  1878,  which  would  be  sufficient  to 
draw  notice  to  the  subject.  He  wished 
to  ask  how  soon  they  might  expect  an 
abstract  of  the  quinquennial  Betums  of 
sickness  and  mortality  for  the  period  of 
from  1870  to  1875,  with  a  table  of  sick- 
ness and  mortality  founded  upon  those 
Betums,  and  referred  to  in  the  Beport  of 
the  Begistrar  General  of  Frien^y  So- 
cieties of  1878,  and  promised  in  that 
Beport  as  very  nearly  ready ;  also  what 
progress  had  been  made  with  the  tables 

Eromised  from  those  Betums,  such  tables 
eing  much  wanted,  as  we  now  had  only 
two — one  made  for  the  years  from  1840 
to  1845,  and  one  based  upon  the  Betums 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Odd  Fellows  and 
Foresters ;  and,  further,  to  ask  whether 
any  means  had  been  taken  to  secure  that 
the  quinquennial  valuations  required  to 
be  made  at  the  end  of  the  present  year 
should  be  made  upon  properly  attested 
Schedules  ?  If  the  Schedules  were  care- 
lessly or  fraudulently  made,  the  valu- 
ations founded  upon  them  tended  only  to 
mislead,  as  he  had  had  practical  experi- 
ence. In  conclusion,  he  would  move 
for — 

"  A  Retnm  for  1878  of  the  names  of  the 
regietered  Societies  which  had  failed  to  make 
the  amiual  Betums  of  balance  sheets  as  required 
by  the  Act,  with  a  statement  of  the  penalties 
enforced  for  non-compliance  with  the  require- 
ments of  the  Act  under  this  particular." 

The  Mabqusss  of  LANSDOWNE 
said,  there  was  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
duction of  the  Betums,  with  a  shffht 
alteration,  in  the  form  proposed  by  his 
noble  Friend,  to  which  alteration  he 
believed  his  noble  Friend  had  no  objec- 
tion. He  was,  however,  afraid  it  would 
be  impossible  to  include  the  Betums  for 
the  year  1879  without  causing  consider- 
able delay,  as  they  were  sent  in  only  on 
the  first  day  of  the  present  month.  The 
abstract  quinquennial  Betums  of  sick- 
ness and  mortality  for  the  period  of 
1870-75  were  nearly  completed.  In 
them  would  be  included  Betums  for  the 
three  previous  auinauennial  periods, 
which  would  make  the  Papers  rather 
voluminous,  as  no  less  than  80,000  Be- 
tums had  to  be  examined.  A  l^rge 
staff  was  engaged  on  that  work,  whion 
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would  be  completed  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible. With  regard  to  the  valuations, 
every  care  had  been  taken  that  they 
were  made  upon  properly  attested  Sche- 
dules. The  Schedules  were  attested  by 
the  Secretaries  of  the  Societies  as  to 
facts,  and  by  the  valuers  as  to  valuation ; 
and  when  they  arrived  at  the  Oontrat 
Office  they  were  carefully  examined  and 
signed  by  the  Secretary. 

Motion  amended,  and  agreed  to. 

Betum  up  to  the  present  time  of  the  names  of 
the  registered  societies  and  registered  branches 
of  societies  which  have  failed  to  mako^  the 
annual  retivns  as  required  by  the  Act,  with  a 
statement  of  the  penalties  ^oroed  for  non- 
compliance wi^  tne  requirements  of  the  Act 
under  this  particular. — {Thi  Earl  Nelson,) 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 


BDUOATXONAL     SNDOWMENTS     (SCOTLAND) 

BILL    [h.L.]    (no.    105.)     A  Bill  to  re- 

organise  the  Educational  Endowments  of 
Scotland:  And 

SLEICENTABT      EDUCATION      BILL      [h.L.] 

(no.  106.)  A  Bill  to  make  further  provi- 
sion as  to  byelaws  respecting  the  attendance 
of  children  at  school  under  the  Elementary 
Education  Acts : 

Were  prttfnted  by   The    Lord    Prbsidbnt  ; 
read  1*. 

House  adioumed  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  tiU  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2Hth  June,  1880. 


HINXJTESJ— SuFFLT— eoM#tV^rM/  in  Conmittu 
— ^Natt  Estimates  ;  Committee  s.p. 

Mesolutiont  [June  25]  reported^  Civtl  Sbbvices 
AMD  Rbtskvk  Dbpastmbkts,  £1,842,600,  fur- 
ther sum  on  account. 

PcBUO  Bills — MMolution  in  Committu — Ordered 
— Firet  Beading — Parliamentaiy  Oaths  and 
Affirmations*  [251]. 

Firet  Beading — Local  Government  (Ireland) 
ProTisional  Orders  (Dublin,  &c.)*. 

Seeond  Beadina — Indosure  Provisional  Order 
(HendjBask  Common)*   [288];   Inclosure 
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and  Regulation  Provisional  Order  (Liiard 
Common)*  [237];  Inclosure  Provisioxial  Or- 
der (Llandegley^  Bhos  Common)*  [236]; 
Inclosure  Provisional  Order  (Steventon 
Common)  *  [236] ;  Public  Health  (Scotland) 
Provisional  Order  (Lanark)*  [234 J ;  Taxes 
Management  [242]. 

Committee — Births  and  Deaths  Registration  (Ire- 
limd)  (rf-Mffim.)  [246] — ilp. 

Committee — Beport — Common  Law  Procedure 
and  Judicature  Acts  Amendment  [229] ; 
Limitation  of  Costs  (Ireland)  •  [149-260]. 

Beport — Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Aberavon,  &c.)  *  [126] ;  Local  Government 
Provisional  Orders  (Eaistboume,  &c)*  [189]. 

Third  Beading — Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Aberfmvenny,  &c.)*  [1271;  Local 
GK)vemment  Provisional  Orders  (Alnwick 
Union,  &c.)  *  [120] ;  Local  Government  Ph>- 
visional  Orders  (Amersbam  Union,  kc)  * 
[126];  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)*  [241],  and 
paeeed. 

Withdrawn — ^Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's 
Sister  *  [166] ;  Medical  ChariUes  (Ireland)* 
[167]. 


OOMTBOVEBTED  ELEOTIOKS. 

Mr.  Spbakeb  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Baron  Pollock  and  Mr.  Jus* 
tice  Hawkins,  two  of  the  Judges  selected, 
in  pursuance  of  The  Parliamentaiy  Electioni 
Act,  1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a 
Certificate  and  Report  relating  to  the  Election 
for  the  City  of  x^ew  Sarum;  and  from  Mr. 
Justice  Lusn  and  Mr.  Justice  Manisty,  two  of 
the  Judges  selected,  in  pursuance  of  the  same 
Act,  a  Certificate  and  Keport  relating  to  the 
Election  for  the  Borough  <A  Plymouth. 


KEW  8ABX7H  BLEOTION. 

Westminster  Hall« 

June  28th,  1880. 

We,  Sir  Charles  Edward  Pollock,  knight,  one 
of  the  Barons  of  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  and 
Sir  Henrjr  Hawkins,  knight,  one  of  the  Justices 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  two  of  the  Judges 
for  the  time  beinff  for  the  trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tions in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursuance  ol 
The  ParUamentaiy  Elections  Act,  1868,  and 
The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1880,  certifv  that  upon  the  21st  day 
of  June  instant  (1880),  and  the  three  Mlowing 
days,  we  duly  held  a  Court  at  Salisbury,  in  the 
County  of  Wiltshire,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did 
try,  the  Election  Petition  for  the  City  of  New 
Sarum,  in  the  said  county  of  Wiltshire,  be- 
tween Henry  Riffden,  John  Rumbold,  Joel 
William  Newton,  Augustine  Dyer,  and  Samuel 
Garland,  Petitioners;  and  John  Paasmore  Ed- 
wards and  William  Henry  Grenfell,  Respon- 
dents. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  certify  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said 
trial  we  determined  that  the  said  John  Paasmore 
Edwards  and  William  Henry  Grenfell,  being 
the  Members  whose  Election  and  Retam  wers 
complained  of  in  the  said  Petition,  were  duly 
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altoUd  and  ttkamnA^  and  we  do  harebj 
in  writing  fach  our  determination  to  yon. 

And  whereas  oharges  were  made  in  the 
Petition  of  oorrapt  practioes  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  laid  Election,  we,  in  farther 
pnnoanoe  of  the  laid  Act,  report  as  follows: — 

That  no  oompt  praotioe  was  proved  to  hare 
been  committed  at  the  said  Election. 


And,  in  farther  parsoanoe  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  report  that  there  is  no  reason  to  beUere  that 
oorrnpt  practioes  hare  exteosirely  prevailed  at 
the  Election  to  which  the  Petition  relates. 

C.  E.  Pollock. 
H.  Hawkins. 

To  the  Right  Honble. 
The  SpMker  of  the  Honse  of  Commons. 


PLT1COX7TB  KLBOnOK. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

Tlie  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrapt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1879. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Cor- 
rapt Practioes  Act,  1880. 

To  the  Right  Honourable 
The  SpMker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Right  Honourable  Sir  Robert  Lush, 
kaight,  uid  the  Honourable  Sir  Henry  Manisty , 
fanght.  Judges  of  the  High  Court  of  Justice, 
and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  being  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  England,  do 
hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts,  certify 
that  UDon  the  2l8t,  32nd,  23rd,  24th,  and  2dth 
days  cf  June  1880,  we  duly  held  a  Court  at  the 
QniMhall,  in  the  Borough  of  Pljrmouth,  in  the 
County  of  Devon,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did  try, 
the  Ejection  Petition  for  the  laid  Borough  be- 
tween Isaac  Latimer  and  Francis  Barratt,  Peti- 
tioners ;  and  Edward  Bates,  Respondent. 

And,  in  farther  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  oerttfr  and  i^jport  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  laia  trial.  We  determined  that  the  said 
Edward  Bates,  being  the  Member  whose  IQec- 
tion  and  Return  were  complained  of  in  the  said 
Pstition,  was  not  duly  elected  or  returned,  and 
that  his  Election  and  Return  were  and  are 
whoUjr  null  and  void  on  the  ground  of  bribery 
by  his  Agent,  and  we  do  hereby  certify  in 
writing  such  our  determination  to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  of  corrupt 
practices  having  been  committed  at  the  laid 
Election,  we,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said 
Aeta,  report  as  follows : — 

That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to  have 
been  committed  by  or  with  the  knowledge  or 
consent  of  any  Candidate  at  such  Election. 

That  there  is  no  reason  to  believe  that  oor- 
rapt practices  have  eztensiv^  prevailed  at  the 
Electww  for  the  Borough  of  Plymouth  to  which 
the  said  Petition  relates. 

Dated  this  f 6th  day  of  June  1880. 

BoBT.  Lush. 
H.  Xaxistt. 


the  said 
to  be 
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FILET  HARBOUR  BILL  (ly  Or4$r.) 
SEOOIO)  BSADIHQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beadinir  read. 


and  Reports 
in  the  Jooraals  of  this 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

OsusRAL  Sm  OEOBOE  BALFOUS 
said,  the  Bill  was  one  of  the  most  extra- 
ordinarymeasures  that  had  been  brought 
before  JParliament  during  the  time  he 
had  had  a  seat  in  the  House.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  construct  a  har- 
bour in  a  well  known  place  on  the  York- 
shire coast. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Does  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber object  to  the  Bill  ? 

OsNEBAL  Sm  QEOBOE  BALFOTTB : 
Yes. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Then  it  must  stand 
over  until  to-morrow. 

OenbralSib  QEORQE  BALEOITR  : 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  nature  of 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  As  there  is  oppo- 
sition the  second  reading  in  accordance 
with  the  Rules  of  the  House  must  stand 
OTer. 

Question  put,  and  n0gaiiv$d. 

Bill  to  be  read  a  second  time  io" 
marrow. 


QUESTIONS. 


EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

LoBD  ELCHO  gave  Notice  that  on 
an  early  day  he  would  ask  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland,  Whether,  when  he 
spoke  of  the  increasing  number  of  evic- 
tions in  Ireland,  he  meant  processes  of 
ejectment  or  actual  evictions  from  house 
and  home;  whether  the  figures  which 
he  gave  applied  to  town  or  country ;  and 
how  many  of  the  evictions  were  for  non- 
payment of  rent  ?    

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  will  answer 
that  at  once.  They  were  evictions,  not 
notices  of  ejectment.  They  were  rural 
evictions.  As  to  the  details,  I  will  give 
them  on  a  future  day  if  the  noble  Lord 
puts  down  Notice, 
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mere  fact  of  the  Indian  troopflhips  ooinmg 
to  Portsmouth  justifies  the  authoritieB 
in  taking  the  course  adopted  in  these 
cases  r 

Mr.  OHILDEBS:  It  is  the  &ottiiat 
a  soldier's  insane  wife  and  the  insane 
child  of  another  soldier  hare  beeo  left 
chargeable— or,  rather,  I  should  saj 
partially  chargeable — to  the  rates  of  the 
rortsmouth  Union;  but  the  highest 
legal  stoppages  have  in  both  cases  been 
made  from  the  soldiers^  pay  in  aid  of 
their  maintenance.  Under  the  Statute 
16  &  17  Viet.  0.  97,  the  Union  of  Ports- 
mouth is  liable  for  the  charge  of  these 
persons ;  and,  considering  the  great  ad- 
Tantages  which  Portsmouth  derives  from 
the  Goyemment  establishments  there,  it 
will  hardly  be  deemed  unreasonable  that 
the  Union  should  be  so  chargeable. 
Perhaps  I  may  add  that  every  informa- 
tion in  possession  of  the  I>epartment  ii 
given  to  the  Union  authorities  to  enable 
Siem  to  trace  the  proper  place  of  settle- 
ment in  such  cases. 


POOR  LAW  (IRELAND)— BELFAST 
WORKHOUSE. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
oretary-to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, Whether  the  attention  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  for  Ireland  has  been 
called  to  the  imsatisfactory  state  of  Bel- 
fast workhousei  as  evinced  by  the  grave 
charges  against  the  management  and 
discipline  of  that  house  so  frequently 
made,  sometimes  in  the  local  press,  at 
other  times  addressed  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  itself;  and,  whether  in 
the  interests  of  the  poor  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  ratepayers  on  the  other,  the 
Local  Government  Board  are  prepared 
to  take  such  steps,  either  by  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  existing  board  and  the  sub- 
stitution in  its  stead  of  a  board  of  paid 
guardians,  or  by  other  means,  to  put  a 
stop  to  the  existing  state  of  things  r 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  The  subject 
of  the  management  of  Belfast  Work- 
house has  been  brought  before  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and  I  have  been 
informed  of  several  charges  against  the 
management.  An  inquiry  is  still  con- 
tinuing; and  I  have  great  hopes  that 
the  Board  of  Guardians,  aidea  by  the 
Local  Government  authorities  will  come 
to  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  the  matters 
in  dispute.  As  regards  substituting  paid 
Guardians  for  the  existing  Board,  I  see 
no  reason  for  such  a  step,  for  the  pre- 
sent, at  least.  In  fact,  I  should  almost 
despair  of  local  government  in  Ireland 
if  such  a  step  became  necessary  in  so 
large  a  town  as  Belfast. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE:  I  wish  to  give 
Notice,  in  consequence  of  representa- 
tions made  to  me  by  a  large  number  of 
ratepayers  in  the  diskiot,  that  I  intend 
calling  attention  to  the  circumstances 
substantiating  the  g^ave  charges  I  am 
quite  aware  to  have  been  made. 

POOR  LAW— INSANE  PERSONS— THE 
PORTSMOUTH  UNION. 

8iB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whe- 
ther the  insane  child  of  a  soldier  in 
India,  and  a  soldier's  wife,  have  been 
brought  from  India  to  Portsmouth  in 
Indian  troopships  and  left  char^able 
on  the  rates  of  that  borough;  in  the 
latter  case  the  soldier  having  been  sent 
on  to  his  dep6t,  leaving  his  wife  desti- 
tute and  chargeable ;  and,  whether  the 


EDUCATION— THE  NEW   CODE  OF 
REGULATIONS,  1880. 

Mb.  B.  SAKUELSON  asked  the  Tioe 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it 
is  not  the  case  that  the  curriculum  at 
instruction  in  the  more  important  ele- 
mentary schools  of  France,  Germany,  snd 
Switzerland  is  at  least  as  extensive  as  that 
authorised  by  the  new  Code ;  and,  whe- 
ther, under  these  oiroumstanoes,  then 
is  any  intention  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  curtail  the  subjecii 
in  respect  of  which  payment  for  results 
may  be  earned  in  England  and  Walesf 

Mb.  BEOADHUBST  asked  the  Tioe 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  lower 
the  standard  of  education  in  the  public 
Elementary  Schools  of  the  Country  hj 
striking  the  specific  sul^jeots  out  of  ths 
Code? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  It  is  undoubtedly 
the  case  that  in  the  more  important 
elementary  schools  of  France,  G^rmanyi 
and  Switzerland,  to  which  might  n^ 
added  Denmark,  Holland,  and  some 
other  countries,  the  curriculum  of  in* 
struction  is  fully  as  extensive  as  thst 
authorijsed  by  the  new  Code.  The  seoond 
part  of  ike  Question  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Banbury  is  snbstsn- 
tially  the  same  as  the  Question  of  mj 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Stoke,  ana 
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the  answer  I  am  about  to  gire  will,  I 
hope,  sufSoe  for  both  my  hon.  Friends. 
It  IS  not  the  intention  of  the  Goyem- 
ment  to  strike  the  qpeoifio  snbjeots  out  of 
the  Oode  for  the  school  year  1880-81. 
Bat  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that  we  leave  ourselyes  absolutely  free 
to  deal  with  the  entire  Code  before  the 
time  oomes  to  lay  a  new  Code  on  the 
Table  of  Uie  House.  I  may  say,  gene- 
rally, that  there  is  no  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  lower  the 
standard  of  elementary  education,  or  to 
diminish  reasonable  opportunities  for 
obtaining  it.  Our  aim  is  to  extend  to 
the  who&  population  a  ^oroughly  sound 
and  efficient  elementary  training. 

Ma.  B.  8AMUELB0N  said,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  answer  of  Uie  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman,  and  also  of  what 
had  occurred  elsewhere,  he  begged  to 
give  Notice  that,  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  Education  Vote,  he  would 


'*  That  this  HooM  cordially  approret  of  the 
detennination  of  Her  Majeety*!  OoTemment  not 
to  withdxmw  thepaymentt  on  retnlta  which  are 
now  gimnted  to  Elementary  SchoolB  in  retpect 
of  the  ipaoiSo  tutjeda  in  Sohedole  4  of  the  New 
Code." 

DISTRESS  (lEELAND)— THE  BELIEF 
BOAD  AT  INCHIGEELA. 

COL027XL  OOLTHUBST  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  As  to  the  truth  of  ^e  state- 
ment made  at  the  meeting  of  the  Mac- 
room  Board  of  Guardians  on  Saturday 
last,  namely,  that  a  relief  road  at 
Inohigeela  had  been  stopped,  owing  to 
the  iosuffioienoy  of  the  sum  yoted  for  it, 
thereby  throwing  oyer  eiffhty  persons 
out  of  employment ;  and,  whetner,  if  the 
statement  be  true,  he  will  giye  directions 
for  oonyening  a  special  sessions  without 
deUyP 

lU.  W.  £.  F0B8TER:  I  find.  Sir, 
that  the  rdief  works  in  question  stopped 
passed  through  two  baronies,  and  one 
barony  made  a  presentment  and  the 
other  did  not  do  so.  That  created  diffi- 
oolties  which  stopped  the  works;  but 
since  then  a  presentment  has  been  made 
ia  the  barony  which  did  not  at  first 
pass  one,  and  the  works  will  now  be 
resumed. 

KAYT— NATAL  ABTIFI0KB8. 

Mm.  60B8T  asked  the  Secretaiy  to 
Hm  Admiraky,  Whether  his  attention 


has  been  called  to  the  existing  anomalies 
with  respect  to  the  rating,  pay,  and 
duties  of  the  Nayal  artificers;  and, 
whether  the  Admiralty  will  institute 
inquiries  into  the  matter  with  the  yiew 
of  reyising  the  present  **  non-progres- 

siye  "  system  ?  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty 
had  not  been  directed  to  the  subject  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber. The  rates  of  pay  depended  on 
different  circumstances,  and  it  was  not 
intended  to  make  any  change. 

POST   OFFICE    (lEELAND)— THE   BAL- 
TINGLAS8   POST   OFFICE. 

Mb.  W.  GOBBET  asked  the  Post- 
master General,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
the  late  post  office  keeper  at  Baltin- 
glass,  county  Wicklow,  has  been  dis- 
missed, or  compelled  to  resign,  in  con- 
sequence of  misappropriation  of  moneys 
receiyed  by  him  in  his  capacity  as  post- 
office  keeper;  whether  it  is  proposed, 
on  the  recommendation  of  certain  ma- 
gistrates, and  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  the  county  Wicklow,  to  appoint  a 
near  relatiye  of  the  late  post  office 
keeper,  who  was  in  fact  acting  as  his 
assistant  when  the  alleged  misappro- 
priation took  place,  to  succeed  him ; 
and,  whether  such  appointment  has 
actually  taken  place ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
he  will  lay  the  Papers  connected  there- 
with upon  the  Table  of  the  House? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wicklow  county,  I  beg 
to  say  tiiat  it  is  true  that  the  late  post 
office  keeper  at  Baltin^lass  was  dis- 
missed from  his  situation  m  conseouence 
of  being  the  indiyidual  who  had  mis- 
appropriated some  money.  The  Treasury 
appointed  to  the  situation  a  daughter  of 
the  late  postmaster ;  and,  following  the 
usual  practices  in  those  cases,  the  cha- 
racter of  the  daughter  and  her  general 
fitness  for  the  office  haye  been  inquired 
into  by  the  Post  Office  authorities.  If 
it  is  found  that  her  character  and  fit- 
ness are  satisfactory,  then  the  nomina- 
tion will  be  contoned;  but  I  need 
scarcely  say  if  they  are  otherwise  it  will 
not  receiye  confirmation. 

ABMY  (INDIA)— COLONELS'  ALLOW- 

ANCB8. 

Mb.  TBBVELYAN  asked  the  Becre- 
tary  of  State  fbr  India,  What  is  the 
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amount  of  money  paid  yearly  by  the 
Indian  Exchequer  under  the  head  of 
Oolonels'  Allowances,  and  what  is  the 
number  of  .officers  at  present  in  receipt 
of  those  allowances? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
The  amount  of  money  paid  in  the  year 
1879-80  by  the  Indian  Exchequer  under 
the  head  of  Colonels'  Allowances  was 
£214,980.  The  number  of  officers  in 
receipt  of  such  allowances  on  the  1st  of 
April,  1880,  was  348. 


ARMY— THE  FIVE  TEARS'  RULE— THE 
COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF. 

Majob  O'BEIENE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  If  he  would  ex- 
plain why  the  Oommander  in  Chief  of 
the  Forces  has  been  exempt  from  the 
rule  limiting  the  tenure  of  Staff  Appoint- 
ments to  a  period  of  five  years,  in  view 
of  the  fact  that  his  appointment  as  a 
Oeneral  Officer  on  the  Staff  of  the  Army 
dates  from  the  15th  July  1856  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEES:  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  when,  in  1860,  the  late  Lord 
Herbert  brought  the  Headquarter  Staff 
under  the  five  years'  rule,  he  exempted 
the  Commander  in  Chief  from  its  opera- 
tion. This  exception  has  been  contmued 
in  all  later  Sedations,  and  is  now 
embodied  in  Article  151  of  the  Boyal 
Warrant  of  May,  1878. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAND)— SANITARY 
WORKS  AT  MOATE. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  (for  Mr.  T. 
D.  Sulliyak)  asked  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  it  is  a  fSact  that  the 
Treasury  have  declined  to  sanction  an 
additional  loan  of  £100  to  the  Board  of 
Guardians  of  the  Athlone  Union,  to 
complete  certain  sanitary  works  in  the 
town  of  Moate,  on  the  special  terms 
sanctioned  by  the  Act  43  Yic.  c.  4, 
although  said  loan  has  been  recom- 
mended by  the  Local  Ooyemment 
Board  and  the  Board  of  Works ;  and, 
whether,  having  z'egard  to  the  object 
for  which  the  work  was  undertaken, 
namely,  to  provide  employment  for  the 
poor  in  a  distressed  district,  and  the 
special  circumstances  which  caused  the 
application  to  be  made  subsequent  to 
the  29th  February  last,  the  limit  fixed 
for  applications  by  the  Boa^  of  Works, 
namely,  that  the  estimate  of  the  cost 

J/r,  Tr$9$tyan 


was  insuficient,  he  will  recommend  the 
Treasury  to  accede  to  the  application  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians  and  grant  the 
additional  loan  on  the  same  terms  as  the 
£300  fdready  granted  for  said  works? 

Lord  FREDERIOK  CAVENDISH, 
in  reply,  said,  he  had  to  state,  in  answer 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  that  they  had  direct  informa- 
tion that  the  loan  in  question  was  not 
referred  to  or  recommended  by  the 
Board  of  Works,  but  it  was  recommended 
on  the  supposition  that,  beine  merdy 
supplementary  to  a  loan  appUed  for  and 
granted  previously,  it  might  be  regarded 
as  a  part  of  that  loan  and  not  as  a  new 
application.  The  question  was  referred 
to  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland,  and 
they  gave  an  opinion  that  any  supple- 
mentary application  should  have  been 
made  before  the  29th  of  February,  and 
that,  consequently,  a  loan  could  not  be 
sanctioned  under  the  Belief  of  Distrev 
Act.  He  had,  therefore,  no  legal  power 
to  recommend  an  additional  loan. 

INDIA— PUNISHMENT  OF    FLOGGINa. 

Mb.  THOMPSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  If  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Betum  of  the  offences 
for  which  72,650  of  our  Indian  feUow- 
subjects  were  punished  with  flogging  in 
the  year  1877? 

The  Mabquess  op  HAETINGTON : 
The  hon.  Member  has,  no  doubt,  ob- 
tained his  information  from  the  Beport 
on  the  Moral  and  Material  Progress  and 
Condition  of  India,  from  which  it  ap- 
pears that  the  punishment  of  whipping 
was  awarded,  in  addition  to  other  pun- 
ishment in  1877,  to  6,203  persons;  in 
lieu  of  other  punishment,  to  66,447,  of 
whom  28,127  were  sentenced  in  the 
Madras  Presidency.  I  am  sorry  that  the 
Betum  asked  for  cannot  be  given,  be- 
cause the  judicial  statistics  do  not 
classify  the  punishments  under  the 
offences,  but  merely  give  separately  the 
totals  of  the  various  offences  and  the 
totals  of  the  various  punishments.  The 
required  information  is,  however,  con- 
tained in  the  Act  YI.  of  1864,  which 
will  be  found  in  the  Library  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  The  chief  provi- 
sions of  that  law  are  as  follows : — Fot 
theft,  receiving  stolen  property,  house- 
breaking, and  extortion,  the  offender 
may,  at  the  discretion  of  the  Judge  or 
magistrate,  be  punished  with  whipping 
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in  lieu  of  any  punishment  to  which  he 
may  be  liable  under  the  Penal  Oode.  On 
a  seoond  oonyiction  for  the  above  of- 
fences, the  offender  may  be  whipped  in 
lieu  of|  or  in  addition  to,  other  punish- 
ment. On  a  seoond  conviction  for 
false  evidence,  false  accusation,  criminal 
assaults  on  women,  indecent  offences, 
robbery,  or  daooity,  forgery,  and  habi- 
tually dealing^  in  stolen  property  the 
offender  may  be  whipped  in  audition  to 
other  punishment.  For  any  offence  a 
juvenile  offender  maybe  whipped  in  lieu 
of  any  punishment  except  death.  No 
female  is  to  be  punished  bv  whipping. 
First  class  magistrates  only  are  em- 
powered to  sentence  to  whipping. 
Whipping  is  to  be  inflicted  wi1&  due 
regard  to  the  health  of  the  offender, 
and,  if  practicable,  in  the  presence  of  a 
medical  man.  I  do  not  know  how 
much  importance  the  House  will  attach 
to  the  distinction ;  but  the  punishment 
is  termed  by  the  law  whipping,  and 
not  flogging.  The  reason  why  so  many 
sentences  of  whipping  were  passed 
during  the  year  1877  was  that,  owing  to 
distress  among  the  people,  petty  crimes 
increased  greatly,  and  the  magistrates 
exercised     largely    their    discretionary 

Eower  of  inflicting  whipping  instead  of 
ne  and  imprisonment.  If  a  sentence 
of  fine  was  passed,  it  would  have  been 
equivalent  to  imprisonment,  as  people 
in  distress  could  not  pay,  and  must  have 
gone  to  prison  in  d^ault.  I  am  sorry 
to  be  compelled  to  add  that  the  rate  of 
mortality  in  the  prisons  increased  so 
very  largely  in  that  year  that  a  sentence 
of  imprisonment  necessarily  carried  with 
it  considerable  risk  of  life.  I  have  in- 
quired into  the  cause  of  this  increased 
mortality,  and  I  find  that  it  was  due  to 
the  low  and  emaciated  condition  to 
which  a  large  number  of  persons  who 
were  convicted  of  petty  crimes  were  re- 
duced by  the  distress. 

Kr.  a.  M.  SULIjyAN  asked  whe- 
ther the  noble  Marquees  could  inform 
the  House  exactly  what  the  distinction 
was  between  flogging  and  whipping; 
secondly,  whether  people  in  an  emaciated 
condition  were  considered  fit  subjects  for 
flogging ;  and,  thirdly,  whether  the  Oo- 
vemment  intended,  seeing  that  in 
deference  to  the  public  opinion  of  this 
country  flogging  in  the  FubHc  Service 
was  to  be  abwshed,  the  Qovemment 
would  take  steps  to  abolish  the  use  of  the 
lash  among  our  Indian  iellow-subjeots  ? 

VOL.  OCTiTTT.      [third  series.] 


The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Perhaps  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  g^ve  Notice  of  his  Question.  I 
may  say,  however,  that  I  have  inquired, 
but  have  not  been  able  to  obtain  as 
yet  a  satisfactory  answer  as  to  the  pre- 
cise distinction  between  whipping  and 
flogging.  But  the  punishment  in  India 
is  not  usually  inflicted  with  the  "cat," 
and  is  a  milder  punishment  than  what  is 
known  as  flogging  in  this  country. 

MERCHANT    SEAMEN— THE    CATTLE- 
MAN,  CROSSLEY. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Presi- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  the  report  of 
an  investigation  which  ^peared  in  the 
"Bristol Mercury  and  Daily  Post,"  of 
the  22nd  instant,  in  respect  to  the  death 
of  a  cattleman  named  Grossley,  on  board 
the  steam  ship  "  Gloucester,"  on  the 
passage  from  New  York  to  Bristol,  and 
also  to  a  further  charge  against  the 
Captain  and  the  Mate  for  making  a 
fraudulent  entry  into  the  log-book  of 
the  ship  ;  and,  whether  it  is  customary 
for  the  ^ard  of  Trade  to  appoint  a  legal 
gentleman  to  watch  such  proceedings, 
and  will  he  direct  one  to  attend  at  any 
future  diet  of  the  inquiry  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN:  My  atten- 
tion  has  been  called  to  the  case  referred 
to,  which  is  that  of  a  cattleman  named 
Grossley,  who  appears  to  have  died 
during  the  voyage  from  New  York 
from  the  effects  of  delirium  tremenSf 
and  was  buried  at  sea.  The  master  and 
mate  were  charged  with  manslaughter, 
and,  after  careful  investigation,  the 
magistrates  dismissed  the  case.  As  re- 
gards the  entries  in  the  log,  the  magis- 
trates found  that  a  technical  offence  had 
been  committed ;  but  they  did  not  inflict 
any  penalty.  As  regards  inquiry,  I  have 
to  inform  Uie  hon.  Member  that  full  and 
special  inquiry  has  been  made  by  the 
Registrar  General  of  Seamen,  whose 
general  duty  it  is  to  report  upon  all 
cases  of  death  amongst  crews  at  sea. 

In  reply  to  a  further  Question, 

Mr.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  that  itwas 
alleged  in  evidence,  and  not  disproved, 
that  Crossley  had  remained  on  deck 
during  a  great  part  of  the  voyage.  The 
medical  man  who  saw  him  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  make  any  special 
provision  for  him. 
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THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1879-80--AIU 
TICLE  29  —  DAY  AND  EVENING 
SCHOOLS. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Oouncil,  If  Article  29, 
Code  1879-80,  applies  to  day  and  even- 
ioe  schools  alike ;  if  not,  what  rule  pro- 
vides for  the  examination  of  evening 
schools;  if  the  Article  does  apply, 
on  what  ground  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education  maintain  that  the 
exception  provided  in  Article  29  does 
not  apply  to  evening  schools ;  and,  whe- 
ther an  overpayment  having  been  made 
to  a  school  and  such  overpayment  has 
been  due  to  an  error  of  the  Education 
Department  in  estimating  the  grant  due 
to  the  school,  are  the  Committee  justi- 
fied in  demanding  repayment  of  the  sum 
overpaid  when  more  than  a  year  has 
elapsed  from  the  time  when  such  over- 
payment was  made  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  Article  29  of  the 
Code,  which  provides,  generally,  that 
scholars  may  not  be  presented  a  second 
time  for  examination  under  a  lower  or 
under  the  same  Standard,  applies  to  day 
and  evening  schools  alike ;  out  the  ex- 
ception stated  in  that  Article  (29b)  is 
not  applicable  to  evening  schools,  be- 
cause in  an  evening  school  payment  is 
made  for  a  child  who  passes  only  in  one 
of  the  three  subjects  oi  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic ;  while  in  a  oay  school 
f  by  Article  19  B  3)  no  grant  is  allowed 
for  a  child  unless  he  passes  in  two  out 
of  the  three  subjects.  With  regard  to 
the  second  part  of  the  hon.  Member's 
Qnestion,  I  nave  to  say  that  under  the 
system  by  which  public  accounts  are 
audited  over-payments  made  by  the 
Education  Department  to  managers  of 
schools  may  be  detected  by  the  Audit 
Office  and  re-payment  required  many 
months  after  the  grants  have  been  made; 
but,  as  my  hon.  Friend  knows,  the  re- 
payments are  not  enforced  upon  merely 
technical  grounds,  but  only  when  there 
has  been  a  breach  of  the  spirit  of  the 
Code. 

THE  ZULU  WAR— BATTA  OR  EXTRA 

PAY. 

8iB  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther,  in  pursuance  of  the  precedents  of 
the  Abyssinian  and  Ashantee  Wars,  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  intend  to  grant 


( COMMONS )  BatU  or  Bxira  Pay.        964 

to  the  troops  engaged  in  the  late  cam- 
paign in  Zululand  any  batta  or  extra 
pay  as  compensation  for  the  expenses 
and  losses  incurred  while  on  that  ser- 
vice ;  and,  if  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  give  prize  money  for 
cattle  captured  m>m  the  enemy  during 
the  Zulu  War,  according  to  the  values 
assessed  by  military  Bosms  at  the  time 
of  capture? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  renly  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  I  have 
carefully  looked  into  the  decisions  of  my 
Predecessors  on  this  subject,  and  I  find 
that  the  precedents  of  the  Abyssinian 
and  Ashantee  Wars  were  not  considered 
in  point.  In  the  case  of  the  Abyssinian 
War,  batta,  which  is  an  aUowanoe 
granted  under  Indian  regulations,  was 
only  given  to  the  troops  because  the  ex- 
pedition was  organized  in  India,  and 
the  troops  were  on  Indian  pay  and  under 
Indian  regulations,  and  it  was  only  given 
in  that  instance  because  no  previous 
notice  had  been  given  to  the  troops  that 
it  would  not  be  granted.  In  Ashantee 
the  prize  was  inconsiderable,  and  to 
avoid  the  expense  and  delay  in  its  dis- 
tribution a  ffratuity  of  a  month's  pay, 
which  could  DC  immediately  issued,  was 
given  in  lieu.  I  am  not  aware  what  the 
expenses  and  losses  are  to  which  the 
Question  refers.  As  the  troops  received 
free  rations  of  every  sort,  the  only  ex- 
pense would,  I  presume,  be  on  account 
of  the  wear  and  tear  of  clothing ;  but  on 
this  point  I  find  that  laree  supplies  of 
dotmng,  necessaries,  and  boots  were  sent 
out  to  replfiu^e  losses,  &c.,  on  purpose  to 
obviate  claims  for  compensation.  Offi- 
cers received  extraordinary  field  allow- 
ance. Any  losses  incurred  by  them  have 
been  dealt  with  under  Boyal  Warrant 
I  should  mention  that  in  1878  the  Trea- 
sury approved  of  a  full  ration  being 
issued  to  troops  on  field  service,  free  of 
stoppage,  the  main  reason  for  this  con- 
cession being  that  it  would  obviate  the 
necessity  for  grants  of  boon  pay.  As 
regards  the  captured  cattle,  I  find  that 
what  took  place  was  this :  —Up  to  a  cer- 
tain date  the  captured  cattle  were  sold 
on  the  spot,  and  the  money  realized  irre- 
gularly distributed  among  the  troops. 
In  May,  1878,  my  Predecessor  instroctod 
Lord  Chelmsford  to  cease  distributing 
the  profits  of  sales  of  captured  cattle,  as 
it  was  open  to  grave  political  and  mili- 
tary objections,  ofiPering  as  it  did  great 
temptation,  especially  to  Colonial  levies, 
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to  make  predatonr  attacks,  and  to  make 
the  captured  cattle  their  first  considera- 
tion,  instead  of  deyoting  their  whole 
energies  to  inflicting  loss  on  the  enemy. 
He  was,  therefore,  instructed  either  to 
slaughter  them  or  hand  them  over  to  the 
Commissariat.  There  is  no  record  in  the 
War  Office  of  any  assessment  by  Mili- 
tary Boards  of  ihe  value  of  cattle  so 
captured.  They  were,  whenever  pos- 
sible, g^yen  to  the  troops  as  extra  meat 
ration.  After  the  advance  of  the  troops 
into  Zululand  the  money  value  of  these 
captures  could  have  been  little  or  no- 
thmg  in  an  enemy's  country,  as  there 
were  naturally  no  purchasers ;  and  the 
contractor  was  bound  to  have  his  own 
supply,  regardless  of  any  casual  aug- 
mentation of  this  nature.  Under  these 
circumstances,  I  cannot  hold  out  any 
hope  of  the  decision  of  my  Predecessor, 
either  as  to  extra  pay  or  prize  money, 
being  re-considered. 

PARLIAMENTARY    OATHS    ACT,  1866— 
AFFIRMATION. 

Mb.  PEEOT  WTNDHAM  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Gk>yemment  will  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
remove  all  doubts  as  to  the  legal  right 
of  a  Member  to  claim  to  make  a  solemn 
Affirmation,  instead  of  taking  the  Par- 
liamentary Oath,  on  taking  his  seat  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not  propose 
to  bring  in  any  Bill  of  that  description. 
When  the  Questions  are  concluded  I 
will  give  Notice  on  the  subject. 

INLAND  RE  VENUE— THE  INCX)ME  TAX. 

Mb.  B.  N.  FOWLEB  asked  the  First 
Tiord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  Letter  of 
the  Inland  Bevenue  Department,  stating 
that  dividends  payable  on  the  1st  of 
next  month  should  have  Income  Tax 
deducted  at  the  rate  of  sixpence  in  the 
pound ;  and,  whether  he  could  state  by 
whose  authority  such  instructions  were 
given? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  have  seen  the 
letter  to  which  the  hon.  Oentleman  re- 
fers, and  on  inquiry  I  find  that  it  is  not 
a  Circular  intended  to  give  authoritative 
directions,  but  that  it  is  intended  rather 
as  a  recommendation  to  parties  as  to  the 
course  which  it  is  hoped  will  be  most 
convenient.  I  am  assured  by  the  Board 
of  Inland  Bevenue  ihai  they  have  al- 


ways taken  upon  themselves  the  respon- 
sibility of  advising  persons  who  have  to 
make  payments  subject  to  deduction  for 
Income  Tax — of  course,  they  cannot 
compel  them — to  act  on  the  Besolution 
of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  thereby 
save  trouble  to  themselves  and  others. 
The  course  now  taken  is  in  strict  con- 
formity with  the  practice  on  former  oc- 
casions ;  but  I  am  also  informed  that  it 
is  not  practicable  to  make  the  rule 
imiform;  and  I  believe  it  is  certain 
no  deductions  will  be  made  on  the  divi- 
dend on  the  public  funds  due  on  the  5th 
of  July  in  conformity  with  the  practice 
of  the  Inland  Bevenue  Department. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND) 
— EVICnON  IN  KERRY. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  a  case  of  eviction  wnich  has,  within 
the  last  few  days,  taken  place  in  the 
barony  of  Irraghticonnor  and  townland 
of  Moybella,  county  of  Kerry,  in  which 
Patrick  Macnamara,  wife,  and  nine  chil- 
dren, were  evicted  and  cast  upon  the 
roadside ;  and,  if  it  be  not  true  that  since 
the  eviction  Patrick  Macnamara  has  died 
on  the  road  and  left  his  family  in  a  starv- 
ing and  dying  state  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  POBSTEB:  I  have  re- 
ceived a  Beport,  Sir,  from  the  Constabu- 
lary, from  which  it  appears  that  Patrick 
Macnamara  and  his  family,  consisting  of 
his  wife  and  seven — not  nine — of  his 
children  were  evicted  on  the  22nd  in- 
stant. Macnamara,  I  am  told,  had 
several  friends  in  the  neighbourhood 
who  would  have  taken  him  in.  He 
erected  a  shelter  on  the  roadside  near 
his  late  farm,  where  he  keeps  his 
family.  I  received  a  telegram  this 
mommg  to  say  that  there  is  no  truth  in 
the  rumour  that  he  is  dead ;  but  within 
the  last  hour  I  have  received  a  telegram 
stating  that  last  night  about  10  o'clock 
he  was  put  back  in  the  tenancy  by  a 
large  party  of  men  with  blackened  &oee, 
some  of  them  armed,  and  the  two  men 
in  charge  of  the  place  were  assaulted. 

COMMISSIONERS  OP  NATIONAL  EDU- 
CATION  (IRELAND)— REMOVAL  OP 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHERS. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BBIEN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretanr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  there  is  any  rule  of 
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the  liOgal  Advisers  of  Ae  Crown  on  the 
subject.  Under  these  oircumstances,  I 
think  that  my  hon.  Friends  would  see 
that  it  will  not  be  possible  to  imme- 
diately circulate  the  Papers  promised  on 
this  subject. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    BAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/' 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(I.)  £84,831,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Scientific  Branch. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  that  when  he  moved 
that  the  Committee  do  report  Progress 
some  weeks   ago,   two  questions  were 
suggested,  which,  he  thought,  required 
examination.    The  first  question   was, 
were  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  just  in 
charging  themselves  with  rent  at  the 
rate  of  £100  a-year  only  for  Greenwich 
Hospital,  and  the  other  question  was  as 
to  the  expenses  of  the  Britannia  training 
ship.    He  proposed,  in  the  few  remarks 
he  should  now  make  to  the  Committee, 
to  confine  himself  exclusively  to  the  first 
of  those  questions,  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
confuse  that  matter  by  mixing  up  other 
questions  with  it.    The  question  was  a 
very  short  and  simple  one.    The  sum 
placed    upon  the   Estimates  —  namely, 
£100 — was    entirely    inadequate,    and 
the  Admiralty  ought  to   increase  that 
amount.     He  was  afraid,  however,  that 
tiiere  was  no  way  now  in  which  the 
question  could  be  submitted  to  the  test 
of  a  division,  owing  to  the  Sessional 
Order  which  prevented  Members  mak- 
ing Motions  on  going  into  Committee, 
BO  that  private  Members,  who  wished  to 
raise  a  question  of  that  sort  were  now 
unable  to  do  so.    It  would   be   quite 
different  if   private  Members  were  in 
possession  of  the  privileges  they  formerly 
possessed.    Therefore,  it  was    not  his 
fault  if  he  delayed  the  Committee  by  a 
discussion  upon  which  no  division  could 
be  taken,  but  that  of  the  Sessional  Order 
by  which  private  Members  were  now 
bound.    The  simple  question  was  then, 

Sir  Ckarke  IF.  Dilke 


whether  £100  a-year  was  an  adequate 
sum    to    pay  as    rent    for  Oreenwicli 
Hospital  ?    The  Civil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  had  told  them 
that  the  amount  of  the  assessment  upon 
which  a  contribution  in  lieu  of  rates 
was    paid  to  the   local  authorities  dX 
Greenwich  for  the  Hospital  and  School 
and  other  buildings  was  £8,000  a-year ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  not  be  an  ex- 
travagant supposition  that  the  value  oi 
Greenwich  Hospital  alone  was,  at  least 
as  high  as  £4,000  a-year.     They  had 
thus  the  fact  before  them  that  the  Go- 
vernment— that  was,  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty — were  giving  a  rent  of  £10( 
a-year  for  a  building  the  rent  of  whid 
ought  to  be  £4,000  a-year ;  they  ought 
in  fact,  to  pay  a  rent  40  times  g^reatee 
than  what  they  now  paid.     The  onl; 
answer  to  this  was  that  an  Act  of  Parlia 
ment  had  conferred  on  the  Board  o 
Admiralty  power  to  dispose  of  the  pre 
perty  in  that  way.  But  that  was  not  tb 
question.     The  real  question  was,  n< 
whether  they  had  the  power,  but  wh< 
ther  they  had  a  right  to  exercise  the 
power  in  that  particular  manner.     £ 
had  looked  into  the  Acts  of  Parliame] 
which  regulated  the  powers  of  the  A 
miralty  with   reference    to    Ghreenwi< 
Hospital,  and  throughout  those  A.cts 
appeared  that  the  Lords  of   the  A 
miralty  were  trustees  of  a  oharital 
fund,  which  charity  partly  resulted  f  re 
ffrants  made  by  the  nation,  and  par 
from  private  benefactors,  and  oonsist 
both  of  lands  and  personal  property, 
was  vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Admiral 
as  trustees,  for   the  exclusive  uae  c 
benefit  of  Greenwich  Hospital.     In 
Act  of  Parliament  in  whidi  the  tmsi 
the  former  Commissioners  was  vested 
the  Lords   of  the  Admiralty,    he   1 
found  over   and   over   again   the 
pression—- 

« Vested  in  the  LordB  of  the  Admiralt 
trust  for  Majesty,  her  heirs,  and  saoceeaore 
the  exclusive  use  and  benefit  of  Qreen 
Hospital." 

When,  by  the  Act  of  1865,  the  Lord 
the  Admiralty  became  trustees  of 
charity  they  were  bound  to  admin: 
the  trust  in  the  same  way  as  an^ 
else,  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the  t 
seamen  and  marines  who  were  ent 
thereto.      Li    1869    another    Act 
passed,  giving  the  Lords  of    tb.e 
miralty  additional  powers.      Tlie    2 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  ^ 
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for  War  (Mr.  Ohilders)  stated  the  other 
day  that  that  Act  was  a  baimin.  For 
his  parti  he  (Mr.  GK>rst)  faued  to  see 
that,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefeyre)  would 
point  out  how  it  was  so.  There  must 
be  two  parties  to  eyery  bargain,  and  he 
jEailed  to  see  in  the  Act  of  1869  anything 

S>en  or  taken  upon  the  other  side ; 
erefore,  it  was  not  the  result  of  a  bar-r 
gain,  but  a  simple  disposal  on  the  part  of 
the  OoTemment  of  the  property  of  Green- 
wich Hospital.  There  had  been,  in  fact, 
no  bargain,  and  the  Admiralty  could  not 
barter  away  the  rights  of  the  aged  sea- 
men and  marines,  who  were  entitled  to 
have  the  charity  administered  for  their 
use  and  benefit,  unless  some  equivalent 
advantage  or  g^ain  was  acquired  by  them 
in  lieu  of  the  rigy»  taken  from  them. 
He  thought  it  was  most  unreasonable 
to  speak  of  that  Act  as  a  bargain.  By 
that  Act,  no  doubt,  the  Admiralty  were 
empowered  to  let  the  property,  either 
with  or  without  requiring  a  rent ;  but  he 
denied  their  right  to  exercise  those  powers 
in  any  •ther  way  than  for  the  oenefit 
of  the  persons  entitled.  He  found  in 
the  debate  which  took  place  when  the 
Bill  passed  that  Mr.  Liddell  took  ex- 
ception to  dealing  with  the  building 
in  an  off-hand  way,  and  Sir  John 
Hay  objected  to  so  much  power  being 
g^Ten  to  the  Admiralty.  For  his  own 
part,  he  saw  no  objection  to  the  most 
absolute  power  bemg  conferred,  be- 
cause they  would  always  remain  bound 
to  exercise  it  for  the  exdusive  use 
and  benefit  of  Greenwich  Hospital.  The 
question  was  whether  the  Admiralty 
were  fulfilling  their  trust  and  dealing 
fairly  and  eouitably  with  those  who 
were  interested  in  ^ese  funds  by  letting 
the  buildings  to  themselyes  as  represent- 
ing the  nayal  authorities  of  the  country 
at  a  paltry  rent  of  £100  &-year.  That 
was  the  whole  question.  Mad  they,  as 
trustees,  a  right  to  do  as  they  liked  with 
thebuildings,  or  were  they  not,  as  trustees, 
bound  to  use  their  powers  to  the  beet 
advantage  in  letting  uem  for  the  benefit 
of  those  interested  in  the  fund  ?  That 
being  so,  were  they  letting  the  buildings 
to  the  best  advantage  by  lettiBg  them  to 
themsdyes  as  the  naval  authority  of  the 
country  for  the  paltry  rent  of  £100 
a-year?  It  was  idle  to  say  that  they 
were  making  the  beet  use  thev  could  of 
the  Ghreenwich  Hospital  buildings.    If 


the  Naval  Service  of  the  country  re- 
quired a  Oollege  for  the  instruction  of 
naval '  officers,  the  country  was  rich 
enough  to  pay  a  fair  rent  for  the  build- 
ings it  required.  Was  it  worthy  of  a 
great  and  wealthy  country  like  this  to 
take  buildings  belonging  to  poor  and 
ag^  seamen  at  the  grossly  inadequate 
rent  of  £100  a-year,  in  order  to  prevent 
the  country  paying  a  proper  rent  for  the 
accommodation  of  a  Naval  CoUeg^.  He 
must  apologize  to  the  Committee  for 
being  so  pertinacious  in  asking  that 
Progress  might  be  reported  when  the 
Vote  was  under  discussion  on  the  last 
occasion ;  but  he  did  so  in  order  that  he 
might  fairly  state  the  case  on  the  present 
occasion.  This  was  a  question  which 
could  only  be  decided  by  bringing  public 
opinion  to  bear  upon  it.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
was  good  enough  to  read  them  a  lec- 
ture; he  said  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  should 
have  raised  this  question  when  the  Con- 
servative Government  was  in  Office. 
He  might  state  that  he  raised  the  ques- 
tion every  year,  while  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  in  power,  but  could  never  do  so 
except  at  1  o'clock  in  the  'morning. 
Therefore,  the  ignorance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Gkdway  of  his  having  raised 
it  before  was  excusable,  because  the 
question  was  only  brought  on  at  a  time 
when  the  hon.  Member  was  not  present. 
Any  hon.  Member  who  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  attending  while  the  Navy  Es- 
timates were  under  debate  would  know 
that  the  question  had  been  raised  before. 
He  rejoiced,  on  that  occasion,  to  be  able 
to  raise  the  question  when  their  pro- 
ceedings could  be  reported,  and  the 
public,  by  means  of  the  newspapers, 
could  know  the  truth  with  regard  to  this 
matter.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  give  an  answer  to  this  straight- 
forward demand  on  the  part  of  aged 
seamen  and  marines  on  the  present 
occasion,  when  full  publicity  would  be 
given  to  the  debate. 

Sm  MASSET  LOPES  said,  that,  as 
he  was  in  Office  at  the  time  that  the 
rent  of  £100  a-year  was  first  fixed  for 
the  Hospital  buildings,  he  should  like 
to  make  a  few  observations.  He  never 
considered  that  £100  a-year  was  an  ade- 
quate rent  for  these  buildings.  He  con- 
mdered  that  amount  only  a  nominal 
annual  acknowledgment  fbr  their  tem- 
porary use   for  naval  purposes. 
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reason  for  putting  that  rent  on  was  this. 
Not  only  was  the  whole  of  the  Hospital 
taken  for  naval  purposes  and  used  as  a 
Naval  College,  but  a  house  let  at  £65 
a-year  was  also  taken  over  for  use  as  an 
infirmary,  and  the  charity  was,  therefore, 
deprived  of  that  amount  of  rent.  Pre- 
vious also  to  1873,  when  this  arrange- 
ment was  made,  the  cashier  lived  in  the 
Hospital,  and  enjoyed  the  use  of  the 
buildings.  When  the  whole  of  the 
buildings  were  utilized  as  a  College, 
that  man  was  turned  out,  and  the  Hos- 
pital had  to  find  him  another  house. 
He  had  to  be  accommodated  with  a  house 
rented  at  £45  a-year.  Therefore,  as  the 
Hospital  directly  lost  £60  a-year,  and 
had  to  pay  £45  a-year,  through  having 
to  find  accommodation  outside  for  their 
officer,  he  thought  it  only  just  that 
the  country  should  pay  an  additional 
£100  a-year  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
funds.  In  making  that  arrangement, 
he  never  contemplated  that  the  £100 
a-year  was  an  adequate  rented  for  the 
use  of  the  whole  of  the  College  build- 
ings. It  had  been  stated  that  the  sum 
expended  by  the  country  for  repairs 
upon  the  Hospital  buildings  was  equiva- 
lent to  a  rental,  and  that  statement  was 
attributed  to  him.  He  certainly  did  not 
say  so.  The  annual  expenditure  upon 
repairs  might  be  put  at  £2,000  a-year ; 
but  it  was  spent  not  only  in  repairs,  but 
upon  internal  alterations  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  College.  The  rental  of 
£100  a-year  was  only  given  as  an  equi- 
valent for  annual  rents  of  which  the 
Hospital  had  been  deprived.  He  must 
say,  so  far  as  the  general  question  was 
concerned,  that  if  the  Naval  College 
had  the  use  of  these  buildings,  the  Hos- 
pital was  receiving  no  money  from  the 
State  in  li^u  of  them.  He  thought, 
however,  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
these  buildings  belonged  to  the  Charity, 
and  not  to  the  State. 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  with  regard  to 
the  rent  which  had  been  paid  for  the  use 
of  the  Hospital  buildings,  or  rather  the 
eqmvalent  for  rent,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  the  Trustees 
had  the  power  to  do  as  they  liked 
with  the  buildings.  But  that  was  not 
bo;  the  right  of  the  Trustees  to  deal 
with  the  buildings  was  absolutely  and 
precisely  regulated  by  the  original  grant 
of  that  Charity  and  by  the  Act  of  1869. 
It  would  be  found  stated  in  the  Beport 
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of  the  Committee  of  1868  that  original] 
these  buildings  were  a  donation  to  tl 
sailors  of  this  country.  They  were  give 
on  the  terms  that  the  buildings  were  to  I 
used  wholly  and  solely  for  the  receptic 
of  sailors  unable  to  follow  their  caUinj 
There  was  no  right  in  anyone  to  let  ti 
buildings;  they  were  absolutely  ai 
strictly  limited  to  the  receiving  of  di 
abled  seamen.  When  it  was  found  tb 
the  Hospital  no  longer  served  its  purpo 
by  giving  sailors  the  benefit  which 
olden  times  they  received  from  it,  it  w 
considered  by  the  Government  of  the  di 
that  a  re-arrangement  of  these  bmldin 
might  be  made.  The  Government  i 
cordingly  brought  in  a  Bill  laying  doi 
the  terms  on  which  the  buildings  w< 
to  be  used ;  and,  for  the  first  time,  1 
right  of  leasing  them  was  granted, 
the  Bill,  as  originally  brought  in,  x>o^ 
was  given  to  the  Government  to  ma 
any  use  of  the  buildings ;  and  it  ^ 
contemplated  that  they  should  be  m 
for  public,  charitable,  or  any  use  a 
nected  with  the  Public  Service.  Wl 
the  question  was  discussed  in  the  Hou 
some  hon.  Members  took  ooiMdera 
interest  in  the  question ;  and  the  res 
of  their  efforts  was  that  words  were 
sorted  in  the  Act  which  limited  the  i 
of  the  buildings  to  the  Naval  Service 
the  country  or  any  Department  of 
Government,  or  to  any  person  who  1 
been  engaged  in  the  Naval  Service 
the  country.  That  was  the  outside  li 
of  the  power  of  the  Government  gii 
by  the  Act.  It  had  been  stated  in  1 
debate  that  the  Government  were  boi 
to  procure  the  best  terms  that  could 
got  in  the  market  for  these  buildii 
Everyone  knew  that  trustees  were  boi 
by  the  terms  of  their  trust,  and  that  tb 
was,  consequently,  no  power  in  ^e  < 
vemment  to  go  into  the  open  mai 
and  let  these  buildings  to  the  first-oon 
The  rent  was  stated  in  the  House 
have  been  fixed  upon  that  basis.  Tl 
buildings  were  of  a  very  extonsiTe  c 
racter.  They  were  a  great  arohitecti 
ornament  to  the  Biver ;  and  it  was  i 
evident  that  if  the  Gt>vemment  had 
provide  for  a  Naval  College  only 
would  not  have  erected  an  edifice  wi 
cost  between  £8,000  and  £5,000  a-^ 
for  rent.  The  amount  spent  for  rep 
alone  on  Ghreenwich  Hospital  was  i 
large.  If  the  buildings  nad  been 
occupied,  and  had  been  applied  to 
other  purpose,  the  cost  of  the  rep 


981 


Supply — 


(Juke  28,  1880) 


Navy  JSitimates, 


982 


would  lutTe  fallen  upon  the  Charity ;  and 
the  funds  of  the  Charity  would,  there- 
fore,  hare  been  diminished  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000  to  £4,000  a-year.  The  Act  deal- 
ing with  Ghreenwich  Hospital  was  debated 
▼ery  strenuously  in  the  House,  and  great 
stress  was  laid  by  Gentlemen  interested 
in  the  question  upon  the  necessity  of  the 
buildinfl;s  being  always  available  for  the 
use  of  the  Navy  at  any  moment.  It  was, 
therefore,  provided  by  the  Act  that  if  the 
Government  chose  to  call  upon  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Hospital  builoings  to  turn 
out,  they  must  do  so,  in  order  that  accom- 
modation might  be  provided  for  sailors 
on  the  occurrence  of  an  emergency. 
[Ztftf^A^.]  The  necessity  for  that  pro- 
vision was  felt  at  the  time  because, 
shortly  before,  owing  to  a  calamity, 
there  was  no  place  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  a  number  of  disabled  seamen. 
It  might  be  proved  that  the  rateable 
value  of  the  Hospital  buildings  was 
£8,000  a-year,  whue  the  real  rent  of 
the  premises  might  not  exceed  £4,000 
a-year.  The  rateable  value  was  the  value 
of  the  building  well  let,  and  with  security 
of  occupation  from  year  to  year  unfur- 
nished. But  the  rent  of  a  building  well 
let  from  year  to  year,  unfurnished,  was 
very  different  from  the  rent  of  buildings 
the  occupants  of  which  might  be  turned 
out  at  a  moment's  notice.  The  Oovem- 
ment  did  not  occupy  these  buildings  un- 
furnished from  year  to  vear ;  but  their 
occupation  was  ^^rictly  limited  to  the 
terms  of  the  Act,  which  were  that  the 
whole  of  the  buildings  of  the  Hospital  and 
their  appurtenances  should  be  available 
for  the  reception  of  sailors,  if  ^e  (Go- 
vernment should  consider  it  necessary. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  was  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  in  a  case  of  great  emer- 
gency power  was  given  to  re-occupy  them 
at  once  for  the  purpose  of  sailors.  The 
point  which  he  wished  particularly  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  (Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  Una— 
that  in  connection  with  tiie  arrange- 
ments for  Ghreenwich  Hospital  the  sum 
of  £4,000  was  given  as  oompensation  to 
merchant  seamen  for  the  (Greenwich  Six- 
pence. The  diversion  of  the  (Greenwich 
Sixpence  Fund  was  the  greatest  hard- 
ship ever  inflicted  on  any  body  of  men. 
Seamen  were  made  to  contribute  through 
their  wages  to  it;  and  when  they  wanted 
relief  they  were  told  that  they  had  con- 
tributed Uieir  money  for  the  purpose  of 
seamen  engaged  not  in  the  Merchant 


Service,  but  in  the  Naval  Service  of  the 
country.  If  the  hon.  (Gentleman  would 
increase  the  amount  granted  for  that 
purpose,  he  (Mr.  Magniac)  should  be 
very  glad.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  (Gorst)  could 
manage  to  get  that  amount  increased, 
he  would  be  doing  a  g^at  service  to 
the  unfortunate  contributors  to  that  fund, 
many  of  whom  were  still  living.  In  re- 
Mrd  to  the  rent  paid  by  (Government 
for  the  use  of  the  (Greenwich  Hospital 
buildings,  taking  into  consideration  the 
terms  of  the  trust  and  the  large  expen- 
diture which  was  paid  for  repairs,  and 
that  they  could  be  turned  out  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
terms  they  were  at  present  holding  were 
unfair  to  the  Oharity. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  (Mr.  Magniac)  had  proved  that 
the  Admiralty  had,  as  trustees  of  the 
Hospital,  let  the  buildings  worth  £4,000 
for  £100  a-year.  It  was  said,  when  the 
bargain  was  examined,  it  would  not  be 
found  that  such  was  the  case.  But  here 
were  buildings,  which  it  must  be  allowed 
were  worth  £4,000  a-year,  and  for  them 
the  magnificent  sum  of  £100,  and  £6 
additional  a-year  was  paid,  and  which 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  instruction 
in  fortification.  He  aid  not  hear  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  one  word 
which  militated  against  the  position  they 
had  assumed  upon  this  question.  He 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  (Government 
who    made    this   bargain    which   was 

rken  of.  What  were  its  terms  ?  Did 
y  make  it  as  Trustees,  or  as  First 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  or  in  what  posi- 
tion were  they  when  they  made  it? 
What  right  had  they  to  make  anv  bar- 
gain? A  powerful  (Government  forced 
Uiis  confiscation  upon  the  seamen  and 
marines,  and  upon  the  country.  He  (Sir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff),  like  every  other 
hon.  Member  representing  a  Dockyard 
constituency,  felt  very  strongly  upon 
the  subject ;  for  the  Naval  Service  at 
the  present  moment  considered  that  it 
had  oeen  defrauded  of  its  rights.  If  the 
Act  of  Parliament  prevented  the  Ad- 
miralty from  letting  the  property  ad- 
vantageously, then  let  tne  Trustees 
apply  for  fdrther  powers  as  other 
Trustees  would  do;  out  so  long  as  it 
occupied  buildings  worth  £4,000  a-year 
for  a  rent  of  £100,  it  would  be  com- 
mitting a  very  great  iniquity.     £4,000 
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the  Education  Office  (Ireland)  which 
makes  all  Eeports  of  their  Inspec- 
tors, upon  which  masters  are  removed 
from  their  schools,  &c.,  considered  con- 
fidential ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  afraid  he  must  tell  nis  hon. 
Friend  that  they  could  not  conduct  the 
inspection  satisfactorily  if  the  Beports 
were  not  confidential. 

ARMY— MAGAZINE  AND  REPEATING 

ARMS. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  he 
can  lay  upon  the  Table  any  information 
respecting  the  experiments  wiiich  it  is 
understood  have  been  recently  carried  on 
in  Austria  and  Germany  witn  magazine 
and  repeating  arms ;  and,  if  not,  if  he 
will  call  for  reports  upon  the  subject, 
with  a  view  to  their  publication  ? 

Mb.  0HILDEE8:  In  reply  to  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  to  say  that  the  in- 
formation respecting  these  experiments 
now  before  the  Office  is  very  imperfect. 
When  I  receive  fuller  details  I  will 
consider  whether  they  can  be  laid  on  the 
Table. 

INLAND  REVENUE— INTOXICANTS. 

Sib  CHABLES  BEED  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  beverages  slightly  fer- 
mented but  made  without  malt,  such  as 
gin&^r  beer,  &c.,  are  intended  to  be  in- 
duded  in  the  list  of  intoxicants;  and, 
whether  instructions  have  been  given  to 
the  officers  of  Excise  to  compel  the 
manufacturers  and  sellers  of  suon  drinks 
to  take  out  licences  as  brewers  ? 

LoBD  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH : 
I  have  been  re<j  nested  by  my  right  hon. 
and  learned  Fnend  to  answer  tms  Ques- 
tion. I  have  little  to  add  to  an  answer 
that  was  given  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  a  week 
ago.  He  then  stated  that  it  was  the 
rme  of  the  Inland  Bevenue  authorities 
not  to  prosecute  manufacturers  of  so- 
called  non-intoxicating  beverages  which 
contained  less  than  3  per  cent  of  alcohol. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  these 
drinks  are  generally  made  of  sugar,  and 
that  a  large  quantity  of  beer  is  brewed 
from  the  same  material.  Indeed,  it  has 
recently  been  found  that  a  considerable 
quantity  of  non-intoxicatiug  drinks  were 

Sir  Patrick  O'Brien 


just  as  stroog  as  mild  table  beer.  In 
the  present  state  of  legislation,  with  re- 
spect to  Beer  and  Malt  Duties,  there  has 
been  a  suspension  of  proceedings  in  the 
case  of  these  drinks,  and  no  special  in- 
structions have  been  issued  to  compel 
manufacturers  to  take  out  licences  aa 
brewers. 

CX)NTROVEETED  ELECTIONS- 
BOROUGH  OP  EVESHAM. 

Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney  General,  Whether  he  is  able  to  say 
how  long  it  will  be  before  the  Notes  of 
the  Shorthand  Writer,  taken  at  the  trial 
of  the  late  Petition  on  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Evesham,  will  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
Henby  James),  in  reply,  said,  it  was  in* 
tended  to  lay  the  eviaence,  together  with 
the  judgments  of  the  learned  Judges 
who  had  tried  the  Petition,  upon  the 
Table.  The  judgments  had  been  for- 
warded to  the  learned  Judges,  who  were 
now  engaged  in  discharging  other  pub- 
lic duties,  for  their  revision,  and  as  aeon 
as  they  returned  them  the  full  proceed- 
ings would  be  printed.  Oare  would  be 
tasen  that  there  should  be  no  unneces- 
sary delay. 

RAILWAY  (INDIA)  BRIDGES. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  the  Beport 
on  Indian  Bailways  for  1877  correctly 
states  the  name  of  the  firm  who  con- 
tracted for  the  Bailway  Bridge  across 
the  Nerbudda  Biver ;  whether  that  firm 
were  not  also  contractors  for  the  princi- 
pal iron  work  of  the  Tay  Bridge ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  he 
has  considered  the  desirability  of  provid- 
ing that  the  Indian  Government  should 
institute  an  investigation  as  to  the  quality 
and  kind  of  iron  used  for  the  Nerbudda 
Bridge,  and  also  extend  their  inouirv  to 
the  Indus  Bridge  and  other  oridges 
built  or  being  built  on  the  Guaranteed 
and  State  Bailways  of  India  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HABTINGTON  : 
In  the  Beport  on  Indian  Bailways  for 
1 877  the  name  of  the  firm  who  contracted 
for  the  railway  bridge  across  the  Ner- 
budda Biver  is  correctly  given,  and  the 
firm  mentioned  is  the  same  as  that  which 
is  stated  to  have  been  connected  with  the 
supp^  of  the  principal  iron  work  of  the 
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reoeiye  anything  from  the  funds  of 
Greenwich  Hospital.  This  was  felt  to 
be  a  great  hardship,  because  seamen 
considered  that  Greenwich  Hospital  was 
instituted  for  their  benefit,  and  that  the 
Admiralty  were  only  trustees  of  its  funds 
for  them,  and  that  they  ought  to  do  the 
best  they  could  with  it  by  getting  as 
much  money  out  of  it  as  possible,  and 
by  distributing  it  in  an  equitable  way. 
And  he  submitted  that  it  was  inequitable 
to  withhold  these  age  pensions  from 
those  men  who  had  served  the  best,  and 
give  them  to  others  who  had  not  served 
so  well;  because  it  must  be  remem- 
bered that  it  was  only  men  who  had 
served  extremely  well  who  became 
entitled  to  such  a  large  pension  from 
the  ,Navy  as  2s.  6d,  a -day.  Thus 
the  best  men  were  deprived  of  what 
they  had  expected,  and  what  they  had 
been  led  to  suppose  they  would  have ; 
while,  on  the  other  hand,  a  man  who 
had  not  done  so  well,  and  who  had 
earned  the  pension  of,  say,  U.  6d,  only, 
at  the  afl^  of  55,  would  reap  the  full 
benefit  of  the  Greenwich  Hospital  pen- 
sion, and  would  then  get  5d.  a-day ;  and, 
at  65,  the  extra  4d.f  making  9d,  alto- 
gether. It  was  true  that  they  were  in 
a  difficulty  in  this  matter.  The  funds 
were  not  large  enough  to  provide  for  all 
these  pensions,  and  the  reason  of  that 
was  that  the  number  of  men  had  rapidly 
increased  who  were  entitled  to  them; 
but  all  that  ought  to  have  been  fore- 
seen many  years  ago.  In  1865  an  Act 
was  passed,  for  wluch  the  now  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  made  responsible. 
At  that  time  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  a  bargain  was  made.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  had  called  it  an  arrange- 
ment ;  while  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  called  it  an  adjustment.  But,  whe- 
ther it  was  a  bargain,  or  arrangement, 
or  an  adjustment,  it  was  a  very  one- 
aided  arrangement,  by  which  only  the 
taxpayers  benefited,  and  one  which  was 
made  at  the  expense  of  the  recipients  of 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  pension.  His 
contention  was  that  this  arrangement 
was  made  by  the  Government  without 
looking  forward  to  the  future.  He  did 
not  say  that  the  men  who,  at  that  time, 
were  allotted  pensions,  were  unjustly 
treated;  but  he  complained  thai  the 
Government  did  not  look  forward  and 
see  that  there  were  a  large  number 
coming  in  to  claim  those  pensions,  but 
who  would  necessarily  be  deprived  of 


them ;  and,  therefore,  the  arrangement 
which  they  had  made  was  unjust.  The 
Government,  finding  they  had  made  that 
mistake,  from  motives  of  generosity  and 
justice,  should  now  come  forward  and 
help  the  fund  to  meet  this  difficulty. 
He  did  not  think  they  were  asking  too 
much  to  expect  that.  The  fact  was 
that  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Pension 
Funds  had  been  made  to  supplement 
and  assist  the  Imperial  Funds.  He  could 
prove  that  by  several  instances.  In  1 8 65, 
for  instance,  the  Secretary  of  State  in- 
augurated what  was  called  the  Pensioners' 
BcNserve.  That  was,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  a  part  of  our  Naval  Beserve, 
and  it  was  raised  by  offering  certain  men 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  pensions  at  an 
earlier  age — at  50,  instead  of  55.  It  was 
said  that  this  Naval  Beserve  had  not 
caused  a  great  strain  on  the  funds  of 
Greenwich  up  to  the  present  time ;  but 
when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  inaugu- 
rated the  Beserve,  it  was  contemplated 
that  this  should  become  a  Force  015, 000 
men;  and  if  that  had  been  raised,  it 
would  have  imposed  upon  the  funds  of 
Greenwich  a  strain  of  £19,000  a-year. 
That  was  a  sum  sufficient  to  provide  pen- 
sions fur  1,500  men.  The  right  non. 
Gentleman  might  reply  that,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  no  very  great  strain  had  been  so 
imposed,  because  the  Pensioners  Beserve 
had  not  come  up  to  the  numbers  con- 
templated; but  he  saw  that  Admiral 
PhiUimore,  in  his  last  Beport,  said  that, 
while  in  1867  the  number  of  Pensioners 
Beserve  was  511,  in  1879  it  numbered 
1,166;  and  the  Admiral  went  on  to 
assert  that  he  thought  the  present  system 
might  be  considered  a  successful  ex- 
periment. If  that  was  so,  they  might 
m  a  very  few  years  expect  that  the  whole 
number  of  men  contemplated  by  the 
scheme  of  1865  would  be  raised,  and 
they  would  then  be  drawing  from  the 
funds  of  (Greenwich  £19,000  a-year  as 
an  inducement  for  these  men  to  enter 
this  Beserve.  He  must  complain  of  this, 
and  repeat  what  he  had  already  said, 
that  by  this  means  the  (Greenwich  Fund 
had  been  made  to  supplement  and  assist 
the  Imperial  Funds,  not  only  in  this 
respect,  but  in  others ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, not  too  much  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  come  forward  and  supplement 
the  fund,  so  as  to  stave  off  this  difficulty. 
He  would  say — ^*  By  all  means  make 
any  legislation  prospective,  but  do  not, 
in  any  case,  ma!xe  it  retrospective.    Let 
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on  behalf  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  that  upon  a  consi- 
deration of  the  number  of  piers  which 
could  be  advantageously  made,  and  firom 
the  great  wish  we  have  to  obtain  the 
full  advantage  of  the  generous  grants 
made  from  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  he 
has  come  to  the  conclusion  to  give  Notice 
to  increase  the  grant  from  £30,000  to 
£45,000.  I  will  put  these  clauses  on  the 
Paper  to-morrow ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  hope  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Cork  will  not  pro- 
ceed with  the  second  reading  of  his^ill 
to-night.  If  he  does,  I  shaU  feel  it  my 
duty  to  oppose  it. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  kindly 
say  whether  he  has  received  any  addi- 
tional information  in  reference  to  the 
existence  of  famine  fever  in  the  County 
Mayo? 

M:b.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Yes ;  I  have 
received  information.  The  House  can 
hardly  doubt  that  I  receive  constant  in- 
formation with  regard  to  it.  So  far  as  I 
can  learn,  it  is  not  what  is  generally 
called  famine  fever.  That  is  to  say,  it 
is  not  that  mesenteric  fever  which  was 
the  great  cause  of  death  in  the  last 
famine.  It  is  a  kind  of  typhus,  and  I 
hear  different  accounts  of  it.  In  one  or 
two  cases  it  appears  to  be  severe,  while 
in  others  it  appears  to  be  passing  away. 
As  far  as  I  can  make  out,  it  is  not  caused 
by  want  of  food,  though  I  think  the 
change  to  a  low  class  of  food  may  have 
made  it  easier  to  be  taken.  In  some 
cases  persons  were  attacked  who  were 
not  in  great  distress ;  but  in  others,  no 
doubt,  the  persons  taking  it  were  in  dis- 
tress. I  think  it  is  a  very  serious  matter. 
We  are  meeting  it  to  the  very  best  of 
our  power;  and  I  believe  we  can  meet 
it,  as  &r  as  human  agency  is  able  to  do 
BO,  by  the  best  medical  inspection,  by 
takinp^  them  into  the  hospitius,  and  by 
ordering  such  better  food  as  may  seem 
suitable.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
course  the  hon.  Member  means  to  adopt 
with  r^ard  to  his  Bill  to-night  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  As  it  would  not  be 
convenient  to  proceed  with  the  Motion 
for  the  second  reading  of  my  Bill  until 
the  House  has  had  an  opportuni^  of 
seeing  the  clauses  which  the  right  non. 
Gentleman  proposes  to  place  on  the 
Paper,  I  be^  to  say  that  I  will  defer  that 
Motion  until  these  clauses  have  been 
circulated  amongst  hon.  Members. 

J/r.  JT.  B.  FoTiUr 


PARLIAMENTARY  AFFIRMATION- 
MR.  BRADLAUGH. 

NOTICE  OF  BESOLUTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  may  remind 
the  House  that  on  Friday  evening  I  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  to  the  efifect  &at  we 
ought  to  proceed  to  consider  the  case  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to-morrow.  Since  that 
time,  however,  the  Government  have 
framed  a  Resolution  which  they  intm^ 
to  submit  to  the  House.  As,  however, 
we  think  it  desirable  that  the  House 
should  have  rather  more  time  to  consida 
it,  and  as  we  cannot  interfere  with  the 
proceedings  of  private  Members  on 
Wednesday,  I  propose,  at  the  opening 
of  Business  on  Thursday,  to  submit  the 
following  Resolution : — 

**  That  every  person  returned  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  wlio  may  claim  to  be  a  person 
for  the  time  being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a 
solemn  Affirmation  or  Deolaration  instead  of 
taking  an  Oath,  shall  henceforth  (notwith- 
standmg  so  much  of  the  Besolution  adopted  by 
this  House  on  the  22nd  day  of  June  last  as  re- 
lates to  Affirmation^  be  permitted,  witiioot 
question,  to  make  ana  subscribe  a  solemn  Affir- 
mation in  the  form  prescribed  by  '  The  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act,  1866,'  as  altered  by  '  Ths 
Pronussory  Oaths  Act,  1868,'  subject  to  anj 
liability  by  statute;  and,  secondly,  that  thu 
Resolution  be  a  Standing  Order  of  tiiis  House." 

I  may,  perhaps,  venture  to  say  that  in 
submitting  tms  Resolution  I  shall  en* 
deavour  to  confine  myself  to  what  I 
think  will  be  a  description  of  the  situa* 
tion,  and  shall  not  think  it  necessary, 
as  far  as  I  am  concerned,  to  revive  the 
general  argument  on  which  I  and  many 
other  hon.  Members  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  stating  our  views;  and,  per- 
haps, if  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Laboudiere)  be  in  Uie 
House,  I  may  venture  to  express  a  hope 
that  as  the  question  will  be  raised,  in 
the  view  of  the  Government,  in  the  most 
convenient  manner  by  this  Resolution, 
he  will  not  think  it  necessary  to  proceed 
with  any  Motion,  or  ask  leave  to  pro- 
ceed with  any  Motion,  to-morrow. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  :  After  the  vexy 
satisfactorv  Notice  which  has  just  been 
given  by  tne  Prime  Minister,  I  beg  to 

g've  Notice  that  I  shall  withdraw  the 
Bsolution  of  which  I  have  given  Notice 
for  to-morrow. 

Mb.  GORST  :  I  should  Uke  to  ask 
whether  the  Resolution  of  which  the 
Prime  Minister  has  ^ven  Notice  will 
raise  a  Question  of  Privilege ;  and  whe- 
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ther,  therefore,  if  the  debate  should  be 
adjoomed  on  Thursday,  it  would  oome 
on  before  the  other  BusinoM  on  Friday, 
or  upon  any  other  day  for  which  it  may 
be  fixed. 

Mb.  8PEAKEB:  I  hare  already 
stated  in  reference  to  this  matter  that 
the  question  is  not  one  of  Priyilege. 

Mb.  O'CONNOH  POWER:  I  think 
it  would  be  for  the  oonrenience  of  the 
House  if  I  renture  to  put  a  Question  to 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition,  and  if  he  will  oonde* 
soend  to  answer  it.  It  is,  what  course 
he  intends  to  adopt  in  reference  to  the 
Notice  of  Motion  which  has  just  been 
given  by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 

8iB  STATPORD  NORTHCOTE  did 
not  make  any  reply. 

Mb.  call  an  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  will 
say  whether  he  purposes  that  the  Reso- 
lution should  haye  a  retrospectiye 
effect? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Of  course,  my 
intention  with  regard  to  that  matter 
would  hare  no  effect  whatever;  but  I 
beliere  with  regard  to  the  force  of  the 
words,  drawn  as  the  Resolution  is  with 
reference  to  the  recent  Resolution  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  it  would  have  a 
retrospectiTe  effect  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  whether, 
in  consequence  of  the  Resolution  of 
which  the  Prime  Minister  had  giren 
Notice  for  Thursday,  the  consideration 
of  the  Employers'  liability  Bill  would 
not  haye  to  be  deferred  ? 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  bep  to 
gire  Notice  that  on  to-morrow  I  £all 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  I^rth  Deron  the  Question 
which  IJust  now  put  to  him. 

Mb.  CK)B8T:  I  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  would  be  in 
Order  in  putting  such  a  Question  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  In  answer  to 
the  Question  put  from  below  the  Gang- 
way, I  am  not  aware  how  far  it  will  be 
the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  enter  into 
a  general  discussion ;  and  unless  it  does 
so,  I  see  no  reason  why  the  question 
should  not  be  disposed  of  in  a  yery 
limited  time.  At  all  erents,  we  do  not 
propose  to  postpone  the  Employers' 
fiabili^  Bill. 

Mb.  G0R8T :  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther it  is  in  Order  for  the  hon.  Member 
ton  Mayo  to  gire  Notice  to  ask  a  Ques- 


tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  North  Deron,  as  to  what 
course  he  intends  to  pursue  with  respect 
to  the  Resolution  of  which  Notice  has 
been  giren  by  the  Prime  Minister  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  The  terms  of  the 
Notice  of  the  hon  Member  for  Mayo  did 
not  reach  me.  At  the  same  time,  1  may 
say  that  unless  they  relate  to  some  Bill 
or  Motion  before  the  House  that  Ques- 
tion would  not  be  regular. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  To  pre- 
yent  any  misunderstanding,  and  owing 
to  the  difficulty  of  discoyering  to  whom 
the  title  of  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion may  be  applied,  I  wish  to  giye 
Notice  tibat,  as  the  Motion  of  the  Prune 
Minister  will  be  on  the  Paper  to-morrow, 
and  as  it,  therefore,  comes  within  the 
description  which  you,  Sir,  haye  just 
giyen,  I  will  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man Uie  Member  for  North  Deyon  what 
course  he  intends  to  pursue  on  Thurs- 
day with  reference  to  that  Resolution  ? 

Mb.  call  an  :  I  beg  also  to  eiye 
Notice  that  I  shall,  at  the  same  time, 
ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  what 
course  he  and  those  acting  with  him 
intend  to  pursue  in  this  matter  ? 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF :  I 
wish  to  ask  whether  it  is  competent 
for  one  priyate  Member  of  this  House 
to  ask  another  priyate  Member  what 
course  he  intends  to  pursue  in  regard  to 
an  Order  of  the  Day,  or  a  Motion  for 
which  he  is  not  responsible  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  Such  a  Question  as 
that  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  would  not  be  in  Order.  It  does 
not  relate  to  any  Bill  or  Motion  before 
the  House  for  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Norm  Deyon 
is  himself  responsible. 

TEF.ATY  OF  WA6HIK0T0N— THE 
FISHEBY  QUESTION— THE  FOBTUNE 

BAT  PAPERS. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Li 
reference  to  the  Questions  recently  ad- 
dressed to  me  by  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Midhurst  (Sir  Hennr  Hol- 
land) and  the  hon.  and  gidlant  Member 
for  the  county  of  Oork  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst),  I  should  like  to  say  that  com- 
munications are  passing  between  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment  and  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  the  United  States  in  regard  to 
the  Fortune  Bay  question,  and  that 
communications  are  also  passing  with 
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tbe  liegal  Advisers  of  tiie  Crown  on  the 
subject.  Under  these  oirciunstanoes,  I 
tliink  that  my  hon.  Friends  would  see 
that  it  will  not  be  possible  to  imme- 
diately ciroulate  the  Papers  promised  on 
this  subject. 

0RDJSR8    OF    THE   BAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  QuestioUi  ''That 
Mr,  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair," 
put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

SxmLY — eonaidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £84,831,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Scientific  Branch. 

Mb.  GCKST  said,  that  when  he  moved 
that  the  Committee  do  report  Progress 
some  weeks  ago,  two  questions  were 
suggested,  which,  he  thought,  required 
examination.  The  first  question  was, 
were  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  just  in 
ohai^ng  themselves  with  rent  at  the 
rate  of  £100  a-year  only  for  Ghreenwich 
Hospital,  and  the  other  q^uestion  was  as 
to  the  expenses  of  the  Britannia  training 
ship.  Me  proposed,  in  the  few  remark 
he  should  now  make  to  the  Committee, 
to  confine  himself  exclusively  to  the  first 
of  those  questions,  as  he  did  not  wish  to 
confuse  that  matter  by  mixing  up  other 
questions  with  it.  The  question  was  a 
very  short  and  simple  one.  The  sum 
placed  upon  the  Estimates  —  namely, 
£100 — was  entirely  inadequate,  and 
the  Admiralty  ought  to  increase  that 
amount.  He  was  afraid,  however,  that 
there  was  no  way  now  in  which  the 
question  could  be  submitted  to  the  test 
of  a  division,  owing  to  the  Sessional 
Order  which  prevented  Members  mak- 
ing Motions  on  going  into  Committee, 
BO  that  private  Meml^rs,  who  wished  to 
raise  a  question  of  that  sort  were  now 
unable  to  do  so.  It  would  be  quite 
different  if  private  Members  were  in 
possession  of  the  privileg^es  they  formerly 
possessed.  Therefore,  it  was  not  his 
fault  if  he  delayed  the  Committee  by  a 
discussion  upon  which  no  division  could 
be  taken,  but  that  of  the  Sessional  Order 
by  which  private  Members  were  now 
bound.    The  simple  question  was  then, 

Sir  CharUi  n\  Dilke 


whether  £100  a-year  was  an  adequate 
sum   to    pay  as   rent    for  Greenwich 
Hospital  ?    The  Gvil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
mircdty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  had  told  them 
that  the  amount  of  the  assessment  upon 
which  a  contribution  in  lieu  of  rates 
was    paid  to  the   local  authorities  at 
Greenwich  for  the  Hospital  and  School 
and  other  buildings  was  £8,000  a-year ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  not  be  an  ex- 
travagant supposition  that  the  value  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  alone  was,  at  least, 
as  hiffh  as  £4,000  a-year.     They  had 
thus  the  fact  before  them  that  the  Go- 
vernment— that  was,  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty — were  giving  a  rent  of  £100 
a-year  for  a  building  the  rent  of  which 
ought  to  be  £4,000  a-year ;  they  on^t, 
in  fact,  to  pay  a  rent  40  times  g^reater 
than  what  they  now  paid.     The  only 
answer  to  this  was  that  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment had  conferred  on  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  power  to  dispose  of  the  pro- 
perty in  that  way.  But  that  was  not  the 
question.     The  real  question  was,  not 
whether  they  had  the  power,  but  whe- 
ther they  had  a  right  to  exercise  their 
power  in  that  particular  manner.    He 
had  looked  into  the  Acts  of  Parliament 
which  regulated  the  powers  of  the  Ad- 
miralty with    reference   to   Greenwidi 
Hospital,  and  throughout  those  Acts  it 
appeared  that  the  Liords  of   the  Ad- 
miralty were  trustees  of  a  charitable 
fund,  which  charity  partly  resulted  from 
grants  made  by  the  nation,  and  partly 
from  private  benefactors,  and  consisted 
both  of  lands  and  personal  property.    It 
was  vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Admiralty, 
as  trustees,  for  the  exclusive  use  and 
benefit  of  Greenwich  Hospital.     In  the 
Act  of  Parliament  in  whidi  the  trust  of 
the  former  Commissioners  was  vested  in 
the  Lords   of  the  Admiralty,   he  had 
found  over    and   over    again  the    ex- 
pression— 

'^Yeeted  in  the  Lordi  of  the  Admindtjin 
trust  for  Mi^esty,  her  heirs,  and  snoceseort,  for 
the  exclosive  use  and  benefit  of  Greenwich 
Hospital." 

When,  by  the  Act  of  1865,  the  Lords  of 
the  Admiralty  became  trustees  of  that 
charity  they  were  bound  to  administer 
the  trust  in  the  same  way  as  anyone 
else,  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of  Hie  aoed 
seamen  and  marines  who  were  entiUed 
thereto.  In  1869  another  Act  was 
passed,  giving  the  Lords  of  the  Ad- 
miralty additional  powers.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
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for  a  private  institution  to  hare  borne 
these  neavy  charges,  and  have  paid  a 
heavy  rent  in  addition.  The  statement 
made  by  his  hon.  Friend  behind  him 
(Mr.  Mag^ac),  that  the  buildings  were 
taken  over  by  the  Naval  College  under 
an  arrangement  to  surrender  them  at 
any  time,  was  received  with  a  smile  by 
the  Committee ;  but  it  was,  nevertheless, 
a  substantial  condition.  He  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  it  would  be  unwise  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  let  these  build- 
ings under  any  other  condition,  for  they 
would  certainly  be  required  in  the  event 
of  a  war  to  provide  hospital  accommoda- 
tion. No  private  institution  under  such 
a  condition  would  be  prepared  to  pay  a 
heavy  rent  for  these  buildings.  He 
only  knew  one  way  in  which  a  private 
individual  could  have  paid  a  rent  of 
£4.000  a-year  for  the  property.  The 
only  possible  way  of  realizing  a  rate- 
able value  on  the  very  extensive  piece 
of  ground  now  occupied  by  these  noble 
national  buildines  at  Ghreenwich  would 
have  been  to  puU  them  down  and  con- 
vert the  site  to  some  utilitarian  or  manu- 
facturing purposes.  Such  a  course  neces- 
sarily was  not  open  to  the  Government. 
It  had  been  said  it  was  inconsistent  with 
the  purposes  of  Greenwich  that  this 
building  should  be  occupied  as  a  Naval 
College ;  but  in  the  original  deed  of  gift 
he  found  that,  among  the  various  objects 
for  which  Greenwich  was  founded,  the 
improvement  of  navigation  was  specifi- 
cally mentioned.  He  ventured,  there- 
fore, to  say  that  the  location  of  a  Naval 
College  in  Greenwich  was  not  at  all  in- 
consistent with  the  original  objects  of 
the  foundation.  Perhaps  he  might  be 
permitted  to  remind  hon.  Members  who 
took  a  deep  interest  in  seamen  of  the 
arrangement  carried  into  effect  since  the 
year  1868.  At  that  time  the  building 
Dore  a  certain  monastic  character.  It 
was  not  at  all  popular  with  seamen,  and 
there  were  no  less  than  1,310  vacancies 
in  the  Hospital.  New  arrangements 
were  then  made.  Those  arrangements 
had  been  fully  explained  with  reference 
to  the  aged  pensioners,  and  he  need 
not  ffo  into  it  again ;  but  he  must  re- 
mind the  Committee,  after  what  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
forDevonport(CaptainPrice),  that  it  was 
originally  intended  that  the  number  of 
out-pensions  should  be  5,000  with,  he  be- 
lieved, a  provision  for  the  maintenance 
of  600  aged  seamen  in  the  Infirmary ; 


but  under  the  arrangements  made  by 
the  late  Administration,  which  restricted 
the  maximum  amount  of  Ghreenwich 
pensions  to  28.  6d.  per  day,  the  number 
of-  out-pensions  had  been  raised  from 
5,000  to  7,500.  The  sum  of  £20,000 
had  been  especially  devoted  to  an  infir- 
mary for  helpless  men,  who  were  in- 
eligible to  Greenwich,  and  who  preferred 
a  special  pension  to  hospital  treatment. 
Again,  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  age  for  the  extra  pension  had 
been  reduced  from  70  to  65  ;  and,  further, 
that  men  eligible  for  Gh*eenwich  were 
accommodated  in  naval  hospitals,  Gh*een- 
wioh  paying  for  their  maintenance. 
Among  other  benefits  lately  conferred, 
200  daughters  of  seamen  and  marines 
were  now  maintained  in  schools,  and 
educational  grants  of  £20  per  year  were 
made  to  50  children  of  distressed  and 
deceased  non-commissioned  officers.  A 
year's  pay  was  given  to  the  widows  of 
seamen  who  were  actually  killed  in  action 
or  drowned,  in  addition,  as  he  believed, 
to  any  charge  which  was  borne  by  the 
Naval  Estimates.  The  number  of  chil- 
dren of  seamen  and  marines  in  the  school 
had  been  increased  from  800  to  1,000; 
while,  with  regard  to  the  income,  by 
judicious  sales  of  estates  and  invest- 
ments, it  had  been  increased  from 
£146,000  in  1865  to  £159,000  in  1880. 
Practically,  the  whole  expenditure  from 
the  funds  of  Ghreenwich  was  spent  in 
favour  of  the  seamen  as  distinguished 
from  the  officers  of  the  Navy.  He  ven- 
tured to  say  every  change  which  had 
been  made  in  the  administration  of  the 
Greenwich  funds,  and  in  the  application 
of  its  income,  had  been  changes  entirely 
for  the  benefit  of  the  seamen.  He  could 
only  promise  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
and  those  who  had  urged  the  subject  on 
the  consideration  of  the  Government 
that  attention  should  be  assiduously 
given  to  the  subject.  They  had  every 
desire  to  make  this  naval  monument  of 
the  national  gratitude  to  seamen  a  source 
of  still  greater  advantage. 

Babon  henry  DE  worms  said, 
he  would  not  detain  the  Committee  by 
going  over  the  various  details  of  this 
question;  but,  as  it  was  one  which 
greatly  affected  his  own  constituents, 
he  must  be  pardoned  for  saying  a  few 
words  upon  it.  He  thought  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford 
'  (Mr.  Magniac)  showed  conclusively  how 
right  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (Mr. 
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reason  for  putting  that  rent  on  was  this. 
Not  only  was  the  whole  of  the  Hospital 
taken  for  naval  purposes  and  used  as  a 
Naval  College,  but  a  house  let  at  £65 
a-year  was  also  taken  over  for  use  as  an 
infirmary,  and  the  charity  was>  therefore, 
deprived  of  that  amount  of  rent.  Pre- 
vious also  to  1873,  when  this  arrange- 
ment was  made,  the  cashier  lived  in  the 
Hospital,  and  enjoyed  the  use  of  the 
buildings.  When  the  whole  of  the 
buildings  were  utilized  as  a  College, 
that  man  was  turned  out,  and  the  Hos- 
pital had  to  find  him  another  house. 
He  had  to  be  accommodated  with  a  house 
rented  at  £45  a-year.  Therefore,  as  the 
Hospital  directly  lost  £60  a-year,  and 
had  to  pay  £45  a-year,  through  having 
to  find  accommodation  outside  for  their 
officer,  he  thought  it  only  just  that 
the  country  should  pay  an  additional 
£100  a-year  to  Greenwich  Hospital 
funds.  In  makine  that  arrangement, 
he  never  contemplated  that  the  £100 
a-year  was  an  adequate  rental  for  the 
use  of  the  whole  of  the  College  build- 
ings. It  had  been  stated  that  the  sum 
expended  by  the  country  for  repairs 
upon  the  Hospital  buildings  was  equiva- 
lent to  a  rental,  and  that  statement  was 
attributed  to  him.  He  certainly  did  not 
say  so.  The  annual  expenditure  upon 
repairs  might  be  put  at  £2,000  a-year ; 
but  it  was  spent  not  only  in  repairs,  but 
upon  internal  alterations  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Colleee.  The  rental  of 
£100  a-year  was  only  given  as  an  equi- 
valent for  annual  rents  of  which  the 
Hospital  had  been  deprived.  He  must 
say,  BO  far  as  the  general  question  was 
concerned,  that  if  the  Naval  College 
had  the  use  of  these  buildings,  the  Hos- 

Sital  was  receiving  no  money  from  the 
tate  in  lieu  of  them.  He  thought, 
however,  it  should  not  be  forgotten  that 
these  buildings  belonged  to  the  Charity, 
and  not  to  the  State. 

Mb.  MAONIAC  said,  with  regard  to 
the  rent  which  had  been  paid  for  the  use 
of  the  Hospital  buildings,  or  rather  the 
equivalent  for  rent,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  in- 
formed the  Committee  that  the  Trustees 
had  the  power  to  do  as  they  liked 
with  the  buildings.  But  that  was  not 
so;  the  right  of  the  Trustees  to  deal 
with  the  buildings  was  absolutely  and 
preoiaely  regulated  by  the  original  grant 
of  that  Chari^  and  by  the  Act  of  1869. 
It  would  be  found  stated  in  the  Beport 
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of  the  Committee  of  1868  that  originally 
these  buildings  were  a  donation  to  the 
sailors  of  this  country.  They  were  given 
on  the  terms  that  the  buildings  were  to  be 
used  wholly  and  solely  for  the  recepti<m 
of  sailors  unable  to  follow  their  caUing. 
There  was  no  right  in  anyone  to  let  the 
buildings;  they  were  absolntely  and 
strictly  limited  to  the  receiving  of  dis- 
abled seamen.  When  it  was  found  that 
the  Hospital  no  longer  served  itspurpoee 
by  giving  sailors  the  benefit  which  in 
olden  times  they  received  from  it,  it  was 
considered  by  the  Government  of  the  day 
that  a  re-arrangement  of  these  buildings 
might  be  made.  The  Govemmeot  ac- 
cordingly brought  in  a  Bill  laving  down 
the  terms  on  which  the  buildings  were 
to  be  used ;  and,  for  the  first  time,  the 
right  of  leasing  them  was  granted.  In 
the  Bill,  as  originally  brought  in,  power 
was  given  to  the  Government  to  make 
any  use  of  the  buildings ;  and  it  was 
contemplated  that  they  should  be  used 
for  public,  charitable,  or  any  use  con- 
nected with  the  Public  Service.  When 
the  question  was  discussed  in  the  House, 
some  hon.  Members  took  ooiftiderable 
interest  in  the  question ;  and  the  result 
of  their  efforts  was  that  words  were  in- 
serted in  the  Act  which  limited  the  use 
of  the  buildings  to  the  Naval  Service  of 
the  country  or  any  Department  of  the 
Government,  or  to  any  person  who  had 
been  engaged  in  the  Naval  Service  of 
the  country.  That  was  the  outside  limit 
of  the  power  of  the  Government  given 
by  the  Act.  It  had  been  stated  in  this 
debate  that  the  Government  were  bound 
to  procure  the  best  terms  that  could  be 

fot  in  the  market  for  these  buildings. 
Iveryone  knew  that  trustees  were  bound 
by  the  terms  of  their  trust,  and  that  there 
was,  consequently,  no  power  in  the  Go- 
vernment to  go  into  the  open  marirat 
and  let  these  buildings  to  the  first-comer. 
The  rent  was  stat^  in  the  House  to 
have  been  fixed  upon  that  basis.  These 
buildings  were  of  a  very  extensive  cha- 
racter. They  were  a  great  architectural 
ornament  to  the  River ;  and  it  was  self- 
evident  that  if  the  Government  had  to 
provide  for  a  Naval  College  only,  it 
would  not  have  erected  an  edifice  which 
cost  between  £8,000  and  £5,000  a-year 
for  rent.  The  amount  spent  for  repairs 
alone  on  Greenwich  Hospital  was  veiy 
large.^  If  the  buildings  nad  been  un- 
occupied, and  had  been  applied  to  no 
other  purpose,  the  cost  of  the  repairs 
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would  haye  fallen  appn  the  Charity ;  and 
the  funds  of  the  Charity  would,  there- 
fore, hare  been  diminiBhed  by  the  sum  of 
£2,000  to  £4,000  a-year.  The  Act  deal- 
ing with  Greenwich  Hospital  was  debated 
yexy  strenuously  in  the  Mouse,  and  great 
stress  was  laid  by  Gentlemen  interested 
in  the  question  upon  the  necessity  of  the 
buildings  being  luways  available  for  the 
use  of  the  Navy  at  any  moment.  It  was, 
therefore,  prorided  by  the  Act  that  if  the 
GoTsmment  chose  to  call  upon  the  occu- 
pants of  the  Hospital  buildings  to  turn 
out,  they  must  do  so,  in  order  that  accom- 
modation might  be  provided  for  sailors 
on  the  occurrence  of  an  emergency. 
\^lAmghier,^  The  necessity  for  that  pro- 
Tision  was  felt  at  the  time  because, 
shortly  before,  owing  to  a  calamity, 
there  was  no  place  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  a  number  of  disabled  seamen. 
It  might  be  proved  that  the  rateable 
value  of  the  Hospital  buildings  was 
£8,000  a-year,  while  the  real  rent  of 
the  premises  might  not  exceed  £4,000 
a*year.  The  rateable  value  was  the  value 
of  the  building  well  let,  and  with  security 
of  occupation  from  year  to  year  unfur- 
nished. But  the  rent  of  a  building  well 
let  from  year  to  year,  unfurnished,  was 
very  different  from  the  rent  of  buildings 
the  occupants  of  which  might  be  turned 
out  at  a  moment's  notice.  The  Govern- 
ment did  not  occupy  these  buildings  un- 
furnished from  year  tovear;  but  their 
oocupation  was  ^^tly  limited  to  the 
terms  of  the  Act,  which  were  that  the 
whole  of  the  buildings  of  the  Hospital  and 
their  appnrtenanoes  should  be  available 
tofi  the  reception  of  sailors,  if  the  Go- 
vernment should  consider  it  necessary. 
The  Act  of  Parliament  was  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  in  a  case  of  great  emer- 
gency power  was  given  to  re-occupy  them 
at  once  for  the  purpose  of  sailors.  The 
point  which  he  wished  particularly  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was  this— 
that  in  connection  with  Uie  arrange- 
ments for  Greenwich  Hospital  the  Bum 
of  £4,000  was  given  as  compensation  to 
merchant  seamen  for  the  Greenwich  Six- 
pence. The  diversion  of  the  Greenwich 
Sixpence  Fund  was  the  ffreateet  hard- 
ship ever  inflicted  on  any  oody  of  men. 
Seiunen  were  made  to  contribute  through 
their  wages  to  it;  and  when  they  wanted 
relief  they  were  told  that  they  had  con- 
tributed ttietr  money  fbr  the  purpose  of 
seamen  engaged  not  in  the  Herohant 


Service,  but  in  the  Naval  Service  of  the 
country.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
increase  the  amount  granted  for  that 
purpose,  he  (Mr.  Magniac)  should  be 
very  glad.  If  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  could 
manage  to  get  that  amount  increased, 
he  would  be  doing  a  g^eat  service  to 
the  unfortunate  contributors  to  that  fund, 
many  of  whom  were  still  living.  In  re- 
gard to  the  rent  paid  by  Government 
fat  the  use  of  the  Greenwich  Hospital 
buildings,  taking  into  consideration  the 
terms  of  the  trust  and  the  large  expen- 
diture which  was  paid  for  repairs,  and 
that  they  could  be  turned  out  at  a  mo- 
ment's notice,  he  did  not  think  that  the 
terms  they  were  at  present  holding  were 
imfair  to  the  Charity. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  last 
spoken  (Mr.  Magniac)  had  proved  that 
tne  Admiralty  had,  as  trustees  of  the 
Hospital,  let  the  buildings  worth  £4,000 
for  £100  a-year.  It  was  said,  when  the 
bargain  was  examined,  it  would  not  be 
found  that  such  was  the  case.  But  here 
were  buildings,  which  it  must  be  allowed 
were  worth  £4,000  a-year,  and  for  them 
the  magnificent  sum  of  £100,  and  £6 
additional  a-year  was  paid,  and  which 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  instruction 
in  fortification.  He  did  not  hear  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  one  word 
which  militated  against  the  position  they 
had  assumed  upon  this  question.  He 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  Government 
who  made  this  bargain  which  was 
spoken  of.  What  were  its  terms  ?  Did 
they  make  it  as  Trustees,  or  as  First 
Lords  of  the  Admiralty,  or  in  what  posi- 
tion were  they  when  they  made  it? 
What  right  had  they  to  make  anv  bar- 
gun?  A  powerful  Government  forced 
mis  confiiscation  upon  the  seamen  and 
marines,  and  upon  the  country.  He  (Bir 
H.  Drummond  Wolff),  like  every  otner 
hon.  Member  representing  a  Dockyard 
constituency,  felt  very  strongly  upon 
the  subject ;  for  the  Naval  Service  at 
the  present  moment  considered  that  it 
had  been  defrauded  of  its  rights.  If  the 
Act  of  Parliament  prevents  the  Ad- 
miralty fxom  letting  the  property  ad- 
vantageously, then  let  tne  Trustees 
apply  for  fdrther  powers  as  other 
Trustees  would  do;  out  so  long  as  it 
occupied  buildings  worth  £4,000  a-year 
for  a  rent  of  £100,  it  would  be  com- 
mitting a  very  great  iniqui^.     £4,000 
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would  form  a  rery  large  addition  to  the 
funds  for  the  benefit  of  seamen  and 
marines.  It  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  Gbvemment  would  increase  the  pen- 
sions— which  were  at  present  in  many 
oases  very  inadequate — but  he  trusted 
that  an  end  would  be  put  to  an  arrange- 
ment that  nerer  ought  to  have  taken 
place. 

Mb.  OHILDEES  said,  that  what 
happened  in  1864  and  1865  was  this — 
In  1864  Greenwich  Hospital  was  in  a 
most  unsatisfactory  condition.  In  that 
year  an  adjustment  was  proposed  which 
was  completed  in  1865.  A  certain 
limited  number  of  men  were  kept  in  a 
great  monastery  at  an  enormous  expense; 
and  it  was  thought  that,  instead  of  keep- 
ing up  that  unsatisfactory  system,  it 
would  be  better  to  give  them  the  option 
of  taking  certain  pensions,  and  to  apply 
the  balance  of  the  funds  of  the  Hospital, 
which  increased  from  year  to  year,  in 
age  pensions  to  seamen  commencing  at 
the  age  of  55  and  going  on  to  the  age 
of  70.  That  was  the  rough  outline  of 
the  scheme.  But  after  five  or  six  years 
experience  it  was  found  to  be  so  un- 
satisfactory that  a  second  process  was 
gone  through.  A  large  number  of  the 
people  who  were  in  the  Hospital  origin- 
ally, had  gone  out,  except  some  two  or 
three  pensioners  who  had  not  taken 
advantage  of  the  arrangement,  because 
they  could  not  find  their  families.  It 
was  not  right  to  say  that  the  Act  was 
forced  through  Parliament,  for  it  was 
unanimously  supported  by  both  sides. 
It  was  decided  to  close  Greenwich  as  a 
Hospital  altogether,  and  some  of  the 
pensioners  who  were  subject  to  disease 
were  transported  to  the  Naval  Hospitals 
at  Portsmouth  and  Devonport,  and  the 
rest  left  the  Hospital  under  arrange- 
ments of  a  liberal  character.  The  ques- 
tion then  arose,  what  could  be  done  with 
the  buildings?  In  the  arrangements 
with  respect  to  the  Hospital  the  public 
was  put  to  a  very  larffe  expense  indeed. 
All  the  men  in  the  Hospital  received 
pensions  from  the  funds  of  the  country, 
and  when  they  were  turned  out  of  the 
Hospital  they  received  large  pensions 
from  the  Hospital  funds.  As  thcrjr  died 
off  all  the  funds  of  the  Hospital  were 
entirely  applied  to  the  ordinarv  pensions 
of  seamen.  The  public  hail  been 
charged,  in  consequence  of  the  arrange- 
ment which  had  been  made  with  regard 
to  the  Hospital,  to  the  extent  of  m>m 
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£15,000  to  £20,000  a-year.  In 
to  that  a  sum  was  granted  to  merehaat 
seamen.  Those  arrangements  entailed 
a  very  large  chaig^  upon  the  pabHc 
The  pensions  of  a  large  body  of  aeamea 
who  would  have  been  in  Greenwich 
Hospital  were  charged  upon  the  public, 
and  it  was  only  fair  that  the  arrange- 
ments should  be  in  every  reepeot  carried 
out.  On  the  one  hand  an  adjnstme&t 
was  made  of  the  payments  by  the  pabHc, 
and  as  a  smaller  sum  was  paid  by  the 
Charity  it  was  arranged  that  the  Hos- 
pital should  be  available  for  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Government.  It  was  pro- 
vided by  the  Act  that  the  Hospital 
buildings  should  be  available  for  naval 
purposes  without  charge ;  but  that  if 
used  for  any  other  Government  purpoee 
the  Government  should  pay  rent  for 
it.  These  were  the  terms  that  were 
made.  The  bargain  was  that  the  build- 
ing^ should  be  absolutely  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Government.  There  was  no 
reason  for  saying  that  the  arrangement 
which  was  made  was  unfair  to  Green- 
wich Hospital.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
stated  that  if  some  fair  arrangement 
were  made  it  would  enable  pensions  and 
pay  to  be  increased.  That  was  not  so, 
for  the  charge  was  entirely  upon  the 
funds  of  the  nation.  All  he  would  aay 
was  this — that  the  bargain  was  intended 
to  be  a  fair  one  between  the  public  and 
the  Hospital,  and  he  thought  he  had 
correctly  stated  its  nature. 

Captain  PEICE  said,  that  perhaps 
hon.  Members  who  were  present  were 
rather  puzzled  to  discover  why  suck 
a  noise  should  be  made  about  £100, 
the  rent  paid  by  Government  for  the 
Greenwich  Hospital  buildings.  His 
hon.  Friends  were  not  able  to  take  the 
advice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ghdway, 
and  raise  this  question  some  years 
ago,  because  it  was  only  within  the  last 
few  years  that  oiroumstanoes  had  made 
it  necessary  to  re-open  the  question  of 
the  administration  of  the  affairs  of 
Greenwich  Hospital.  The  facts  were 
that  a  large  number  of  seamen  had  been 
deprived  of  the  pension  from  GFreenwich 
Hospital  which  they  had  been  in  the 
habit  of  looking  forward  to.  Two  years 
ago  an  Order  in  Council  was  passed 
limiting  the  amount  of  pension  a  man 
might  reo^ve  to  the  sum  of  3#.  6d.  a-day 
from  all  sources,  so  that  all  seamen  in 
receipt  of  a  naval  pension  of  9t.  M 
a-day  were  henceforth  not  eatttied  to 
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the  original  qaestion.    That  was  simplj 
the  sumoienoyof  the  rent  which  appeared 
in  the  Estimates.   The  explanation  given 
from    the  Treasoxy  Bench  as  to    the 
arrangements   made    with    Gbeenwioh 
Hospital,  and  the  statements  made  as  to 
the   amount  paid  for  rates  and  main- 
tenance, seemed  to  him  to  show  that  this 
was  a  Tery  fair  sum ;  for  besides  the 
£100  in  the  Estimates  there  was  paid  in 
rates  and  in  upholding  the  buildings 
£4,500;  the  rates  amounted  to  £2,000, 
and  the  expenditure  in  maintenance  of 
the  buildings  to  £2,500;  so  that  vir- 
taally  the  rent  was  £4,600  a-year.  That 
was  a  fairly    adequate  rental.     They 
could  not  expect  to  get  such  a  rent  as 
would  be   a  sufficient   return    on  the 
capitalized    ralue  of   these   buildings. 
£20,000  a^year  would  not  be  sufficient 
for  that.    The  question  really  was,  what 
might  it  be  supposed  these  buildings 
would  produce  in  the  market  if  put  into 
it  for  any  such  purpose  as  the  nation 
could  offer  them  for  r  He  could  not  con- 
ceive that  if  let  for  any  purpose  for  which 
the  country  could  allow  the  buildings  to 
be  used  they  would  vield  more  than 
£4,600.  He  therefore  tnought  the  objec- 
tion was  untenable. 

Mb.  00R8T  said,  that  the  answers 
of  the  Members  of  the  GK>yemment 
were  not  so  satisfactory  to  him  as  they 
appeared  to  be  to  the  hon.  Member  who 
had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Diok-Peddie). 
Persons  who  had  experience  in  Parlia- 
ment could  tell  b?  the  mode  in  which  a 
Minister  answered  a  question  whether  he 
himself  was  satisfied  with  the  answer  he 
was  ffiving.  He  was  sure  tl^t  many  hon. 
Meoibers  would  have  seen  that  the  Oivil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
knew  he  had  a  bad  case,  and  was  t^- 
ing  to  make  the  most  of  it.  He  (hir, 
Gorst)  understood  from  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Dick- 
Peddie)  that  he  oonsidared  these  magni- 
ficent buildings  were  only  worth  £100 
a-year.  Was  it  reasonable  to  suppose, 
for  one  moment,  that  they  were  not 
worth  more  than  that?  Because,  if 
they  were  not,  it  would  be  the  duty  of 
the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  enable  the  site  to  be  sold,  so  that 
some  use  might  be  made  of  it,  and  that 
it  might  bring  in  more  to  the  funds  of 
the  Hospital.  He  was  unable  to  under- 
stand whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bedford  (Mr.  Magniao)  was  pleased  with 
the  present  arrangement  or  not    If  it 
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was  the  hon.  Member's  desire  to  adyance 
the  interest  of  the  seamen,  he  (Mr.  Gbrst) 
did  not  see  how  he  could  think  the  pre- 
sent use  of  the  buildings  satisfactory. 
The  hon'.  Member  seemed  to  be  sur- 
prised that  they,  in  1880,  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  the  understandings  en- 
tered into  by  the  House  of  Conunons 
which  sat  in  1869.  Of  course,  he  (Mr. 
Gorst)  was  aware,  in  the  Act  there  was 
a  clause  requiring  that  the  buildings 
should  be  ayailable  for  the  purpose  of 
a  nayal  hospital  when  required.  But 
tiie  right  hon.  Gentleman  me  Secretary 
of  State  f of  War  (Mr.  Ghilders)  really 
could  not  seriously  suppose  that  there 
was  the  slightest  chance  of  the  Goyem* 
ment  being  oyer  required  to  turn  those 
buildings  into  a  hospital  again. 

Mb.  OHILDEBS  said,  that  in  the 
eyent  of  a  great  nayal  war,  the  first 
thing  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would  do 
would  be  to  move  in  that  matter  and 
take  possession  of  Greenwich  Hospital. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  would  then  ask 
the  Committee,  whether  the  risk  of  a 
nayal  war,  or  of  one  or  two  nayal  ac- 
tions, was  really  a  practical  considera- 
tion which  should  diminish  the  yalue 
annually  of  this  building?  For  his  part, 
he  could  not  see  how  it  could  affect  the 
yalue  of  the  occupation  of  the  building. 
He  thought  Ihat  the  dause  in  the  Ajct 
did  not  interfere  with  the  real  yalue  of 
the  property.  Therefore,  he  felt  sure 
that  the  iMembers  of  the  Goyemment 
considered  that  in  that  short  discussion 
it  had  clearly  been  made  out  that  the 
£100  was  not  an  adequate  rent,  and  that 
a  much  smater  sum  ought  to  be  inserted 
in  the  Estimates  of  next  year.  He 
hoped  that  the  Ciyil  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  would  look 
into  the  matter,  and  that  he  would  be 
able  to  induce  the  Treasury  to  consent 
to  an  adeauate  sum  being  put  down 
next  year  ibr  (Greenwich  Hospital  rent. 
If  the  Treasunr  did  not  consent  to  do 
that,  he  (Mr.  Gorst)  should  next  year 
bring  forward  the  matter  in  such  a  form 
that  ne  should  be  able  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House  upon  it. 

Mb.  E.  J.  BSIED  said,  that  the  pre- 
sent, he  thought,  was  an  opportune  time 
for  making  the  few  remarks  he  had  to 
make  upon  a  slightly  different  subject. 
Therefore,  he  besged  leaye  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Soard  of  Admiralty  to 
that  subject  for  a  moment.  In  the  last 
debate  on  the  Nayy  Estimates  in  the  late 
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the  boys  who  are  now  entering  the  Ser- 
vice know  that  in  future  years  they  must 
not  expect  to  get  so  large  a  sum  from 
Oreenwich  as  their  predecessors,  and 
tell  them  the  reason  ;  but  do  not  deprive 
the  men  who  have  been  expecting  this 
as  a  right  of  the  sum  to  which  they  are 
justly  entitled."  His  right  hon.  Friend 
below  him,  in  answering  him  on  this 
subject  a  short  time  ago— and  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  present  Government,  he  had 
no  doubt,  would  make  the  same  excuse-^ 
had  said  that  these  pensions  were  g^ven 
at  the  discretion  of  the  Admiralty.  He 
did  not  like  that  phrase,  "  the  discretion 
of  the  Admiralty"  at  all.  Of  course, 
they  were  given  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Admiralty.  No  man  could  bring  an 
action  against  the  Government  for  de- 
privation of  pension  or  anything  of  that 
sort;  but,  nevertheless,  the  men  had 
just  as  much  right  to  look  forward  to 
the  receipt  of  the  Greenwich  pension  as 
to  the  receipt  of  the  naval  pension.  It 
was  impossible  to  make  a  legal  question 
of  this  at  all.  Probably  some  Members 
of  the  House  had  heard  the  old  Arab 
story  of  the  rich  man,  the  pauper,  and 
the  Oadi.  A  pauper  used  to  sit  at  the 
gate  of  the  city,  and  every  day  a  rich 
man,  in  passing  him,  dropped  a  coin 
into  his  hand.  He  did  that  for  many 
years,  until  at  last  it  became  a  regular 
pension  for  the  beggar ;  but  one  fine  day 
the  rich  man  refused  to  give  him  the 
penny  any  more,  and  then  the  beggar 
went  to  the  Oadi  and  an  action  was 
brought,  and  the  Cadi  said  that  as  this 
sum  had  been  given  regularly  to  the 
beggar  the  rich  man  must  continue  to 
give  it.  He  did  not  hold  that  there 
was  an  actual  analogy  between  the  two 
cases,  because  Ghreenwich  Hospital  was 
no  longer  to  be  looked  on  as  a  charity, 
and  also  because,  as  he  had  said,  this 
could  not  be  made  a  legal  question ;  but 
still  he  did  think  that  the  Government 
should  look  at  it  in  a  spirit  of  equity. 
Greenwich  Hospital  was  one  of  the 
grandest  monuments  of  our  naval  great- 
ness, and  anything  which  might  bo  done 
to  tamper  with  the  question  and  deprive 
the  seamen  of  what  they  had  justly 
earned,  and  always  looked  forward  to, 
was  not  only  to  them  a  very  great 
grievance,  but  would,  he  believed,  be 
fbund  a  very  great  mistake. 

Mb.  T.  BKASSET  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Chatham  fMr. 
Gorst)  and  his  hon.  and  gaUant  Fnend 
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the  Member  for   Devonport    (Captain 
Price)  had  pleaded  the  cause  of  the  sem- 
men   with   great  earnestness;   but  be 
(Mr.  Brassey)  yielded  to  no  Member  of 
that  Committee  in  sympathy  with   the 
seamen,  and  he  was  quite  sure  that  fee- 
ing was  abundantly  shared  by   eretj 
Naval  Administration  which  had  had  to 
consider  the  question  of  pensions  and 
the  administration    of   the  Greenwidi 
Funds.    He  might  remind  the  hon.  and 
gaUant  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
that  these  subjects  were  under  the  ooa- 
sideration  of  ms  right  hon.  Friends  op- 
posite for  more  years  than  the  preoeoi 
Government  haa  passed  weeks  in  Office ; 
and  the   presumption  therefore  would 
be  that  the  regulations  enforced  dnring 
that  time  were  regulations  which  they 
deemed  fair  and  considerate  towards  the 
seamen.    His  hon.  and  learned  Frioid 
the  Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst] 
challenge  the  arrangement  which  haa 
been  made  with  reference  to  the  som  to 
be  paid  for  the  Naval  College ;  but  be 
(Mr.  Brassey)  might  explam  that  the 
amount  for  the  maintenance  of  those 
buildingswhen  unoccupied  was  estimated 
at  £2,500  per  year,  while  when  they 
were  occupied  under  the  old  arrange- 
ments ae  an  asylum  for  aged  seamen  the 
cost  for  maintenance  was  £6,000.    He 
would  further  remind   the  Committee 
that,  in  former  days,  when  the  seamen 
were  kept  at  Ghreenwich,  the  rates  which 
were  at  that  time  paid  for  Government 
property  were  fixed  upon  a  very  low 
scale.    If  the  seamen  nad  remained  in 
occupation  of  Greenwich  Hospital  as  an 
asylum,  the  buildings  woula  not  have 
escaped  the  present  rule  as  to  contribu- 
tion to  the  rates  by  way  of  bounty,  and 
the  Hospital,  as  distinct  from  the  sdiools, 
would  have  paid  £2,000  a-year  towards 
the  local  rate   of   Greenwich.    There- 
fore, the  gain  to  the  funds  by  the  nre- 
sent  arrangement  was  not   less   tnsn 
about   £9,000   a-vear.    His  hon.    and 
learned   Friend    had    said  that    these 
buildings  were  worth  at  least  £4,000 
a-year.    He  would  remind  him  that  if 
those  buildings  were  occupied  as  a  pri- 
vate institution,  or  as  a  private  estab- 
lishment, there  would  be  a  charge  for 
maintenance  of  at  least  £2,500,  a  oon- 
tribution  to  the  local  rates  of  £2,000, 
and  besides  that  an  expenditure,  as  he 
understood,  of  about  £600  a-year  fbr 
Ras.     He  would  venture  to  say,  there- 
fore, that  it  would  have  been  impossible 
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oerelj  trusted  tiiat  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Ohatham  (Mr.  Goret)  would 
bring  that  matter  up  in  a  forcible  man- 
ner next  year,  and  in  such  time  as  to 
haye  ample  opportunitj  for  discussing 
it,  so  that  it  should  not  be  hurried  over 
as  it  was  that  night,  in  order  that  the 
rights  of  seamen  and  marines  might  be 
lees  curtailed  than  they  were  at  present 
with  reference  to  that  subject. 

Gaptain  PBIOE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask,  whether  it  was  intended  to  bring 
on  the  Vote  for  Qreenwich  Hospitfu 
that  night,  because  he  intended  to  more 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  it  was 
his  intention  to  bring  on  that  Vote.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  think  it 
necessary  to  prolong  that  discussion. 
The  matter  had  been  fully  discussed, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Ohatham  (Mr.  Gbrst)  had  had  Ml  op- 
portunity for  placing  his  views  upon  the 
subject  before  them.  He  begged  to  ob- 
serve that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  not  move  to  increase  the  Vote; 
the  only  proper  way  would  be  for  him 
to  raise  tne  question  by  Motion,  and  he 
had  understood  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  intended  to  do  so  next  Session. 
He  hoped  he  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
answers  that  had  been  given.  He  would 
only  add,  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  that  when  the  ar- 
rangements were  made  in  1867  there 
was  an  understanding,  as  explained  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  l^ontefract 
(Mr.  ^lilders),  that  if  the  buildings  were 
required  for  naval  purposes,  there  should 
be  no  rent  chargeable  to  Naval  Votes. 
Again,  when  the  buildings  were  taken 
over  for  the  purposes  of  a  Naval  Col- 
lege in  1872,  the  Qreenwich  Hospital 
Fund  was  relieved  of  the  charges  for 
repairing,  which  amounted  to  some 
£2,000  a-year;  it  was  also  relieved  of 
rates  of  about  £2,000  a-year,  and  charges 
for  police  of  about  £760.  Therefore, 
practically,  Oreenwich  Hospital  was  a 
gainer  bv  the  transaction  to  the  extent 
of  near  £5,000  a-year.  He  would  not 
go  more  into  detail,  as  the  whole  ques- 
tion would,  no  doubt,  be  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohatham 
next  Session. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  question  mi|^ht  be  well  considered ; 
but  it  had  been  pomted  out  that  that  con- 
sideration could  not  take  place  this  year. 


If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought  they 
could  get  a  larger  rental  for  the  use  of 
Greenwich  Hospital,  as  a  contribution 
to  the  funds  of  tnat  Hospital,  he  should 
not  object ;  but  he  could  not  help  feding 
that  a  large  charge  was  imposed  upon 
the  public  funds  under  the  present  sys- 
tem. He  was  not  satisfied  that  Green- 
wich Hospital  would  have  been  chosen 
as  the  site  for  a  Naval  College,  had  it 
not  been  for  certain  concurrent  droum- 
stances  which  induced  the  Government 
of  the  di^  to  appropriate  the  building 
for  that  institution.  For  his  own  part, 
he  was  rather  inclined  to  the  belief  that 
another  site  would  have  been  better* 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  had  referred  to 
him  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with  reference 
to  the  engagements  entered  into  last 
year  with  regard  to  Beports  of  the  dif- 
ferent departinents  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  before  he  left 
Office  those  engagements  had  been  car- 
ried out  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  do  so. 
He  fully  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  public  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  operations  of  those  seve- 
ral departments  of  the  Service,  and 
more  especiallv  in  the  case  of  such  a  de- 
partment as  the  Hydrographic  depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
subject  would  not  be  discussed  with  any 
misunderstanding.  Was  he  to  under- 
stand that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had, 
at  present,  no  intention  whatever  of  al- 
tering the  existing  ^stems,  and  that  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
were  not  the  views  of  his  Colleagues. 
He  thanked  the  Civil  Lord  for  his  satis- 
factory speech,  and  still  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  be 
able  to  fall  into  the  same  groove.  As 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Puleeton)  was  concerned, 
he  considered  that  both  seamen  and 
marines  had  been  hardly  and  unjustly 
dealt  with  in  more  ways  than  one,  and 
other  matters  relating  to  various  classes 
in  the  Dockyards  should  receive  atten- 
tion. Therefore,  he  did  hope  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  at  least  give  an  opportu- 
nity for  discussine  the  question  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  represented  consti- 
tuencies such  as  he  did.  More  time 
should  be  given  too  for  discussing  the 
questions  aJTecting  the  ^gineers  of  the 
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Gorst)  was  in  going  into  this  maiter  in 
Committee.  If  be  (Baron  Henry  De 
Worms)  understood  him  aright,  Green- 
wich Hospital  was  exdnsiyely  estab- 
lished for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  a 
certain  number  of  sailors,  whose  ser- 
Tices  to  their  country  entitled  them  to 
similar  privileges  to  those  enjoyed  by 
the  pensioners  in  Chelsea  Hospital. 
Admitting  that  to  be  a  fact,  they  could 
not  have  a  stronger  argument  in  favour 
of  all  that  had  been  said  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  If  this  institution 
had  been  established,  as  it  undoubt- 
edly was,  for  the  purpose  of  afifordinff 
an  asylum  for  those  who  had  served 
their  country  well,  surely  they  were  the 
only  persons  entitled  to  any  benefits 
derived  from  it,  and  adequate  provision 
ought  to  be  made  to  keep  the  scale  of 
pensions  they  would  deserve  at  the  full 
amount  to  which  they  were  entitled. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Civil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  said  that 
extra  pensions  had  been  granted  out  of 
the  fund  to  pensioners  of  the  Naval  Be- 
serve  and  others ;  but  if  the  fund  was 
inadequate  to  meet  the  just  claims  of 
those  to  whom  by  right  pensions  were 
due,  all  such  claims  should  unauestion- 
ably  have  been  satisfied  in  full  before 
the  others  were  considered  at  all.  It 
was  simply  an  attempt  to  make  a  saving 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer at  the  cost  of  these  deserving 
men.  He  brought  this  question  some 
time  ago  shortly  before  the  House,  and 
the  answer  the  Government  gave  was 
that  the  funds  were  not  sufficient  to 
provide  pensions  for  the  whole  of  the 
pensioners;  but  he  took  it  that  was 
simply  a  matter  of  right.  Either  these 
men  who  would  have  lived  in  the  Hospital 
had  a  right  to  live  there,  or  they  were 
clearly  entitled  to  compensation  if  they 
did  not  live  there.  That  was  the  ques- 
tion, divested  of  all  technicality.  When 
his  hon.  Friend  said  there  were  not 
sufficient  funds,  the  answer  was  received 
with  a  considerable  amount  of  dissatis- 
faction on  the  part  of  those  who  were 
entitled  to  receive  the  pensions.  On 
this  question  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Devonport  (Captain  Price)  was 
strictly  to  the  point.  To  withhold  these 
pensions  was  simply  to  save  money  for 
the  Imperial  Exchequer. 

Mr.    T.    BBASSEY    reminded    the 
hon.  Member  that  the  number  of  pen- 
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sioners  had  been  increased  from  5,000 
to  7,500. 

Babon  HENBY  de  W0BM8  said, 
he  could  not  help  saying  that  these 
buildings  were  undoubtedly  let  at  a  veij 
small  and  inadequate  rental,  and  much 
smaller  than  would  be  easily  obtainable. 
The  fact,  therefore,  that  a  large  numb^ 
of  pensions  had  been  nven  fell  to  the 
ground ;  because  if  this  increased  rent 
was  obtained  there  would  be  enough  for 
increased  pensions  to  the  men  who  were 
entitled  to  them.  This  was  really  a 
most  important  question ;  because  these 
men  had  passed  their  lives  in  the  aervioe 
of  their  country.  A  contract  was  made 
with  them  by  which  they  were  morally 
and  legally  entitled  to  live  in  Greenwich 
Hospital;  or,  failing  that,  they  w^e 
entitled  to  a  pension  m  compensation  for 
not  living  there.  He  trusted  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Gbvemment  would  see  fit  to  intro- 
duce some  measure  by  which  this  injus- 
tice and  hardship  to  men  who  had  done 
so  well  in  the  service  of  their  oountry 
should  be  once  and  for  ever  put  an  end 
to. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  said,  so  far  aa  he  had 
heard  anything  of  the  debate,  he  wished 
to  say  a  word  on  behalf  of  the  seamen  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine.  They  were 
deprived  of  what  was  known  aa  the 
''Greenwich  Sixpence,"  which  amounted 
to  something  like  £63,000  per  annum. 
There  was  something  like  40,000  ol 
these  seamen  who  considered  they  were 
entitled  to  receive  a  larger  amount  of 
pension  than  they  were  now  receiving 
What  he  asked  was,  that  Government 
would  consider  the  desirabiKty  of  afford- 
ing to  all  seamen  the  pension  which  was 
now  awarded.     [**  Otder,  order ! "] 

Ths  chairman  :  I  must  direct  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Vote  imder  discussion  is  the 
Scientific  Vote,  and  the  matter  to  which 
he  is  referring  comes  under  a  different 
Vote  altogether — namely,  that  for  Green* 
wich  Hospital. 

Mb.    GOUELEY    said,    he    begged 

Sardon;  so  far  as  he  had  heard  the 
abate  hon.  Members  had  been  dis- 
cussing the  question  of  pensions. 

Tux  CHAIEMAN  said,  what  had 
been  discussed  was  the  question  of  the 
rent  for  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  the 
diminution  caused  to  pensionefe  \xj  the 
low  rent  paid. 

Mb.  DICK-PEDDIE  thought  the 
Committee  had  wandered  very  ouioh  firom 
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cerelj  trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  (Mr.  Ooret)  would 
bring  that  matter  up  in  a  forcible  man- 
ner next  year,  and  in  such  time  as  to 
hare  ample  opportunity  for  discussing 
it,  so  that  it  should  not  be  hurried  oyer 
as  it  was  that  night,  in  order  that  the 
rights  of  seamen  and  marines  might  be 
lees  curtailed  than  they  were  at  present 
with  reference  to  that  subject. 

Gaptain  PBIOE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask,  whether  it  was  intended  to  bring 
on  the  Vote  for  Qreenwich  Hospitfu 
that  night,  because  he  intended  to  moTC 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  it  was 
his  intention  to  bring  on  that  Vote.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  think  it 
necessary  to  prolong  that  discussion. 
The  matter  had  been  fully  discussed, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gtorst)  had  had  Ml  op- 
portunity for  placing  his  views  upon  the 
subject  before  them.  He  begged  to  ob- 
serve that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  not  move  to  increase  the  Vote; 
the  only  proper  way  would  be  for  him 
to  raise  tne  question  by  Motion,  and  he 
had  understood  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  intended  to  do  so  next  Session. 
He  hoped  he  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
answers  that  had  been  given.  He  would 
only  add,  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  that  when  the  ar- 
rangements were  made  in  1867  there 
was  an  understanding,  as  ez^ained  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  lV)ntefract 
(Mr.  ^lilders),  that  if  the  buildings  were 
required  for  naval  purposes,  there  should 
be  no  rent  chargeable  to  Naval  Votes. 
Again,  when  the  buildings  were  taken 
over  for  the  purposes  of  a  Naval  Col- 
lege in  1872,  the  Qreenwich  Hospital 
Fund  was  relieved  of  the  charges  for 
repairing,  which  amounted  to  some 
£2,000  a-year;  it  was  also  relieved  of 
rates  of  about  £2,000  a-year,  and  charges 
for  police  of  about  £760.  Therefore, 
practically,  (Greenwich  Hospital  was  a 
gainer  bv  the  transaction  to  the  extent 
of  near  £5,000  a-year.  He  would  not 
go  more  into  detail,  as  the  whole  ques- 
tion would,  no  doubt,  be  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Chatham 
next  Session.     

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  question  mi^^ht  be  well  considered ; 
but  it  had  been  pomted  out  that  that  con- 
sideration could  not  take  place  this  year. 


If  hon.  Oentlemeu  opposite  thought  they 
could  get  a  larger  rental  for  the  use  of 
Qreenwich  Hospital,  as  a  contribution 
to  the  funds  of  that  Hospital,  he  should 
not  object ;  but  he  could  not  help  feeling 
that  a  large  charge  was  imposed  upon 
the  public  funds  under  the  present  sys- 
tem. He  was  not  satisfied  that  Green- 
wich Hospital  would  have  been  chosen 
as  the  site  for  a  Naval  College,  had  it 
not  been  for  certain  concurrent  droum- 
stances  which  induced  the  Government 
of  the  day  to  appropriate  the  building 
for  that  institution.  For  his  own  part, 
he  was  rather  inclined  to  the  belief  that 
another  site  would  have  been  better. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Mr.  E.  J.  Reed)  had  referred  to 
him  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with  reference 
to  the  engagements  entered  into  last 
year  with  regard  to  Beports  of  the  dif- 
ferent departinents  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  before  he  1^ 
Office  those  engagements  had  been  car- 
ried out  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  do  so. 
He  fully  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  public  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  operations  of  those  seve- 
ral departments  of  the  Service,  and 
more  especiallv  in  the  case  of  such  a  de« 
partment  as  the  Hydrographic  depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  PULESTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
subject  would  not  be  discussed  with  any 
misunderstanding.  Was  he  to  under- 
stand that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had, 
at  present,  no  intention  whatever  of  al- 
tenngthe  existing  ^stems,  and  that  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
were  not  the  views  of  his  Colleagues. 
He  thanked  the  Civil  Lord  for  his  satis- 
factory speech,  and  still  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  be 
able  to  fall  into  the  same  groove.  As 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Puleeton)  was  concerned, 
he  considered  that  both  seamen  and 
marines  had  been  hardly  and  unjustly 
dealt  with  in  more  ways  than  one,  and 
other  matters  relating  to  various  classes 
in  the  Dockyards  should  receive  atten- 
tion. Therefore,  he  did  hope  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  at  least  give  an  opportu- 
nity for  discussine  the  question  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  represented  consti- 
tuencies such  as  he  did.  More  time 
should  be  given  too  for  discussing  the 
questions  sSfecting  the  ^gineers  of  the 
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Parliament,  he  drew  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith),  then  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, to  the  disadvantages  they  were 
tinder  in  not  bein^  furnished  periodi- 
-oally  with  the  results  of  the  operations 
of  the  several  departments  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. He  would  take,  for  example, 
the  Hydroffraphio  department.  As  far 
as  that  House  was  concerned  it  was 
in  utter  ignorance  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  that  department.  He  was  j?lad 
to  receive  an  assurance  last  year  m>m 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman,  who  was  good 
enou^  to  say,  in  reply  to  his  appeal, 
that  he  would  take  into  consideration 
the  propriety  of  giving  annual  Beporte 
of  those  several  departments.  He  would 
now  take  the  opportunity  of  asking  whe- 
ther the  present  Government  intended 
to  carry  out  the  promise  made  by  their 
Predecessors,  and  furnish  the  House 
with  the  operations  of  those  depart- 
ments. He  felt  sure,  if  they  would  do 
so,  more  confidence  would  be  placed  in 
those  who  had  the  administration  of 
those  departments;  because,  since  re- 
marks had  been  made  on  that  subject 
in  the  House,  thera  had  been  a  discus- 
sion in  the  public  Press,  attacking  the 
proceedings  of  the  steam  and  hydro- 
ffraphic  departments;  and  it  was  pro- 
Dabie  that  those  departments  would  be 
brought  into  disrepute,  simply  because 
that  House  was  kept  in  totfd  ignorance 
of  their  operations.  An  officer  lately  in 
the  employ  of  the  Government  read  a 
Paper  not  long  ago,  and  in  that  Paper 
he  pointed  out  certain  deficiencies  in  our 
Service.  He  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  would 
like  to  ask  the  Gtivemment,  instead  of 
giving  the  results  of  the  operations  of 
the  £^drographic  department  to  officers, 
representatives  of  societies,  and  repre- 
sentatives of  periodicals,  to  enable  them 
to  earn  money  by  writing  articles  out  of 
information  required  by  that  House, 
whether  they  would  not  give  to  the 
House  an  annual  Beport  of  the  Hydro- 
graphic  and  other  minor  departments? 
He  asked  the  question,  because  he  be- 
lieved that  would  bring  such  a  depart- 
ment as  the  Hydrographio  department 
into  better  relations  with  that  House 
and  the  country,  by  exhibiting  the  valu- 
able work  which  they  did.  He  did  not 
wish  for  a  debate  to  be  raised  upon  the 
point ;  but  he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Saoretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  take  it  into  consideration,  as  he 
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was  sure  that  such  annual  Beporto  wodd 
be  of  material  advantage  to  that  Honae. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  he  did 
not  recollect  what  passed  last  year. 
Perhaps,  however,  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
would  remember.  For  his  own  part,  he 
would  endeavour  to  cany  out  the  wiahei 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  £.  J.  Beed)  as 
far  as  possible,  inasmuch  as  they  were 
most  reasonable.  Instmctions  had  been 
nven  for  those  Beports  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table  in  future,  and  he  should  be  haDpy 
to  give  every  facility,  so  that  the  fdUeet 
information  should  be  afforded. 

Sm  H.  DBUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  was  sony  the  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  had  referred  to 
the  Beports  of  departments,  as  he  did 
not  think  himself  that  the  question  of 
Greenwich  Hospital  was  exhausted.  !Q« 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Seoretaij  of 
State  for  War  (Mr.  OMldera)  really 
could  never  wish  them,  in  any  way,  to 
rely  on  the  bargain  of  which  he  spoke. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  them 
to  take  that  speech  as  a  standard  to 
apply  to  the  compromise  that  had  bees 
effected.  But  the  speech  to  which  be 
(Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  referred 
seemed  to  have  been  delivered  several 
vearo  ago,  and  which  nobody,  so  far  as 
he  was  aware,  recollected,  and  whi<^ 
did  not  appear  to  have  been  reported. 
He  would  call  their  attention  to  the  fact 
that  since  that  time  the  ri^ht  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  had  not  only  been  in  OppositioD, 
but  had  also  been  in  other  departmeoti 
of  the  Service ;  and  it  appeareil  to  hiio 
rather  unreasonable  to  refer  to  that  to 
explain  the  reasons  why  seamen  sod 
marines  were  deprived  of  a  fair  revenue 
for  that  valuable  property.  The  qja^ 
tion  was,  in  fact,  greater  than  many  noo- 
Members  supposed.  They  had,  in  ^^* 
the  Lords  of  the  Admiraltv  cutting J^ 
two  capacities — as  trustees  for  the  ag^ 
seamen  and  marines  on  the  one  hand, 
and  as  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  on  the 
other.  They  took  the  money  of  their 
e$9tu%  que  truttmt  and  put  it  into  the 
pockets  of  the  Admiralty.  £  1 00  a-yetf 
was  clearly  an  inadequate  rent:  the 
buildings  were  assessed  at  from  ^^*^^ 
to  £5,000  a-year,  and  they  were  tA^ 
to  say  they  considered  £100  sufficient 
rent.  He  thought  that  was  unworthy  o> 
the  Admiralty,  acting  in  tiieir  oapso^V 
of  Lords  of  tiie  Admiralty,  to  mal^^.  ^ 
profit  out  of  that  property.    He  i^' 
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oerely  trusted  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Ohatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  would 
bring  that  matter  up  in  a  forcible  man- 
ner next  year,  and  in  such  time  as  to 
have  ample  opportunity  for  discussing 
it,  so  that  it  should  not  be  hurried  oyer 
as  it  was  that  night,  in  order  that  the 
rights  of  seamen  and  marines  might  be 
less  curtailed  than  they  were  at  present 
with  reference  to  that  subject. 

Captain  FBIOE  said,  he  wished  to 
ask,  whether  it  was  intended  to  bring 
on  the  Vote  for  Oreenwioh  Hospitfu 
that  night,  because  he  intended  to  more 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFETBE  said,  it  was 
his  intention  to  bring  on  that  Vote.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  not  think  it 
necessary  to  prolong  that  discussion. 
The  matter  had  been  fully  discussed, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Chatham  (Mr.  Gknrst)  had  had  Ml  op« 
portunity  for  pladng  his  views  upon  the 
subject  before  them.  He  begged  to  ob- 
serre  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber could  not  more  to  increase  the  Vote; 
the  only  proper  way  would  be  for  him 
to  raise  the  question  by  Motion,  and  he 
had  understood  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  intended  to  do  so  next  Session. 
He  hoped  he  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
answers  that  had  been  giyen.  He  would 
only  add,  with  reference  to  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Oentleman  opposite  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff),  that  when  the  ar- 
rangements were  made  in  1867  there 
was  an  understanding,  as  explained  by 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract 
(Mr.  ^lilders),  that  if  the  buildings  were 
required  for  nayal  purposes,  there  should 
be  no  rent  chargeable  to  Naval  Votes. 
Again,  when  the  buildings  were  taken 
over  for  the  purposes  of  a  Naval  Col- 
lege in  1872,  the  Ghreenwioh  Hospital 
Fund  was  relieved  of  the  charges  for 
repairing,  which  amounted  to  some 
£2,000  a-year ;  it  was  also  relieved  of 
rates  of  al>out  £2,000  a-year,  and  charges 
for  police  of  about  £750.  Therefore, 
practically,  Oreenwich  Hospital  was  a 
gainer  bv  the  transaction  to  the  extent 
ol  near  £5,000  a-year.  He  would  not 
go  more  into  detail,  as  the  whole  ques- 
tion would,  no  doubt,  be  raised  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Ohatham 
next  Session.     

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought  the 
whole  quesdon  might  be  well  considered ; 
but  it  had  been  pointed  out  that  that  con- 
sideration could  not  take  place  this  year. 


If  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  thought  they 
could  get  a  larger  rental  for  the  use  of 
Ghreenwich  Hospital,  as  a  contribution 
to  the  funds  of  that  Hospital,  he  should 
not  object ;  but  he  could  not  help  feding 
that  a  large  charge  was  imposed  upon 
the  public  funds  under  the  present  sys- 
tem. He  was  not  satisfied  that  Green- 
wich Hospital  would  have  been  chosen 
as  the  site  for  a  Naval  College,  had  it 
not  been  for  certain  concurrent  ciroum- 
stances  which  induced  the  Government 
of  the  di^  to  appropriate  the  building 
for  that  institution.  For  his  own  part, 
he  was  rather  inclined  to  the  beliefthat 
another  site  would  have  been  better. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Cardiff  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  had  referred  to 
him  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  with  reference 
to  the  engagements  entered  into  last 
year  with  regard  to  Beports  of  the  dif- 
ferent departments  of  the  Admiralty. 
He  was  glad  to  say  that  before  he  Idft 
Office  those  engagements  had  been  car- 
ried out  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  do  so. 
He  fully  concurred  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  public  should  be  in- 
formed of  the  operations  of  those  seve- 
ral departments  of  the  Service,  and 
more  especiallv  in  the  case  of  such  a  de- 
partment as  the  Hydrographic  depart- 
ment. 

Mb.  PXTLESTON  said,  he  hoped  the 
subject  would  not  be  discussed  with  any 
misunderstanding.  Was  he  to  under- 
stand that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  had, 
at  present,  no  intention  whatever  of  al- 
termg  the  existing  svstems,  and  that  the 
remarks  which  had  fallen  from  the  Civil 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
were  not  the  views  of  his  Colleagues. 
He  thanked  the  Civil  Lord  for  his  satis- 
factory speech,  and  still  hoped  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  would  be 
able  to  fall  into  the  same  groove.  As 
far  as  he  (Mr.  Puleston)  was  concerned, 
he  considered  that  both  seamen  and 
marines  had  been  hardly  and  unjustly 
dealt  with  in  more  ways  than  one,  and 
other  matters  relating  to  various  classes 
in  the  Dockyards  should  receive  atten- 
tion. Therefore,  he  did  hope  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty would  at  least  give  an  opportu- 
nity for  discussing  the  question  to  those 
hon.  Members  who  represented  consti- 
tuencies such  as  he  did.  More  time 
should  be  riven  too  for  dissusring  the 
questions  ueoting  the  J2ngineers  of  the 
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Bojal  Navy  to  which  he  had  ahreadj 
referred.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  that 
his  hem.  Friend  the  Oiyil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  g^yen  anaranoe  that  ^e 
matter  ahould  receive  oonsideratioii,  but 
that  he  could  not  hold  out  any  expecta- 
tion of  a  higher  rent  being  given.  The 
whole  question  would  be  raised  next 
year,  and,  no  doubt,  there  would  then 
be  amjde  opportunity  for  discussion.  He 
could  not,  of  course,  say  what  would 
ultimately  be  done  in  the  matter. 

Oaptaik  PEICE  said,  that  inasmuch 
as  the  question  of  rent  of  Ghreenwioh 
Hospital  could  not  be  discussed  fully  this 
year,  he  should  defer  his  remarks  on,  the 
subject.  But  he  thought  the  grievances 
of  Greenwich  pensioners  were  such  that 
they  ought  to  be  considered  immediately. 
He  should,  ^eref  ore,  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £1,500  when  it  came  on. 

Mb.  QOEST  said,  he  understood  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Oivil  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey)  to  say  that 
the  question,  whether  or  no  the  rent 
paid  fbr  the  use  of  the  Hospital  was  or 
was  not  adequate,  would  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Board  of  Admiralty. 
Did.  he  rightly  understand  that  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  abide  by  that 
adequacy  which  had  been  the  subject  of 
discussion  there  for  the  last  hour  ? 

Mb.  MAGNIAC  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  had  reminded  him  that  he 
(Mr.  Magniac)  was  a  Member  for 
an  inland  town.  He  was  quite  aware 
of  that,  and,  as  a  Member  for  an  inland 
town,  he  had  to  consider  how  much  rent 
should  be  paid  f<»r  a  Naval  College  as 
well  as  other  hon.  Gentlemen,  and  also 
to  consider  whether  the  country  might 
not,  periiaps,  be  paying — although  the 
rent  might  be  inadequate  in  a  given 
instance — too  large  asum  for  the  purpose. 
There  were,  no  doubt,  other  Colleges 
that  mi^t  be  at  the  disposal  of  the 
oountiyfor  a  similar  or  even  a  less  figure. 
When  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said  that  the  rent  was  only  £100  a-year, 
he  (Mr.  Magniao)  did  not  quite  see 
how  he  made  that  out.  If  the  actual 
rent  paid  was  £100,  the  charges  con- 
nected with  the  place  were  so  heavy 
that  it  brought  the  sum  up  to  £4,000. 
["Oh,  oh  in  Hon.  Mlembers  said 
**  Ok,  oh ! "  but  if  thev  examined  his 
rtateoLent,  they  would  see  that  if 
£2,000  was  required  fbr  repairs,  and 
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£2,000  for  rates,  and  another  £100 
for  rent,  the  total  was  over  the  sum 
he  had  named.  His  conviction  was 
that  the  pubHo  were  paying,  at  least, 
£6,000  practically  for  tnat  buildings — ke 
was  oertoin  that  it  was  not  a  great  deal 
less  than  that — ^when  for  a  thud  of  tiiat 
sum  he  was  sure  they  might  get  a  more 
suitable  phuM  for  the  purposes  of 
a  Naval  College.  He  thought  it  was 
doing  no  good  service  to  make  such 
statements  as  he  had  heard  that  nipht, 
that  seamen  were  defrauded  of  iStett 
rights.  Such  misrepresentations  would,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  was  eonvinoed,  do  an 
infinite  dis-service  to  those  men.  Tkero 
could  be  no  doubt  that  whatever  had 
been  done  by  that  House  had  been  dons 
to  their  benefit  and  advantage.  An  hes. 
Member  opposite  had  complained  of  tke 
withholding  of  pensions  for  want  of 
funds ;  but  he  must  know  that  pensHU 
to  7,600  men  were  now  given,  2,000  o( 
which  had  recently  been  added,  piind- 
pally,  he  believed,  because  Greenwi^ 
Hospital  was  dosed.  It  could  not  h% 
denied  that  there  had  been  a  veiy  oon- 
siderable  increase  during  the  last  18 
years.  Hon.  Gentlemen  should  re- 
member that,  in  doing  service  to  their 
constituents,  they  ought  not  to  do  injus- 
tice to  other  taxpayers  of  the  countiy. 
He  was  fully  convinced  that  the  rent 
paid  for  the  building,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  taxes  and  incid^ital 
charges,  was  excessive ;  and,  settins 
aside  other  considerations,  he  believed 
that  a  more  suitable  place  could  be 
obtained  for  a  less  expenditure. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  should  like  to  explain  to  the  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Magniac)  that 
the  question  was  not  one  of  charges  on 
the  property,  but  of  rent.  Inasmudh  as 
the  Government  occupied  a  large  build- 
ing which  belonged  to  seamen  and 
marines,  they  surely  ought  to  give  a 
fair  value  for  it.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  stated  that  there  had  been 
an  understanding  between  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  and  that  House  with  reference  to 
that  question ;  but  they  were  unable  to 
tax  their  memory  with  it,  and  it  must 
be  obvious  that  they  could  not  aboept  a 
speech  made  many  years  ago  as  if  it 
were  a  legal  document.  There  had  been, 
in  fact,  no  understanding  between  the 
Admiralty  and  the  House,  but  only  be- 
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tween  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  as 
tmatees  and    as  administraton^    Not- 
withstanding  the   remarks  whkh  had 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  lor  Bedford 
(Mr.  Magniac),  he  must  say  that  there 
nad  been  great  hardship  in  deriving 
the  men  entitled  of  what  was  their  due. 
He  did  trust  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  would 
give  them  an  assurance  that  the  most 
serious  consideration  would  be  given  to 
the  question.    He,  unfortunat^y,  was 
not  aole  to  be  present  when  the  Giyil 
Ixird  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
had  made  his  speech.    It  appeared  that 
he  had  said  the  whole  question  would  be 
considered,  whereas  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  had  stated  that  the  question  of 
rent  only  would  be  taken  into  conndera- 
tion.     He  should  like  to  have  a  dear  un- 
derstanding upon  that  to  place  before 
his  constituents,  who  had  been  run  down 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford,  so  that 
they  might  understand  what  they  had  to 
look  to  xrom  the  Board  of  Admiralty — 
that  was,  whether  the  whole  question 
would  be  considered  by  them  or  not. 

QiPTAnr  PBIGE  said,  he  should  like 
to  make  a  few  remarks  in  reply  to  those 
which  fell  from  the  hon.  Member  lor 
Bedford. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Do  they  relate  to 
the  Scientific  Branch  of  the  Navy  ? 

Captaik  PEIOE  said,  they  would  in- 
cidentally relate  to  that  branch.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  the  number 
of  pensioners  baring  been  lately  in- 
creased, the  pensioners  had  little  to  com- 
plain of,  and  that  that  number  now  stood 
at  7,600.  He  (Oaptain  Price)  did  not 
see  how  that  affected  the  matter.  AH 
the  men  that  reoeiyed  pensions  were,  of 
course,  entitled  to  them ;  and  he  believed 
that  not  one  of  the  seamen  who  had  ful- 
filled the  conditions  which  entitled  them 
to  reoeiye  the  benefits  of  Greenwich 
Hospital  had,  until  now,  been  debarred 
from  receiving  his  pension  when  he 
reached  the  age  of  55.  The  number  of 
men  having  increased,  the  number  of 
pensions  was,  of  course,  proportionately 
raised  to  7,500  from  6,000,  the  number 
at  which  it  stood  previously.  He  wished 
it  to  be  distinctfv  understood  that  the 
pensions  had  hitherto  been  invariably 

S'ven  to  men  who  were  actually  entitlea. 
e  did  not  see,  therefore,  how  that 
sfieoted  the  matter  they  were  discussing. 
Ths  oh  airman  :    The   hon.  and 
gallant  Member  se^ns  to  be  refiendng 


to  Qensiona  generally,  l^e  question 
before  the  Committee  is  for  the  Scientific 
Branch,  and  the  question  of  pensions 
would  properly  be  considered  under  the 
Vote  for  dreenwich  HospitaL 

Captain  PBICE  said,  it  i4;>peared  to 
him  that  the  Gbvemment,  by  increas- 
ing that  rent,  would  be  only  doing  what 
was  just  in  that  matter. 

LoBB  BAMSAY  said,  he  trusted  the 
Committee  would  pardon  him  for  rising 
in  (Mrder  to  call  attrition  to  the  subject 
of  the  Britannia  training  ship. 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  he  should  like  an 
answer  to  the  question  which  had  been 
put  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty. 

Lord  RAMSAY  having  risen  to  con- 
tinue his  remarks 

Ma.  QORST  said,  he  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  noble 
Lord  was  in  Order  in  then  addressing 
the  Committee? 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Memb^  for  Devonport  (Captain 
Price)  had  spoken  on  one  side,  and  then 
the  noble  Ijord  the  Member  for  liver- 
pool  (Lord  Ramsay)  rose  on  the  other. 
I  called  upon  the  noble  Lord,  who  is  per- 
fectly in  Order. 

LwD  BAMSAY  said,  that  he  trusted 
the  Committee  would  pardon  him  if  he 
rose  before  the  Vote  was  taken,  in  ord^ 
to  call  attention  to  the  present  system  of 
entering  and  training  officers  in  the 
Navy,  of  which  the  educational  estab- 
lishment on  board  H.M.S.  Britannia 
formed  only  a  part.  He  did  so  because, 
although  the  officers  themselves,  or,  at 
least,  a  very  large  number  of  them,  es- 
pecially the  best  officers  of  the  rising 
generation,  were  keenly  alive  to  the  de- 
pots of  thiett*  system,  it  was  not  gene- 
rally known  to  the  outside  world  how 
thoroughly  ill-conceived  and  badly  or- 
P^anised  that  system  was.  Still  less  was 
it  generally  known  how  inferior  in  point 
of  i^neral  education,  and  of  professional 
training,  espedaUy  as  to  the  practical 
part  of  their  profession,  were  the  op- 
portunities afibrded  to  our  own  naval 
officers  as  compared  with  those  enjoyed 
by  &e  officers  of  the  French,  of  the 
Russian,  and  especially  of  the  Ajnerican 
Navies.  He  must  say  that  this  was  a  mat- 
ter about  which  he  felt  very  strongly — 
very  strongly  indeed — so  much  so,  that, 
although  he  did  not  mean,  at  least  on  the 
present  occasion,  to  move  the  rejection 
of  the  Yote  for  the  JBritannia,  he  could 
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not  allow  it  to  pass  without  tronbling 
the  Committee  with  some  remarks  on  the 
general  subject  to  which  the  Britanniabe- 
longed.  It  was  because  hehadhadunusal 
opportunities  of  informing  himself  upon 
the  question,  which  reaUj  was  one  of 
the  yery  first  importance  to  the  Navy, 
that  he  felt  it  his  bounden  duty  to  point 
out  the  very  unsatisfactory  state  of  thingps 
which  existed  at  the  present  moment. 
He  would  not  detain  the  Oommittee  by 
quoting  from  Blue  Books,  nor  even  by 
going  nilly  into  the  matter.  He  might, 
perhaps,  do  that  at  some  future  time.  He 
would^merely  speak  now  from  his  own 
knowledge,  and  confine  himself  strictly 
to  what  he  considered  to  be,  or  rather  to 
whatheknewwere  thefundamental  errors 
of  the  presentsystom.  These  were  thesys- 
tom  of  entering  officers  by  nomination, 
and  the  early  age  of  that  entry,  and  the 
ill-planned,  ill-organized,  and  harassing 
life  which  young  officers  were  compelled 
to  lead  during  their  four-and-a-half 
years'  sea  service  as  midshipmen.  Though 
during  that  time  they  were  compelled  to 
work  very  hard,  most  of  their  work  was 
of  a  veiy  unimproving  kind,  and  their 
time  was  so  abominably  misapplied  that 
these  four-and-a-half  years  werelittle  bet- 
ter than  wasted.  First,  as  to  the  mode  of 
entry,  he  must  point  out  that  the  Navy, 
unlike  the  Army,  did  not  get  the  pick  of 
the  intelligence  of  the  country.  Oan- 
didates  for  the  Army  were  selected  by 
competitive  examination  from  the  widest 
possible  area — ^in  fact,  all  who  could 
produce  certificates  of  character  might 
compete  for  Army  cadetships.  Candi- 
dates for  the  Navy,  on  the  contrary,  un- 
derwent no  competitive  test  whatever, 
and  they  were  drawn  from  the  small 
area  of  those  whose  political  or  profes- 
sional influence  was  such  as  to  enable 
them  to  procure  nominations  for  cadet- 
ships.  In  other  words,  naval  officers  were 
selected  by  favour  from  a  class,  and  the 
patronage  was  in  the  hands  of  the  First 
Ix>rd  of  the  Admiralty.  All  who  ob- 
tained nominations  became  officers,  pro- 
vided they  passed  the  test  examinations ; 
thus  it  might  fairly  be  presumed  that 
the  average  material  out  of  which  the 
officers  of  the  Navy  were  manufactured 
was  intellectually  of  an  inferior  quality 
to  that  which  was  available  for  the 
Army,  and  which  supplied  cadeto  to 
Sandhurst  and  Woolwich.  Whether  that 
was  so  in  point  of  fact  was  aquestion  on 
which  he  expressed  no  opinion  whatever. 
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He  was  well  aware  that  the  nght  hoc. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
fully  appreciated  the  many  objections  to 
the  nomination  system,  and  that  he  was 
most  anxious  to  abolish  that  system* 
both  because  it  was  difficult  to  obtain 
sufficient  information  about  the  candi- 
dates, and  also  because  he  found  the  dis- 
tribution of  patronage  an  almost  intoler- 
able nuisance.  He  believed  the  only, 
or  the  chief,  reason  why  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  abolish  nominatjong 
was,  that  he  did  not  approve  of  oom- 

Setitive  examination  for  boys  of  the  ten- 
or age  of  12  to  13^,  the  age  at  which 
the  cadete  now  joined  the  training  sihip. 
And,  no  doubt,  there  was  much  to  be 
said  in  favour  of  that  view.     But  he 
thought,  and  he  ventured  to  hope  the 
Committee  would  agree  with  him,  tU 
to  retain  a  83rstem  of  patronage  in  tiv 
Service  which,  of  all  others,  was  ^ 
most  truly  national  in  every  sense  of  1^ 
word,  was  a  thing  which  ought  not  te 
be  any  longer  allowed,  no  matter  what 
diffictdties   stood   in  the   way.      That 
brought  him  to  the  second   point  to 
which  he  wished  to  call  the  attention 
of  the   Committee — namely,    the    age 
at  which  young  officers  began  life  on 
board  ship.    It  was  usually  urged,  by 
way  of  apology  and  defence,  that  unless 
officers  entered  very  young,  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  should  l^  reconciled 
to  the  hardship  and  confinement  of  ship 
life.    To  that  he  replied  this  was  pore 
assumption,  and  he  aid  not  ^nk  there 
was  any  good  ground  for  believing  it  to 
be  true.    He  acknowledged  tiiat  it  was 
not  uncommon  to  hear  naval  officers  of 
experience  say  that  if   they  had  not 
entered  the  Service  at  an  ase  when  they 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  themselves, 
or  of  the  world,  they  would  never  have 
joined  the  Navy  at  all ;  and  therefore  it 
was  assumed,  even  by  those  who  ought 
to  know  better,  that  unless  officers  were 
entered  young,  there  would  be  great 
difficulty  in   obtaining  officers  at  all 
But   that    argument    really   told   the 
other  way,  and  he  said  that  so  long  as 
they  continued  to  enter  boys  at  the  pre- 
sent  early  age— 12   to    \^ — so   bog 
should  th^  continue  to  enter  a  very 
larffe  number  whom  nature  never  in- 
tended to  become  naval  offloers.    Whst 
was  most  needed  in  sdecting  officers  for 
the  Navy  was  to  secure  personal  fitaen 
for  a  naval  life.  That  was  the  one  thing 
needful ;  secure  that,  and  they  mig^ 
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safely  enter  cadets  veiy  much  later  than 
they  did  at  present  Without  it,  although 
by   entering   them  young  they  might 
reconcile  many  men  to  ship  life,  who 
would  otherwise  nerer  be  able  to  endure 
it,    thej  would  nerer  succeed  in  pro- 
ducing any  really  first-rate  naval  offi- 
cers.   Now,  he  was  quite  certain  that 
tbey  could  not  even  pretend  to  secure 
this  personal  fitness,  unless  the  age  of 
entry  was  fixed  at  such  a  point  as  would 
give  time  for  a  boy's  character  to  be 
more  or  less  formed,  so  that  he  might  be 
able  to  judge  for  himself  whether  or  not 
a  naral  career  was  likely  to  suit  him. 
He  did  not  hesitate  to  assure  the  House 
that  this  early  entry  was,  perhaps,  the 
most  mischievous  and  pernicious  feature 
of  the  whole  system.    Why,  what  were 
the  motives  which  induced  boys  at  the 
age  of  12  to  13  to  join  the  Navy?    Dur- 
ing the  time — nearly  two  years — that  he 
was  commander  of  the  BriUmnia — by 
commander  he  meant  second  in  com- 
mand— he  made   the    acquaintance  of 
some  850  cadets ;  and  it  was,  of  course, 
his  business  to  know  &e  boys  indivi- 
dually as  weU  as  he  could.    Many  of 
them  were  undoubtedly  as  fine  and  pro- 
mising youths  as  could  be  wished,  and 
full  of  enthusiasm  for  the  Service.    On 
the  other  hand,  there  were  many  who 
only  entered  the  Navy  in  order  to  escape 
from  school;  whilst  others — and  these 
were  a  very  considerable  proportion — 
told  him  that  they  joined   tne  Navy 
merely  because   their   parents  wished 
them  to  do  so,  and  not  txom  any  wish  of 
their  own.    Some  few  even  went  further 
than  that,  Mid  told  him  they  did  not 
much   like   the   BrtUmma,    and    were 
doubtful  if  they  would  like  the  Navy. 
In  short,  the  facts  proved  exactly  what 
mig^t  have  been  expected,  that  whilst 
they  entered  boys  at  13  to  13^,  they 
could  have  no  guarantee  of  their  per- 
sonal fitness  for  the  Navy.    But  that 
earlv  age  was  mischievous  in  other  ways. 
Nothing  was  ffained  in  the  long  run, 
and  much  was  lost  by  taking  boys  away 
bom  school,  stopping  their  general  edu- 
cation just  as  their  minds  were  beginning 
to  open,  and  setting  them  down  to  study 
nanowprofessionfll  subjects,  which  thcpr 
would  leam  in  half  the  time  if  their 
minds  were  more  fully  developed.    And 
that  had  so  far  been   recognised  that 
a  very  large  portion  of  the  time  on  board 
of  the  BriUnmU  was  now  given  up  to 
general  subjects,  not  only  to  elemen- 


tary mathematics,  such  as  Euclid,  Alge- 
bra, Arithmetic,  and  Trigonometry,  but 
to  still  more  general  subjects  than  those, 
sudi  as  History,  French,  and  Geo- 
graphy, subjects  which  belong^  to  the 
curriculum  of  every  school  in  the  country. 
Thus,  out  of  the  total  28  hours  per  week 
during  the  first  six  months  the  boys 
were  on  board  the  Britmnnia^  only  five 
were  given  to  professional  subjects,  such 
as  seamanship  and  navigation,  and  28 
to  the  genexal  subjects  he  had  men- 
tioned. During  their  second  term, 
eiffht  hours  were  given  to  professional 
subjects  and  20  to  general  subjects; 
third  and  fourth  terms,  nine  nours 
to  professional  and  19  to  general  sub- 
jects. He  thought  these  figures  showed 
very  dearly  that  the  Britannia  was 
not  merely  a  training  ship  in  which 
technical  and  professional  subjects  only 
were  taught,  but  a  floating  school  for 
purposes  of  general  education.  It  was 
a  great  expense  to  the  country,  and 
one  of  which  he  thought  the  House 
of  Oommons  might  fairly  complain.  At 
the  same  time,  he  must  say  that  so 
long  as  the  system  of  entering  youne 
officers  almost  during  their  childhood 
was  continued,  so  long  did  he  hope  that 
that  House  would  continue  to  sanction 
whatever  was  necessary  for  their  general 
education.  The  Britannia  itself  was,  no 
doubt,  a  very  anomalous  institution — a 
ship  without  masts,  a  mere  hulk,  in 
fact,  on  board  of  which  nothing  was 
taught  that  could  not  be  taught  both 
better  and  more  economically  on  diy 
land.  But  although  he  thought  the  edu- 
cational work  now  done  by  the  Britannia 
could  be  better  done,  and  much  better 
done  by  a  OoUege  on  shore  with  proper 
models,  and  a  properly  rigg^  ship 
attached,  he  was  not  disoiusing  that 
point  now.  He  regarded  it  as  merely 
one  of  detail,  in  comparison  with  those 
which  he  was  endeavouring  to  submit  to 
the  (Tonmiittee ;  for  he  thought  that,  so 
long  as  cadets  were  entered  at  the  present 
early  age,  it  mattered  little  whether  they 
were  trained  in  a  floating  hulk  or  in  a 
OoUege  on  shore.  The  mischief  in  either 
case  would  be  about  the  same ;  for  in 
both  this  early  naval  training  would 
have  the  effect  of  destroving  much  ori- 
ffinality  of  character,  ana  of  narrowing 
Sie  minds  of  our  fbture  officers,  bycutting 
short  their  general  educati(m,  and  taking 
them  out  of  the  world  before  they  had 
had  time  to  see  anything  of  it.    !rorfy 
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or  fifty  years  ago,  there  were  reasons  for 
entering  officers  as  young  as  possible — 
reasons  whioli  no  longer  existed ;  first, 
beoanse  the  hardships  of  sea  life  were  in 
those  days  so  great  that  it  was  really 
necessary  for  officers  to  begin  young,  in 
order  to  become  inured  to  them ;  and, 
secondly,  because  practical  seamanship 
was  the  one  great  professional  necessity 
in  the  old  days  of  sailing  ships,  and  that 
was  best  acquired  by  practice  and  ex- 
perience commencing  from  very  early 
years.  But  now  all  this  was  changed ; 
the  hardships  were  now  comparatively 
slight;  whilst,  as  to  seamanship,  they 
not  only  did  not  expect  or  require  so 
much  of  that  peculiar  skill  in  handling 
ships  under  sail  alone,  which  was  the 
pride  of  our  officers  in  former  days,  but 
they  now  possessed  a  yast  amount  of 
knowledge  of  natural  phenomena,  em- 
bodied in  the  form  of  laws  and  rules, 
which  greatly  reduced  in  yalue  the  ex- 
perience of  any  single  life.  Besides,  sea 
service  in  these  days  of  steam  and  iron- 
clad ships  did  not  necessarily  bring  with 
it  knowledge  of  seamanship;  but  sea- 
manship could  be  taught  like  evexything 
else,  and  it  ought  to  be  taught  far  more 
than  it  was.  It  could  not  be  picked  up 
in  large  iron-dads,  and  must  be  taught, 
if  it  was  to  be  leamt.  On  the  ouier 
hand,  our  officers  were  expected  to  ac- 
quire a  very  considerable  amount  of 
scientific  knowledge.  He  maintained 
that  a  ship,  especially  a  man-of-war, 
was  just  about  the  very  worst  place  fi)r 
study  of  any  kind  that  could  possibly  be 
conceived ;  and  he  said  that  tne  original 
reasons  for  entering  officers  as  young 
as  possible  having  disappeared,  it  was 
purely  mischievous  to  adhere  to  the 
practice.  The  only  result  was — on  the 
one  hand,  to  cause  unnecessanr  expense 
to  the  country ;  and  on  the  other,  mtel- 
lectual  injury  to  the  officers  themselves. 
The  third  point — and  it  was  the  last 
with  which  ne  would  trouble  the  Com- 
mittee—was  the  anomalous  and  most 
unprofitable  life  that  our  yoimff  officers 
lea  during  the  four-and-a-half  years 
which  they  spent  as  midshipmen  on 
board  a  sea-going  ship,  from  the  time 
that  they  left  the  BriUmnia  until  they 
passed  their  examination  for  the  rank  of 
ueutenant.  They  were  then  in  what  he 
might  call  an  embryo  state  of  ex- 
istence— half  officer,  half  schoolboy. 
They  kept  regular  watch  both  at  sea 
and  in  harbour,  and  were  generally  on 
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watch  about  six  houn  out  of  0?ery 
34.  Most  of  that  time,  he  was  boimd 
to  say,  was  wasted,  so  far  as  tiisj 
^emselves  were  concerned;  for  tiieir 
chief  work  when  on  watoh,  in  these  days 
of  steam,  was  no  longer  to  aanst  in  work- 
ing the  ship,  but  to  walk  up  and  down, 
report  certain  times  to  the  oommandiag 
ofacer,  see  the  decks  swept,  and  tlie 
ashes  thrown  overboard.  Then  they  wwe 
attached  to  a  division  of  g^ons,  and  to  s 
company  of  small-arm  men,  in  comieo- 
tion  witfi  which  a  great  deal  of  woA 
was  imposed  on  them,  which  in  tJM 
Army  would  be  done  by  non-commis- 
sioned officers — such  as  taking  dothsi 
lists,  slop  lists,  and  hammook  lists.  l%it 
sort  of  work  taught  the  boys  nothi^ 
whatever.  It  only  wasted  their  tust, 
and  prevented  them  doing  other  things. 
Lastly,  in  addition  to  all  this,  middib* 
men  were  supposed  to  study  under  a« 
Naval  Instructor  for  some  two  hosti 
every  forenoon;  but  that  study  vm 
very  irreg^ular.  It  not  only  had  to 
give  way  to  the  routine  of  ddh 
which  were  carried  on  in  every  mai- 
of-war,  but  was  subject  to  all  the  vicis- 
situdes of  wind  and  weather  at  sm- 
Besides,  under  the  most  favourable  cir- 
cumstances, it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  a  growing  boy  could  study  to  moch 
good  purpose  when  he  had  a  four  honi*' 
watch  on  deck  during  the  preTioui 
night ;  and,  according  to  the  custom  ^ 
the  Service,  he  would  have  such  awsteh 
during  three  nights  out  of  four.  A  mid* 
shipman  was  sometimes  excused  f^<nD 
takmg  his  fbrenoon  watoh  in  order  to  go 
to  school.  In  that  case,  he  lost  some  of 
the  experience  to  gain  which  was  ths 
chief  object  of  his  being  sent  to  sea.  ^ 
short,  his  official  duties  interfered  ssdlj 
with  his  studies,  whilst  his  sohoollH^ 
work  took  every  leisure  moment,  fsA 
greatly  reduced  the  knowledge  he  lei^ 
otherwise  gtdn  by  experience,  if  only  ht 
had  leisure  and  opportunity  fbr  obssr^' 
tion.  A  midshipman  now-a-days  resUj 
was  a  very  hard-worked  individusl^ 
that  was  to  say,  he  had  to  spend  mw^ 
time  in  work ;  but  most  of  it  was  of  so 
unprofitable  a  kind  that  the  gain  to  bio^ 
self  in  professional  knowledge  was  oom- 
paratively  insignificant.  In  short,  bii 
time  and  labour  were  vilely  misapiJio^> 
he  could  not  combine,  with  advantig^ 
the  double  character  of  oflloer  and  sebool- 
boy.  And  it  was  vain  to  expect  that  be 
should*    A  very  fSsw  able  ana  ambition* 
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bays,  gifted  vith  stiong  oonstitutions 
and  pkysioal  energy,  might  euooeed  in 
doing  00 ;  but,  geiMrally  speaking,  the 
attempt  had  always  failed,  and  he  was 
quite  sore  that  it  uways  would  fail.  He 
Kit  that  it  was  presumptuous,  and  cer- 
tainhr  not  wise,  in  a  new  Member  to 
speak  at  such  length  in  Committee  as  he 
had  done.  He  was  really  ashamed  of 
himself,  and  only  hoped  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  fbrgiye  him.  The  truth 
was  that  this  question  of  naval  educa- 
tion and  naval  training  had  long  lain  on 
his  oonsoience.  He  felt  very  strongly 
about  it;  he  knew  it  to  be  a  matter 
which  vitally  affBoted  the  efficiency  of 
the  Navy,  and,  therefore,  he  had  ven- 
tured to  think  it  of  such  importance  as 
to  wairant  his  trespassing  in  some  de- 
gree on  the  forbearance  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  could  only  say  that  he 
was  sinoerdy  grateful  for  the  kindness 
and  indulgcmce  by  which  he  had  been 
enabled  to  call  attention  to  what  cer- 
tainly was  by  far  the  greatest  blot  in 
our  naval  administration,  and  a  distinct 
souroe  of  naval  weakness  in  the  fbture. 
He  had  just  one  thing  more  to  say,  and 
that  was  that  he  hoped  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  not  hesitate 
to  go  to  the  root  of  the  matter.  He 
ho^d  they  would  put  a  stop  to  the  mis- 
chievous praetioe  of  entering  children, 
and  to  the  equally  vicious  sye^m  of  en- 
taring  them  bv  nomination.  He  did  not 
see  whv,  in  uiese  days,  officers  of  the 
Navy  should  be  sdected  by  favour  from 
any  privileged  dass ;  and  he  hoped  that 
the  present  Board  of  Admiralty  would 
get  rid  of  the  natronage,  and  would  | 
tturow  opeo  the  Navy,  Uke  the  Army, 
to  the  best  ability  of  &e  nation.  He 
could  aasore  the  hon.  Qentleman  who 
represented  the  Board  of  Admiraltv  in 
that  House  that  by  taking  up  the  whole 
question  of  naval  education,  and  deal- 
ing with  it  as  a  whole— not  in  a  firag- 
meniazy  way,  as  hitherto,  by  tinkering 
first  at  one  part,  and  then  at  another — 
now  at  the  £ritmm%M,  and  now  at  the 
College  at  Greenwich — ^he  could  assure 
him  that  by  dealing  with  the  question 
as  a  whole,  and  in  a  large  and  liberal 
spirit  of  oommon  sense,  as  oppou^  to  the 
narrow  counsels  of  professional  pedantry 
and  prejudioe,  to  whioh  was  mainly 
owing  the  many  absurdities  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  he  would  be  doinff  a  new 
thing ;  and  bv  doing  it  he  wouU  oonfar 
a  very  great  beosAt  on  the  Navy  of  the 


future,  and  do  more  to  strengthen  it 
than  if  by  one  stroke  of  the  pen  he  was 
to  biiild  50  iron-dads. 

Mb.  CK)ItST  said,  he  must  congratu- 
late the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Lord  Bamsay)  on  the  patriotism 
and  courage  he  had  shown  in  bringing 
the  subject  of  training  offieers  for  the 
Navy  so  fuRj  before  the  attention  of  the 
Committee ;  and  he  was  sure  that  the 
Committee  must  be  glad  that  l^ey  had 
reported  Progress  at  that  stage  on  a 
former  occasion,  because  otherwise  they 
would  have  lost  the  advantage  of  the 
able  and  valuable  speech  iH^h  the 
noble  Lord  had  delivered.  He  now  de^ 
sired  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  cost  of  that  education 
which  had  just  been  described.  He  was 
quite  aware  that  no  cost  would  be  consi- 
dered by  the  country  too  great  to  pay 
for  the  production  of  officers  of  the 
highest  education  for  our  Navy;  but 
the  noble  Lord,  who  had  had  practical 
experience  of  the  present  system  oi  edu-* 
cation,  had  shown  how  extremely  defi- 
cient that  education  was.  It  was  now, 
therefore,  opportune  to  call  attention  to 
its  cost.  He  found  from  the  Estimates 
that  the  expenses  of  the  College  amounted 
to  £18,961,  to  which  had  to  be  added  the 
charge  for  the  pay  of  the  officers  em- 
ployeid  in  the  direction  of  the  CoUeffe — 
namely,  £18,071 ;  making  a  total  of 
£87,000  odd  as  the  annufll  cost  of  the 
school-ship  Briianma.  He  had  not  heea 
able  to  find  in  any  Betum  the  nimiber 
of  boys  on  board  the  Britanma  at  one 
time;  but  he  believed  it  never  exceeded 
120.  He  should,  ^erefore,  be  ^ving  a 
great  advantage  to  the  expenditure  in 
assuming  that  the  £37,000  was  expended 
upon  that  number  of  bovs.  The  result 
of  it  was  that  the  cost  of  the  education 
of  each  boy  was  £808  a-year.  exdusive 
of  clothing  and  other  expenses  defrayed 
by  parents,  an  expense  greater  thui  the 
cost  of  education  at  the  most  expensive 
public  school  in  the  country,  it  was 
true  that  some  part  of  this  expense  was 
recouped  by  the  parents,  who  paid  £98 
a-year ;  but  the  expense  to  the  country 
was  upwards  of  £210  for  each  boy.  Now, 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if  the 
education  was  no  better  than  had  just 
been  described,  this  was  a  very  heavy 
sum  for  the  country  and  &e  parents  to 
be  charged  witii.  After  the  account 
even  of  the  education  on  board  the 
BriUmma  by  the  noble  Lord,  nothing 
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which  he  (Mr.  Gbrst)  could  add  would, 
perhaps,  haye  very  much  weight  with 
the  Committee.  But  he  had  looked  into 
the  Beport  which  gave  the  most  recent 
information  upon  the  subject  that  was 
open  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
from  that  he  would  give  the  Committee 
two  extracts  as  specimens  of  the  results 
of  the  system  as  regarded  French  and 
Latin.  The  Examiner  reported,  in  the 
case  of  the  former,  that  the  accent,  pro- 
nunciation, and  conversational  powers  of 
the  cadets  was  tolerably  good,  but  that 
their  grammar  was  exceedingly  defec- 
tive. They  did  not  know  how  to  make 
an  agreement.  They  did  not  know  how 
to  distinguish  the  perfect  from  the  par- 
ticiple. They  did  not  know  how  to  make 
use  of  the  dictionary,  for  they  frequently 
took  the  words  given  at  random.  Such 
was  the  result  of  the  French  examina- 
tion. With  regard  to  Latin,  the  Exa- 
zniner  reported  that  the  translation  of 
passaffes,  both  those  which  had  been 
read  auring  the  term  and  those  which 
the  cadets  had  not  previously  seen,  was 
very  badly  done.  Hon.  Members  ex- 
perienced in  school  management  would 
be  able  to  understand  from  these  state- 
ments how  shockingly  bad  must  be  the 
results  which  the  Examiner  had  thus 
described.  Li  defence  of  such  a  system, 
which  was  opposed  to  the  practice  of  all 
other  nations,  nothing  could  be  said.  In 
the  United  States  Navy  they  took  boys 
at  a  later  age.  Li  the  French  and 
Bussian  Navies  boys  of  17  were  ad- 
mitted; while  in  Uie  Turkish  Navy, 
which  they  had  been  accustomed  to  re- 
gard as  admirable,  they  were  taken  at 
the  age  of  18,  and  these  young  men  of 
17  or  18,  whose  education  had  up  to 
that  age  cost  the  naval  administration  of 
these  countries  nothing,  turned  into  offi- 
cers in  whose  presence  the  noble  Lord 
had  just  said  he  had  been  sometimes 
ashamed.  He  believed  that  Englishmen 
were,  beyond  all  comparison,  naturally 
the  most  able  of  naval  officers ;  and  if 
they  had  a  fair  chance  g^ven  to  them, 
and  were  thoroughly  trained,  they  would 
beat  all  the  naval  officers  in  the  world. 
It  was,  therefore,  startling  to  him  to 
hear  the  noble  Lord  say  that  he  felt 
ashamed,  in  the  presence  of  officers  of 
foreign  Navies,  of  the  want  of  scientific 
education  in  his  ooUeagues.  He  hoped 
the  subject  would  be  taken  up  by  the 
Gbvemment,  and  thought  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Seoretuy  to  the  Admi- 
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ralty,  who  had  himself  given  great  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  would  do  well  to 
call  further  attention  to  it.  Hie  edooa- 
tion  of  naval  officers  demanded  eaximt 
attention,  and  it  was  to  be  hoped  thai 
they  would  not  in  future  be  called  upon 
to  vote  the  extravagant  amount  of  £305 
a-year  for  each  of  the  boys  admitted  on 
board  the  Britannia^  and,  at  the  same 
time,  hear  from  the  noble  Lord,  with  all 
his  experience  in  Uie  matter,  that  the 
education  given  there  was  wholly  defec- 
tive, and  that  the  results  were  audi  as 
to  cause  him  to  blush  in  the  presence  of 
foreign  officers. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  said,  he  rose  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  that  Uie  views  which 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eamsay)  had  laid 
before  the  Committee  that  evening  had 
been,  to  his  (Mr.  Beed's)  certain  know- 
ledge, entertained  for  some  time  past  by 
those  concerned  in    Uie    education  of 
young  officers  for  the  Navy;  and  he  be- 
lieved he  should  be  within  the  mark  in 
saying  that  representations  had   been 
made  in  times  past  indicating  the  re- 
sults which  the  noble  Lord  had  pointed 
out.    But  he  had  felt,   having  taken 
great  interest  in  the  subject  for  many 
years,  that  it  was  almost  hopelees  to  ex- 
pect a  change  unless  and  until  the  sub- 
ject was  taken  up  by  a  naval  officer  who 
had  experience  of  the  system,  and  who 
spoke  with  considerable  weight  in  that 
House.    He  had  been  extremely  pleased 
to  hear  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord, 
because  he  was  convinced  that  in  that 
statement  had  been  pronounced  the  vir- 
tual end  of  Uie  present  system.    The 
noble  Lord  had  touched  with  great  force 
on  every  one  of  the  points  whidi  had 
weighed  on  the  minds  of  those  conoemed 
in  this  question.  The  early  age  at  which 
youngsters  were  appointed  to  the  Navy 
was  in  such  contrast  to  the  practice  in 
this  respect  of  other  nations  tnat  he  was 
glad  to  near  the  subject  so  forcibly  put 
forward  that  evening.    He  hoped,  when 
the  Admiralty  had  time  to  deal  with  the 
subject,  the  age  of  admission  would  be 
advanced  in  accordance  with  the  prac- 
tice of  other  nations.    The  Committee 
must  not  be  surprised  to  find  that  so  un- 
satisfactory a  state  of  things  as  had  been 
described  existed,  because  that  arose  out 
of  the  change  of  circumstances  which 
had  been  brought    about  within   the 
Boyal  Navy.    As  the  noble  Lord  had 
pointed  out,  the  system  which  was  now 
unsuitable  was  necessary  in  the  state  of 
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the  Navy  which  had  passed  away,  when 
it  was  the  ohief  thing  for  an  officer  to 
know  the  way  to  manage  a  ship  under 
canyas,  but  when  it  was  not  necessary, 
as  it  was  at  present,  to  train  him  in  a 
number  of  scientific  subjects.  There 
was  another  point  in  the  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  which  he  would  allude — 
namely,  the  unsuitableness  of  a  man-of- 
war  in  commission  for  the  continuation 
of  the  education  of  naval  officers  after 
leaving  the  Britmmia,  He  (Mr.  E.  J. 
Beed)  had  recently  conversed  with 
a  young  officer  who  d^lored  the 
fact  that  while  the  Naval  Service  laid 
upon  him  the  necessity  of  stud^g  a 
large  number  of  scientific  subjects  it 
fbniished  him  with  no  omK>rtunity  for 
doing  so.  He  did  certainly  de^air  of 
giving  younjg^  officers  on  board  ship  any 
great  fadlitiee  in  that  respect,  and  was 
of  opinion  that  the  more  tney  could  ac- 
quire of  scientific  knowledge  before  they 
embarked  on  the  deck  of  a  man-of-war 
the  better  it  would  be  for  them.  The 
BoUe  Lord  had  truly  pointed  out  how 
necessary  it  was  for  naval  officers  in  the 
present  day  to  acquire  a  laree  amount 
of  scientific  knowledge.  At  the  most,  a 
few  years  ago,  a  fair  amount  of  mathe- 
matics, enough  to  enable  them  to  learn 
navigation,  was  all  that  was  expected  of 
them ;  but,  in  our  days,  the  youngsters 
of  our  Naval  Service  must  study  other 
sub]  ects.  Scientific  gunnery  had  become 
part  of  the  business  of  every  officer  in 
the  Navy,  and  the  use  of  toi^>edoes  re- 

auired  a  considerable  knowledge  of 
liemistiy  and  electricity.  If  there  had 
been  no  other  reason  for  change,  the 
altered  condition  of  the  Naval  l^rvice, 
and  the  increased  necessity  laid  upon 
naval  officers  for  the  acouirement  of 
scientific  knowledge,  would  have  impera- 
tively demanded  an  alteration  in  the 
system  oi  naval  education.  It  was  not, 
he  believed,  necessary  to  say  much  for 
the  nurpose  of  urging  that  the  attention 
of  toe  Admiralty  should  be  given  to 
this  subject,  because  he  felt  they  were 
fortunate  in  having  a  Board  pmrfeotly 
able  and  willing  to  take  a  question  of 
this  kind  into  meir  serious  considera- 
tion, and  that  it  would  be  wisely  consi- 
dered was  guaranteed  by  the  presence 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  below  him,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  as  well  as 

5f  the  character  of  the  First  Lord, 
eventored  to  make  these  observations, 
for  the  purpoae  of  enforang  the  flMt 


I  that  it  was  not  merely  the  young  officers 
in  the  Naval  Service  who  felt  the  neces* 
sity  for  change,  but  the  educational 
officers.  He  felt  sure,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  men  of  mature  years,  whose  ex- 
perience had  been  grained  in  past  times, 
that  the  Admiralty  would  have  the  en- 
tire concurrence  of  the  Naval  Service. 

Oaftain  PBIOE  said,  he  thanked  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Bamsay)  for  the  able 
and  ludd  speech  which  he  had  delivered. 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  upon  the 
question  with  a  weight  which  belonged 
to  no  other  Member,  because  he  had 
been  for  a  considerable  time  connected 
with  the  system  of  education  on  board 
the  Britannia.  He  (Captain  Price)  rose, 
not  so  much  for  the  purpose  of  adding 
his  testimony  to  what  fell  from  the  noble 
Lord,  as  for  the  purpose  of  assuring  the 
Committee  that  the  ideas  which  had  been 
advocated  by  him  were  fully  borne  out 
by  the  experience  of  many  officers  in 
the  highest  positions  in  the  Navy.  The 
principal  question  before  them  was  the 
mat  cost  of  the  Britannia  as  a  Navid 
CoUeee.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  (Latham  (Mr.  Gbrst)  had  told  the 
Committee  that  the  cost  of  education  of 
each  naval  cadet  on  board  that  vessel 
was  £308  a-year.  He  (Captain  Price) 
believed  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  rather  under  the  mark,  because  a 
certain  number  of  youne  officers  were 
removed  from  the  Service  from  one 
cause  or  another,  and  the  money  spent 
with  regard  to  those  must  be  taken  into 
account.  But  the  cost  was  not  the  only 
consideration  which  must  g^de  them  in 
this  matter.  He  quito  ft^^oed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  if  the  Britannia  were 
done  away  with,  and  the  youne  men 
educated  in  the  public  schools,  and  then 
sent  to  sea  at  the  age  of  16  or  16,  it 
would  be  a  great  improvement  on  the 
present  system.  In  that  opinion  he  was 
fortified  by  the  views  of  Commodore 
Gkxxlenough,  who  held  that  a  distinction 
should  be  made  between  the  period  of 
education  and  that  of  special  training, 
and  that  the  special  training  should  be 
in  the  hands  of  &e  Gbvemment,  while 
the  education  should  be  left  to  the 
parents  to  be  provided  in  the  ordinary 
schools  of  the  countrv.  He  thought  that 
the  education  proviaed  by  these  schools 
was  sufficient  tor  that  purpose.  Again, 
Admiral  Sherard  Osborne  neld  that  the 


educational  advantages  which  the  Col- 
leges  and   other   institutions    in    the 
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oountry  afforded  to  the  youngsters  of  the 
day  would  fiilly  enable  them  to  come  up 
to  any  standard  required.  Admiral 
Byder  also,  who  had  made  the  subject  a 
very  special  one,  was  also  in  fayour  of 
young  men  being  gathered  from  the 
public  schools  of  ihe  country,  which  he 
was  convinced  by  experience  would 
supply  the  best  description  of  raw  ma- 
terial for  the  Navy.  And  then  he  added, 
there  was  something  in  the  atmosphere 
of  public  schools  which  prepared  boys 
to  bacome  good  officers.  If  the  Britannia 
were  done  away  with  the  question  must, 
of  course,  be  considered  as  to  when  it 
waadesirable  that  special  training  should 
be  given.  Many  officers  were  of  opi- 
nion that  boys  should  enter  training 
ships  before  going  to  sea.  But  he  could 
not  regard  that  as  the  best  course  to  be 
adopted.  Boys  of  the  age  of  15  or  16 
ougnty  he  thought,  to  go  to  sea  at  once, 
not  in  ships  like  the  Tkundsreff  but  in 
small  ships,  where  they  would  learn  to 
discharge  their  duties  in  a  practical  and 
satisfiActory  manner.  If  boys  were 
entered  at  the  age  of  16  they  should  be 
sent  to  sea  at  once,  because  they  limited 
the  time  during  which  they  could  learn, 
practically,  the  duties  of  their  profession, 
if  they  were  sent  to  a  training  ship  until 
ihey  were  17  or  18.  For  many  reasons, 
he  believed,  it  would  be  advisable  to 
send  the  boys  to  sea  at  once.  He  had 
entered  the  Service  at  the  age  of  13, 
having  received  a  good  education  at  a 
private  school,  a  good  deal  of  which  he 
had  always  felt  he  had  lost  during  the 
next  two  years.  In  those  two  years  he 
had  really  learned  nothing  at  idl  of  his 
profession,  although  he  had  been  under 
a  Naval  Instructor.  But  at  15  or  16 
years  of  age,  having  been  appointed  to 
a  small  sea-going  ship,  he  began topick 
up  the  duties  of  his  profession.  With 
regard  to  special  training,  his  view  was 
that  this  ought  to  be  given  at  a  Naval 
Universiiy  after  the  age  of  19,  because 
at  that  age  the  young  officer  was 
particularly  anxious  to  leam,  and  every- 
thing he  did  leam  of  a  scientific  cha- 
racter at  that  age  he  was  much  more 
able  and  likely  to  retain  in  his  memory. 
There  was  another  reason  in  support  of 
this  view.  The  sub-lieutenants  spent  a 
certain  portion  of  their  time  at  OoUege, 
and  then  wont  to  sea,  where  they  did  no* 
thing  unless  they  were  fortunate  onoufh 
to  get  appointed  to  small  ships.  The 
greater  number,  however,  were  drafted 
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into  large  ships,  where  they  either  did 
duly  as  midshipmen  or  nothing  at  all, 
because  the  commanders  of  those  veesek 
did  not  like  to  intrust  the  charge  of 
their  ships  at  sea  to  young  offioera,  mwmi 
though  they  might  have  come  out  of 
OoUege  withflying colours.  He thonglit 
that  the  time  now  q>ent  in  that  way 
might,  with  the  greatest  possible  advan- 
ta^,  be  spent  at  a  Naval  University,  and 
that  the  money  saved  by  doinff  away 
with  the  Britannia,  and  training  the  boys 
at  public  schools  at  their  own  expoise, 
might  very  well  be  appropriated  to  ex- 
tending the  course  now  gone  through. 
If  that  scheme  were  adopted,  it  would  re- 
sult that  about  half  of  the  lieutenants  on 
the  list  would  be  studying  at  the  Uni- 
versity, while  the  other  half  might  be 
drafted  into  small  ships,  where  their 
qualities  would  at  onoe  be  put  to  a  pne* 
tical  test.  This  question  was,  of  qamwtt 
not  a  new  one.  He  thouffht  the  htA 
course  for  the  Admiralty  to  follow  would 
be  to  appoint  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee, composed  of  naval  offioezs,  to 
investigate  the  whole  subject,  becraae 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  ciieom- 
stances  had  changed  a  good  deal  since 
the  House  had  last  received  any  infor- 
mation with  respect  to  it.  The  Govern- 
ment, he  thought,  would  act  wisely  in 
doing  that ;  and  the  House  would,  he 
believed,  be  satisfied  with  the  Beport  of 

the  Oommittee.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  they 
had  listened  with  pleasure  to  the  veiy 
able  and  eloquent  speech  of  the  noUe 
Lord  (Lord  Bamsay),  and  it  would  be  a 
satisfaction  to  the  Liberal  Party  to  have 
in  their  ranks  a  gallant  Officer  so  com- 
petent to  take  part  in  naval  debates,  and 
of  whom  it  might  be  said  that  he  repre- 
sented the  views  of  the  more  advanced 
branches  of  the  Service.  He  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  had  the  greatest  interest  in  all 
the  points  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
noble  Lord,  to  which  on  many  oocasiont, 
both  in  the  House  and  in  Oommittee,  he 
had  addressed  himself,  and  should  now 
lose  no  opportunity  of  bringing  them 
before  his  OoUeagues  at  the  AdmiralW. 
If,  on  that  occasion,  he  did  not  deal  fdlly 
with  the  subject,  it  was  because  they 
were  under  the  consideration  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, whose  views  he  was  not  then 
in  a  position  to  state.  With  refwenoe 
to  the  first  point  alluded  to — ^namdy, 
the  mode  of  election,  he  had,  on  frequent 
occasions,  expressed  his  opinion  that  the 
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present  syBtem  of  nomination  was  not 
satis&otoij.  The  Oommittee  would  re- 
oolleot  tiiat,  in  1869,  a  ohanffe  in  this 
respect  had  been  made,  and  me  Service 
was,  to  a  certain  extent,  opened  to  com- 
petition for  the  first  time,  applications 
being  allowed  for  double  the  nominations 
than  there  were  vacanoiee.  There  had 
existed  a  good  deal  of  feeling  against 
open  competition  in  the  case  of  boys  of 
so  young  an  age,  and  he  could  not  but 
feel  that  there  was  considerable  weight 
in  that  opinion.  For  that  reason  his 
right  hon.  Eriemd  had  not  thought  it 
well  to  open  the  Serrice  completely  to 
the  competition  of  all  the  world.  How- 
eyer,  that  system,  under  which  the  youne 
men  competed  for  cadetships,  was  ^tered 
by  the  late  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  in  1874.  He 
had  himself  most  strongly  disapproved 
of  that  change,  which  was  made  un- 
doubtedly in  consequence  of  the  Beport 
of  the  Oommittee  which  sat  to  consider 
the  question,  but  which  (Committee  he 
had  always  considered  inadequate,  whUe 
their  Beport  had  not,  in  lus  opinion, 
carried  weight  in  the  country.  He  did 
not  know  iniat  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty thought  on  the  subject ;  but  he 
was  inclined  to  think  he  was  not  al- 
together satisfied  with  the  principle  of 
pure  nomination,  and  that  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  some  change  in  the  direction 
indicated.  All  he  could  then  say  was, 
that  the  subject  was  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  pesent  Board  of  Admiralty. 
He  trusted  before  long  to  be  able  to  state 
what  decision  had  been  arrived  at.  If 
any  change  weramade,  it  would  probably 
be  in  the  direction  of  opening  the  Ser- 
vice, to  a  certain  extent^  on  the  nrinciple 
of  competition.  Then,  as  to  tne  early 
age  at  which  cadets  were  nominated, 
and  the  length  of  time  which  they  served 
on  board  me  BriimmU^  he  should  not 
speak  confidently.  There  was  a  growing 
feeling  amonffst  a  larse  class  of  officers 
that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  advance 
somewhat  the  age  at  which  boys  were 
nominated;  but  it  should  be  remembered, 
on  the  other  hand,  that  there  was  a  very 
stron^eeliagamongstmanynavalofficers 
that  It  was  wise  to  bring  boys  into  the 
Naval  Service  at  as  earlyan  age  aspossibla. 
During  the  first  two  years  on  board  the 
.^r»l«iMii#  cadets  did  not  receive  a  strictly 
naval  training — not  a  professional  educa- 
tion  purely  as  naval  officers ;  but  they 
gained  a  professional  training  in  those 


educational  subjects  of  importance  to 
naval  officers.  It  was,  therefore,  a 
question  whether  it  was  desirable  to 
toke  them  away  from  public  schools  in 
order  to  give  them  that  special  educa- 
tional training  which  they  required  in 
order  to  fit  them  to  become  naval  officers. 
No  doubt  they  could  be  educated  at 
public  schools,  yet  they  might  lose  that 
spedal  training  in  naval  subjects  which 
was  imparted  at  the  Britannia.  He  only 
stated  the  difficulties  of  this  question 
without  stating  his  own  opinion,  or  that 
of  the  Lords  of  the  Admiralty  upon  it ; 
but  he,  however,  thought  that  there  was 
considerable  weight  of  opinion  that  the 
cadets  might  be  as  well  educated  in  a 
College  on  shore  as  in  a  ship,  provided 
they  had  certain  accessories,  such  as 
boats.  Successive  Boards  of  Admirally 
had  considered  the  expediency  of  doing 
away  with  the  Britannia^  and  estab- 
lishing a  Naval  Oollege  on  shore,  as 
was  propounded  by  the  late  Mr.  Ward 
Hunt.  That  scheme  only  fell  through  in 
consequence  of  the  greatdifficulty  attend- 
ing the  question  of  site.  He  was  quite 
ready  then  to  support  that  proposal ;  but 
he  did  not  at  the  time  express  any  strong 
opinion  as  to  where  the  College  shoula 
be  situated.  The  only  opinion  he  gave 
was  that  it  was  desirable  to  do  away 
with  the  Britannia  and  to  have  a  College 
on  shore.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the 
education  on  board  the  Britannia  was  a 
very  costly  one,  though  not  so  costly  as 
had  been  stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chathiun  (Mr.  Gk>rst).  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  had  added  to 
the  cost  of  education  the  wages  and 
victuals  of  the  seamen  who  had  been 
employed  on  board  the  j^rtYaiifiMi ;  but 
the  wages  and  victuals  of  the  seamen 
must  be  found,  whether  they  were  em- 
ployed on  the  Briiannia  or  somewhere 
else.  If,  therefore,  they  deducted  the 
wages  and  victuals  of  tiie  seamen,  the 
cost  of  education  was  very  much  less 
than  that  stated.  The  cost  of  education 
for  each  boy  would  amount  in  that  case 
to  £186  per  annum.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  if  the  College  was  established  in 
some  suitable  pla^  a  boy  could  be  given 
a  very  fair  education  at  much  less  cost. 
They  might  reasonably  hope  that  if  it 
were  necessary  to  take  these  boys,  when 
leaving  the  public  schools,  and  before 
going  on  board  ship,  to  any  College 
erected  upon  shore  for  the  purpose  of 
their  education,  the  cost  would  be  very 
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maoh  more  moderate.  He  would  repeat 
that  the  whole  question  was  now  re- 
oeiying  the  attention  of  the  Board  of 
Admiralty ;  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
announce  Uieir  decision  at  no  distant 
day. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he  had 
listened  with  great  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bamsay), 
with  whom  he  had  the  advantage  of 
frequent  communication  when  he  was 
serving  in  the  Britannia,  The  subject 
to  which  he  had  directed  attention  was 
a  very  important  one— the  importance 
of  which  it  was  scarcely  possible  to 
overrate.  The  cost  was  as  nothing,  for 
they  must  have  the  very  best  instracted 
naval  officers  for  the  Navy  at  any  cost. 
This  subject  had  frequently  engaged 
his  attention,  and  he  had  given  as  much 
consideration  as  it  was  possible  for  a 
person  in  the  position  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  while  discharging 
other  duties  of  a  very  pressing  cha- 
racter. He  felt  that  the  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  succeeded  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  pressure  of  public  work, 
in  endeavouring  to  work  out  a  question 
of  this  kind  which  required  so  large  an 
amount  of  consideration.  When  he  first 
gave  attention  to  this  subject,  he  was 
inclined  to  adopt  the  view  that  the 
Britannia  itself  was  totally  unnecessary. 
That  was  the  first  conclusion  to  which 
anyone  would  arrive,  if  the  views  of  the 
authorities  with  regard  to  the  special 
training  of  young  officers  for  the  Naval 
Service  comd  be  entirely  disregarded. 
But  when  he  made  inquiry  as  to  whe- 
ther it  would  be  possible  to  provide  a 
supply  of  boys  from  public  schools  with 
the  qualifications  now  possessed  by  those 
who  passed  out  froij^  the  Britannia,  he 
founa  that  there  were  very  few,  if  any, 
public  schools  which  could  provide  boys 
with  the  amount  of  special  mathematical 
knowledge  which  was  deemed  necessary 
by  the  highest  authorities.  In  other 
words,  the  standard  which  they  required 
from  the  cadets  at  the  age  of  15  was 
much  higher  than  the  standard  required 
in  the  public  schools.  If  the  Britannia 
were  aoolished,  and  boys  were  examined 
into  the  Service  at  the  age  of  15,  sup- 
posing the  standard  remained  the  same, 
the  boys  would  be  crammed  up  to  that 
point  which  was  necessary  to  the  special 
examination.  But  he  was  afraid  they 
would  not  be  so  well  instrooted  in  general 

Mr,  Shaw  Ze/evri 


knowledge  as  the  boys  in  the  Brit^mMtm 
at  the  present  time.  The  noble  L^ord 
had  referred  to  the  possibility  of  exa- 
mining into  the  Service  at  the  ase  of 
15  ;  but,  as  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had 
pointed  out,  that  would  involve  either 
less  mathematical  knowledge  on  the  part 
of  the  cadets,  or  the  substitution  of  the 
cram  system. 

LoED  BAMSAY  said,  that  he  never 
intended  to  imply  that  no  fecial  mathe- 
matical training  was  required  for  nanl 
officers.  Far  from  it.  But  he  had  said 
that  a  OoUege  ought  to  be  substitotid 
for  the  Britannia,  and  that  boys  ahonU 
join  that  Oollege  later  than  they  nev 
join  the  Britannia. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  rei>eated  that  h 
had    first   been    of  opinion    that    ^ 
Britannia,  as  a  mere  school,  mi^t  l» 
done  away  with,  and  that  the  expeoss 
which  it  cost  the  country  might  be  asved 
by  boys  being  educated  in  public  sdiooh 
up  to  the  age  of  15 ;  but  he  fintiifisd 
himself  that  no  public  schools  fumiahed 
the  boys  with  the  special  mathematieal 
knowledge  at  the  age  of  15  which  Hhaj 
required ;  and  they  would,  therefore,  hm 
to  fall  back  upon  the  cram  system,  wtA 
disastrous    results  to  the  boys.      The 
noble  Lord  had  gone  into  the  question 
in  a  much  more  serious  manner  thax 
was  implied  by  the  mere  continuance  or 
non-continuance  of  the  Britannia.    He 
had  entered  into  the  whole  history  of 
the  education  of  a  cadet  from  the  time 
when  he  entered  the  Britannia  to  the 
period  when  he  passed  his  examination 
as  second  lieutenant.    He  was  vexy  glid 
to  hear  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Admiralfr  state  that  tiie 
whole  question  would  be  considered,  for, 
as  the  noble  Lord  had  said,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  Britannia  was  only  a  frag- 
mentary part  of  a  very  great  question. 
The  duties  which  were  required  of  navtl 
officers  in  modem  times  were  veiy  dif- 
ferent from  what  was  formerly  the  case, 
and  even  in  this  time  a  oonsideraUe 
change  in  the  course  of  education,  al- 
though in  a  fragmentary  manner,  had 
been  made.  He,  for  one,  agreed  that  it 
was  impossible  for  the  boy  to  get  up  hit 
duties  on  board  ship  and  to  derive  mudi 
benefit  from  the  Naval  Instructor  during 
the  few  hours  a-week   which   he  was 
allowed  to  devoto  to  him.  He  had  never 
been  satisfied  with  the  present  system 
in  that  respect.    Either  the  cadet  felt 
that  he  could  not  do  Us  work  for  ths 
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NaTal  InBtmotor,  or  he  considered  that 
he  was  interferiDg  with  his  duties  as 
officer,  and  the  cadets  were  thus  left  to 
feel  that  the  whole  ^stem  was  a  mis- 
take, and  an  error  which  failed  to  carry 
ont  the  purposes  in  view — namely,  the 
gradual  and  complete  education  of 
younfi"  officers  in-  all  the  duties  ex- 
pected from  them.  If  that  were  the 
case,  what  was  to  be  substituted  for  the 
present  system  ?  It  was  a  very  grave 
question,  and  one  that  required  very 
serious  consideration.  The  question  was 
entitled  to  so  prolonged  and  extensive 
consideration  that  he  feared  it  was  al- 
most bevond  the  power  of  the  Board  of 
Admirafihr  to  give  pr<n>er  consideration 
to  it.  He  md  not  for  one  moment 
suggest  that  the  responsibility  of  the 
Admiralty  should  be  taken  from  them ; 
but  he  doubted  very  much,  judging  from 
his  own  experience,  whether  it  would  be 
possible  for  those  who  had  succeeded 
him  at  the  Admiralty,  to  give  so  much 
consideration  to  the  question  as  to  en- 
able them  to  produce  a  result  which 
would  satisfy  themselves.  Commissions 
had  been  appointed  from  time  to  time  to 
consider  the  whole  question  of  naval 
education ;  and  he  thought  that  a  time 
had  now  arrived  when  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion might  be  appointed  to  consider  the 
whole  question.  He  thought  that  if 
that  Commission  were  selected  with 
sufficient  care  and  judgment  from 
amongst  those  acquainted  with  what 
was  really  necessary,  a  result  might  be 
arrived  at  which  would  form  a  satisfac- 
tory settlement  of  this  question  for  a 
long  time  to  come.  He  had  himself 
thought  that  it  was  desirable,  even  when 
they  took  boys  at  the  early  age  of  13, 
to  allow  anyone  under  certain  restric- 
tions to  send  boys  to  a  Naval  College, 
and  to  keep  them  there  until  the  age  of 
16,  when,  t>y  competitive  examination, 
they  would  determine  which  of  them 
were  to  pass  into  the  Service.  Of  course, 
that  only  referred  to  the  first  part  of 
the  question — that  of  the  entry  of  cadets 
whicn  was  a  most  important  matter.  He 
was  conscious  of  the  fact  that  from  the 
age  of  16,  when  the  boys  went  to  sea, 
tnd  until  they  returned  and  passed 
through  the  examination  as  second 
lieutenants,  much  of  their  time  was 
wasted,  and,  as  a  consequence,  men  who 
might  have  been  an  ornament  to  the 
Senrice  were  not  given  an  such  an  edu- 
cation as  they  ought  to  receive.     He 


thought  that  they  ought  to  make  the  best 
use  of  the  materials  they  possessed,  and 
to  afford  every  opportunity  for  the  de- 
velopment of  those  qualities  which 
existed  among  the  boys  who  desired  to 
enter  the  Public  Service.  He  trusted 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  forgive  him, 
however,  if  he  referred  to  his  remarks 
with  regard  to  seamanship.  The  noble 
Lord  left  the  impression  that  now  that 
ships  of  war  mainly  consisted  of  iron- 
clads propelled  by  steam,  seamanship 
was  not  required.  While  the  old  kind 
of  seamanship  was  no  longer  required, 
he  thought  that  seamanship  of  an  in- 
formed intelligent  kind  was  still  re- 
quired. 

LoBB  BAMSAY  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  seemed  to  have  misunderstood 
his  observations.  When  he  used  the 
word  ''steamship"hedid  so  in  a  strictly 
professional  and  technical  sense.  He 
had  not  spoken  of  the  art  of  handling 
ships  under  sail  in  difficult  circumstances. 
He  fully  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  that  was  as  necessary  as  it 
formerly  was.  ^ 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he  was 
glad  to  have  elicited  the  explanation 
from  the  noble  Lord,  that  he  was  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  not  wish 
that  his  comrades  in  the  Service  should 
entertain  the  impression  that  he  made 
the  suggestion  that  the  art  of  handling 
a  ship  under  sail  under  difficult  cir- 
cumstances was  not  necessary.  He  would 
not  detain  the  Committee  any  longer, 
but  would  state,  in  conclusion,  that  when 
at  the  Board  of  Admiralty  he  felt  the 
responsibility  of  nomination  very  great, 
and  that  if  a  better  system  could  have 
been  devised  he  should  have  been  very 
fflad  to  have  adopted  it.  He  did  not  think, 
however,  that  open  competition  between 
boys  of  13  was  likely  to  secure  the  best 
results  for  the  British  Navy — although 
he  thought  that  competition  at  a  later 
period,  perhaps  at  15  or  16,  after  the 
boys  had  received  a  proper  training  at  a 
school  or  College,  might  bo  found  suc- 
cessful. The  training  necessary  for  such 
later  competition  would,  it  should  be  re- 
membered, fit  those  who  had  undergone 
it  for  manv  useful  occupations  in  life. 
They  woula  be  fitted  for  the  Army,  for 
Woolwich,  or  for  other  professions. 

MR.WHITWELL  said,  that  they  now 
found,  from  what  had  been  said  by  those 
who  bad  spoken  since  the  noble  I^rd 
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(Lord  Bamsaj),  that  this  after  all  was 
no  new  question,  and  that  there  had  heen 
ahnost  a  consensus  of  opinion  on  the  fact. 
Thus  the  question  had  not  heen  moved 
too  soon,  hut  had  only  waited  to  he  pro- 
perly hrought  forward  in  the  Oomnuttee 
Dj  some  hon.  Member  who  thoroughly 
understood  it.  He  trusted  that  the  Com- 
mittee wotdd  now  urge  upon  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Board  of 
Admiralty  to  treat  the  question  as  one 
which  must  he  immediately  dealt  with. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Memher  for  Chat- 
ham (Mr.  Oorst)  had  referred  to  the  ex- 
penses of  the  education  on  hoard  the 
Britannia,  That  education  had,  un- 
doubtedly, been  expensive,  and  its  results, 
moreover,  had  not  been  satisfactory. 
What  they  had  then  to  press  upon  the 
Admiralty  was  that  this  subject  should 
no  longer  he  treated  as  a  mere  depart- 
mental question.  They  had  heard  that 
the  education  g^ven  to  uie  officers  in  the 
Navy  was  inferior  to  that  given  in  foreign 
Navies.  The  hon.  Oendeman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  might  feel 
that  ue  country  would  not  grudge  any 
money  for  the  education  of  its  naval 
officers,  while  it  was  most  essential  that 
the  Navy  should  he  managed  by  men  of 
the  highest  experience  and  the  highest 
intellectual  power  attainable.  They  must 
not  allow  tms  question  to  drift  amongst 
^ose  too  numerous  questions  which  were 
only  to  be  thought  of  or  considered. 
The  thing  must  be  done ;  and  he  was 
sure  he  was  speakine  not  only  his  own 
opinion,  but  that  of  the  whole  Com- 
mittee, when  he  said  the  subject  must  be 
grasped  and  a  satisfactory  result  brought 
about. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  that  the  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  had  referred 
to  a  Naval  School  at  Dartmouth.  He 
(Mr.  Bentinck)  believed  that  no  ffreater 
mistake  could  be  made  than  mat  of 
building  a  Naval  School  on  shore ;  putting 
all  questions  of  cost  aside,  it  was,  he 
thought,  impossible  to  have  an  efficient 
school  of  that  kind.  Although  they  did 
not  acquire  much  of  sea-goinghabits,  they 
leamedmore  onboard  the  Britannia  than 
they  could  on  shore,  more  particularly 
with  regard  to  the  habits  of  ship  life. 
He  believed  that  Uie  present  system  was 
radically  wrong ;  there  was  too  much 
cramming  of  the  head  and  too  little  ex- 
ercise of  the  body,  and  he  should  not  be 
surprised  if  the  Naval  Service  became 

Mr.  WhUwM 


disorganized  in  consequence.  He  wai 
convinced  that  the  boys  would  turn  out 
better  sailors  and  more  tisefiil  men  if 
they  were  kept  afloat  during  the  scho- 
lastic period.  The  proper  course  was  to 
send  boys  to  sea;  by  that  means  they 
would  learn  more  in  three  months  than 
they  would  leam  on  shore  in  12.  They 
ought  also  to  be  g^ven  healthful  exerdae 
and  not  be  overcrammed  with  studiee. 
He  did  hope  that  nothing  would  indaoe 
that  House  to  sanction  the  eetabliahment 
of  a  Naval  College  on  shore. 

Mb.  JEI^INS  said,   that  the  shipi 
of  to-day  were  not  like  those  of  60  yean 
ago.    Not  only  had  the  steamidiip  beeo 
introduced,  but  with  sailing  ships  there 
was  not   the  amount   of  mancBUvnar 
that  there  used  to  be.     In  the  case  <v 
the  MerdMint    Service,    what  was  re- 
quired was  merely  long  sea  service,  bbA 
that  was  the  only  way  of  obtaining  tia 
requisite  knowledge.     Such  knowledp 
was  frequently  of  immense   service  la 
saving  a  ship  from  disaster.    He  though 
that,  as  a  rule,  the  officers  of  our  Na?7 
spent  too  much  time  in  port — prohMj 
two-thirds  of  their  time  was  so  vpeat, 
and  they  were  not  sufficiently  loy*^ 
sea.    For  his  own  part,  he  believed  tfcat 
the  many  disasters  they  had  had  dniing 
the  last  few  years  was  due  to  that  ia^ 
The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Bamsay)  had  tj 
ferred  to  the  training  of  officers,  in^ 
shipmen,  and  sub-lieutenants.    For  bis 
part,  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  could  not  under- 
stand why  the  ships  in  which  thoae  m- 
cers  went  to  sea  were  not  kept  under 
canvas  without  the  use  of  steam  p>^.^' 
so  as  to  enaUe  ^em  to  leam  ^^^^ 
tactics,  instead  of  being  mainly  propeu^l 
by  steam.    For  that  reason  he  fully  oon- 
curred  with  the  system  of  flying  aqw- 
rons,  which  had  been  introduced  by^® 
present  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Ui- 
Childers).    He  hoped  that  inauiry  would 
be  made  as  to  the  ships  at  foreign  ais- 
tions ;  take,  for  instance,  the  China  sta- 
tion.   He  would  venture  to  say  that  u 
the    Admiralty   made    inquiries,   they 
would  find  that  the  ships  at  that  ata^on 
spent  two-thirds  or  three-fourths  of  tn^ 
time  in  port.    How  could  any  offloai«i 
he  woula  ask,  be  expected  to  leam  thaif 
business  without  continual  sea  0®i^^^^ 
He  believed  that  if  that  matter  reoeived 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  AdDUWT 
it  would  be  a  step  in  the  right  diieotiDi^' 
He  had  advocated,  last  year,  that  abp* 
should  be  sent  heme  from  the  Cbw 
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station  to  be  re-fitted,  and  not  repaired 
there,  and  others  sent  out  to  relieve 
them.  Officers  wonld  thus  have  the 
opportunity  of  gaining  experience  at 
sea  on  the  voyage.  Instead  of  that, 
many  jof  the  ships  remained  abroad, 
year  after  year,  and  officers  were  sent 
out  as  passengers  to  relieve  those  whose 
period  of  service  had  expired.  He  felt 
sure  that  the  discussion  which  had  taken 
place  that  night  would  tend  to  remove 
the  blots  whidi  at  present  existed  in  our 
system.  He  was  glad  that  that  discus- 
sion had  taken  place. 

Sib  ANDBEW  LXTSK  said,  that 
when  he  compared  the  Mercantile  Ser- 
vice with  the  Naval,  he  was  at  a  loss  to 
understand  how  it  was  that  so  many 
difficulties  arose  with  regard  to  the  latter 
Service.  He  could  not  diaoem  how  it 
was  that,  recruited  as  the  Navy  was 
with  young  men  of  good  education,  and 
with  every  possible  advantage,  it  cut 
such  a  poor  figure  when  anything  was 
requirea  to  be  done.  He  thought  thafc 
thanks  were  due  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Lord  Bamsay) 
for  having  givon  tnem  an  insight  into 
how  things  went  on.  It  appeared  that 
children  of  13  years  of  age  were  sent 
to  the  Britanniu.  They  were  not  old 
enough  to  learn  much,  and,  after  a  time, 
it  was  found  that  their  education  was 
deficient,  and  that  they  were  dissatisfied 
with  their  positions.  He  would  ask  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  and  the  nation,  if 
that  was  the  right  wav  to  introduce 
young  j^rsons  into  the  Navy  to  manage 
its  aifairs?  He  should  say— do  not 
send  little  boys  of  13  years  of  age  into 
such  a  Service ;  they  were  far  too  voung 
to  acquire  any  real  and  valuable  know- 
ledge. The  fact  was,  that  these  boys 
were  sent  there  to  please  their  mothers 
and  sisters  and  aunts,  and  veir  often, 
he  believed,  they  had  neither  education 
nor  brains.  They  ought  to  consider  the 
question  seriously,  and  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Board  of  Admiralty  to  endeavour 
to  obtain  the  services  of  a  more  advanced 
class  of  young  men,  who  had  shown 
some  capacity  and  ability,  qualities 
which  could  not  be  expected  to  be  shown 
by  mere  children,  if  they  looked  at 
the  Naval  Service  for  the  Isust  few  years, 
they  would  find  that  several  ships  had 
been  lost ;  and  if  they  then  turned  to 
the  Mercantile  Service,  they  could  find 
nothing  of  the  kind  in  the  recent  his- 
tory of  the  great  Oompanies.    Take,  Ua 

YOL*  OOLm.    [thiex)  sbwis.] 


instance,  the  Cunard  line ;  they  had 
run  for  over  40  years,  and  had  never 
lost  a  single  ship ;  and  the  Peninsular 
and  Oriental  had  run  for  many  years  to 
the  East  Indies,  and  had  never  made  a 
blunder,  and,  in  fact,  never  varied  as 
regarded  the  time  they  took  in  reaching 
their  destination.  He  asked  why  they 
should  have  those  difficulties  as  regarded 
the  Naval  Service  ?  He  had  no  hesita^ 
tion  in  saying  that  naval  officers  had 
shown  no  remarkable  skill  of  late ;  and 
he  believed  the  same  charge  might  be 
brought,  with  almost  equal  truth,  against 
their  Army.  He  thought  it  was  high 
time  that  those  matters  were  carefiifiy 
looked  into.  The  Navy  was  in  a  most 
unsatisfactory  condition;  every  naval 
officer  was  dissatisfied,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  those  officers  were  on  haH- 
paj.  He  was  sure  the  present  state  of 
thmgs  was  most  undesiraole.  The  noble 
Lord  who  had  recently  addressed  them 
(Lord  Bamsay)  had  brought  some  very 
useful  information  before  the  Committee, 
and  he  had  hinted  that  the  education  of 
each  child  cost,  in  one  way  and  another, 
about  £300  a-year.  That  being  so,  it 
must  be  obvious  that  none  but  the  upper 
classes  could  allow  their  children  to  go 
into  the  Navy.  He  thought  it  was  a 
monstrous  thing  that  the  education  of 
those  children  snould  cost  anything  like 
from  £200  to  £300  a-year.  When  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  said  that 
the  subject  should  receive  the  most  care- 
ful consideration,  he  hoped  that  he  would 
bear  in  mind  the  lectures  he  had  received 
that  night  That  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  system  of  open  compe- 
tition  which  the  present  Secretarv  of 
State  for  War  (lir.  Ghilders)  had  en- 
deavoured to  initiate  when  he  was  at 
the  Admiralty.  For  his  own  part,  he 
could  see  no  good  in  subjecting  such 
children  as  were  now  sent  to  the  Service 
to  competition.  If  they  were  17  or  18 
years  of  age  it  would  be  very  different. 
He  trusted  that  the  Gentlemen  who  now 
were  in  charge  of  the  Admiralty  would 
endeavour  to  procure  a  more  efficient 
Navy,  as  he  feared  the  consequences  in 
case  they  found  themselves  suddenly  in- 
volved in  a  naval  war.  He  trusted  that 
the  best  assistance  that  could  be  given 
by  those  in  authority  would  be  given  to 
the  subject. 

Mb,  ABTHXIB  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  like  for  a  moment  to  bring  the 
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Committee  back  to  the  question  of  the 
Vote  of  some  tens  of  thousands  for  the 
departments  of  the  Navy.  A  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  referred  to  the  cost 
of  training  cadets  on  board  the  Britannia; 
but  the  real  cost,  he  belieyed,  was  known 
to  nobody.  The  Admiralty  itself  did 
not  know  how  much  it  cost  to  train 
cadets  on  that  ship.  They  were  asked 
now  to  vote  a  sum  of  £9,811  on  account 
of  the  Britannia;  but  he  thought  he 
could  show  that  the  Government  did 
not  require  that  money  which  they 
then  asked  them  for.  They  had  that 
amount  and  more  than  that  already, 
and  were  not  therefore  in  any  need  of 
further  Votes  on  that  account.  If  hon. 
Gentlemen  would  look  at  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General's  Reports 
of  the  Appropriation  Account  of  the 
Nayy  Estimates  of  last  year,  they  would 
see,  from  pages  101  to  112,  a  series  of 
ledger  balances  to  the  amount  of 
£ld|24d,  held  by  the  Government  on 
account  of  the  subscriptions  received 
from  the  parents  and  guardians  of  naval 
cadets  on  board  the  Britannia,  That 
fund  had  been  accumulating  for  years ; 
representations  had  been  made  over  and 
over  again  to  the  Government  with 
regard  to  those  balances,  and  over  and 
over  again  those  representations  had 
been  evaded  ;  numerous  categorical 
letters  had  been  addressed  by  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General,  but  the 
balances  still  remained  in  their  hands  to 
the  extent  of  £9,000  odd.  From  that 
source  they  had  not  only  sufficient  to 
carry  them  on  from  September,  1879,  to 
the  end  of  the  last  financial  year,  but 
quite  enough  besides  for  all  the  expen- 
diture in  connection  wiUi  the  Britannia 
training  ship  during  the  present  finan- 
cial year  also.  There  were  three  funds 
from  which  money  was  supplied ;  there 
were  the  Votes  in  Parliament,  the  Naval 
Cadet  Fund,  and  what  was  ciUled  ike 
private  fund  of  the  naval  cadets.  The 
proportions  were  somewhat  in  this  way 
— where  £8,700  was  spent  out  of  Im- 
perial funds,  £3,400  came  out  of  the 
rf  aval  Cadet  Fund,  and  £700  out  of  the 
private  fund ;  therefore,  more  than  half 
of  the  money  came  from  the  Parlia- 
mentary Votes.  The  Government  had 
a  balance  in  hand  more  than  sufficient 
to  defray  the  annual  charge,  and  there 
was,  therefore,  no  necessity  for  that 
£9,811,  unless  the  balances  were  fully 
returned  to  the  parents  or  guardians. 

ifr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


If  there  were  no  promise  held  out  to 
that  effect,  he  shomd  deem  it  a  neces- 
sity to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  tliat 
sum.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
the  sum  to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  referred, 
consisted  of  contributions  of  parents  ior 
the  education  of  their  children  on  board 
the  Britannia,  A  discussion  had  ariaen 
between  the  Admiraliy  and  the  Treasmy 
as  to  its  disposal.  The  fund  would  have 
to  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer,  and  the 
money  spent  on  the  children's  education 
must  be  voted  by  that  House. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BEIEN  said,  ht 
wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  hoa 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  with  regsrd 
to  an  important  matter.  There  wu 
very  groat  jealousy  felt  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms  with  reference  to  the  mode  of 
entering  the  Navy  through  the  BriUn-^ 
nia.  Naval  cadets  appeared  to  be  in  a 
totally  different  position  from  the  yt>ung 
men  who  entered  the  Army.  No  doub^ 
in  some  few  regiments  it  was  neoessazy 
to  obtain  permission  of  the  General  b^ 
fore  entering ;  but  that  was  the  case,  he 
believed,  onlyin  a  few  special  regiments, 
such  as  the  Rifle  Brigades,  the  Guards, 
and  an  attempt  had  recently  been  made 
to  introduce  a  similar  system  in  the  60th 
Hifles,  but  the  Army  generally  must  be 
considered  as  open.  He  did  not  profess 
to  know  much  about  the  Navy ;  but  he 
had  been  told  that  there  were  certain 
schools  which  had  obtained  a  certain 
amount  of  patronage  with  regard  to  ad* 
mission  into  the  Navy,  and,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  the  patronage  which  the  F^rst 
Lord  and  some  distinguished  officers 
possessed,  there  was  no  other  way  of 
getting  into  the  Navy.  Generally  speak- 
ing, unless  a  man  could  procure  the 
interest  of  the  First  Lord  for  the  time 
being,  he  beUeved,  under  the  present 
arrangement,  it  was  very  difficult  to  get 
a  nomination.  He  wished  to  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty whether  the  statement  he  had 
made  as  to  the  mode  of  getting  admis- 
sion to  the  Navy  through  that  ship  was 
a  correct  one?  If  not,  he  should  ask 
him  to  set  him  right  upon  the  matter. 
If  he  had  been  rightly  informed,  and 
the  facts  were  as  he  had  stated,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  position  was  a  most 
anomalous  one  to  say  that  the  British 
Navy,  upon  which  they  had  prided  them* 
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Belres  for  bo  many  years,  was  an  open 
Serrice,  when,  in  fact,  it  was  restricted 
to  a  few  high  personages  endowed  with 
extraordinary  privileges  of  patronage. 
He  should  Uke  also  to  know,  whether 
the  present  Ministers  would  do  any- 
thing, however  little,  towards  throwing 
open  that  Service,  to  public  competition, 
as  ought  to  be  done?  That  question  of 
public  competition  was  one  that  had 
been  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and  he 
was  certain  no  harm  would  accrue  to 
that  branch  of  the  Public  Service  if  it 
were  introduced.  He  would  take  that 
opportunity  of  asking  his  hon.  Friend 
whether  the  facts  were  as  he  had  stated ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  would  take  into 
consideration  the  desirability  of  intro- 
ducing competition  as  themeans  of  enter- 
ing that  distinguished  Service  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that, 
daring  the  greater  part  of  that  discus- 
sion, the  subject  had  turned  on  the 
question  of  entering  cadets  for  the 
Navy.  No  doubt,  it  was  quite  true  that 
the  present  mode  of  entering  for  that 
Service  was  by  pure  nomination,  which 
was  vested  mainly  in  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  and,  to  a  certain  extent, 
in  the  other  naval  Lords  and  certain  of 
the  naval  officers.  It  was  now  under 
consideration,  whether  or  not  the  Ser- 
vice should,  to  some  extent,  be  open  to 
competition,  and  he  hoped,  before  long, 
to  be  able  to  announce  the  decision. 

SiE  ANDBEW  LUSK  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  a  Question  of  the  hon.  Oentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty.  It  was 
a  simple  one,  and,  no  doubt,  he  could 
answer  it  at  once.  On  page  25  he  saw 
that  a  number  of  almanacks  had  been 
•old.  In  1875,  18,896  had  been  sold, 
and  in  1879  the  number  had  fallen  to 
16,290.  He  did  not  like  to  see  that, 
for  those  almanacks  had  always  been 
considered  the  standard  for  navigation. 
He  hoped  it  was  no  evidence  that  the 
Scientific  Department  was  falling  off  in 
skin? 

Me.  T.  BBASSET  said,  he  could 
answer  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. The  almanacks  were  most  useful, 
and  were  published  by  the  Admiralty 
in  a  cheap  form  for  the  use  of  seamen. 
The  reason  that  the  number  sold  had 
sliffhtly  diminished,  was,  no  doubt,  that 
other  almanacks  by  private  persons  had 
managed  to  obtain  a  share  of  patron- 


Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  not  altogether  satisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefevre)  as  regarded  the  balances  in. 
their  hjEinds.  They  evidently  had  no 
right  to  the  money,  andyet  he  declined 
to  take  it  in  aid  of  the  vote,  and  there 
was  probably  but  little  chance  of  its  be- 
ing returned  to  the  contributors.  Under 
those  circumstances,  unless  he  ascer- 
tained firom  the  hon.  Oentleman  that  he 
was  prepared  to  take  it  in  aid  of  the 
Vote,  or  pay  it  into  the  Exchequer,  he 
should  be  compelled  to  press  nis  Mo- 
tion.   

Ma.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  the 
money  would  be  paid  into  the  Exchequer. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2).  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £1,027,689,  be 
granted  to  Her  -  Majesty,  to  complete  ^e  Bum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Expenies  of  the  Dock- 
yards and  Naval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  ofMarch  1881. 

Me.  AETHUB  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
sum  was  not  altogether  all  that  was 
wanted  for  the  purpose  during  the  year, 
for  it  only  formed  part  of  £1,868,586, 
which  had  been  voted  under  this  head, 
and  it  was  also  an  increase  by  £20,000 
on  the  Estimate  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present. 

Me.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOE,  resum- 
ing, said,  the  total  of  the  Vote  was  not 
the  sum  which  the  Chairman  had  just 
read,  but  was  £1,868,585,  and  of  this 
sum  £1,202,000  was  to  be  spent  at  home, 
and  only  £188,000  abroad.  Of  the 
sum  which  was  to  be  spent  at  home, 
Deptford  was  to  get  £808,4;  Chat- 
ham, £880,000;  Sheemess,  £187,000; 
Portsmouth,  £891,000;  Devonport, 
£880,000;  and  Pembroke,  £118,000; 
so  that,  altoge^er,  this  Island  of  Oreat 
Britain  was  to  receive  the  advantage  of 
an  expenditure  of  upwards  of  £  1 ,  760, 000, 
whereas  Ireland  omv  got  the  paltry  sum 
of  £1,458.  Ireland  contributed  to  the 
Imperial  Exchequer  in  the  |nroportion  of 
1  to  8  or  9,  as  compared  with  England ; 
while  it  received  out  of  this  £1,880,000, 
only  one  85th  part.    The  wages  voted 
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under  Vote  1,  for  the  pay  of  Seamen 
and  Marines,  was,  for  the  most  part,  ex- 
pended in  England,  and  Engliand  got 
the  benefit  of  it,  while  little  or  nothing 
was  spent  in  Ireland.  Under  Vote  2,  for 
Victuals  and  Clothing,  Lights,  Soap,  and 
Tobaooo,  all  these  articles  were  purchased 
in  England,  and  England  got  the  benefit 
of  the  trade.  After  the  money  taken  for 
the  Admiralty  Office  which  was  spent  in 
this  coxmtry,  almost  all  the  Establish- 
ments for  which  money  was  taken  under 
Vote  5,  were  either  in  this  country  or 
abroad,  and  none  of  them  were  in  Ire- 
land ;  so  that,  up  to  this  Vote,  almost  all 
the  money  taken  in  the  Navy  Estimates 
was  spent  in  one  portion  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  Ireland,  as  he  had  said,  only 
got  one  85th  part  of  what  was  spent  in 
England,  and  only  100th  part  of  the 
Vote.  If  hon.  Members  turned  to  page 
83  of  the  Estimates,  they  would  see 
there  that  the  item  of  **  Contingencies  " 
alone  on  this  Yote  was  four  times  as 
much  as  the  entire  sum  which  it  was 
proposed  to  spend  in  Ireland.  Of  this 
£1,458 — which  was  a  mere  fringe  of  the 
Vote — which  was  spent  in  Ireland,  one- 
third  went  under  the  head  of  **  Labour." 
This  was  for  the  pay  of  the  Constabulary, 
as  might  be  seen  by  reference  to  pages 
66  and  67  of  those  Estimates.  If  hon. 
Members  would  turn  to  those  pages 
they  would  see  the  character  of  the 
Vote,  which  was  principally  a  Wages 
Vote.  The  total  amount  giren  for 
wages  in  the  Estimate  was  £1,051,000, 
which  was  more  than  1,000  times  what 
Ireland  got ;  and  out  of  that  sum  of  up- 
wards of  £1,000,000,  Ireland  barely  got 
£  1 ,000 J  She  did  not  receive  in  wages,  un- 
der this  chief  Nayy  Vote,  one-thousandth 
part  of  what  was  spent  in  England.  The 
uoyemment  proposed  to  spend  on  wages 
at  GKbraltar  six  times  as  much  as  was 
spent  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  The 
(x)mmittee  would  see,  also,  that  by  page 
67,  they  proposed  to  spend  in  Malta  SO 
times  as  much,  in  Bermuda  25  times  as 
much,  and  in  Jamaica  five  times  as 
much.  In  the  single  harbour  of  Trin- 
comalee,  the  Qovemment  proposed  to 
spend  £4,131,  in  contradistinction  to 
£1,458  in  the  whole  of  Ireland.  That 
country  received  scarcely  one-third  of 
what  was  demanded  for  the  single  port 
of  Esquimaux,  in  Ban^;oon ;  and  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  appealing  to  fair-minded 
ikiglish  and  Scotch  Members — for  he 
would  not  appeal  to  his  compatriots — if 

Mr.  Arthur  C  Connor 


this  was  a  fair,  and  just,  and  honest  wty 
of  dealing  with  Ireland  ?    They  had  to 
pay  their  quota  to  the  Impmal  Ex- 
chequer, and  they  g^t  back  less  thsn 
1 ,000th  part  of  what  was  spent  in  wagst 
in  England.    Why  should  all  the  Dock- 
yards be  in  England  ?     They  bad  in 
Ireland   harbours    as    convenient   and 
suitable,  large  land-locked  basins  admir- 
ably adapt^  by  nature  for  dockyards; 
they  had  m  Cork  Harbour,  Dingle  Har- 
bour, and  Dingle  Bay,   one  of  the  most 
natural  dockyards  to  be   found  in  the 
whole  world.    North  of  that  they  bad 
not  only  the  mouth  of  the  Shannon,  but 
Oalway,  and  20  other  harbours  in  eveiy 
part  ei  Ireland.    Yet  they  had  not  • 
single  Dockyard  in  the   whole  of  ^ 
country.    They  had  a    right,    on  tk 
other  hand,  to  have  one  there,  becaoM 
it  was  one  of  the  understood  oondittoas 
of  the  Union  that  a  Dockyard  should  be 
established.    Lord  Comwallis  distinctly 
promised  that  there  should  be  a  Dock- 
yard established  in  Ireland  immediately 
after  the  Union ;  but,  from  that  day  to 
this,  Irish  Members  had  been  vainlj 
trying  to  obtain  their  rights.     He  wae 
now  merely  repeating  me   daim  tbit 
was  made  100  times  before,  and  bad 
never  yet  been    granted.     They   were 
told  that  what  the  Irish  people  wanted 
was  employment  in  order  to  prevent 
distress  and  starvation.    Let  the  Govern- 
ment set  the  example ;  they  had  money. 
They  complained  of  landlords  and  sani- 
tary authorities  not  availing  themselvee 
of  the  facilities  offered  them,  yet  bere 
they  asked  for  £1,330,000  to  be  paid 
for  wages  and  for  labour,  and  by  tbat 
means  fliey  had  an  opportunity  of  spend- 
ing money  in  the  employment  of  tbe 
Seople  of  Ireland.    Why  did  not  tbey 
o  it?    How  easy  it  was  to  get  over 
£1,000,000  for  works  in  England,  and 
how  hard  it  was  to  obtain  even  £20,000 
or  £30,000  on  loan  even  to  save  tbe 
people  of  Ireland  from  starving !    One 
Dockyard  in  his  country  would  be  a  god- 
send.   One  single  Dockyard  establiabed 
at  Cork  or  in  iSngle  Harbour,  if  money 
was  spent  on  it  as  money  was  spent  in 
England,  would  go  a  vety  long  way  of 
itself  to  removing  all  distress  in  the  two 
counties  bordering  on  it.      But  the  Oo- 
vemment  did  noSiing.     Thev  did  not 
even  spend  the  sums  for  which  tbey 
asked  m  the  Vote.    If  hon.  Memben 
would  turn  to  the  Appropriation  Aooount 
of  last  year,  they  wonld  find  that  a  8Q0 
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of  £4,700  was  retarned  to  the  Ezobequer 
as  not  expended  in  connection  with 
Deronport.  Fortsmoath,  and  Sheemess. 
That  sum  was  returned  as  not  wanted, 
although  it  had  been  yoted,  and  that 
sum  eren  was  three  times  the  amount  of 
all  the  money  the  Qovemment  now  pro- 
posed to  spend  in  the  whole  year  in  Ire- 
Uind.  He  could  not  think  that  Ministers 
were  prepared  altogether  to  reject  or 
ignore  the  claim  &eland  had  to  the 
establishment  of  a  Dockyard  at  some 
port  or  other  along  her  coast.  There- 
fore, in  order  to  giro  them  the  oppor- 
tunity to  make  an  arrangement  for  the 
establishment  of  such  a  Dockyard,  he 
would  beg  to  more  the  postponement  of 
the  Vote. 

The  CHAXRMAN  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  be  in  Order  in  moving  the 
postponement  of  the  Vote. 

lik.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  suggested 
that  the  discussion  would  more  properly 
take  place  upon  Vote  11,  for  works  now 
in  pT08;rees  m  Ireland.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  would  recol- 
lect that  a  considerable  sum  of  money 
had  now  been  taken  to  complete  the 
Dock  which  had  for  some  time  been  in 
course  of  erection  at  Haulbowline.  He 
would,  therefore,  venture  to  suggest  that 
this  discussion,  which  he  freely  admitted 
was  important,  should  be  raised  upon 
Vote  11,  and  not  upon  this  Vote,  oe- 
cause,  of  course,  as  this  Vote  was  for 
Ships  and  Dockyards,  it  was  quite  im- 
possible to  take  the  ships  to  be  repaired 
where  there  were  no  dockyards. 

Mb.  ABTHUR  O'CONNOR  replied, 
that  the  statement  of  the  GK)T6mment, 
that  ther  were  proceeding  with  the  works 
at  Haulbowline,  would  sound  rery  much 
like  satire  to  his  constituents  in  l&eland. 
They  had  always  heard  too  much  of  the 
Ooremment's  intentions  to  do  something 
or  other  in  their  country.  As  to  the 
Vote,  he  beg^ged  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  this  was  a  Dockyard  Vote, 
and  his  objection  to  the  Vote  as  it 
stood  was  that  the  money  asked  for 
was  devoted  to  dockyards  exclusively 
in  En^and.  He  claimed  a  Dockyard 
for  Ireland,  and  he  could  not  con- 
oeive  how  such  a  daim  could  be  put 
forward  on  any  other  Vote,  or  be  properly 
heard  except  on  this.  But  he  nught  also 
point  out  to  the  hon.  (Gentleman  (Mr. 
ohaw  Leferre),  that  a  certain  sum  of 
money  was  asked  for  in  this  Vote,  under 
•ttb-liead  E,  for  this  identical   Haul- 


bowline. The  amount  was  £901 ,  which 
stood  in  flagrant  contrast  to  £300,000, 
£270,000,  and  £211,000,  and  so  on, 
asked  on  account  of  different  places  in 
England.  It  seemed  to  him  that  this 
was  a  proper  Vote  on  which  to  raise  his 
question,  and,  in  order  to  do  so,  he  would 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£1,000,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £27,698,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  the  Bock- 
yards  and  Kaval  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
which  will  oome  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  dlst  day  of  March  1881. 
— (Jfr.  Arthur  0*  Connor,) 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that  he 
could  not,  of  course,  deny  the  right  of 
the  hon.  Oentleman  to  raise  this  question 
on  that  Vote,  because,  as  he  had  pointed 
out,  there  was  a  very  small  sum  for 
wages  taken  imder  that  head  for  Haul- 
bowline ;  but  he  still  thought  that  the 
discussion  would  more  properly  come 
under  Vote  1 1 ,  where  £26,000  was  taken 
for  these  works.  If  the  hon.  (Gentleman 
thought  that  the  GK)Temment  was  not 
adrancing  quickly  enough,  and  that 
more  money  ought  to  be  spent  there, 
that  would  be  a  rery  proper  occasion  to 
raise  the  whole  question;  but  he  was 
sure  he  would  admit  that,  until  the  Dock 
was  completed,  it  was  impossible  for  the 
Admiralty  to  spend  any  considerable 
sum  in  repairing  ships  there.  The  better 
mode,  peniaps,  would  be  to  suggest  that 
a  larger  sum  should  be  expended  in 
hastening  on  the  works.  He  had  already 
said  that  it  was  intended  to  spend 
£25,000  during  the  current  year  upon 
it,  which  was  the  sum  that  had  been 
spent  for  the  last  four  or  fire  years,  and, 
at  that  rate,  the  Dock  wouldbe  completed 
in  three  or  four  years  more.  He  would 
venture,  also,  to  remark  that  if  this  was 
an  Irish  p^erance,  it  was  still  more  a 
Scotch  g^erance,  because  there  was  not 
a  single  Ooyemment  Dock  in  the  whole 
of  Scotland,  and  it  was  not  proposed  to 
spend  any  money  upon  one. 

Mb.  £.  J.  BEED  observed,  that  the 
Motion  which  the  hon.  Oentleman  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Oonnor)  had  made  was  hardly 
a  fair  one,  because  it  would  debar  many 
English  Members  who  were  anxious  to 
help  from  voting  with  him,  because  his 
proposal  was  so  much  beside  the  question 
that  they  would  be  obliged  to  vote  against 
•  It  was  very  desirable  to  give  every 
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English  Member  an  opportimity  of  sup- 
porting the  question  of  Irish  Dockyards, 
if  possible ;  but  he  would  observe  that 
he  Knew  no  Motion  which  would  accom- 
plish that  object,  as,  in  Supply,  it  was 
only  possible  for  an  hon  Member  to 
move  the  reduction  of  a  Vote.  There- 
fore, he  thought  it  would  be  better  to 
more  a  Besmution  on  the  subject  on 

going  into  Committee  of  Supply.  He 
ad  noticed  that  the  present  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  stated  his  intention 
of  sending  boys  to  sea  in  sailing  ships. 
He  thought  it  would  be  well  if  some  in- 
dication could  be  elicited  from  the  Ad- 
miralty as  to  the  kind  of  vessel  to  which 
they  were  to  be  intrusted,  in  order  that 
hon.  Members  might  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  any  sug^stions  upon 
that  subject  which  might  occur  to  them. 
He  also  referred  to  the  case  of  mechani- 
cal writers  in  the  Dockyards,  with  the 
object  of  inducing  his  hon.  Friend  below 
him  to  call  attention  to  the  matter. 

Db.  LYONS  said,  he  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Queen's  County  would  with- 
draw his  Motion,  and  defer  the  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  imtil  they 
reached  Vote  11.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  would  then,  no  doubt,  be  in  a 
position  to  inform  the  Committee  as  to 
the  position  of  the  works  at  Haulbow- 
line.  Upon  Yoto  11  there  would  be  a 
full  opportunity  of  raising  the  whole 
question;  but  no  practical  issue  could 
follow  further  opposition  to  this  Yoto  on 
the  |»resent  occasion.  The  sooner  the 
remaminp;  Votes  were  passed  the  sooner, 
in  his  opinion,  would  tne  subject  be  con- 
sidered. 

OAFTAor  PBICE  said,  he  wished  to 
ascertain  what  were  the  views  of  the 
Qovemment  with  regard  to  the  Dock- 
yard Establishment — whether  they  were 
going  to  increase  the  number  of  esta- 
blished men,  or  whether  they  intonded  to 
depend  more  upon  the  system  of  hiring  ? 
That  question  was  most  intorestinfl^  to 
the  country  at  large,  and  particularty  to 
the  Dockyard  men  themselves.  Yanous 
Committees  which  had  sat  to  consider 
the  subject  had  recommended  that  a 
larger  ntunber  of  established  men  should 
be  given  to  the  Dockyards ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, all  Oovemments,  whether  Con- 
servative or  Liberal,  had  *'  burked  "  the 
question.  He  remembered  it  had  been 
xemarked  that  no  question  was  ever 
asked  of  the  witnesses  before  the  Com- 
mittoes  as  to  whether  this  or  that  mea- 
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sure  tended  to  increase  the  power  of  the 
Navy.  The  subject  was  always  looked 
at  &om  an  economical  point  of  view.  It 
would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  question  had  been  dealt 
with  by  Admiral  Elliot  at  the  time  he 
was  a  Member  of  the  House  of  Coounons 
in  1875.  The  gallant  Admiral  handled 
it  so  well,  and  used  arguments  of  so 
unanswerable  a  character,  that  the  Qo- 
vemment was  obliged  to  get  rid  of  him 
by  giving  him  a  good  appointment 
Since  then,  although  it  had  been 
brought  forward  from  time  to  time,  tba 
subject  had  never  been  thorouffbly  or 
exhaustively  dealt  with  in  the  House  of 
Conmions.  For  his  own  part,  he  ooM 
not  attempt  to  deal  wiui  it  at  nj 
length  from  the  fact  of  there  being  bci 
few  hon.  Members  disposed  to  take  tbs 
matter  up.  Naval  men  seemed  to  be  is 
a  minority  in  that  House.  Neverthdea, 
he  felt  it  his  duty  to  sav  a  few  wor^ 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Dockyard  Eirti- 
bUshments.  As  he  had  stated,  it  hid 
been  recommended  over  and  over  aeain 
by  Committees  that  they  should  estaSidi 
as  many  men  in  their  Dockyards  as  pos- 
sible. The  Committee  of  1859  maoe  a 
strong  recommendation  on  that  point 
They  were  unanimous  in  their  dedaioa 
that  the  men  in  the  Dockyards,  and  the 
factories  also,  should  be  esteblished,  and 
that  at  a  certain  age  they  should  be 
superannuated.  It  was  true  that  one 
Member  of  the  Committee  differed  as  to 
the  exact  way  in  which  the  system  of 
superannuation  should  be  carried  out; 
but  they  all  agreed  that  there  should  be 
superannuation.  That  recommendatioa 
was  made  in  1859,  and  20^  years  had 
elapsed,  so  far  as  the  factories  were  con- 
cerned, before  it  was  carried  out  in  1879. 
This  system  was  esteblished  by  the  late 
Oovemment,  who  put  a  certain  number 
of  factoiy  men  upon  the  Superannuation 
List ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  about 
1,000  men  were  so  esteblished.  But  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Govern- 
ment were  going  to  extend  that  prin- 
ciple, and  gradually  esteblish  aU  the 
men  in  the  mctories ;  and,  more  particu- 
larly, whether  they  were  going  to  take 
into  consideration  the  position  of  men 
in  the  factories  who  could  not  now  bene* 
fit  by  the  esteblishment  ?  It  was  aQ 
veiy  well  to  esteblish  men  from  the 
present  time,  and  begin  counting  their 
times  from  the  date  of  the  order 
for    superannuation   by-and-bye ;    but 
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it  was  no  consolation  to  those  men 
who  had  been  working  in  the  factories 
for  30  or  40  years,  and  could  not  benefit 
by  that  principle.  The  factories,  or 
steam  branch,  as  they  were  called,  were 
established  as  an  experiment  in  1846, 
when  men  of  good  character  were  taken 
from  the  best  private  factories  in  the 
country.  The  factories  set  up  by  these 
men  had  proved  a  very  decided  success, 
and  he  behered  they  had  effected  a  saving 
of  25  per  cent  in  the  cost  of  production  of 
some  articles,  such  as  madunery,  boilers, 
and  propellers.  Many  of  the  men,  when 
taken  from  private  tiade,  were  25  to  30 
years  of  age.  They  had  been  serving 
oontinuousfy  ever  since  the  setting  up 
of  the  factories,  and  were  now  losing 
to  the  time  when  they  would  be  obliged 
to  give  up  work.  It  might  be  expected 
that  these  men  would  get  some  kind  of 
pension ;  but  the  fact  was  they  only  re- 
ceived a  gratuity,  which  he  could  assure 
the  Committee  was  very  small  indeed. 
For  some  years  they  had  received  no 
ffratuity  at  all.  Lord  Clarence  Faeet, 
however,  took  the  first  step  in  uiat 
direction,  and  allowed  them  £1  for 
every  year's  service;  and  some  years 
a^rwards  the  late  Administration,  who 
had  found  that  this  plan  did  not  act  quite 
fairly,  allowed  the  men  a  week's  pay- 
ment for  every  year's  service  in  the 
factories.  So  that  a  man  who  had  been 
serving  continuously  and  was  incapaci- 
tated at  60  years  of  age,  received  a 
ffratuity  of  from  £40  to  £60,  or  a  sum 
just  sufficient  to  keep  body  and  soul  to- 
gether for  a  year.  It  must,  of  course, 
be  said  that  the  men  who  came  into  the 
factories  received  a  higher  rate  of  pay 
than  those  in  the  Docxyards  who  were 
entitled  to  superannuation  at  the  age  of 
60.  And  it  might  be  ureed  that  out  of 
their  higher  rate  of  pay  mey  could  save 
sufEcient  to  buy  an  annuity  commencing 
on  their  reaching  the  affe  of  60.  But  it 
must  be  remembered  that  they  had  no 
guarantee  that  their  services  would  be 
continuous,  and  that,  after  having  put 
out  money  for  the  purchase  of  an  annuity, 
by  a  reduction  taking  place  in  the  es- 
tablishment they  might,  as  it  were,  find 
themselves  on  their  beam  ends.  For 
theee  reasons,  he  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  to  consider  the  subject. 
He  believed  there  were  at  the  Ad- 
miralty, or  had  been  until  latelv,  officers 
who  were  of  opinion  that  the  small 
gratuity  which  was  given  to  the  men 


who  had  worked  so  many  years  in  the 
steam  branch  factories  ought  to  be  very 
much  increased,  and  that,  instead  of 
their  getting  one  week's  pay  for  each 
year's  service,  they  should  receive  a 
month's  pay.  Then,  as  regarded  the 
Dockyards  proper,  of  course,  every 
man  who  entered  the  Dockyards  wanted 
to  be  put  on  the  Establishment,  and 
wanted  to  know  that  he  would,  by- 
and-bye,  be  entitled  to  superannu- 
ation. But  he  could  not  get  on  the 
List.  It  was  not  any  fault  of  his.  He 
might  go  on  serving  and  serving  and 
not  get  what  he  wanted,  for  the  reason 
that  the  number  of  established  men  was 
limited.  A  gang  of  men  might  enter 
the  Dockyard  to-day,  one-third  of  whom 
might  be  put  on  the  Established  list 
at  once,  because  there  happened  to  be 
vacancies  to  that  extent.  One-third  of 
them  could  not  get  on  this  Established 
List  for  five  years  because  there  were 
no  vacancies,  while  the  remaining  third 
could  not  be  placed  on  the  List  for  10 
years  for  the  same  reason.  What  was 
the  consequence  of  this  ?  The  third 
batch,  who  had  to  wait  10  years,  only 
began  to  count  their  time  from,  the  ena 
of  that  period;  they  had  only  a  small 
ntunber  of  years  to  coimt  when  they 
arrived  at  the  age  of  60,  and  their  super- 
annuation was  much  less  than  those  who 
had  been  put  at  once  on  the  Established 
list.  He  held  that  every  man  ought  to 
pass  through  a  probationary  course  be- 
fore being  entiUed  to  be  established; 
that  after,  say,  five  years,  he  should  be 
put  upon  the  Established  List  as  a  matter 
of  right,  and  that  he  should  commence 
to  count  his  time  not  from  that  date,  but 
that  his  back  time  should  be  given  him. 
A  deduction  should  be  made,  perhaps, 
for  the  amount  of  extra  pay  which  ne 
had  received  by  reason  of  his  being  a 
hired  man  during  those  five  years,  in- 
stead of  an  established  man.  This 
could  be  done  either  by  reducing  his 
pension  for  one  or  two  years,  when  he 
became  entitled  to  it,  or  by  reducing 
its  equivalent  in  time — that  was  to  say, 
that,  instead  of  his  counting  the  whole 
five  years,  he  should  count  one  year 
short  of  that,  or  whatever  the  propor- 
tion might  be  equivalent  to  the  extra 
pay  he  had  been  receiving.  He  assured 
nis  hon.  Friend  who  sat  upon  the  opposite 
Bench  as  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Ad- 
miralty that  the  question  was  one  of  the 
greatest  interest  at  the  Dockyards,  and 
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liicfa  be  had  towaide  him, 
fld  his  meaaiiree  u  franki; 
res  on  the  other  eide  of  ihe 
e  Secretary  to  the  Admin 
a  to  Bay  that  another  rea* 
ouse  treated  this  ^at  q 
i  much  apparent  indiffereii 
le;  did  not  share  the  alarm 
'.  Bentinck)  entertained,  an 

I  confessed  to  entertain,  a 
t  condition  of  the  Britieli 
rer,  he  was  bound  to  a( 
tie  statement  which  fell  ( 
entleman  (Ur.  Shaw  Lefe 

II  further  reason  for  alan 
lints  which  he  had  endeati 
before  the  House,  and  (i 
[  called  the  attention  of  t 
man,  were,  in  the  first  p] 
af  a  sufficient  reserre  o 
>f  line-of-battle,  of  the  d 

as  iron-clade.  He  con 
>  reserve  of  such  ships  e 
'  the  inevitable  casnaltie 
ccur  in  a  great  naval  act 
if  so  fragile  a  character 

The  substance  of  the  h 
i'b  reply  was,  in  the  fin 
i  baa  an  ample  reserve 

and  he  west  on  to  say 
Suard  formed  the  Admb 
lor  that  portion  of  the  Nai 
uld  like  to  hear  a  atatt 
rhich  woiild  tend  to  prove 
sufficient  reserve  of  fighti 
T  Ifavy  in  the  event  of  th 
asualties  which  must  oa 
laval  action.  He  ehoold 
9d  to  hear  bow  the  hon. 
lade  out  that  the  ships  noi 
ongst  their  Naval  Beser 
lualified  to  take  the  place 
iron-clads  in  action.  Uj 
le  would  be  very  glad  b. 
xplanation  from  the  Sea 
dnuralty.    The   second  | 

he  bad  referred  was  tl 
le  of  cruising  ships  for  1 
rbarassing  the  oommerct 
,  of  defending  their  own  a 
event  of  war,  and  of  mail 
)te  control  of  the  sea.  Ai 
erted  to  those  points,  he  ha 
«ntion  of  the  hon.  Oeotl 
it  that  the  question  was  on 
ly  related  to  the  baraesiDf 
»'  commerce ;  bat,  nnder 
oditionofthings.wasofthe 
ance  with  regard  to  the  ii 
I  the  people  of  this  conntr] 
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of  war,  and  that,  therefore,  thej  were 
l>oxuid  to  have  snoh  a  preponderance' of 
fctst  omising  ships  as  would,  at  all  erents, 
insure  their  command  of  the  sea.  Well,  the 
lion .  Gentleman,  with  the  frankness  which 
always  characterized  him,  had  admitted 
that  there  was  fall  reason  for  the  com- 
plaint of  the  want  of  cruising  ships ;  and 
lie  (Mr.  Bentinck)  was  prepared  to  hear 
that  admission  followed  by  the  announce- 
ment that  the  GK>yemment  were  about 
to  derote  their  energies  to  the  construc- 
tion of  a  number  of  vessels  of  that  kind. 
But,  to  his  great  disappointment  and 
regret,  the  hon.  Gentleman  wound  up  by 
saying  he  hoped  that  they  should,  from 
time  to  time,  add  to  their  ntunber.  [Mr. 
Shaw  Lefeybe:   I  said  we  were  pro- 
posing to  commence  three  cruisers.]  He 
(Mr.  Benti^ciy  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
-^sssm  advanced  an  arg^ument  against  him- 
self.   Of  what  use  were  three  cruising 
ships  in  maintaining  the  ascendency  of 
GFreat  Britain  on  the  high  seas  ?    Forty 
or  fifty  ships  of  that   class  would  be 
wanted  to  place  the  country  both  in  a 
position  to  maintain    her  naval  supre* 
snacy,  and  in  a  position  which  she  must 
oocupy,  unless  the  people  were   to  be 
reduced  to  a  state  of  starvation  in  case 
of  war.    It  was  incredible  to  him  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  unless  he  had  mis- 
understood him,  should,  from  his  place 
in  Parliament,  begin  by  telling  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  admittea  the  deficiency  in 
the  number  of  their    cruising  ships  ; 
then,  that  he  should  go  on  to  say  that 
he  hoped,  from  time  to  time,  to  add  to 
their  number ;  and,  finally,  that  he  was 
about  to  take  measures  for  the  construc- 
tion of  three  such  ships.    He  had  urged 
these  points  on  every  successive  Govern- 
ment lor  many  years  past ;  but  that  did 
not  deter  him  from  ag^n  adverting  to 
questions  which  he  considered  to  be  of 
vital  importance  to  the  very  existence  of 
the  country.    The  answer  of  the  hon. 
(Gentleman  had  filled  him  with  astonish- 
ment ;  and  the  statement  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  only  about  to    construct 
three  cruisers,  he  thought,  fully  bore 
out  his  assertion,  made  more  than  once, 
and  to  succeeding  Governments,  and  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  people 
of   this  country  were    painfully    and 
blindlv  indifferent  to  a  question  which 
related  to   their   very  existence  as  a 
nation.   The  fact  was,  Government  after 
Oovemment  had  dealt  with  this  ques. 
tion,  not  with  refarence  to  their  mow. 
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ledge  of  the  subject,  or  with  reference 
to  their  convictions — they  had  dealt 
with  it  as  a  matter  of  political  con- 
venience. No  Government,  for  yean 
past,  had  had  the  courage  to  come  down 
to  the  House  and  say  that  the  cost  of 
everytiiing  connected  with  the  Navy  had 
increased  ten-fold  in  the  last  20  years ; 
consequently,  that  the  cost  of  the  Navy 
must  oe  very  largely  increased.  Unless 
the  coimtry  was  prepared  to  incur  tiie 
necessary  expense,  its  position,  as  a  great 
nation,  was  one  of  the  utmost  peril. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  that  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
delivered  to  the  Committee  was  one  with 
which    those   hon.  Members  who  had 
been  in  former  Parliaments  were  per- 
fectly familiar.    He  would  do  ^e  hon. 
GenUeman  the  credit  to  say  that  he  had 
upheld  his  testimony  without  refsrenoe 
to  political  considerations,  and  had  oom- 
plfloned  alike  whether  his  own  Party  or 
his  political  opponents  were  in  power. 
The   hon.  Gentleman   said   that  more 
money  oueht  to  be  expended  on  the 
Navy,  if  they  wished  to  avoid  Hie  de- 
struction of  England  as  a  Naval  Power. 
But  he  (Mr.  Kylands)  could  not  hcdp 
remembering  that  they  were  paying  a 
large  sum — he  thought  a  very  exorbitant 
sum — ^for    Navy   ^timates.    He  very 
much  questioned  whether  the  country 
would  be  satisfied  if  th^  were  told  that, 
although  they  were  spen(ung£l  0,500, 000 
a-year — ^the  late  Government  spent  from 
£11,000,000    to    £12,000,000— on    the 
Navy,  their  naval  supremacy  was  gra- 
dually declining.    He  had  no  sudi  ap- 
prehensions. Me  believed,  if  the  occasion 
should  arise  when  th^  would  have  to 
protect  the  commerce  ox  this  country  by 
cruisers,  they  had  in  their  Mercantile 
Marine    an    enormous  store  of  power 
which  could  be  utilized  in  a  very  ihort 
period,  and  in  such  a  way  as  to  protect 
the  commerce  of  Britain  and  maintain 
the  naval  supremacy  of  the  country.  He 
believed,  however,   that  the  enormous 
expenditure   on    account  of  Uie  Navy 
might  be  cut  down ;  for  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  so  larffe  an  expenditure  was 
necessary  to  mamtain  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  this  country.    He  did  not  wi^ 
it  to  be  supposed  that  in  any  arguments 
he  had  usea  he  was  desirous  of  cutting 
down  the  naval  power  of  the  country ; 
but  he  did  think  it  was  neoeesary  to 
out  down  that  wasteful  expenditure  of 
the  people's  money  which  was   going 
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ship-building,  had  been  carried  out. 
He  had  also  pointed  out  that  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years  in  succession  those 
promises  had  not  been  carried  out.  He 
could  only  say  that  it  had  been  usual  for 
MinisterSy  when  laying  the  Estimates 
before  the  House,  to  state  what  work  had 
been  accomplished  during  the  previous 
year ;  but  he  hoped  next  year  to  be  able 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  that  House  a 
Betum  givine  fuller  details  of  that  mat- 
ter. When  the  arrangements  were  com- 
pleted, and  that  Betum  was  before  them, 
they  would  be  able  to  see  how  much  of 
the  money  expended  had  been  devoted 
to  ship-bmlding  or  ship-preparing.  He 
thougnt  he  heA  now  answered  all  the 
Questions  which  had  been  asked,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Vote  would  then  be 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  a  question  which,  per- 
haps, he  was  in  a  position  to  answer.  A 
Committee  was  appointed  by  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  in  conjunction  with 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in 
reference  to  the  g^ns  to  be  placed  in 
those  ships.  He  had  himself  considered 
that  some  arrangement  might  be  come 
to  by  which  some  sort  of  composition 
might  be  introduced,  so  that  the  Naval 
Service  should  not  rely  entirely  on  the 
Woolwich  Gun  Factory.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  a  position  to  give  to  the  Committee 
any  information  on  the  subject.  He  was 
sure  that  he  would  agree  with  him  that 
that  was  the  right  course  to  take  as  re- 
garded the  matter  of  guns  for  large 
ships. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  had  taken  exception  to  what 
he  had  stated  with  reference  to  addi- 
tional expenditure;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  considered  that  the  greatest 
economy  would  be  practised  by  adding 
largely  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy.  He 
must  remind  his  hon.  Friend,  with  all 
respect  to  him,  that  he  seemed  to  have 
lost  sight  in  his  arg^ument  of  one  im- 
portant fact.  He  admitted  the  necessity 
of  having  an  efficient  Navy,  and  yet 
when  he  talked  of  economy  he  seemed 
to  forget  the  increased  cost  of  every- 
thing connected  with  the  Navy.  If  tiiiey 
were  to  have  an  efficient  Navy,  he  would 
remind  him  that  it  must  be  at  a  costmuch 
in  excess  of  that  of  former  years.    That 

Mr,  Shaw  Lef&vre 


was  a  point  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  forgotten ;  and  he  wished 
to  impress  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
considering  it  when  talking  of  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Navy.    He  should  like  to 
say  one  word  with  regard  to  what  fell 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  with  reference  to  su(^ 
enormous  iron-clads  as   the  Inflexible, 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  and,  in  fact,  it 
was  well  known,  that  ships  such  as  that 
were  regarded  as  being  of  a  very  doubt- 
fid  character ;  and  it  was  for  considera- 
tion whether  they  contributed  to  the 
real  available  strength  of  the  Navy  of 
this  countiy.     He  also  said  that  they 
relied  upon  anumber  of  Coast  Guardships 
of  bygone  days  as  line-of-battle  ships. 
He  (Mr.  Bentinck)  considered  that  such 
vessels  were  practically  useless ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  right  to  treat 
these  in  the  number  of  cruisers  when 
there  was  no  intention  of  increasing  that 
class  of  vessel  by  new  ones.    He  could 
not,    therefore,    agree    with    his    hon. 
Friend  in  that  matter.    Some  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded  to  the  question  of  the 
conversion  of  merchant-men  into  naval 
vessels.     For  his  part,  he  had  great 
doubts  whether  they  would  turn  out  to 
be  useful  or  not.     There  were  many 
objections  to  them,  not  the    least   of 
which  was  that  it  was  a  work  of  time 
before  those  ships  could  be  converted 
into  efficient  cruising  vessels.     He  be- 
lieved that  in  the  event  of  an  outbreak 
of  war  such  vessels  would  come  too  late ; 
everything  would  have  to  be  done,  and 
nothing  would  be  ready ;  and  this  coun- 
try would  find  itself  in  a  position  of 
extreme  difficulty,  not  to  say  jeopardy. 
The  whole  subject,  in  fact,  required  very 
serious  attention.    The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  that 
all  those  things  would  have  to  be  at- 
tended to  with  due  regard  to  economy; 
and  that  was  where  he  differed  from  him. 
He  fully  agreed,  however,  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  as  to  the  necessity  of  econo- 
mizing, as  much  as  possible,  in  the  Navy ; 
but  he  denied  that  allowing  the  Navy  of 
this  country  to  remain  in  a  state  of  in- 
efficiency was  entitled  to  be  classed  under 
the  head  of  economy.    He  contended 
that  economy  must  give  way,  if  a  too 
rigid  adherence  to  it  would  be  likely  to 
entail  national  disaster. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFE7BE  said,  he  was 
unable  to  answer  fully  the  question  of  the 
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OoTeniment  whioh  had  only  recently 
oome  into  Office;  and  he  had  the 
greatest  confidence  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Seoretaiy  to  the  Admiralty 
^woold  bring  great  ability  to  bear  upon 
this  subject.  He  hoped  with  regard  to 
the  Dockyards  that  tney  might  mid,  on 
a  subsequent  occasion,  that  a  better 
system  had  been  adopted;  and  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  considerable 
economy  could  be  secured,  on  the  other, 
greater  results  might  be  obtained  by  less 
expenditure. 

Ma.  QOBST  said,  that  he  hoped  Her 
Miuesty's  Oovemment  would  not  over- 
loof  this  important  question.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for   Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  that   the 

Suestion  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
[ember  for  Devonport  (Oaptain  Price) 
was  not  only  one  of  veiy  great  impor- 
tance, but  his  observations  upon  it  did 
not  desenre  to  be  received  with  the 
sneers  they  had  met  with.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  disposed  to  interrupt  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  did  not  usually 
take  any  part  in  these  debates.  They 
only  came  in  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  ^turbance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  hardly  done  justice  to  Gen- 
tlemen who  represented  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies, when  he  stated  that  they  could 
not  approach  this  subject  with  any  but 
a  biassed  view.  He  should  have  thought 
that  even  the  interests  of  a  large  body 
of  workmen  were  deserving  of  some 
attention  on  the  part  of  Gentlemen 
who,  as  Liberals,  professed  a  special 
interest  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes;  but  he  desired  to  discuss  this 
question,  not  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
employed,  but  in  the  interest  of  the 
countrr  at  large.  He  did  not  think  that 
hon.  Members  who  interrupted  properly 
understood  the  state  of  tmngs  in  their 
Dockyards  at  the  present  time.  They 
employed  a  great  number  of  workmen ; 
and  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  country 
that  they  should  emplopr  the  best  work- 
men who  could  be  obtained  at  the  ordi- 
nary rates  of  labour.  To  employ  second- 
rate  shipwrights,  smiths,  and  fitters 
was  no  wise  economy ;  but  they  ought 
to  have  the  pick  of  shipwrights,  smiuis, 
and  artificers  throughout  the  country. 
How  were  arrangements  made  in  order 
to  produce  that  effect?  The  principle 
of  the  dockyard  was  that  men  were  put 
upon  the  establishment.  They  were 
engaged  at  something  less  than  (ordinary 


wages  of  labour  in  their  own  trade;  but 
they  were  insured  a  reg^ular  and  constant 
employment,  and  they  received  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  called  pen- 
sion, but  which  was  really  deferred  pay, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  them  steady 
and  industrious  in  their  work,  and  in- 
ducing them  to  remain,  in  the  Dockyard. 
In  the  first  place,  by  that  system,  Uiey 
obtained  the  pick  of  men  in  the  country, 
and  they  were  sure  of  their  services  at 
any  time,  whether  great  activity  pre- 
vailed in  the  ship-biulding  trade  or  not 
But  for  such  an  arrangement,  at  a  period 
of  great  activity  in  the  ship-bmlding 
trade  they  might  have  a  difficulty  in 
getting  men ;  and  it  was  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  country  to  have  a  num- 
ber of  men  upon  whom  they  could  rely 
in  times  of  emergency.  In  practice, 
about  half  of  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Dockyards  were  not  on  the 
establishment.  They  were  hired  by  the 
State  like  any  ordinary  employer  of 
labour,  and  that  system  proauced  tlus 
bad  result.  They  could  not  get  sudi 
good  hired  men  as  those  who  worked  on 
the  establishment;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  the  rate  of  wages  rose — if  a 
war  broke  out,  or  if  there  were  great 
activity  in  the  ship-building  trade— they 
would  find  that  they  would  have  to  in- 
crease the  wages  of  the  hired  artificers. 
So  that,  by  having  to  pay  extra  wages  in 
times  of  deamess,  they  would  far  more 
than  swallow  up  the  extra  cost  of  the  men 
on  the  establishment  in  time  of  peace. 
Men  not  on  the  establishment  luways 
felt  themselves  in  a  position  of  inferiority 
to  those  on  the  estabUshment.  The 
hired  shipwrights  worked  side  by  side 
with  the  establishment  men.  It  was 
true  that  they  got  slightly  higher  wages; 
but  they  had  not  the  same  security  of 
permanent  employment,  particularly 
when  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
Office,  and  they  were  always  in  fear  of 
losing  their  employment  by  retrench- 
ment. Those  men  felt  uncertainty  in 
their  work,  which  made  them  dissatisfied 
with  their  position.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side 
sneered  at  these  arguments ;  but  those 
artificers  had  thems^ves  and  their  fami- 
lies to  support,  and  were  as  anxious  for 
security  for  their  small  incomes  as  hon. 
Members  were  for  the  security  of  their 
large  incomes.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Deyonport  had  not  been 
ashamed  to  stand  up   and  state  that 
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under  Vote  11  until  then.  He  should 
not  have  attempted  to  raise  that  point 
at  all,  had  it  not  been  that  he  thought 
that  Uie  Question  of  the  prosecution  of 
the  Hauloowline  works  ought  to  be  oon- 
sidered  under  Ihat  head.  He  took  it 
that  the  English  Dockyards  were  con- 
sidered under  thepreeent  Vote. 
.  Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  rose  to 
correct  a  misunderstanding  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down.  The  present  Vote  was  not 
the  one  under  which  the  question  he  had 
raised  could  be  considered.  The  wages 
of  tiie  men  employedin  the  Dockyard  were 
provided  in  vote  6  ;  but  the  cost  of  the 
works  proposed  to  be  carried  out  was 
provided  for  under  Vote  11.  Therefore, 
when  that  Vote  came  on  it  would  be  the 
right  time  to  discuss  the  matter  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he 
begged  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Oentle- 
man for  his  suggestion,  and  he  should 
raise  the  question  under  Vote  11. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  that,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  and  the  explanation  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefeyre),  it  seemed  undesirable  at  the 
present  moment  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  Vote  for  Haulbowline.  But,  con- 
siderinff  the  feujt  that  no  wages  could  be 
chajrged  for  shipbuilders  until  the  works 
there  were  completed,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  did  enter  within  the 
limits  of  the  present  discussion.  He 
thought  that  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
was  not,  however,  the  way  to  obtain  the 
object  they  had  in  view.  The  proper 
way  seemed  to  be  to  raise  a  discussion 
on  the  subject,  and  to  press  it  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.  To  move 
to  reduce  the  Vote  was  not,  by  any 
meanSi  a  direct  way  of  proceeding.  No- 
thing like  the  sum  that  ought  to  be 
spent  had  been  spent  on  those  works ; 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  fully  justified 
in  raising  a  discussion  of  the  question. 
Oertainly,  an  alteration  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  present  system  of  voting  money 
for  those  works,  and  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  they  should  be  finished  as  soon 
as  possible. 

Motion,  by  leavOi  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr,  A,  II,  SuUivan 


Mb.  JENKINS  said,  that  he  found, 
under  the  head  of  "  Foreign  Dockyards 
and  Allowances  for  Naval  Arsenals," 
Vote  10,  a  sum  of  £43,600,  and  a 
further  sum  of  £166,500,  for  ezpenaea 
in  foreign  Yards.  He  wished  to  obtain 
some  information  on  that  head.  The 
money  expended  in  home  Yards  was  ex- 
plained ;  but  no  information  was  ^Ten 
as  to  the  expenditure  for  foreign  Yards. 
A  large  sum  of  money  seemed  to  be 
spent  in  re-fitting  and  repairing  ahipa 
in  commission ;  and  it  was,  he  thought, 
most  desirable  as  regarded  that  expen- 
diture. He  thought  that  the  sum  spent 
was  much  more  than  absolutely  neces- 
sary— for  instance,  the  sum  spent  at 
Hong  Kong  was  very  larg^,  and  they 
should  have  some  details  as  to  ^wbat 
ships  were  repaired  at  that  station,  and 
the  cost  of  such  repairs.  He  hoped 
that  the  Board  of  Admiraltv  would  take 
that  matter  into  their  consiaeration.  and 
would  furnish  the  House  with  all  the 
information  they  could  upon  the  subject. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  that 
the  Eetum  they  proposed  in  another 
year  to  lay  before  tiie  House  would  g;ive 
all  the  information  desired  upon  that 
subject. 

Sib  ANDBEW  LUSK  said,  they  had 
drifted  away  for  some  time  from  the 
question  before  the  Committee.  They 
had  gone  into  a  discussion  as  regardea 
wages  of  artizans  and  other  daases  of 
men,  and  had  heard  hon.  Gentlemen 
talking  about  the  ''  wages  of  my  con- 
stituents." He  did  not  find  fault  with 
Qentiemen  from  England  or  Ireland 
trying  to  gain  advantages  for  their  con- 
stituents, or  wanting  a  share  of  the 
money  spent  in  the  localities  repre- 
sented ;  but  he  begged  to  remind  them 
that  they  had  met  ti^ere  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of 
any  particular  constituency.  He  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  that  Vote. 
They  spent  an  enormous  sum  in  wages ; 
but  he  thought  they  saw  little  for  it. 
Some  hon.  Member — he  had  foreotten 
who  it  was — said  that  there  had  been 
more  expenditure  than  last  year,  and 
less  to  show  for  it.  He  could  not  under- 
stand how  that  was  so.  He  thought 
that  those  works  in  Her  Majesty's  Yards 
compared  very  unfavourably  with  those 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine.  In  the  latter, 
they  could  alwa3rs  get  a  large  ship  built 
in  six  or  eight  months ;  whereas,  ia  the 
Dockyards,  they  took  ^ur  or  five  years, 
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Government  whioh  had  only  recently 
come  into  Office;  and  he  had  the 
greatest  confidence  that  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  the  Seoretary  to  the  Admiralty 
'would  bring  great  ability  to  bear  upon 
this  subject.  He  hoped  with  regard  to 
the  Dockyards  that  tney  might  mid,  on 
a  subsequent  occasioui  that  a  better 
^stem  had  been  adopted;  and  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  considerable 
economy  could  be  secured,  on  the  other, 
g^reater  results  might  be  obtained  by  less 
expenditure. 

Mb.  QOBST  said,  that  he  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment  would  not  over- 
look this  important  question.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for    Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  that   the 

Suestion  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Lember  for  Devonport  (Oaptain  Price) 
was  not  only  one  of  very  great  impor- 
tance, but  his  observations  upon  it  did 
not  desenre  to  be  received  with  the 
sneers  they  had  met  with,  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  disposed  to  interrupt  his 
hon.  and  gallant  friend,  did  not  usually 
take  any  part  in  these  debates.  They 
only  came  in  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  disturbance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  hardly  done  justice  to  Oen- 
tlemen  who  represented  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies, when  he  stated  that  they  could 
not  approach  this  subject  with  any  but 
a  biassed  view.  He  should  have  thought 
that  even  the  interests  of  a  large  body 
of  workmen  were  deserving  of  some 
attention  on  the  part  of  Oentlemen 
who,  as  Liberals,  professed  a  special 
interest  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes;  but  he  desired  to  discuss  this 
question,  not  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
employed,  but  in  the  interest  of  uie 
oountrv  at  large.  He  did  not  think  that 
hon.  Members  who  iaterrupted  properly 
understood  the  state  of  things  in  their 
Dockyards  at  the  present  time.  They 
employed  a  great  number  of  workmen ; 
and  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  country 
that  they  should  employ  the  best  work- 
men who  could  be  qbtamed  at  the  ordi- 
nary rates  of  labour.  To  employ  second- 
rate  shipwrights,  smiths,  and  fitters 
was  no  wise  economy ;  but  they  ought 
to  have  the  pick  of  shipwrights,  smiuis, 
and  artificers  throughout  the  country. 
How  were  arrangements  made  in  order 
to  produce  that  effect?  The  principle 
of  the  dockyard  was  that  men  were  put 
upon  the  establishment.  They  were 
engaged  at  something  less  than  ordinary 


wages  of  labour  in  their  own  trade;  but 
they  were  insured  a  regular  and  constant 
employment,  and  they  received  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  called  pen- 
sion, but  which  was  really  deferred  pay, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  them  steady 
and  industrious  in  their  work,  and  in- 
ducing them  to  remain  in  the  Dockyard. 
In  the  first  place,  by  that  system,  Hiey 
obtained  the  pick  of  men  in  the  coimtry, 
and  they  were  sure  of  their  services  at 
any  time,  whether  ^^at  activity  pre- 
vailed in  the  ship-building  trade  or  not. 
But  for  such  an  arrangement,  at  a  period 
of  great  activifv  in  the  ship-building 
trade  they  might  have  a  difficulty  in 
g^ttinff  men ;  and  it  was  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  country  to  have  a  num- 
ber of  men  upon  whom  they  could  rely 
in  times  of  emergency.  In  practice, 
about  half  of  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Dockyards  were  not  on  the 
establishment.  They  were  hired  by  the 
State  like  any  ordinary  employer  of 
labour,  and  that  S3rstem  produced  this 
bad  result.  They  could  not  get  such 
good  hired  men  as  those  who  worked  on 
the  establishment;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  the  rate  of  wages  rose— if  a 
war  broke  out,  or  if  there  were  great 
activity  in  the  ship-building  trade— they 
would  find  that  uiey  would  have  to  in- 
crease the  wages  of  the  hired  artificers. 
So  that,  by  having  to  pay  extra  wages  in 
times  of  deamess,  they  would  far  more 
than  swallow  up  the  extra  cost  of  the  men 
on  the  establishment  in  time  of  peace. 
Men  not  on  the  establishment  ^ways 
felt  themselves  in  a  position  of  inferiority 
to  those  on  the  establishment.  The 
hired  shipwrights  worked  side  by  side 
with  the  establishment  men.  It  was 
true  that  thev  got  slightly  higher  wages; 
but  they  had  not  the  same  security  of 
permanent  employment,  particularly 
when  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
Office,  and  they  were  always  in  fear  of 
losing  their  employment  by  retrench- 
ment. Those  men  felt  uncertainty  in 
their  work,  which  made  them  dissatisfied 
with  their  position.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side 
sneered  at  these  arguments ;  but  those 
artificers  had  thems^ves  and  their  fami- 
lies to  support,  and  were  as  anxious  for 
security  for  their  small  incomes  as  hon. 
Members  were  for  the  security  of  their 
large  incomes.  The  hon.  and  gdlant 
Member  for  Devonport  had  not  been 
ashamed  to  stand  up  and  state  that 
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Setom  had  nerer  been  foznished. 
Under  the  drcumBtances,  he  could  not 
bat  believe  that  all  those  Btatements 
which  had  been  made  with  reference  to 
the  island  were  purely  imaginatiTe,  and 
that  there  was  no  Yictnalling  Yard 
there  at  all.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVSE  said,  that 
▼ictualling  was  provided  at  the  Island 
of  Ascension  at  a  small  cost.  There 
was  also  a  Dockyard  and  a  Hospital 
there.  

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  this  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  and  answered 
during  the  time  he  had  presided  at  the 
Admiralty.  He  had  found  the  Estab- 
lishments in  the  Island  to  be  of  great 
value  to  the  West  Coast  Service. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  he  wished  to  know 
the  total  cost  of  the  Establishments  at 
the  Island  ? 

Mb.  T.  BSASSEY  said,  that  the  cost 
was  £2,400. 

Vote  a^eed  to. 

(4.)  £47,584,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Medical  Establishmente  at  Home  and 
Abroad. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  if 
hon.  Members  would  turn  to  pages  100 
and  101  they  would  see  a  reproduction 
of  this  Vote,  and  would  find  that  Ire- 
land only  got  the  sum  of  £1,000  odd. 
Again,  ihej  would  observe  that  not  a 
single  penny  of  the  Marine  Infirmary 
Vote  was  spent  in  Ireland.  He  entered 
his  protest  against  the  unjust  distribu- 
tion of  these  Votes. 

Mb.  GOBST  said  that  the  island 
having  been  alluded  to  as  a  ship  now 
reappeared  as  a  Hospital.  He  pressed 
upon  the  Gbvemment  to  say  what  the 
island  actually  cost,  because  he  could 
not  regard  the  answer  given  by  the  Sec- 
retary to  the  Admiralty  as  satisfactoiy. 
The  amount  which  appeared  on  page 
106  was  only  the  extra  pay  of  the  garri- 
son performing  the  duties  of  the  island, 
to  which  had  to  be  added  the  pay 
of  the  seamen  and  marines.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  would  remember  that  he  had 
not  mentioned  the  Kroomen.  It  ap- 
peared that  the  naval  officers  were 
assisted  by  a  number  of  these  savages  in 
the  performance  of  their  duties  in  the 
island.  

Mb.  T.  BBASSEY  said,  the  Kroomen 
were  84  in  number,  and  their  pay  varied 
from  6d,  a-day  upwards. 

Mr.  Oorit 


Sib  H.  DBITMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  statements  of  accounts  seemed  to  be 
very  much  confused.  They  had  already, 
under  Vote  5,  passed  a  lump  aam  for 
the  expense  of  the  BrUaamia  at  Dart- 
mouth. On  page  90  he  found  a  charge 
for  a  hospital  for  cadets,  and  that  cer- 
tain salaries  were  voted  twice.  In  order 
to  obtain  an  explanation  of  that,  they 
were  referred  to  page  160  in  the  Ap- 
pendix, which  really  gave  no  informa- 
tion at  all.  The  Vote  for  the  Briiamniu 
was  supposed  to  include  all  the  expenses 
connected  with  that  ship ;  but  they  Iiad 
now  to  vote,  for  the  second  time,  the 
salaries  of  the  surgeons  and  sick  porters 
on  shore.  He  asked  why  the  whole  of 
the  cost  was  not  included  in  the  Ssti- 
mate  for  the  Britanmia  on  page  32  ?  It 
had  already  been  found  that  certain 
sums  disappeared  in  some  way  or  other ; 
but  they  were  now  asked  to  vote  the 
same  sums  twice  over. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  mis- 
taken. Although  last  year  the  sum  of 
£934  was  charged  under  Vote  5,  it  was 
this  year  charged  under  Vote  9. 

Sm  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
under  the  present  Yote-^that  which  had 
been  just  put  from  the  Chair — there 
was  a  charge  for  Dartmouth  Hospital 
for  cadets.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  the  hon. 
Member  would  see  that  there  were  in 
the  Estimates  two  columns,  one  showing 
the  Votes  for  last  year  and  the  other  for 
the  present  year,  and  that  no  part  of 
this  year's  Vote  was  to  be  spent  on  the 
Establishment  at  Ascension. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  the  Committee  had 
been  informed  a  ^ort  time  ago  that 
the  total  cost  of  the  Establishment  at 
Ascension  was  £2,400.  He  now  found 
that  it  was  raised  by  other  items  to  the 
sum  of  £4,000.  Besides  this,  there 
must  be  added  the  full  pay  of  the  offi- 
cers, seamen,  and  marines,  of  unknown 
number  on  board  the  Flora.  It  was 
perfectly  true  there  were  some  receipts ; 
but  the  Committee  were  not  told  what 
those  receipts  amoimted  to. 

Thb  CHATBMAN;  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  will  look  he  will  see 
that  the  money  has  been  taken  under 
Vote  1,  and  that  there  is  no  money  un- 
der this  Vote  taken  for  the  Island  of 
Ascension. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
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that  ooold  be  available,  be  had 
asoertained   there  was   a  oonsiderable 
nuxnber— he  belieyed  30  or  40,  perhaps 
more — and  all  of  them  were  capable  of 
steamiDe  14  to  15  knots  an  hour.    By 
a    verr  little  alteration  they  oould  be 
tamed  into  war  ressels,  and  would  add 
neatly  to  the  cruising  strength  of  the 
!n  avy.    All  these  matters  had  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  when  estimating  the 
real  strenth  of  the  Navy.  The  Mercantile 
Service  must  be  considered  as  adding 
substantial  strength  to  the  Navy,  on 
vrluch  to  tAj  in  time  of  war ;    and  he 
vras  satisfied  that  no  other  Power  had 
an3rthing  like  the  same  number  of  yessels 
and  her  Mercantile  Marine  to  fall  back 
upon.   In  addition  to  those  vessels,  there 
were  also  sereral  iron-dads,  whidi  had 
become  obsolete  as  first-dass  ironclads, 
and  which,  by  a  certain  expenditure, 
oould  be  converted  into  cruisers.    In  the 
oase  of  some  of  them,  at  all  events,  it 
was  contemplated   to  turn   them   into 
cruisers  by  putting  compound  engines 
iuto  them,  and  so  increasing  their  speed. 
By  that  means,  they  would  gain  a  con- 
siderable increase  to  the  cruising  strength 
of  the  Navy.    He  thought  it  would  not 
be  a  wise  policy  to  build  at  once  30  or 
40  vessels  of  that  kind.     The  better 
course  would  be  to  add  to  their  ntunber 
gradually.    He    could   not,    therefore, 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bentinck)  in  that 
respect    His  hon.  Friend  went  on  to 
ask  what  was  the  intention  of  the  Oo- 
vemment  with  regard  to  the  training  of 
seamen  for  the  Navy,  and  he  Quoted 
firom  the  speech  of  the  Oivil  Lord  (Mr. 
Brassey),  which  was  made  recently,  with 
reference  to  sending  out  seamen  in  sail- 
inff  vessels.    All  that  his  hon.   Friend 
(llr.  Brassey)  had  stated  was  that  he 
considered   it   necessary   for   the   Ad- 
miral^   to    send    young    seamen    to 
sea;    but  he   did   not  say   what  dass 
of  vessels  they  should  be  sent  out  in. 
The   hon.    and    gallant    Member    for 
Devonport    (Captain    Price),    and   his 
hen.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst),   had  raised 
the  question  as  to  the  number  of  es- 
tablished men  in  the  naval  factories. 
His  attention  had  not  been  called  to 
that  subject  during  the  time  he  had 
been  in  Office;   and  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Board  of  Admiraltv  to   i>ost- 
pone  the  consideration  of  such  questions 
until  the  Board  of  Admiralty  visited  the 


Dockvards  in  the  autumn.  They  would 
then  hear  aU  that  oould  be  said  on  the 
subject  by  the  various  classes  of  work- 
men, and  dedde  what  was  to  be  done. 
Such  a  question,  he  ventured  to  think, 
was  scarcdy  a  proper  one  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  floor  of  that  House. 
When  he  was  at  the  Admiralty  before, 
he  had  always  advocated  treating  such 
questions  by  direct  communication  be- 
tween the  Board  of  Admiral^  and  the 
men ;  and  he  deprecated,  as  w  as  pos- 
sible, making  that  question  the  subject 
of  political  discussion  in  that  House. 
He  did  not  believe  that,  in  the  long  run, 
any  class  of  workmen  would  be  the 
gainers  by  making  such  a  matter  a 
political  question  ;  and  he  thought  hon. 
Members  ought  to  be  satisfied  to  leave 
the  authorities  to  deal  with  it.  All  such 
questions,  he  begged  to  assure  the  Com- 
mittee, would  be  fairly  considered  when 
the  Dockyards  were  visited  by  the  Board 
of  Admiralty.  With  reference  to  the 
general  question  of  establishment,  hon. 
Members  would,  no  doubt,  admit  that  it 
was  one  of  ereat  difficulty.  Dockyard 
men  were,  tul  lately,  divided  into  two 
classes— dockyardsmen  proper,  and  those 
who  were  employed  in  the  factories. 
The  first-named  were  entitled  to  super- 
annuation, but  not  the  latter.  But 
in  the  year  1879  a  change  was  made. 
The  system  of  superannuation  was  in- 
troduoidd  into  the  factories,  to  a  limited 
extent.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  been 
opposed  to  this  change ;  but,  inasmuch  as 
it  had  been  introduced,  it  could  not  be 
again  withdrawn,  and,  therefore,  the 
only  question  was  to  what  extent  it 
should  be  carried.  Of  course,  the  Com- 
mittee must  see  that  if  they  «tve  a  man 
a  pension  they  must  proportionatdy  re- 
duce his  wages.  He  believed  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Massey  Lopes) 
carried  out  that  arrangement,  and  when- 
ever a  pension  was  granted  a  propor- 
tionate reduction  in  wages  had  mnui 
made.  He  did  not  think  it  wise  to  in- 
troduce that  prindple  in  the  factories ; 
but,  as  it  had  been  introduced,  the  ques- 
tion to  what  extent  it  should  be  carried 
out  would  be  the  subject  of  the  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admirals.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Kylands)  had  pointed 
out  how  important  it  was  that  the  House 
should  be  informed  every  year,  on  the 
Estimates,  whether  the  work  promised 
in  the  previous  Estimates,  as  regarded 
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he  tbongbt  it  was  one  whicli  could  be 
legitimately  and  fairly  brought  forward. 
The  inequality  of  the  present  system 
conld  be  easily  seen  in  the  case  of  two 
men  who  did  the  same  work  and  were 
of  equally  good  character,  one  of  whom 
might  at  once  be  placed  on  the  Estab- 
lished List,  while  the  other  would 
have,  perhaps,  to  begin  counting  his 
time  only  after  the  expiration  of  10 
years'  service.  He  believed  the  Ad- 
miralty would  see  the  justice  of  con- 
sidering this  question  with  a  view  to 
placing  it  on  a  fair   and   satisfactory 

basis.  

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  he  believed 
this  was  the  Vote  upon  which  it  was 
customary  to  go  into  the  whole  question 
as  to  the  con£tion  of  the  British  Navy. 
He  desired  to  make  one  or  two  remarks 
upon  that  subject,  in  consequence  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
when  it  was  last  under  discussion.  Those 
who  were  present,  he  thought,  would 
bear  him  out,  and  those  who  had  read 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  would, 
no  doubt,  go  with  him  when  he  said 
that  the  statement  referred  to  was  of  a 
very  remarkable  character.  When  they 
were  last  discussing  this  question,  he 
had  complained  of  the  extreme  indif- 
ference snown  by  the  House  of  Commons 
to  everything  connected  with  the  con- 
dition and  welfare  of  the  Navy  of  this 
country.  In  answer  to  that  complaint, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  argued  that  there 
was  no  indifference  on  the  part  of  the 
House  of  Commons  either  to  the  wel- 
fare or  condition  of  the  Navy ;  but  he 
said  that  the  reason  why  there  was  such 
an  apparent  indifference  to  the  question 
was  that  no  Party  spirit  was  imported 
into  the  discussion.  He  quite  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Gentleman  on  that  point, 
and  wished  that  fact  would  account  for 
the  vexy  small  number  of  Members  who 
took  an  interest  or  part  in  these  discus- 
sions. He  believed  the  hon.  Ghentleman 
would  do  him  the  justice  of  acquitting 
him  of  introducing  into  the  consideration 
of  the  question  any  Party  feeling,  for  he 
had  always  endeavourea  to  point  out 
what,  in  ms  opinion,  had  been  the  de- 
fects or  errors  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  of  the  day  without 
reference,  in  any  way,  to  Partr.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  First  Lord 
would,  he  thouffht,  also  do  him  the  justice 
to  say  that,  with  aU  the  respect  and  good- 
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win  which  he  had  towards  him,  he  had 
criticized  his  measures  as  frankly  as  the 
measures  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
But  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  had 
gone  on  to  say  that  another  reason  why 
tiie  House  treated  this  great  question 
with  so  much  apparent  indifference  wma 
that  they  did  not  share  the  alarms  which 
he  (Mr.  Bentinck)  entertained,  and  which 
he  still  confessed  to  entertain,  as  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  British  Navy. 
Moreover,  he  was  bound  to  add  th^ 
after  the  statement  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  hs 
saw  still  further  reason  for  alarm.  Ths 
two  points  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
bring  before  the  House,  and  to  whiek 
he  had  called  the  attention  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  were,  in  the  first  place,  the 
want  of  a  sufficient  reserve  of  heavy 
ships  of  line-of-battle,  of  the  class  now 
known  as  iron-clads.  He  complained 
that  no  reserve  of  such  ships  existed  to 
supply  the  inevitable  casualties  which 
must  occur  in  a  great  naval  action  with 
ships  of  so  fragile  a  character  as  iron- 
claas.  The  suostance  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's reply  was,  in  the  first  place, 
that  he  had  an  ample  reserve  of  iron- 
clads ;  and  he  went  on  to  say  that  the 
Coast  Guard  formed  the  Admiralty  Be- 
serve  for  that  portion  of  the  Navy.  But 
he  would  like  to  hear  a  statement  of 
facts  which  would  tend  to  prove  that  he 
had  a  sufficient  reserve  of  fighting  ships 
in  their  Navy  in  the  event  of  the  inevit- 
able casualtieB  which  must  occur  in  a 
great  naval  action.  He  should  be  much 
gratified  to  hear  how  the  hon.  Gkntle- 
man  made  out  that  the  ships  now  elassed 
as  amongst  their  Naval  Keserve  were 
ships  qualified  to  take  the  place  of  their 
heavy  iron-clads  in  action.  Upon  that 
point  he  would  be  very  glad  to  have  a 
clear  explanation  from  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty.  The  second  point  to 
which  he  had  referred  was  the  total 
absence  of  cruising  ships  for  the  pur- 
pose of  harassinff  the  oommeroe  of  the 
enemy,  of  defenmng  their  own  commerce 
in  the  event  of  war,  and  of  maintaining 
complete  control  of  the  sea.  And  when 
he  adverted  to  tiiose  points,  he  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  hon.  Ghentleman  to 
the  fact  that  the  question  was  one  which 
not  only  related  to  the  harassing  of  the 
enemies'  commerce ;  but,  under  the  pre* 
sent  condition  of  things,  wasofthegreiUest 
importance  with  regkrd  to  the  supply  of 
food  to  the  people  of  this  country  in  case 
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of  war,  and  that,  therefore,  they  were 
bound  to  haye  snoh  a  preponderance*  of 
fast  omising  ships  as  would,  at  all  events, 
insuretheircommandof  thesea.  Well,  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  with  the  frankness  which 
always  characterized  him,  had  admitted 
that  there  was  full  reason  for  the  com- 
plaint of  the  want  of  cruising  ships ;  and 
ne  (Mr.  Bentinck)  was  prepared  to  hear 
that  admission  followed  by  the  announce- 
ment that  the  (Government  were  about 
to  devote  their  energies  to  the  construc- 
tion of  a  number  of  vessels  of  that  kind. 
But,  to  his  great  disappointment  and 
regret,  the  hon.  Gentleman  wound  up  by 
saying  he  hoped  that  they  should,  mm 
time  to  time,  add  to  their  number.  [Mr. 
Shaw  Lsfevbe:   I  said  we  were  pro- 
posing to  commence  three  cruisers.]  He 
(Mr.  BentiT»'»T.^  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
xnssi  advanced  an  arg^ument  against  him- 
self.   Of  what  use  were  three  cruising 
ships  in  maintaining  the  ascendency  of 
Great  Britain  on  the  high  seas  ?    Forty 
or  fiitv  ships  of  that    class  would  be 
wanted  to  place  the  country  both  in  a 
position  to  maintain    her  naval  supre- 
macy, and  in  a  position  which  she  must 
occupy,  unless  the  people  were   to  be 
reduced  to  a  state  of  starvation  in  case 
of  war.    It  was  incredible  to  him  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  unless  he  had  mis- 
understood him,  should,  from  his  place 
in  Parliament,  begin  by  telling  the  Com- 
mittee that  he  admittea  the  deficiency  in 
the  number  of  their    cruising  ships  ; 
then,  that  he  should  go  on  to  say  that 
he  hoped,  from  time  to  time,  to  add  to 
their  number ;  and,  finally,  that  he  was 
about  to  take  measures  for  the  construc- 
tion of  three  such  ships.    He  had  urged 
these  points  on  every  successive  Govern- 
ment for  many  years  past ;  but  that  did 
not  deter  him  from  again  adverting  to 
questions  which  he  considered  to  be  of 
vital  importance  to  the  veiy  existence  of 
the  country.    The  answer  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  filled  him  with  astonish- 
ment ;  and  the  statement  that  the  Ad- 
miralty were  only  about  to    construct 
three  cruisers,  he  thought,  frdly  bore 
out  his  assertion,  made  more  than  once, 
and  to  succeeding  Governments,  and  to 
the  House  of  Commons,  that  the  people 
of   this  country  were    painfully    and 
blindly  indifferent  to  a  question  which 
related   to   their   very  existence  as  a 
nation.   The  fact  was,  Gbvemment  after 
Government  had  dealt  with  this  ques. 
tion,  not  with  reteenoe  to  their  know. 
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ledge  of  the  subject,  or  with  reference 
to  their  convictions — ^they  had  dealt 
with  it  as  a  matter  of  political  con- 
venience. No  Government,  for  years 
past,  had  had  the  courage  to  come  down 
to  the  House  and  say  that  the  cost  of 
everything  connected  with  the  Navy  had 
increased  ten-fold  in  the  last  20  years ; 
consequently,  that  the  cost  of  the  Navy 
must  oe  very  largely  increased.  Unless 
the  country  was  prepared  to  incur  the 
necessary  expense,  its  position,  as  a  great 
nation,  was  one  of  the  utmost  peril. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  that  the  speech 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  had 
delivered  to  the  Committee  was  one  with 
which    those   hon.  Members  who  had 
been  in  former  Parliaments  were  per- 
fectly familiar.    He  would  do  tiie  hon. 
GenUeman  the  credit  to  say  that  he  had 
upheld  his  testimony  without  refOTenoe 
to  political  considerations,  and  had  com- 
pkuned  alike  whether  his  own  Party  or 
his  political  opponents  were  in  power. 
The   hon.  Gentleman    said   that  more 
money  ought  to  be  expended  on  the 
Navy,  if  they  wished  to  avoid  Uie  de- 
struction of  England  as  a  Naval  Power. 
But  he  (Mr.  Kylands)  could  not  hcdp 
remembering  that  they  were  paying  a 
large  sum — ^he  thought  a  very  exorbitant 
sum — ^for    Navy    ^timates.    He  very 
much  questioned  whether  the  country 
would  be  satisfied  if  thev  were  told  that, 
although  they  were  Bpend^g£l  0,500, 000 
a-year — ^the  late  Government  spent  from 
£11,000,000    to    £12,000,000— on    the 
Navy,  their  naval  supremacy  was  gra- 
dually declining.    He  had  no  sudi  ap- 
prehensions. Me  believed,  if  the  occasion 
should  arise  when  th^  would  have  to 
protect  the  commerce  ox  this  country  by 
cruisers,  they  had  in  their  Mercantile 
Marine    an    enormous  store  of  power 
which  could  be  utilised  in  a  very  short 
period,  and  in  such  a  way  as  to  protect 
the  commerce  of  Britain  and  maintain 
the  naval  supremacy  of  the  country.  He 
believed,  however,   that  the  enormous 
expenditure   on   account  of   the  Navy 
might  be  cut  down ;  for  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  so  larffe  an  expenditure  was 
necessary  to  mamtain  the  naval  supre- 
macy of  this  country.    He  did  not  wish 
it  to  be  supposed  that  in  any  arguments 
he  had  usea  he  was  desirous  of  cutting 
down  the  naval  power  of  the  country ; 
but  he  did  think  it  was  necessary  to 
out  down  that  wasteful  expenditure  of 
the  people's  money  which  was   going 
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on.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Devonport  (Oaptain  Prioe)  had  pressed 
upon  the  Committee  the  necessity  of 
dipping  their  hands  into  the  public 
purse  in  order  to  give  employment 
to  his  constituents.  He  entirely  dis- 
puted the  contention  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member.  He  said  that  the 
policy  which  had  been  pursued  with  re- 
gard to  the  Dockyards  had  been  found 
to  be  unsatisfactory,  and  had,  in  fact, 
induced  the  Oovemment  to  eng^e  in 
work  which  it  would  not  have  engaged 
in  but  from  the  necessity  of  finding  em- 

51oyment  for  these  establishment  men. 
'he  hon.  and  gidlant  Gentleman  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  look  at  this  matter 
from  a  perfectly  impartialpoint  of  view, 
representing,  as  he  did,  a  Dockyard  con- 
stituency ;  but  if  he  would  carefully  in- 
Testigate  the  amount  paid  by  the  coun- 
try lOT  pensions  to  these  establishment 
men,  he  would  find  that  this  addition  to 
the  wages  of  these  men  was  a  matter  for 
Texy  serious  consideration.  He  had  very 
grave  doubt  whether  the  establishment 
principle  was  a  wise  one ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly was  of  opinion  that  it  was  highly 
xmdesirable  to  extend  it.  They  should 
keep  establishments  within  narrow 
limits,  for  if  they  had  a  large  number 
of  men  in  the  Dockyards  they  could  not 
keep  them  in  steady  employment.  He 
should  like  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  to  a  matter  which  he  hoped 
might  be  attended  to  in  present  and  sub- 
sequent years.  He  held  in  his  hand  an 
amended  programme  of  ship-building, 
to  be  executed  during  the  years  1 880-8 1 , 
and  he  found  in  that  progranmie  that 
the  total  number  of  men  to  be  employed 
was  15,772.  He  had  also  a  statement 
of  the  total  amount  of  work  which  was 
intended  to  be  completed  in  the  course 
of  that  year,  which  it  appeared  was 
12,353  tons.  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon. 
Gentleman  whether,  at  the  end  of  the 
year,  he  could  not  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  a  Betum  showing  the  ton- 
nage of  the  ships  which  had  been  com- 
pleted during  the  preceding  12  months, 
and  also  state  the  number  of  men  who 
had  been  employed  in  completing  that 
tonnage  ?  He  would  tell  the  Committee 
why  such  a  Betum  would  be  desirable. 
In  1877-8  the  estimate  of  theriffhthon. 
Gendeman  the  late  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  was  that  there  would  be 
added  to  the  Navy  in  that  year  14,240 
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tons,  and  he  asked  the  House  for  the 
wages  of  a  certain  number  of  men  upon 
that  footing.  During  the  year  the  actual 
number  of  tons  added  to  the  Navy  vaa 
12,052,    or    a    deduction    of    15     per 
cent  upon  the  estimate.    At  the  same 
time,  the  wages  paid  to  artificers  stood 
at  as  high  a  sum  as  if  the  full  amountof 
tonnage  had  been  completed.    He  could 
not  but  regard  that  as  a  yexy  unsatitfac- 
toxy  result.    He  thought   that  was  a 
matter  which  required  some  explana- 
tion.     He  wished  that  there  should  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  as 
soon  as  possible  after  the  close  of  the 
financial  year,  a  statement  enabling  the 
House  to  test  the  Estimates  of  the  Oo- 
vemment, and  to  see  whether  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Gbvemment  had  been  car- 
ried out,  and  how  far  the  amount  of  work 
completed  and  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed corresponded  with  the  Estimates. 
He  was  remmded  that  there  wsw  laid 
upon  the  House  annually  a  Betum  of 
the  ship-buUding  of  the  country.      And 
from  that  Betum,  any  hon.  Member  em- 
ploying an  accountant  or  private  secre- 
tary might  be  able  to  inform  liiynf«l^ 
with  re^ird  to  the  exact  state  of  the  case  ; 
but  not  being  able  to  employ  either  an 
accountant  or  private  secretary  to  make 
these  investigations  for  him,  he  found 
it  extremely  difficult  to  obtain  a  satis- 
factory knowledge  of  the  result  of  th<»e 
Betiixns.     However,  he  was  of  opinion 
that   the  Ship-building  Accoimts  were 
presented  at  such  a  late  period  that  they 
practically  ceased  to  be  of  any  use.  The 
Betum  for  1877-8— that  was  to  say,  for 
the  year's  transactions  ending  Mardi  31 , 
1878 — was  not  placed  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  until  the  beginning  of 
the  present  year,  or  not  till  18  months 
or  two  years  after  the  period  to  which  it 
referred,  and  when  its  examination  wai 
of  no  use.    He  had  no  doubt  those  Be- 
turns  took  a  considerable  time  to  ar- 
range ;  but  he  could  tell  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman— and    he  need  scarcely  inform 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Firbt 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty — that  any  private 
concern  which  did  not  balance  up  its 
affairs  imtil  two  years  after  they  had 
taken  place  would  soon  go  into  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Court,  or,   at  afi  events,  would 
not  be  able  to  keep  that  grasp  of  its 
transactions  which  was  necessary  to  in- 
sure economy.    He  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  look  mto  this  matter. 
He  did  not  wish  to  press  hardly  upon  a 
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OoTemment  which  had  only  recently 
oome  into  Ofiioe;  and  he  had  the 
greatest  confidence  that  the  hon.  (Gen- 
tleman the  Seoretaiy  to  the  Admiralty 
would  bring  g^at  ability  to  bear  upon 
this  subject.  He  hoped  with  regard  to 
the  Dockyards  that  tney  might  find,  on 
a  subsequent  occasion,  that  a  better 
sjTstem  had  been  adopted;  and  that 
while,  on  the  one  hand,  considerable 
economy  could  be  secured,  on  the  other, 
greater  results  might  be  obtained  by  less 
expenditure. 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  that  he  hoped  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>yemment  would  not  over- 
looK  this  important  question.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Deronport  (Captain  Price) 
was  not  only  one  of  very  g^at  impor- 
tance, but  his  observations  upon  it  did 
not  deserve  to  be  received  with  the 
sneers  they  had  met  with.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  disposed  to  interrupt  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Iriend,  did  not  usually 
take  any  part  in  these  debates.  They 
only  came  in  for  the  purpose  of  making 
a  (Usturbance.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  had  hardly  done  justice  to  Gen- 
tlemen who  represented  Dockyard  con- 
stituencies, when  he  stated  that  they  could 
not  approach  this  subject  with  any  but 
a  biassed  view.  He  should  have  thought 
that  even  the  interests  of  a  large  body 
of  workmen  were  deserving  of  some 
attention  on  the  part  of  Oentlemen 
who,  as  Liberals,  professed  a  special 
interest  in  the  interests  of  the  working 
classes;  but  he  desired  to  discuss  this 
question,  not  in  the  interest  of  the  people 
employed,  but  in  the  interest  of  the 
country  at  large.  He  did  not  think  that 
hon.  Members  who  interrupted  properly 
understood  the  state  of  things  in  their 
Dockyards  at  the  present  time.  They 
employed  a  great  number  of  workmen ; 
and  it  was  for  the  interest  of  the  country 
that  they  should  employ  the  best  work- 
men who  could  be  obtained  at  the  ordi- 
nary rates  of  labour.  To  employ  second- 
rate  shipwrights,  smiths,  and  fitters 
was  no  wise  economy ;  but  they  ought 
to  have  the  pick  of  shipwrights,  smius, 
and  artificers  throughout  the  country. 
How  were  arrangements  made  in  order 
to  produce  that  effect?  The  principle 
of  the  dockyard  was  that  men  were  put 
upon  the  establishment.  They  were 
engaged  at  something  less  than 


wages  of  labour  in  their  own  trade;  but 
they  were  insured  a  regular  and  constant 
employment,  and  they  received  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  called  pen- 
sion, but  which  was  really  deferred  pay, 
for  the  purpose  of  making  them  steady 
and  industrious  in  their  work,  and  in- 
ducing them  to  remain  in  the  Dockyard. 
In  the  first  place,  by  that  system,  they 
obtained  the  pick  of  men  in  tilie  country, 
and  they  were  sure  of  their  services  at 
any  time,  whether  ^;reat  activity  pre- 
viuled  in  the  ship-building  trade  or  not. 
But  for  such  an  arrangement,  at  a  period 
of  great  activity  in  the  ship-biulding 
trade  they  might  haye  a  difficulty  in 
g^ttinff  men ;  and  it  was  necessary  for 
the  safety  of  the  country  to  haye  a  num- 
ber of  men  upon  whom  they  could  rely 
in  times  of  emergency.  In  practice, 
about  half  of  the  number  of  men  em- 
ployed in  the  Dockyards  were  not  on  the 
establishment.  They  were  hired  by  the 
State  like  any  ordinary  employer  of 
labour,  and  that  system  produced  this 
bad  result.  They  could  not  get  such 
good  hired  men  as  those  who  worked  on 
the  establishment;  and,  on  the  other 
hand,  if  the  rate  of  wages  rose— if  a 
war  broke  out,  or  if  there  were  great 
activity  in  the  ship-building  trade — they 
would  find  that  mey  would  have  to  in- 
crease the  wages  of  the  hired  artificers. 
So  that,  by  having  to  pay  extra  wages  in 
times  of  deamess,  they  would  far  more 
than  swallow  up  the  extra  cost  of  the  men 
on  the  establishment  in  time  of  peace. 
Men  not  on  the  establishment  fuways 
felt  themselves  in  a  position  of  inferiority 
to  those  on  the  establishment.  The 
hired  shipwrights  worked  side  by  side 
with  the  estaolishment  men.  It  was 
true  that  they  got  slightly  higher  wages; 
but  they  haa  not  the  same  security  of 
permanent  employment,  particularly 
when  a  Liberal  Government  was  in 
Office,  and  they  were  always  in  fear  of 
losing  their  employment  oy  retrench- 
ment. Those  men  felt  uncertainty  in 
their  work,  which  made  them  dissatisfied 
with  their  position.  Hon.  Members 
below  the  Gangway  on  the  other  side 
sneered  at  these  arguments ;  but  those 
artificers  had  themsdves  and  their  fami- 
lies to  support,  and  were  as  anxious  for 
security  for  their  small  incomes  as  hon. 
Members  were  for  the  security  of  their 
large  incomes.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Devonport  had  not  been 
ashamed  to  stand  up   and  state  that 


1047 


Supply — 


{COMMONS) 


JVavy  JBitimaU*. 


1048 


those  men  were  not  treated  fairly 
and  properly.  Those  men  knew  that 
they  were  working  side  by  side  with 
establishment  men,  who  were  gradually 
accumulating  deferred  pay  in  the  shape 
of  annuity,  which  would  render  them 
comfortable  for  the  rest  of  their  days 
when  they  could  no  longer  work ;  and 
they  felt  themselves  to  be  sufiFering  under 
great  injustice  in  not  being  allowed  to 
enjoy  a  similar  advantage.  When  the 
establishment  was  first  instituted,  men 
were  always  after  a  few  years  of  proba- 
tion placed  on  the  estabUshment.  But, 
at  present,  men  were  kept  out  of  the 
establishment  for  12  and  15  years  in 
order  to  save  their  pensions.  He  did 
not  think  that  was  a  wise  course  for  the 
country  to  pursue.  He  was  not  asking 
money  from  the  public  purse  to  distri- 
bute among^  his  constituents ;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  if  the  Ad- 
miralty would  look  into  the  whole  sys- 
tem, and  would  treat  all  the  men  upon 
the  same  principle.  If  there  was  one 
thine  workpeople  liked  more  than 
ano&er,  it  was  equality.  They  could 
not  see  why,  if  two  men  were  working 
side  by  side  at  the  same  job  year  after 
year,  one  man  should  be  able  to  earn  a 
pension  which  would  make  him  comfort- 
able for  the  rest  of  his  days,  while  the 
other  had  no  such  prospects.  That  was 
the  case.  It  was  a  very  simple  question, 
and  it  ought  to  receive  the  serious  con- 
consideration  of  the  Admiralty.  He 
thought  that  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  were  worthy  of  atten- 
tion ;  and  he  should  not  have  risen  to 
take  any  part  in  the  discussion  if  he  had 
not  felt  mdigpiant  at  hon.  Gentlemen, 
who  actually  took  no  part  in  the  discus- 
sion of  Naval  Estimates,  interrupting 
his  hon.  and  sallant  Friend. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  West  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Bentinck)  had  again  raised  the 
discussion  of  the  question  which  occupied 
the  House  when  the  first  Votes  were 
taken  this  year,  and  his  reply  must,  con- 
sequently, partake  of  the  chiEiracter  of  a 
recapitulation  of  the  statements  he  then 
made.  The  hon.  Member  complained 
of  the  reserves  of  iron-clads.  In  reply, 
he  must  point  out  that  there  was,  at  the 
present  time,  a  larger  number  of  iron- 
clads in  their  first-dass  Beserves  in  the 
Dockyards  than  at  any  former  period. 
There  were  five  such  vessels — ^namely, 
the  Dr$adnoughtf  the  Sultan,  the  Nehon, 
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the  Levoitationy  and  the  Sm/Uur^,  and 
to  these  would  shortly  be  added  the 
Neptune,   the   Superb,   and  the  Ortom : 
while  in  the  course  of  the  year  the  mnn- 
ber  would  be  increased  by  the  InfUxMt, 
which  would   be  the  strongest  veaael 
afloat.    Next  year  there  would  also  be 
added  to  the  Navy  the  Ajckx  and  the 
Agamwnnon,    He  frankly  admitted,  on 
a  former  occasion,  that  it  would  be  de- 
sirable to  hasten  on  the  iron-dads  build- 
ingin  the  Dockvards ;  and  they  had,  to  tbe 
best  of  their  ability^  acted  in  this  diree* 
tion.     He  had  pointed  out  that  it  was 
not  possible,  with  due  regard  to  economy, 
to  employ  more  than  a  certain  number 
of  men  upon  each  individual  ship.  They 
had  dosely  approached  that  limit  in  tbe 
proposals  they  had  made.     He  would 
venture  to  hope  that  next  year  they 
might  be    able  to  complete  a    larger 
tonnage  of  iron-clads  than  during  the  pre- 
sent year.    On  the  last  occasion  on  which 
he  had  spoken  on  the  matter  before  the 
House,  he  had  pointed  out  that  the  Ad- 
miralty proposed  to  build,  by  oontractv 
three  very  fast  cruisers.     He  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  greater  reason  to  com- 
plain of  the  wsmt  of  cruisers  than  of 
iron-dads.     Looking  to  the    fact   that 
during  the  last  two  years  there  had  been 
but  a  small  amount  of  this  class  of  vessels 
added  to  the  Navy,  he  stated  that  they 
were  going  to  build  three  first -dass 
cruisers,  and  he  might  also  state  that 
they  were  now  completing  four  corvettes, 
not,   perhaps,  first-class  cruisers,  but 
powerful  and  valuable  vessels ;  and,  in 
addition  to  this,  there  were  seven  doops 
also  in  course  of  construction.     He  had 
before  him  a  list  of    10  vessels  which 
were  of  the  greatest  value.     Amongst 
them  were  the  Inconstant,  the  Shah,  Uie 
Boadicea,  the  Baeehante,  and  the  EuryUtu$. 
Therefore,  they  already  had  in  the  Navy 
10  vessels  which  could  steam  at  a  mater 
speed  than  14  knots  an  hour.    In  the 
present  year  they  proposed  to  add  three 
more  such  vessels  to  this  list,  and  be 
hoped  that,   from  time  to  time,  they 
would  be  able  to  add  further  to  it.    He 
quite  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Itylands},  as  regarded  the 
Mercantile   Marine,  that  it  would  be 
a    great    source    of    strength   in   the 
event  of  a  war.    The  nght  hon.  Qen- 
tleman  opposite  (Mr.   W.  H.  Smith), 
when  there  was  a  prospect  of  a  war  with 
Bussia,  made  inquiry  into  the  state  of 
the  Mercantile  Marine.     Of  fixBt-olass 
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Teasels  that  oould  be  available,  be  bad 
asoertained  there  was  a  considerable 
nnmbOT^be  believed  30  or  40,  perbaps 
more— and  all  of  tbem  were  capable  of 
•teaming  14  to  15  knots  an  hour.  By 
a  Terr  little  alteration  they  could  be 
tamed  into  war  Tessels,  and  would  add 
neatly  to  the  cruising  strength  of  the 
Mavy.  All  these  matters  had  to  be  taken 
into  consideration  when  estimating  the 
real  strenth  of  the  Navy.  The  Mercantile 
Sezrice  must  be  considered  as  adding 
substantial  strength  to  the  Navy,  on 
which  to  rely  in  time  of  war ;  and  he 
was  satisfied  that  no  other  Power  had 
anjrthing  Hke  the  same  number  of  vessels 
and  her  Mercantile  Marine  to  fall  back 
upon.  In  addition  to  those  vessels,  there 
were  also  several  iron-dads,  which  had 
become  obsolete  as  first-class  ironclads, 
and  which,  by  a  certain  expenditure, 
oould  be  converted  into  cruisers.  In  the 
case  of  some  of  them,  at  all  events,  it 
was  contemplated  to  turn  them  into 
cruisers  by  putting  compound  engines 
into  them,  and  so  increasing  their  speed. 
By  that  means,  they  would  gain  a  con- 
siderable increase  to  the  cruising  strength 
of  the  Navy.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  a  wise  policy  to  build  at  once  30  or 
40  vessels  of  that  Icind.  The  better 
course  would  be  to  add  to  their  number 
gradually.  He  could  not,  therefore, 
agree  with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ibr  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Bentinck)  in  that 
respect  His  hon.  Friend  went  on  to 
ask  what  was  the  intention  of  the  6o- 
vemment  with  regard  to  the  training  of 
seamen  ibr  the  Navy,  and  he  Quoted 
from  the  speech  of  the  Oivil  Lord  (Mr. 
Brassey),  which  was  made  recently,  with 
reference  to  sending  out  seamen  in  sail- 
ing vessels.  All  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Brassey)  had  stated  was  that  he 
considered  it  necessary  for  the  Ad- 
miraltr  to  send  young  seamen  to 
sea;  but  he  did  not  say  what  class 
of  vessels  they  should  be  sent  out  in. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Devonport  (Captain  Price),  and  his 
hoa.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chatham  (Mr.  Oorst),  had  raised 
the  question  as  to  the  number  of  es- 
tablished men  in  the  naval  factories. 
His  attention  had  not  been  called  to 
that  subject  during  the  time  he  had 
been  in  Office;  and  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Board  of  Admiraltv  to  pnost- 
pone  the  eonsideration  of  such  questions 
until  the  Board  of  Admiralty  visited  the 


Dockvards  in  the  autumn.  They  would 
then  hear  all  that  could  be  said  on  the 
subject  by  the  various  classes  of  work- 
men, and  decide  what  was  to  be  done. 
Such  a  question,  he  ventured  to  think, 
was  scarcely  a  proper  one  to  be  dis- 
cussed on  the  floor  of  that  House. 
When  he  was  at  the  Admiralty  before, 
he  had  always  advocated  treating  such 
questions  by  direct  communication  be- 
tween the  Board  of  Admiralty  and  the 
men ;  and  he  deprecated,  as  far  as  pos- 
sible, making  that  question  the  subject 
of  political  discussion  in  that  House. 
He  did  not  believe  that,  in  the  long  run, 
any  class  of  workmen  would  be  the 
gainers  by  making  such  a  matter  a 
political  question ;  and  he  thought  hon. 
Members  ought  to  be  satisfied  to  leave 
the  authorities  to  deal  with  it.  All  such 
questions,  he  begged  to  assure  the  Com- 
mittee, would  be  fairly  considered  when 
the  Dockyards  were  visited  by  the  Board 
of  Admiralty.    With  reference  to  ^e 

Sineral  question  of  establishment,  hon. 
embers  would,  no  doubt,  admit  that  it 
was  one  of  ereat  difficulty.  Dockyard 
men  were,  tm  lately,  divided  into  two 
classes — dockyardsmen  proper,  and  those 
who  were  employed  in  the  factories. 
The  first-named  were  entitled  to  super- 
annuation, but  not  the  latter.  But 
in  the  year  1879  a  change  was  made. 
The  system  of  superannuation  was  in- 
troduced into  the  factories,  to  a  limited 
extent.  For  his  own  part,  he  had  been 
opposed  to  this  change ;  but,  inasmuch  as 
it  had  been  introduced,  it  could  not  be 
again  withdrawn,  and,  therefore,  the 
only  question  was  to  what  extmit  it 
should  be  carried.  Of  course,  the  Com- 
mittee must  see  that  if  they  ^ve  a  man 
a  pension  they  must  proportionately  re- 
duce his  wages.  He  believed  ihtt  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Massey  Lopes) 
carried  out  that  arrangement,  and  when- 
ever a  pension  was  granted  a  propor- 
tionate reduction  in  wages  had  Men 
made.  He  did  not  think  it  wise  to  in- 
troduce that  principle  in  the  factories ; 
but,  as  it  had  been  introduced,  the  ques- 
tion to  what  extent  it  should  be  carried 
out  would  be  the  subject  of  the  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  present 
Board  of  Admiralty.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bprlands)  had  pointed 
out  how  important  it  was  diat  the  House 
should  be  informed  evexy  year,  on  the 
Estimates,  whether  the  work  promised 
in  the  previous  Estimates,  as  regarded 
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ship-building,  had  been  carried  out. 
He  had  also  pointed  out  that  for  the  last 
three  or  four  years  in  succession  those 
promises  had  not  been  carried  out.  He 
could  only  say  that  it  had  been  usual  for 
Ministers,  when  laying  the  Estimates 
before  the  House,  to  state  what  work  had 
been  accomplished  during  the  preyious 
year ;  but  he  hoped  next  year  to  be  able 
to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  that  House  a 
Betum  giving  fuller  details  of  that  mat- 
ter. When  me  arrangements  were  com- 
pleted, and  that  Betum  was  before  them, 
they  would  be  able  to  see  how  much  of 
the  money  expended  had  been  devoted 
to  ship-biulding  or  ship-preparing.  He 
thougnt  he  had  now  answered  all  the 
Questions  which  had  been  asked,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Vote  would  then  be 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaxy 
to  the  Admiralty  a  question  which,  per- 
haps, he  was  in  a  position  to  answer.  A 
Committee  was  appointed  by  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  in  conjunction  with 
the  then  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in 
reference  to  the  guns  to  be  placed  in 
those  ships.  He  had  himself  considered 
that  some  arrangement  might  be  come 
to  by  which  some  sort  of  composition 
might  be  introduced,  so  that  the  Naval 
Service  should  not  rely  entirely  on  the 
Woolwich  Gun  Factory.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
in  a  position  to  give  to  the  Oommittee 
any  information  on  the  subject.  He  was 
sure  that  he  would  agree  with  him  that 
that  was  the  right  course  to  take  as  re- 
garded the  matter  of  guns  for  large 
ships. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  had  taken  exception  to  what 
he  had  stated  with  reference  to  addi- 
tional expenditure;  but  he  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  considered  that  the  greatest 
economy  would  be  practised  by  adding 
largely  to  the  strength  of  the  Navy.  He 
must  remind  his  hon.  Friend,  with  all 
respect  to  him,  that  he  seemed  to  have 
lost  sight  in  his  argument  of  one  im- 
portant fact.  He  admitted  the  necessity 
of  having  an  efficient  Navy,  and  yet 
when  he  talked  of  economy  he  seemed 
to  forget  the  increased  cost  of  eveiy- 
thing  connected  with  the  Navy.  If  tiiey 
were  to  have  an  efficient  Navy,  he  would 
remind  him  that  it  must  be  at  a  cost  much 
in  excess  of  that  of  former  years.    That 
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was  a  point  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
seemed  to  have  forgotten ;  and  he  wished 
to  impress  upon  him  the  necessity  of 
considering  it  when  talking  of  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Navy.  He  £ould  like  to 
say  one  word  with  regard  to  what  fell 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  SecretaiT 
to  the  Admiralty  with  reference  to  eatSt 
enormous  iron-clads  as  the  InJUxMs. 
There  could  be  no  doubt,  and,  in  fact,  it 
was  well  known,  that  ships  such  as  that 
were  regarded  as  being  of  a  very  doubt- 
ful character ;  and  it  was  for  considers- 
tion  whether  they  contributed  to  the 
real  available  strength  of  the  Navy  of 
this  country.  He  also  said  that  they 
relied  upon  a  number  of  Ooast  Ghiard  ships 
of  bygone  days  as  line-of-battle  ships. 
He  (Mr.  Bentinck)  considered  that  such 
vessels  were  praoticallv  useless ;  and  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  right  to  treat 
these  in  the  number  of  cruisers  wheo 
there  was  no  intention  of  increasing  that 
class  of  vessel  by  new  ones.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  agree  with  his  hon. 
Friend  in  that  matter.  Some  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  alluded  to  the  question  of  the 
conversion  of  merchant-men  into  naval 
vessels.  For  his  part,  he  had  great 
doubts  whether  they  would  turn  out  to 
be  useful  or  not.  There  were  many 
objections  to  them,  not  the  least  ca 
which  was  that  it  was  a  work  of  time 
before  those  ships  could  be  converted 
into  efficient  cruising  vessels.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  the  event  of  an  outbreak 
of  war  such  vessels  would  come  too  late ; 
everything  would  have  to  be  done,  and 
nothing  would  be  ready ;  and  this  coun- 
try would  find  itself  in  a  position  of 
extreme  difficulty,  not  to  say  jeopardy. 
The  whole  subject,  in  fact,  required  very 
serious  attention.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  said  that 
all  those  things  would  have  to  be  at- 
tended to  with  due  regard  to  economy ; 
and  that  was  where  he  differed  from  him. 
He  fully  agreed,  however,  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr. 
Bylands)  as  to  the  necessity  of  econo- 
mizing, as  much  as  possible,  in  the  Navy ; 
but  he  denied  that  allowing  the  Navy  of 
this  country  to  remain  in  a  state  of  in- 
efficiency was  entitled  to  be  dassed  under 
the  head  of  economy.  He  contended 
that  economy  must  give  way,  if  a  too 
rigid  adherence  to  it  would  be  likely  to 
entail  national  disaster. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he  was 
unable  to  answer  fully  the  question  of  the 


1053 


Supply— 


I  JxTNE  28,  1880)  Navy  EHimaUi.  1054 


right hon.  G^ntlemaii  opposite  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith).  He  could,  however,  say  that 
they  agreed  with  him  that  it  was  im- 
portant that  the  Admiralty  should  be  in 
a  position  to  order  g^uns  from  some  other 
Bource  than  Woolwich.  Arrangements 
had  already  been  made  with  Messrs. 
Armstrong  to  manufacture  a  4d-ton  gun, 
and  also  14  6-inch  guns.  With  reg^ard 
to  the  former,  until  it  was  completed 
and  tried,  it  was  impossible  to  say  whe- 
ther further  orders  could  be  given.  It 
would  depend  upon  the  trial;  and,  if 
successful,  a  similar  one  would  be 
ordered  by  the  War  Office. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  he 
had  moved  an  Amendment  to  reduce 
the  Vote.  He  mentioned  that  for  the 
information  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
had  been  dining.  The  new  Members — 
of  whom  he  was  one — ^had  kept  the 
House,  according  to  the  advice  received 
on  the  first  evening.  He  moved  to  re- 
duce the  Vote  as  a  protest  against  the 
system  by  which  the  whole  of  the  Navy 
expenditure  was  made  for  the  benefit  of 
this  country,  to  the  entire  exclusion  of 
Ireland.  He  had  already  pointed  out 
how  the  bulk  of  the  money  under  that 
Vote,  both  for  wages  and  labour,  was 
spent  in  England,  and  how  not  one- 
thousandthpart  went  for  the  benefit  of 
Ireland.  He  should  propose  a  similar 
reduction  of  the  amount  which  had  to 
be  voted  for  Dockyards  in  England — 
namely,  £13,000,  because  that  repre- 
sented the  amount  which  ought  properly 
to  be  spent  in  Ireland  on  that  Service. 
As  he  understood  the  hon.  Oentieman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  he  ad- 
mitted the  force  of  his  complaint,  and 
stated  that  the  Oovemment  intended  to 
proceed  with  the  works  now  in  course  of 
completion  until  the  Dockyard  in  Ire- 
land was  finished.  K  he  was  mistaken, 
perhaps  the  hon.  Gentleman  would  cor- 
rect him.  He  TMr.  Shaw  Lefevre)  pro- 
posed to  proceea  with  the  works  at  pre- 
sent in  nand  at  Haulbowline;  but  if 
they  really  intended  to  build  the  Dock- 
jara,  then  he  could  not  see  why  no  sum 
was  asked  for  for  that  purpose  in  the 
Dockyard  Vote  they  were  then  dis- 
cussing. When  he  proposed  his  Amend- 
ment the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
it  should  properly  have  come  in  the 
ooniidsration  of  Vote  11,  and  stated 
that  the  sum  proposed  to  be  spent  at 
Haulbowiine  woula  be  found  under  that 
bead.    He  bad  turned  to  that  Yote,  and 


found  a  sum  of  £30,000  on  accoimt  of 
those  works ;  but  that  was  nothing  like 
the  sum  required  in  order  to  catch  up  or 
overtake  the  sum  which  had  abready 
been  spent  in  similar  work  in  England. 
If  such  a  sum  as  £120,000  or  £100,000 
were  asked  for  for  that  purpose,  he 
should  be  willinfi^  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment  for  the  reduction  of  the 
present  Yote.  The  hon.  Oentiemen  had 
g^ven  the  Irish  Members  an  assurance 
tiiat  that  dockyard  work  in  Ireland 
would  be  proceeded  with  immediately 
and  with  the  greatest  possible  despatch. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  con- 
nected with  the  Admiralty  so  long  as  he 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had  been  with 
another  Department  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice ;  and  he  knew  that  there  was  no 
difficulty  whatever  in  transferring  an 
item  of  the  Yote  if  the  Treasury  chose 
to  do  so,  or  in  allowing  the  amount  to 
be  expended  on  works  in  Ireland.  If  the 
hon.  Gentieman  would  say  that  a  much 
more  considerable  sum  would  be  spent 
than  what  appeared  then  on  the  &ti- 
mates,  he  would  not  only  withdraw  his 
Amendment,  but  promise  not  to  oppose 
Yote  1 1  when  it  came  on. 

The  chairman  :  I  understand  that 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  Is  it  your  pleasure  that 
the  said  Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLIYAN  said,  that  the 
present  course  of  spending  the  public 
monev  for  a  Dockyard  in  Ireland  was  a 
mistake.  If  they  really  wanted  a  Dock- 
yard at  Haulbowline,  it  ought  to  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  If  not,  driblets  of  £10,000 
or  £20,000  ought  not  to  be  thrown  away 
on  it.  He  could  tell  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  that  the  Government  had 
been  supposed  to  be  bent  on  buildiug  a 
Dockyard  there  for  nearly  a  century.  In 
1799  the  vote  of  an  Irish  Member  of 
Parliament,  who  represented  a  consti- 
tuency near  Haulbowline,  was  sought  to 
be  purchased  by  the  Minister  of  that 
day  by  undertaking  that  the  Imperial 
Parliament  should  build  a  Dockyard 
there.  In  the  year  1801  or  1802,  Par- 
liament beg^n  the  driblet  system,  pre- 
tending to  keep  faith  with  the  man 
whose  vote  they  had  bought  over. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  wish  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
that  the  Yote  for  Haulbowline  comes 
under  Yote  11. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUYAN  said,  he  was 
not  aware  that  that  Yote  was  referred  tg 
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under  Vote  11  until  then.  He  should 
not  have  attempted  to  raise  that  point 
at  all,  had  it  not  been  that  he  thought 
that  the  Question  of  the  prosecution  of 
the  Hauloowline  works  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered under  that  head.  He  took  it 
that  the  English  Dockyards  were  con- 
sidered under  thepreeent  Vote. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  rose  to 
correct  a  misunderstanding  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Oentleman  who  had  just 
sat  down.  The  present  Vote  was  not 
the  one  under  which  the  question  he  had 
raised  could  be  considered.  The  wages 
of  the  men  employed  in  the  Dockyard  were 
provided  in  Vote  6  ;  but  the  cost  of  the 
works  proposed  to  be  carried  oat  was 
proyided  for  under  Vote  1 1 .  Therefore, 
when  that  Vote  came  on  it  would  be  the 
right  time  to  discuss  the  matter  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULUYAN  said,  he 
begged  to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man for  his  sug^stion,  and  he  should 
raise  the  question  under  Vote  11. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  said,  that,  after  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Westminster  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  and  the  explanation  of  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  Shaw 
Lefeyre),  it  seemed  undesirable  at  the 
present  moment  to  raise  the  question  of 
the  Vote  for  Haulbowline.  But,  con- 
nderinff  the  fact  that  no  wages  could  be 
charged  for  shipbuilders  undl  the  works 
there  were  completed,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  question  did  enter  within  the 
limits  of  the  present  discussion.  He 
thought  that  to  move  to  reduce  the  Vote 
was  not,  however,  the  way  to  obtain  the 
object  ikej  had  in  view.  The  proper 
way  seemed  to  be  to  raise  a  discussion 
on  the  subject,  and  to  press  it  upon  the 
attention  of  the  Committee.  To  move 
to  reduce  the  Vote  was  not,  by  any 
means,  a  direct  way  of  proceeding.  No- 
thing like  the  sum  that  ought  to  be 
spent  had  been  spent  on  those  works ; 
and  he  thought,  therefore,  that  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Sullivan)  was  fully  justified 
in  raising  a  discussion  of  the  question. 
Certainly,  an  alteration  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  present  system  of  voting  money 
for  those  works,  and  it  was  most  desir- 
able that  they  should  be  finished  as  soon 

possible. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Qaestion  again  proposed. 
Mr.  A.  M.  SMvan 


Mb.  JENKINS  said,  that  he  found, 
under  the  head  of  '*  Foreign  DockyardB 
and   Allowances  for  Naval  Ajreenals," 
Vote   10,    a   sum  of   £43,600,   and  a 
further  sum  of  £l66,500v  for  expenses 
in  foreign  Yards.    He  wished  to  obtain 
some  information  on  that  head.      The 
money  expended  in  home  Tarda  waa  ex- 
plained ;   out  no  information  wa8s;iTen 
as  to  the  expenditure  for  foreign  Yards. 
A  large  sum  of  money  seemed  to  be 
spent  in  re-fitting  and  repairing  ships 
in  commission ;  and  it  was,  he  thought^ 
most  desirable  as  regarded  that  expen- 
diture.   He  thought  that  the  sum  spent 
was  much  more  than  absolutely  neces- 
sary— for  instance,  the  sum  spent  si 
Hone  Kong  was  very  large,  and  ^sy 
should  have  some  details  as  to  what 
ships  were  repaired  at  that  station,  and 
the  cost  of  such  repairs.    He   keypad 
that  the  Board  of  Admiralty  would  take 
that  matter  into  their  consideration,  sad 
would  furnish  the  House  with  all  the 
information  they  could  upon  the  subjeot 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  that 
the  Betum  they  proposed  in  another 
year  to  lay  before  die  House  would  give 
all  the  information  desired  upon  that 
subject. 

Sib  ANDBEW  LTTSK  said,  they  bad 
drifted  away  for  some  time  from  the 
question  before  the  Committee.     Th^ 
had  gone  into  a  discussion  as  regarded 
wages  of  artisans  and  other  classes  of 
men,   and  had  heard  hon.   Oentlemea 
talking  about  the  **  wages  of  my  con- 
stituents."    He  did  not  find  fault  with 
Oentlemen  from  England    or  Ireland 
trying  to  gain  advantages  for  their  con- 
stituents,  or  wanting  a  share  of  the 
money  spent  in   the    localities   repre- 
sented ;  but  he  begged  to  remind  them 
that  they  had  met  there  for  the  good  of 
the  country,  and  not  for  the  benefit  of 
any  particular  constituency.    He  should 
like  to  say  a  few  words  upon  that  Yota. 
They  spent  an  enormous  sum  in  wages ; 
but  he  thought  they  saw  little  for  it. 
Some  hon.  Member — he  had  forsottea 
who  it  was — said  that  there  had  been 
more  expenditure  than  last  year,  and 
less  to  show  for  it.    He  could  not  under- 
stand how  that  was  so.    He  thought 
that  those  works  in  Her  Majesty's  Ys^ 
compared  very  unfavourably  with  those 
of  the  Mercantile  Marine.    In  the  latter, 
they  could  always  get  a  large  ship  boik 
in  six  or  eight  months ;  whereas,  ia  ihB 
Dockyards,  they  took  four  or  five  yesrt, 
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been  taken  a  little  earlier  than  was  ex- 
pected, and,  therefore,  he  was  not  in  the 
House ;  but  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
told  him  that  he  thought  the  question 
had  much  better  be  discussed  when  it 
arose  on  the  Votes.  And  he  was  in- 
clined to  agree  with  him  that  that  was 
certainly  not  the  most  convenient  way  of 
raising  the  whole  question.  With  re- 
spect to  a  question  put  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bandolph 
Ohurchill),  he  begged  to  state  that  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill  (Lreland)  would 
stand  over. 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  he  had  a 
right  to  complain.  The  Government 
promised  to  give  him  an  answer  on  Be- 

S^rt,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  go  into 
e  question  in  Committee.  He  knew, 
of  course,  that  it  was  an  accident  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not 
there  ;  but,  still,  he  thought  he  was  en- 
titled to  an  answer,  and  if  the  Oovem- 
ment  did  not  keep  to  arrangements 
which  they  made  in  this  way,  how 
could  any  trust  be  put  in  them  ?  It  was 
not  at  all  a  fair  thing  to  say  that  the 
matter  had  better  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, when  he  had  been  promised  an 
explanation  on  the  Report,  and  it  could 
scarcely  be  called  fair  and  straightfor- 
ward conduct. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 


TAXES  MANAGEMENT  BILL.— [BttL  242.] 
{Lord  Jh-ederiek  CavendUh,  Mr,  John  JSTolmi.) 

SECOXD    BEADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

LonD  PBEDERICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  merely  a  mea- 
sure of  consolidation,  brought  in  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Statute  Law  Consolidation  Commission, 
and  its  object  was  fully  described  in  the 
Memorandum  attached.  He  could  not 
understand  that  there  could  be  any  ob- 
jection to  it ;  but,  if  there  were  any,  it 
had  much  better  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. There  could  not  possibly  be 
any  objection  to  the  principle  of  the 
Biu,  which  was  to  embody  in  one  mea- 
sure all  the  provisions  of  the  law  relating 
to  taxes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
iime,'''-{Lard  I^edmck  CmmiM.) 


LoED  RANDOLPH  CHTJBCHILL 
said,  they  had  a  Bill  of  a  similar  kind 
before  them  the  other  evening,  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  tiie  Trea- 
sury then  told  them  it  was  merely  a 
measure  of  consolidation ;  but,  on  ex- 
amination, it  was  found  that  if  it  had 
been  passed  some  of  its  clauses  would 
have  been  directly  opposed  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Budget  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Now  the  noble  Lord  brought  in  another 
Bill  containing  120  clauses,  which,  he 
ventured  to  say,  no  single  Member  in 
that  House  had  any  knowledge  of. 
[''Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  the  hon.  Member  who 
said  that  had  ever  seen  the  Bill  before. 
It  consolidated  an  enormous  number  of 
Acts,  and  he  would  like  to  ask  whether 
this  was  a  Bill  for  which  the  noble  Lord 
was  himself  responsible,  or  whether  he 
found  it  in  the  office  when  he  came 
there?  If  the  Bill  had  been  brought 
up  in  the  short  time  during  which 
the  present  Government  had  oeen  in 
Office,  he  should  not  like  to  take  the 
noble  Lord's  assurance  that  it  was  merely 
a  consolidation  measure. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
denied  that  he  in  any  way  misled  the 
House  in  reference  to  the  Spirits  Bill. 
Certain  provisions  were  inserted  into  it 
which  were  in  accordance  with  the  ex- 
isting law,  although  they  would  be 
modified  if  a  measure  since  introduced 
were  carried.  But  it  would  have  de- 
ceived the  House  had  not  those  clauses 
been  produced,  because  the  Malt  Tax 
was  in  existence  at  the  time,  and  his 
measure  only  professed  to  be  a  consoli- 
dation of  the  existing  law.  He  should 
state  most  positively  that  this  was  simply 
a  consolidation  BUI,  with  the  exception 
of  the  alterations  mentioned. 

Mb.  GORST  said,  no  answer  had  been 
g^ven  to  the  question  whether  the  Bill 
was  prepared  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment— [Lord  Fkedemck  Cavendish  : 
Certainly  not.]— or  whether  they  found 
it  in  the  office  when  they  went  there  ? 
If  the  Bill  was  prepared  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, he  thought  they  might  have 
sufficient  confidence  in  the  measure  to 
allow  it  to  pass. 

Motion  agreed  io^ 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com^ 
mitUd  for  Monday  next. 
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but  the  Committee  had  made  up  their 
minds  long  ago.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  had  told  them  that  he  did  not 
intend  to  do  anything  before  the  end  of 
the  Session,  and  the  Committee  had  ik) 

fuarantee  that  the  question  wonld  be 
ealt  with  next  Session. 

Mk.  GLADSTONE  said,  it  was  hardly 
fair  that  an  hon.  Gentleman  should  pro- 
pose to  pass  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence 
in  the  Admiralty,  because,  as  he  said, 
there  had  been  great  delay  in  former 
years  in  dealing  with  this  matter,  and 
because,  after  being  but  a  few  weeks  in 
Office,  his  hon.  Fnend  was  unable  to 
comply  with  a  demand  inyolTinff  the  re- 
organization of  an  important  body  of 
men,  and,  therefore,  requiring  a  great 
deal  of  consideration.  And  then,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  laid 
the  Beport  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
he  had  tm^sed  to  pass  by  his  Depart- 
ment altogether,  without  allowing  the 
time  asked  for  consideration  of  the 
matter,  and  to  proceed  at  once  to  the 
examination  of  tne  Report. 

Captain  PRICE  said,  he  recognized 
no  distinction  whatever  between  one 
Government  or  another,  so  far  as  this 
matter  was  concerned.  He  was  per- 
fectly consistent  in  the  matter,  and  re- 
peated that  the  House  had  not  dealt 
with  the  question  of  the  Boyal  Marines 
as  they  ought  to  have  done  in  a  straight- 
forward manner.  The  last  Government 
had  instituted  an  inquiry ;  after  many 
years'  delay  they  had  appointed  a  Com- 
mittee ;  and  he  now  asked  that,  as  the 
Committee  had  reported  months  ago,  its 
Beport  should,  like  oUier  Reports,  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Com- 
mittee had  only  been  appointed  a  few 
months  affo.  Their  Report,  therefore, 
had  only  been,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  stated,  a  few  weeks  before 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.  There  was 
much  difficulty  in  fully  considerine  a 
question  of  this  character,  and  arriving 
at  a  fair  conclusion.  A  great  deal  had 
been  done  for  the  Royal  Marines  durine 
the  last  Parliament.  His  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  must  remember  very  well 
that  the  retirement  of  the  officers  had 
been  raised  and  placed  on  the  same 
scale  as  those  in  the  Army,  and  the  pen- 
sions of  non-cammisaioned  officers  had 
alao  been  increased.  It  then  became 
necessary  to  consider  the  position  of  the 
corps  as  a  whole,  and  he  had  thought  it 

CapMn  Pr%C€ 


right  to  appoint  a  Departmental  Com- 
mittee to  consider  the  question.      The 
matter  being  one  of  great  importance, 
he  should  deprecate  any  hasty  decinoa 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.     Such  « 
decision  would  not  be  fair  either  to  the 
corps  itself  or  to  the  interests  of   the 
country.     However,  he   thought    thai 
as  soon  as  a  decision  was  arrived  at  it 
should  be  announced  to  the  House.    He 
believed  the  corps  was  necessary  to  the 
strength  of  the  country;  and  all    the 
Committee  had  been  instructed  to  oon- 
sider  was  how  its  efficiency  might  best 
be  forwarded,  while  the  interests  of  the 
officers  were  to  be  especially  considered. 
Sin  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said. 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  had  said  that  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  had  passed  bj 
the  Board  of  Admiralty.    But  it  vai 
the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty  who  had. 
on  every  occasion,  passed  by  the  Boazd 
by  his  referring  everything  to  the  deci- 
sion of  Lord  Northbrook. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £758,250,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Naval  Stores  for  Building  and  He- 
pairing  the  Fleet,  &c. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad* 
miralty  what  progress  had  been  made  in 
ascertaining  the  amount  of  naval  stores 
remaining  on  hand  ?  It  was  well  known 
that  the  Admiralty  authorities  were  per- 
fectly in  the  dark  as  to  the  amount  of 
stores  they  possessed.    Again,  the  sys- 
tem of  periodical  sales  by  auction  had 
been  pointed  to  by  the  Comptroller  and 
Auditor  GFeneral,'  as  resulting  in  the  in- 
evitable waste  of  public  money.      He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  would  admit    that  the 
question  was  one  which  called  for  im- 
mediate attention;   and  the    least  the 
Committee  could  expect  was  an  assur- 
ance that  the  question  would  be  dealt 
with  before  the  Estimates  of  next  year 
were  laid  upon  the  Table. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  said,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  representations  of  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General,  ar- 
rangements had  been  made  for  taking 
regular  accounts  of  the  stores  in  the 
Dockyards.  It  was  not  a  new  arrange- 
ment ;  but  the  audits  had  fallen  some- 
what into  arrear,  and  an  arrangemeot 
had  been  made  by  which  they  w<Mild  be 
very  much  acoelsrated.    Only  two  da,]n 
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ago  the  Treatiuy  bad  aantttioiied  an 
extra  fl;rant  for  tha  purpose.  He  hoped 
that  the  explanation  would  satiffy  the 
hon.  Member. 

Mb.  Q0B8T  aaked  whether  both  eeo- 
tions  of  this  Vote  were  to  be  taken  to- 
gether, or  whether  one  section  was  to 
be  disonssed  at  a  time  ?  He  beliered  it 
was  usual  to  take  one  section  at  a  time. 

Thi  OHAIBMAN  said,  that  he  should 
first  put  Section  1. 

Vote  «fr#ei  io. 

(7)  £556,750,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Contract. 

Mr.  ABTHUB  O'CONNOB  said,  he 
ahould  like  to  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman 
what  arrangements  had  been  made  with 
re^^ard  to  the  outstanding  claims  for  de- 
ficiencies in  the  stores  of  the  training 
ahip  OibraUmrf  He  beHeved  that  the 
denoiencies  had  amounted  to  several 
thousand  pounds,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  what  steps  had  been  taken. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  give  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber an  answer  on  that  occasion,  inas- 
much as  the  question  was  new  to  him. 
At  all  events,  he  could  not  reply  upon 
this  section  of  the  Vote,  which  was  for 
ships  built  by  contract  and  not  for  stores. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  bring  for- 
ward a  question  upon  Beport  he  would 
give  him  an  answer. 

Vote  agreed  io. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 


"Tliat  a  smn,  not  exceeding  £419,218,  be 
gntated  to  Her  M^etty,  to  complete  the  fam 
umtrnmrf  to  defray  the  JSzpeofle  ol  New  Works, 
BoOdingt,  Yard  Machinery,  and  Bepairt,  which 
wUl  come  in  courae  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  81ft  day  of  March  1881.*' 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  should 
like  to  know  what  oourse  the  Admiralty 
was  taking  with  regard  to  the  Naval 
Barracks  at  Portsmouth?  That  was  a 
question  of  very  serious  importance. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  some  of 
the  dep6t  ressels  at  Portsmouth  were 
rapidly  decaying,  and  that  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  replace  them  without 
great  outlay.  The  late  Admiralty  gare 
Tonr  careful  consideration  to  this  mattar, 
aad  arrired  at  the  dedsion  to  oommenoe 
new  barracks.  He  hoped  that  thsir 
suDoessoTS  had  seen  fit  to  adopt  their 
deflision  to  oonstruot  buildings  sufficient 
to  aocoounodate  1|000  men.    The  pre- 


\  sent  condition  of  the  Duike  of  Wellington 
flag  ship  was  very  serious,  and  a  large 
Qufiay  would  be  required  upon  her  for 
the  nest  few  years,  unless  these  designs 
were  carried  out.  There  was  not  another 
ship  which  could  be  brought  into  ser- 
vice without  an  expenditure  approach- 
ing &at  which  would  be  necessary  for 
restoring  her. 

Mb.  T.  BBASSEY  said,  that  this 
question  had  come  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  present  Admiralty,  and  they 
had  arrived  at  the  conclusion  to  carry 
out  the  designs  of  the  late  First  Lord. 
The  question  of  site,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  knew,  had  given  rise  to  a 
certain  amount  of  discussion,  and  it  had 
been  thought  better  to  postpone  the 
final  decision  as  to  the  site  until  the 
(Government  had  had  further  opportuni- 
ties of  considering  it.  In  other  respects 
the  Government  had  approved  the  policy 
which  recommended  itself  to  the  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  and  had  decided  to 
carry  out  their  designs. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O  WNNOR  said,  that 
he  hoped  before  this  Vote  was  taken 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  would  give 
Irish  Members  some  clear  undertaking 
as  to  what  it  intended  to  do  with  regard 
to  the  Dockyard  works  in  Ireland.  At 
the  present  time  they  were  far  from 
having  any  dear  idea  as  to  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Oovemment.  The  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  Ad- 
miralty had  stated  that  it  was  proposed 
to  take  the  sum  of  £30,000  during  the 
present  year  for  the  Dockyard  works  of 
Maulbowline.  The  hon.  Oentleman  must 
have  thought  hon.  Members  were  ex- 
ceedingly ignorant  as  to  the  expenses  of 
the  Dockyards.  He  must  have  been 
aware  that  when,  15  vears  ago,  it  was 

f reposed  to  establish  Dookvards  at 
Portsmouth  and  Ohatham,  the  Admiralty 
authorities  applied  to  Parliament  for 
an  Act  authorizing  an  expenditure  of 
£1,600,000  for  Portsmouth,  and  for 
Chatham  of  something  over  £1,000,000. 
Since  that  date  the  Admiralty  had  en- 
tered into  contracts  £700,000  in  excess 
of  the  amount  they  had  estimated  for. 
Year  after  year  they  had  taken  tens  of 
thousands  and  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
pounds  for  these  Dockyards.  By  an  Act 
of  Parliament  th^  were  limited  to 
£1,000,000  and  £1,600,000  reapectively 
for  the  Dockyards;  but  they  had  ex- 
ceeded their  authority,  without  the  sanc- 
tion of  Parliament,  in  the  case  of  Ports- 
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mouth  to  the  extent  of  £700,000,  and  in 
the  case  of  Chatham  to  £800,000.  They 
had  never  accounted  to  Parliament  for 
that  excess  of  expenditure  over  the 
authorized  Estimates ;  but  they  had 
never  hesitated  to  spend  money  on  the 
Dockyards  of  this  cotmtry.  But  with 
regard  to  Dockyards  in  Ireland,  he 
would  challenge  hon.  Oentlemen  to  show 
him  any  single  case  where  the  amount 
estimated  for  had  been  expended.  Fre- 
quently the  money  had  been  returned  to 
the  Treasury  as  unexpended,  although 
Parliament  had  voted  it  for  Irish  Dock- 
yards. He  maintained  that  it  was  trifling 
with  Irish  Members  to  announce  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  establish 
Dockyards  in  Ireland,  and  only  to  ask 
£30,000  on  account  of  them.  That 
sum  did  not  amoimt  to  a  hundredth 
part  of  what  had  been  expended  upon 
l^ortsmouth  and  Chatham.  At  the  rate 
at  which  they  were  now  building  the 
Irish  Dockyard,  it  would  not  be  com- 
pleted in  100  years.  What  use  was  it 
to  tell  the  people  of  Ireland  that  a 
Dockyard  was  being  constructed  in  that 
country,  when  it  was  building  at  such  a 
rate  as  this?  Moreover,  they  had  no 
assurance  from  the  Treasury  that  the 
sum  voted  would  be  actually  expended ; 
and  he  must  ask  that  the  Gbvemment 
should  give  an  assurance  that  the  money 
would  be  expended.  He  should  also 
like  to  know  in  what  time  they  might 
expect  to  see  the  work  competed  ? 

LoKD  EANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
said,  perhaps  hon.  Members  were  not 
aware  that  the  works  at  Haulbowline 
were  being  carried  out  by  convict  labour. 
When  he  was  at  Haulbowline,  he  was 
informed  that  there  was  an  excellent 
stone  in  the  neighbourhood,  which  could 
be  quarried  in  the  most  excellent  and 
perfect  manner  at  one-third  of  the  price 
it  could  be  contracted  to  be  delivered  at 
Haulbowline.  But  notwithstanding  that, 
it  would  have  been  a  vexy  ffreat  advan- 
tage to  the  neighbourhood  that  local 
stone  should  have  been  used;  yet  the 
late  Admiral^  chose,  for  some  reason  or 
other  which  the  officials  on  the  spot  did 
not  understand,  to  make  a  contract  with 
some  large  stone  merchant  to  bring  stone 
from  England  and  land  it  at  Haulbow- 
line. Moreover,  the  quality  of  that  stone 
was  slightly  inferior  to  that  which  could 
be  quarried  on  the  spot. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEPEVEE  said,  it  was 
intended  to  spend  about  £25,000  upon 

Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor 


works  at  Haulbowline,  that  beings  tiie 
same  amount  as  had  been  spent  dazing 
the  last  few  years.  He  admitted  that  it 
was  not  a  large  amount;  but  he  bad 
always  understood,  as  convict  labour  was 
employed  upon  the  construction  of  pazt 
of  the  Dock,  it  was  not  possible  to  posh 
the  works  very  rapidly.  The  state  of 
crime  in  Ireland  had  been  such  that  the 
number  of  convicts  was  not  considenble ; 
smd,  therefore,  the  work  had  not  pn>> 
grossed  very  much.  With  regard  to  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  ooold 
^ve  no  explanation ;  and  it  was  a  matter 
for  which  his  Predecessors  were  respon- 
sible, rather  than  the  present  Boanl  ol 
Admiralty.  

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  waa  not 
aware  of  smy  contract  of  the  sort  referred 
to  by  the  noble  Lord  havinebeen  made ; 
but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  me  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  would  allow  him  to 
obtain  information  at  the  Admiralty,  he 
would  give  an  explanation  to  the  noble 
Lord.  

LoKD  RANDOLPH  OHUEOHILL 
said,  he  would  give  Notice  of  the 
Question. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  the  employment  of  convict  labour 
was  a  matter  of  great  grievance  to  Porta- 
mouth.  It  was  very  hard  upon  the 
builders  of  Portsmouth  to  have  to  com- 
pete with  convict  labour ;  and  he  wished 
to  know  whether  convict  labour  was  to 
be  employed  at  Portsmouth  Dockyard? 

Mb.  T.  BEASSEY  said,  it  was  not 
intended  to  employ  convict  labour  upon 
the  barracks  in  Portsmouth  Dodq^ard. 
Oonvicts  had  been  employed  in  mftlmig 
foundations;  but  as  soon  as  the  plans 
had  been  decided  on  the  work  would  be 
placed  in  the  hands  of  contractors. 

Mb.  OORST  said,  that  he  wished  to 
ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  one  or 
two  questions.  The  first  related  to  the 
Naval  Oollege  at  Ghreenwich.  It  seemed 
that  a  Vote  was  taken  for  half  the  cost 
of  decorating  Qreenwioh  Ohapel;  and 
he  supposed  ne  was  not  wrong  in  ima- 
g^ining  that  the  other  half  of  the  cost 
was  to  be  paid  out  of  the  Greenwich 
Hosnital  Fund.  He  should  wish  to  ask 
the  non.  Gentleman  the  Oivil  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  upon  what  principle  the 
half  cost  of  decorating  the  diapel  was 
charged  upon  the  Ghreenwich  Hospital 
Funds?  There  were  no  pensioners  at 
present  to  use  the  chapel,  and  it  was 
sole^  for  the  benefit  of  the  naval  offi- 


1069 


Supply— 


( JuNS  28,  1880)  Navy  Eitimate*. 


1070 


oen  at  the  OoUege.  He  thought  that 
if  the  ohapel  needed  deooratioii  the 
"whole  char^  ought  to  be  defrayed  out 
of  the  EetunateB  of  the  country.  The 
second  queetion  he  wished  to  ask  was 
i^eiih  ref^rd  to  Ascenaion  Island.  As  on 
this  oocasion  a  substantial  sum  was 
oharffed  in  respect  of  Ascension  Island, 
he  thought  he  should  be  in  Order  in 
raising  the  Question.  The  sum  of  £1,000 
was  obarged  in  respect  to  ordinary  re- 
pairs and  maintenance  of  buildings ;  and, 
no  doubt,  there  was  a  regular  annual 
oharge  for  repairs  of  buildings,  as  well 
as  for  wages,  at  Ascension  Idand.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Oovem- 
ment,  some  day  or  other,  would  give  the 
House  a  Eetum  of  the  whole  cost  of 
maintaining  Ascension  Island?  It  might 
be  very  proper  to  maintain  it,  and  he 
did  not  wish  to  cast  any  slur  upon  either 
the  present  or  the  late  Admiralty  for 
treatmg  the  island  like  a  ship ;  but  he 
did  think  that  the  House  ought  to  have 
before  it  the  whole  expense  c?  maintain- 
ing the  island.  In  almost  every  Vote 
there  appeared  some  charffe  or  otilier  for 
the  mamtenanoe  of  something  at  Ascen- 
sion Island ;  and  it  was  only  fair  to  the 
House  to  hare  before  it,  in  some  shape 
or  other,  the  whole  cost  of  maintaining 
Ascension  Island. 

Mr.  T.  BBASSEY  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  chapel  at  Ozeenwich  Hos- 
pital, it  was  used  partly  by  boys  at 
Ureenwich  School,  and  that  was  the  rea- 
son for  half  of  the  cost  being  paid  out 
of  the  Greenwich  Hospital  Fund.  As 
respected  Ascension  Island,  a  statement 
would  be  prepared  and  laid  before  the 
House  which  would  giro  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  the  information  he  re- 
quired. Personally,  he  should  be  rery 
glad  of  that  statement. 

Ma.  ABTHUB  O'OONNOB  said,  the 
hon.  Oentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Admiralty  seemed  to  be  in  aTery  mirth- 
ful mood,  for  he  had  been  good  enough 
to  say  that  the  Gbvemment  restricted 
their  Vote  on  account  of  Haulbowline 
Dockyard  to  £30,000,  because  they  em- 
ployed only  couTiot  labour,  and  that  as 
there  were  few  couTicts  in  Ireland  it 
was  not  possible  to  push  the  work. 
That  was  the  reason  giren  why  the  just 
daim  of  Ireland  for  a  Dockyard  was  not 
to  be  met  at  present.  Some  time  ago 
he  pressed  the  Goremment  to  tell  hun 
the  time  which  the  Dockyard  would  take 
in  oonatruotion,  and   what  steps   the 


Oovemment  would  take  to  press  that 
completion  forward  ?  That  question  had 
not  been  answered,  and  the  non.  Gentle- 
man did  not  seem  to  think  it  necessary 
to  answer  it.  He  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Oommittee  that  this  £30,000  was 
one-seventeenth  part  of  the  cost  of 
Haulbowline  Dockyard.  Anyone  listen- 
ing to  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  would  imagine  that 
the  Gbvemment  had  determin^  at  last 
to  do  something  in  the  way  of  Dockyards 
in  Ireland ;  but  what  they  proposed  to 
do  did  not  give  any  evidence  of  their  in- 
tention. If  the  Government  had  any 
intention  of  giving  a  Dockyard  to  Ire- 
land, it  would  be  satisfactory  to  Inak 
Members  to  know  that.  Irish  Members 
did  not  propose  to  let  the  matter  be  lost 
sieht  of,  or  to  allow  the  Government  to 
take  only  £30,000  for  Dockyards  in 
Ireland.  When  they  were  on  Vote  6, 
they  were  told  that  the  question  of  Irish 
DocWards  ought  not  to  be  raised  upon 
it.  He  raised  it  on  the  present  Vote, 
because  he  found  that  the  Government 
were  spending  £8,000  more  than  they 
were  authorized  to  spend  upon  English 
Dockyards.  They  were  now  awing 
£1 12,000  for  the  works  at  Portsmouth  ; 
and  in  order  to  test  the  sense  of  the 
Committee  he  begged  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  that  sum. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'ThAt  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £307,213,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  New  Works, 
Bmldings,  Yard  Machinery,  and  Bepairs,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  durmg  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  A  March  1881.*'— (Jfr. 
Arthur  0^  Connor,) 

Oaftain  PHIOE  said,  that  this  Dock- 
yard at  Haulbowline  was  either  neoes* 
saiy  or  it  was  not.  It  it  were  unneces- 
sary, it  ought  to  be  removed  from  the 
Votes;  but  if  necessary,  the  Ooyemment 
ought  to  press  it  forwsi^.  It  was  per- 
fectly ridiculous  to  think  of  completing 
a  Dockyard  by  spending  £20,000  or 
£30,000  upon  it  for  the  last  few  years. 
He  had  been  at  Haulbowline,  and  he 
had  seen  the  way  in  which  the  work 
was  carried  on  there.  The  harbour  was 
silted  up  almost  as  fast  as  it  could  be 
dredged.  The  hon.  Oentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty  had  given  as 
his  reason  for  the  work  not  being 
pushed  forward  that  convict  labour  was 
not  in  excess  in  Ireland  ;  but  he  would 
I  ask  the  Oovemment  why  convicts  only 
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Bhould  be  employed  on  this  work  ?  Thej 
all  knew  what  oonvict  labour  was.  If  a 
little  drop  of  rain  oame,  all  the  oon- 
Tiots  were  marohed  off  under  ooTer,  and 
the  work  was  at  a  standstill.  But 
there  were  a  great  many  labourers  in 
Ireland  who  did  not  care  for  rain,  and 
who  would  do  the  work  much  better 
than  the  convicts  did.  He  should  hare 
thought  that,  looking  at  the  necessity  to 
proyide  work  for  the  people  in  Ireland,  the 
uoTemment  might  hare  made  this  a  time 
to  push  forward  this  work,  and  instead 
of  asking  for  £30,000  they  might  have 
asked  for  £60,000.  In  a  strategic  point 
of  riew,  it  was  most  important  to  have 
a  Dockyard  at  Haulbowline.  He  be- 
lieved that  in  that  opinion  every  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  in  that  House  would 
bear  him  out. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  that  the  reason 
alleged  for  the  smallness  of  the  Vote  for 
the  Dockyard  at  Haulbowline  was  that 
it  was  to  be  entirely  executed  by  convict 
labour.  He  could  not  understand  why 
works  should  be  done  in  England  by 
contract,  and  in  Ireland  by  convict 
labour  only.  In  the  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood of  Haulbowline  both  men  and 
material  were  ready  at  hand,  and  em- 
ployment was  sorely  needed  by  the 
people.  Why  were  they,  who  were 
taking  their  share  of  the  Imperial  Gb- 
vemment  and  of  the  Imperial  taxation, 
to  be  told  that  the  work  was  to  be  done 
entirely  by  convict  labour,  in  spite  of 
the  necessity  for  giving  employment  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  KaulbowUne  ? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYRE  said,  that  he 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
Oonnty  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Oonnor)  did  not 
understand  him  as  not  giving  a  com- 
plete answer  to  his  question.  He  had 
informed  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was 
not  possessed  of  full  information  upon 
this  subject.  He  had  further  told  him 
that  the  delay  in  the  progress  of  the 
work  was  due,  in  a  great  measure,  to 
the  employment  of  convict  labour. 
Seeing  the  difficulties  in  the  way,  he 
did  not   understand  how  it  wotild  be 

£>saible  to  employ  a  greater  amount  of 
hour.  No  further  amount  of  labour 
had  been  provided  for  in  the  Estimates. 
The  work  was  carried  out  almost  entirely 
by  convicts,  and  it  was  impossible  to  get 
oUier  labourers  to  work  on  the  same 
spot  with  convicts.  He  had  been  in- 
formed that  it  was  simply  impracticable 
to  increase  the  strength  of  the  labour 
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employed  either  in  the  area  of  the 
or  that  of  the  dock. 

CoLoirxL  00LTHXJB8T  said,  that 
regard  to  Haulbowline,  he  wished  to 
state  that  that  he  believed  the  inhmlw- 
tants  of  the  district  were  well 
that  as  much  labour  was  bein^ 
ployed  there  as  could  be  advantageotuij 
employed. 

Mr.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  said,   it 
was  natural  to  suppose  that  after  the 
testimony  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber who  had  just  sat  down  he  should  hm 
disposed  to  withdraw  his  Amendment ; 
but  he  could  not  reconcile  that  proceed* 
ing  with  his  duty  not  only  to  his  oon- 
stituents,  but  also  to  the  main  body  of 
the  taxpayers  in  Ireland.    The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Cork  (Colonel  Ccl^ 
thurst)  had  said  that  as  much  labour  as 
possible  was  employed  at  Haulbowline* 
and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  quite  believed 
that.    They  knew  perfectly  well  that  a 
larger  number  of  convicts  was  employed 
than  of  free  labourers,  and  it  was  a  w^- 
known  fact  that  less  work  was  obtained 
from  convict  labour  than  from  an j  other 
kind.    There  appeared  to  be  no  reason 
whatever  why  the  works  should  not  be 
pushed  on  more  rapidly.    Haulbowline 
was  a  large  place,  where  free  labour 
could  easily  be  employed,  as  well   as 
convict   labour.     There  could  be    two 
separate  gangs,  so  that  no  possible  in- 
convenience could  arise  from  being  em- 
ployed on  the  same  work.    As  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Secretary  to  the  Admiral^ 
had  admitted    that  the  two  kinds  of 
labour  might  be  employed  tc^ether,  and 
he  believed  that  that  was  being  done 
elsewhere.    The  fact  was  that  there  was 
no  real  difficulty  in  the  matter ;  but  the 
present  Government  was  like  its  Prede* 
cessors,  and  would  not  move  until  they 
saw  that  the  Irish  Members  were  deter* 
mined.    He  should  consider  it  his  dutf 
to  press  his  Motion  to  a  division. 

Sib  PATBICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  had 
heard  that  subject  discussed  for  a  veiy 
considerable  time,  as  to  whether  those 
works  should  be  carried  on  or  no.  He 
was  so  anxious  to  make  inquirv  with  re- 
gard to  that  matter  of  the  late  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith),  and  he  was  sure  that  he  would 
be  doing  a  kindness  to  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers if  he  would  be  good  enough  to 
answer  it.  It  was  with  reference  to  the 
employment  of  labour  at  Haulbowline. 
Could  he  say  whether  the  labour  em^ 
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plojed  tbore  when  he  left  Office  was  to 
the  full  extent  to  which  it  ongfat  to  be 
omrried? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  had 
already  stated  that  as  much  labour  was 
employed  when  he  left  Office,  and  during 
the  whole  of  the  autumn  and  spring,  as 
it  was  possible  profitably  to  employ  at 
Haulbowline.  The  men  were  employed 
upon  the  construction  of  the  great  dock, 
and  in  the  excavation  of  the  basin  also. 
Free  labour  was  employed  in  the  dock 
and  convict  labour  in  the  basin,  and  the 
two  sets  were  kept  distinct.  They  had 
done  all  they  could,  when  they  were  in 
Office,  to  furnish  as  much  profitable  em- 
ployment there  as  possible. 

Ma.  DALY  said,  he  had  received  a 
communication  from  a  Mr.  Andrews,  a 
resident  engineer  at  Haulbowline,  in 
which  he  stated  that  a  causeway  of  stone 
that  had  been  excavated  might  very  well 
be  constructed  from  Ballybiitton  to  the 
opposite  side  of  the  river.  The  local 
proprietors  had  sustained  some  slight 
mjury  from  the  works,  and  it  would  be  a 
boon  to  them  to  have  the  causeway  con- 
structed. It  would,  however,  be  a  good 
opportunity  for  employing  a  number  of 
unskilled  labourenk 

Mr.  SHAW  LBPEVBE  said,  he  had 
not  heard  about  such  a  proposition.  He 
would,  however,  make  inquiry,  and  re- 
ply on  the  Beport  of  the  Committee. 

Ma.  DALY  said,  he  would  state,  for 
the  information  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  scheme  was  suggested  by  the 
gentleman  he  had  named,  a  resident 
engineer.  He  believed  it  would  be  a 
great  benefit  if  carried  out. 

Ma.  PABNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  County  Cork 

i Colonel  Oolthorst)  had  stated  that  al- 
bough  he  had  not  had  the  opportunity 
of  inspeoting  the  works,  he  was  assured 
that  as  many  hands  were  employed  as 
possible.  Of  course,  that  miflfnt  be  so ; 
out  what  they  complained  of  was  that 
the  works  were  socn  that  very  few  men 
could  be  employed  upon  them.  They 
thought  the  Government  should  have 
more  extensive  works  in  hand,  so  that 
more  of  the  pubUc  money  which  they 
were  privileged  to  pay  should  be  q>ent 
in  Ireland.  It  mnst  occur  to  them  that 
it  anpeared  hardly  fair  that  where  Ire- 
tand  paid  one-aeventh,  or  perhaps  one- 
eighth,  of  the  oontributions  tudsr  that 
head  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  she 
only  rseeived   bask,  in  the  shape  of 


money  spent  on  Dockyards,  about  one- 
thousandth  part.  The  benefit  derived  by 
that  country  was,  in  fact,  infinitesimaL 
He  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
time  might  come  when  Dockyards  in 
Irdand  might  be  of  considerable  service. 
He  did  not  wish  to  press  the  Gbvem- 
ment  to  move  in  that  matter ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  it  must  be  recollected  that  it 
had  always  been  urged  by  the  Members 
for  the  City  of  Cork.  He  remembered 
that  his  late  Friend,  Mr.  Bonayne,  used 
to  allude  to  it  occasionally.  He  thought 
that  if  the  (Government  would  give  an 
assurance  that  they  would  look  into  the 
matter,  and  see  if  a  fairer  proportion  of 
the  public  money  could  be  spent  in  Ire- 
land, they  might  allow  that  Vote  to  pass 
unchallenged.  Otherwise,  he  should 
certainly  support  the  Amendment  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  proposed. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  23; 
Noes  174:  Majority  151.— (Div.  list 
No.  32.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
that  eSter  the  Vote  was  passed  he  hoped 
they  would  consent  to  report  Progress, 
as  they  had  been  then  sitting  for  nearly 
eight  hours,  f"  No ! "]  An  hon.  Mem- 
ber called  ''  No ; "  but  if  he  had  been 
sitting  there  all  the  evening,  as  they 
had  been,  he  would  be  very  glad  to  be 
relieved.  There  was  a  most  important 
question  coming  presently — namely, 
pensions  to  naval  officers  and  widows — 
and  he,  therefore,  thought  that  if  the 
present  Vote  was  passed,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
might  yerj  well  report  Progress. 

Mb.  SHAW  L£FEVS£  said,  there 
was  no  important  question  for  the  next 
two  or  three  Votes.  He  must  ask  Uie 
Committee  to  take  those,  at  any  rate. 

Sib  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
the  only  Vote  he  objected  to  being  taken 
was  that  of  the  pensions.  Of  course, 
he  could  not  speak  for  anybody  else; 
but,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned,  he 
should  be  perfectlv  satisfied  if  they  re- 
ported Progress  wnen  ihey  reached  that 
Vote.  

Mb.  OBB  EWINO  said,  that  of  the 
money  spent  fbor  Dockyards,  and  the 
diflinent  i>epartments,  quite  as  larve  a 
sun  was,  he  believed,  spent  in  Ireland 
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as  ihey  were  entitled  to.  He  trusted 
that  the  Gt>yemmeiit  would  not  yield  to 
the  unreasonahle  request  of  the  Irish 
Members  wi&out  takmg  into  considera- 
tion the  claims  of  Scotland. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  was  bound 
to  point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the 
Dockyards,  especially  the  one  at  Ports- 
mouth, were  not  carried  on  according  to 
the  requirements  of  economy.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  that,  £rom  a  strategic 
point  of  view,  they  were  making  a  sacri- 
fice in  confining  their  works  to  places 
such  as  that.  He  must  say  that  he  con- 
sidered it  a  public  disgrace  that  they  in 
Ireland  were  treated  in  the  way  they 
were  under  those  Estimates.  Except  in 
the  case  of  a  few  ooast-g^uard  ships,  no 
money  was  spent  in  that  country.  He 
should  be  very  glad  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  to  the  Admiralty 
would  have  the  courage  to  deal  with 
that  question. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreid  to. 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed. 

'*ThAt  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £56,363,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neoenary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Medicines, 
Medical  Stores,  &o.,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  daring  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March,  1881.*' 

Sib  ANDBEW  LIJSK  said,  there 
was  an  item  in  the  Vote  which  he 
wished  to  criticize;  but  he  should  not 
make  a  long  speech  and  detain  the 
Committee.  With  regard  to  the  expenses 
for  carrying  out  the  terms  of  the  Con- 
tagious D^ases  Acts,  whatever  was 
proposed  for  that  purpose  he  should 
▼ote  against,  in  accordance  with  what 
he  had  done  in  that  matter  for  the  last 
10  or  12  years.  He  saw  no  reason  for 
altering  his  conduct  in  regard  to  that 
matter.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  som,  not  exceeding  £56,363,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Medicines, 
Medical  Stores,  &c.,  whidi  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1881.*'--(^i>  ^ndrtw  Lusk.) 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEYBE  said,  he 
thought  it  was  hardly  necessaiy  to 
divide  upon  that  occasion.  A  Oom- 
mittee  had  been  appointed  on  that  ques* 
tion ;  and  he,  therexbrei  ti^ought  that  to 

Mr.  Orr  Roing 


raise  a  discussion  on  that  matter  fiien 
would  be  inopportune. 

Sm  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  thM 
inasmuch  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Seoe- 
taiy  to  the  Admiralty  had  appealed  to 
him  to  withdraw  his  AmendGnent  he 
should  certainly  do  so. 

Motion,  by  leave,  wUhirawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  a§r$$d  U. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro* 
posed, 

"That  a  Biini«  not  exceeding  £6,938,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  vaa 
necessary  to  defray  the  Ei^pense  of  Mkrtial 
Law,  ^kc,  which  will  come  in  course  of  p^- 
ment  doring  the  year  ending  oa  the  31st  day  of 
March  1881." 

Mb.  FINIOAN  said,  he  saw  that 
under  this  Vote  a  vezy  large  sum.  was 
allowed  to  Protestant  clergymen,  while 
only  the  miserable  sum  of  £26  was 
given  to  a  Catholic  priest.  He  was  not 
an  advocate  for  expending  large  sunns  of 
money  on  creeds;  but  as  this  money 
came  equally  out  of  the  pockets  of  Pro- 
testants and  Oatholics  as  oitizensy  it 
was  a  very  imjust  thing  that  some  per- 
sons should  draw  a  large  sum  from  the 
Estimates,  while  only  the  miserable 
pittance  of  £26  was  given  to  a  Catholic 
priest.  Oonsidering  how  late  an  hour 
they  had  now  reached,  he  should  beg  to 
move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''— (JKr. 
Finigan*) 


Mr.  SHAW  LEEEYEE  hoped  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  preas  his 
Motion.  He  presumed  this  money  was 
^ven  by  a  capitation  grant  in  ph>por» 
tion  to  the  number  of  Catholics  in  Uie 
hospital;  and  it  must,  therefore,  be 
very  satisfaotory  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
see  that  the  amount  required  was  smalL 

Mb.  FINIOAN  said,  he  should  prefer 
if  the  Gbvemment  made  the  capitation 
gr&nt  elsewhero  in  the  same  way ;  but, 
for  his  part,  he  did  not  see  why  he 
should  accept  that  explanation  merely 
when  it  suited  the  convenience  of  the 
Oovenmient.  He  was  asked  to  with- 
draw his  Motion.  If  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  undertake  to  pay  this 
Catholio  priest  fairly  and  a  decent  sum, 
he  would  be  very  hamnr  to  withdraw  his 
Motion ;  but  he  could  not  accept  this 
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simple  explanation  about  the  capitation 
grant.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  promised  to 
look  into  the  matter  to  see  that  this 
gentleman  was  fairly  paid  in  proportion 
to  the  work  he  performed.  There  was  no 
wish,  on  the  part  of  the  Goyemment, 
other  than  that  ereryone  should  be 
paid  in  proportion  to  the  work  per- 
formed. Probably  the  fact  was  that 
this  gentleman  had  a  yery  small  number 
of  prisoners  to  look  after. 

Mr.  DALY  begged  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  to  remember  that  the  salary  was 
less  than  that  of  an  ordinary  diay-la- 
bourer.  Surely  no  minister  of  religion 
ought  to  be  paid  such  a  pittance  as  this. 
The  money  was  scarcely  enough  to  p^ 
him  for  merely  walking  to  and  fro.  It 
was  baroly  10«.  a-week,  and  that  was 
not  enough  to  pay  anybody. 

Mb.  Shaw  liEFEVBE  thought  that 
it  would  turn  out  that  the  priest  was 
doinff  duty  in  the  town,  and  was  only 
called  upon  occasionally  to  attend  in  the 
prison,  and  that  he  was,  consequently, 
only  paid  for  the  seryioes  he  penormed. 

Mb.  FINIOAN  remarked,  that  he 
must,  of  course,  do  duty  eyery  Sunday 
in  the  year,  and  on  12  holidays  in  each 
year.  That  was  baroly  6«.  each.  Upon 
the  tmderstanding  that  the  Secrotary  to 
the  Admiralbr  would  fairly  consider  this 
matter  he  ^ould  be  yery  happy  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(11.)  £101,820,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Miscellaneous  Seryices. 

Mb.  AETHUB  O'OONNOE  said,  be- 
f oro  this  Vote  was  put,  he  should  like  to 
a^  the  hon.  Gentleman  whether  any- 
thing was  taken  into  account  for  the 
Botany  Bay  estates  ?  Some  time  ago  a 
British  officer,  acting  without  instruc- 
tions and  wiUiout  any  authority  from 
his  superiors,  took  upon  himself  to  pur- 
chase an  estate,  because  the  owner  of  it 
was  accused  of  murder,  or  something  of 
that  kind.  The  consequence  was  that 
the  British  authorities  had  been  mixed 
up  in  unpleasant  transactions  from  that 
day  to  this ;  and  last  year  thero  was  an 
item  of  £2S4  16#.  \\d.  taken  in  connec- 
tion with  expenses  incidental  to  the 
working  of  that  estate.  He  should  like 
to  know  if  there  was  any  charge  in  the 
present  Estimates  on  account  of  that  es- 


tate ;  and,  if  not,  how  the  Goyemment 
connection  with  it  had  terminated? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  regrotted 
that  he  could  not  answer  the  Question ; 
but  he  had  heard  nothing  aoout  the 
transaction,  and  he  found  no  allusion  to 
it  in  the  Estimates.  He  supposed  the 
money  was  entiroly  paid  last  year.  He 
woula  make  inquiry,  and  he  hoped  to 
be  able  to  answer  the  question  on  the 
Beport. 

Mb.  AETHTJR  O'CONNOE  obseryed, 
that  if  there  was  no  further  charge  on 
this  behalf  in  the  Vote  he  prosumed  the 
Goyemment  had  parted  with  the  estate. 
If  it  had  done  so,  it  must  haye  realized 
some  money,  and  that  money  ought  to 
haye  been  brought  into  the  account  for 
the  year,  or,  at  any  rate,  to  haye  been 
entered  as  an  extra  receipt.  Now,  he 
looked  in  yain,  in  connection  with  these 
Estimates,  for  any  indication  on  the 
part  of  the  Goyemment  that  they  wero 
m  possession  of  such  extra  receipt.  He 
comd  not  trace  any  record  of  it;  and 
he  regretted  that  he  was  unable  to  ask 
the  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  any 
question  on  the  subject,  because  he  surely 
would  be  able  to  mrow  some  light  upon 
it.  But  that  was  always  the  case  in  these 
Estimates.  Wheneyer  any  question  was 
put  which  went  below  the  mere  surface, 
the  Gt>yemment  sheltered  themselyes 
under  the  yery  yisible  excuse  that  they 
had  been  a  yery  short  time  in  Office, 
and  that  they  wero  meroly  carryingout 
the  plans  of  their  Predecessors.  They 
could,  oonsequentiy,  giye  no  explanation 
of  these  proposals.  The  consequence 
was  that  they  wero  able  to  get  no 
satisfaction  out  of  them  on  many  ques- 
tions. He  should  certainly  bring  up 
the  question  again  on  the  Eeport. 

Mb.  GOEST  wished  to  pomt  out  that 
hero,  again,  they  had  the  item  of  As- 
cension Island  in  the  shape  of  a  contri- 
bution for  recreation  in  the  island.  He 
supposed  there  was  some  sort  of  foot- 
baUdub  kept  up  thero  for  the  Kroomen. 
He  rose  to  call  attention  to  it,  so  that  the 
GK>yemment  might  take  that  contribu- 
tion also  in  consideration  of  their  Be- 
tum. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  fQin,  not  exceeding  £617,867,  be 
gxinted  to  Her  Mi^tity,  to  complete  the  turn 
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noQcawrj  to  defray  the  Expense  of  Half  Pay, 
Reserved,  and  Retired  Pay  to  Officers  of  the 
Navy  amd  Marines,  which  will  come  in  course 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  (rf  March  1S81." 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'OONNOE  thought 
the  Government  would  now  hardly 
ohject  to  report  Progress.  It  was 
10  minutes  past  1 ;  and  although  some 
Gentlemen  who  came  in  at  a  late 
hour  in  the  evening  might  not  find 
this  discussion  hard  work,  those  of 
them  who  had  been  at  it  for  eight 
hours  at  a  stretch,  and  had  taken  some 
trouble  in  going  into  the  matter,  did  feel 
that  thej  had  been  sufficiently  long  at 
it  for  one  evening.  He,  therefore,  begged 
to  propose  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr, 
Arthur  O'Connor.) 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
would  agree  to  withdraw  Vote  16,  if 
there  were  any  serious  objection  on  it ; 
but  he  had  had  no  intimation  of  any 
serious  objection  to  be  urged,  and  he 
asked  the  Committee  to  proceed  imtil 
they  came  to  one  that  was  objected  to. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  hoped 
the  course  suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  acceded  to. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT 
thought  they  had  really  done  enough 
work  for  one  night ;  and  he  should,  there- 
fore, very  cor<ually  support  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress.       

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  if  there 
were  really  to  be  any  discussion  on  the 
Vote  he  would  at  once  report  Progress ; 
but,  up  to  the  present,  he  had  seen  no 
indication  that  it  was  objected  to  by 
anybody. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at  the 
Comptroller  and  Auditor  General's  Ee- 
port,  he  would  see,  at  page  126,  a  ques- 
tion of  such  magnitude  as  would  cer- 
tainly induce  him  to  report  Progress,  for 
it  raised  nothing  more  or  less  than  the 
whole  question  of  the  audit  of  stores. 
It  was  one,  too,  which  must  be  tho- 
roughly thrashed  out  before  they  left 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  FINIGAK  hoped  the  Motion 
would  be  pressed.  He  had  some  very 
awkward  questions  to  ask  upon  that 
Vote.  He  wanted  to  know  something 
about   an   unfortunate    person   callea 


Prince  Leiningen,  and  hue  ahoold 
tainly  move  that  his  half-pay  as  Bear 
Admiral  should  be  discontinued,  for  he 
did  not  find  that  he  did  anything  for  the 
money ;  and  the  way  in  which  his  tisM 
was  occupied  ought  certainly  to  be  paid 
for  by  those  who  had  the  advantage  oC 
his  service.  He  had  also  several  queo- 
tions  to  adc  in  relation  to  several  otlMr 

officers.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  after  haviag 
heard  those  explanations,  would  oer- 
tainly  consent  to  report  Progress. 

Question  put,  and  agr$ed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To^wmtt^w^ 
at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Committee  also  report  Progreas;  to 
sit  again  upon  Wednoiday. 


SUPPLY— REPOBT. 
Eesolutions  [Juno  25]  reported. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  had  aakad 
a  question  on  these  Votes  in  regard  to 
the  convict  establishments  that  wen, 
or  rather  that  ought  to  be,  in  Counl^ 
Galway.  The  Government  were  kini 
enough  to  promise  that  they  would  givs 
him  an  answer  on  Eeport.  The  facts  sim- 
ply were  that  a  Commission  of  Inquiry 
into  the  prisons  of  Lreland  reported  that 
a  convict  prison  ought  to  be  established  in 
Galway  where  there  was  alread  v  a  pii* 
son  available  for  the  purpose,  and  where 
convict  labour  might  also  be  usefully 
employed.  The  late  Government  pro- 
mised that  they  would  carry  that  recom* 
mendation  into  effect,  and  would  estab- 
lish a  convict  prison.  He  would  wish 
to  know  when  the  present  Gt>vemment 
would  put  the  Eesofution  in  force,  as  he 
did  not  suppose  for  a  moment  that  they 
intended  to  throw  over  the  terms  of  the 
late  Eesolution  ?  He  brought  the  mat- 
ter forward  in  Committee  of  Supply,  and 
the  Government  promised  to  give  him 
some  information  on  Eeport  as  to  the 
time  they  would  commence  this  transfer 
of  convicts. 

LoBD  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  had  spoken  to  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
on  this  subject,  and  he  knew  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  fully  intended  to  be 
present  there  that  night,  and  to  make 
a  statement  on  the  subject.  He  sup- 
posed that  the  Eeport  of  Supply  had 
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been  taken  a  little  earlier  than  was  ex- 
pected, and,  therefore,  he  was  not  in  the 
Honse ;  but  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  had 
told  him  that  he  ttion|;ht  the  question 
had  much  better  be  discussed  when  it 
arose  on  the  Votes.  And  he  was  in- 
clined to  agree  with  him  that  that  was 
oertainly  not  the  most  convenient  way  of 
raising  the  whole  question.  With  re- 
spect to  a  question  put  to  him  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  Bandolph 
^urduU).  he  begged  to  state  that  the 
Endowed  Schools  Bill  (Lreland)  would 
stand  orer. 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  he  had  a 
right  to  complain.  The  Oovemment 
promised  to  give  him  an  answer  on  Be- 
port,  and,  therefore,  he  did  not  go  into 
the  question  in  Committee.  He  knew, 
of  course,  that  it  was  an  accident  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  not 
there ;  but,  still,  he  thought  he  was  en- 
titled to  an  answer,  and  if  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  keep  to  arrangements 
which  they  made  in  this  way,  how 
oould  any  trust  be  put  in  them  ?  It  was 
not  at  all  a  fair  thing  to  say  that  the 
matter  had  better  be  £soussed  in  Com- 
mittee, when  he  had  been  promised  an 
explanation  on  the  Beport,  and  it  could 
•earcely  be  called  fair  and  straightfor- 
ward conduct. 

Besolutions  agr$$d  to. 


TAZEB  KAKAGEHENT  BILL.-[BitL  242.] 
{Lord  Tr$diriek  Cavtndith,  Jfr.  John  Sohn$.) 

SSOOVD    RSADIKQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

LoM)  FEEDEBICK  CAVENDISH, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  it  was  merely  a  mea- 
sure of  consolidation,  brought  m  in  con- 
sequence of  the  recommendation  of  the 
Statute  Law  Consolidation  Commission, 
and  its  object  was  fully  described  in  the 
Memorandum  attached.  He  could  not 
understand  that  there  could  be  any  ob- 
jection to  it ;  but,  if  there  were  any,  it 
had  much  better  be  considered  in  Com- 
mittee. There  could  not  possibly  be 
anv  objection  to  the  principle  of  the 
BiU,  whidi  was  to  embody  in  one  mea- 
sure all  the  proviuons  of  the  law  relating 
to  taxes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
«*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'M^^^  Fr^imtk  CmmiM.) 


LoBD  BANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
said,  they  had  a  Bill  of  a  similar  kind 
before  them  the  other  evening,  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury  then  told  them  it  was  merely  a 
measure  of  consolidation;  but,  on  ex- 
amination, it  was  found  that  if  it  had 
been  passed  some  of  its  clauses  would 
have  been  directly  opposed  to  the  spirit 
of  the  Budffet  of  ihe  Prime  Minister. 
Now  the  noble  Lord  brought  in  another 
Bill  containing  120  clauses,  which,  he 
ventured  to  say,  no  single  Member  in 
that  House  had  any  knowledge  of. 
["Oh,  oh!"]  Well,  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  the  hon.  Member  who 
said  that  had  ever  seen  the  Bill  before. 
It  consolidated  an  enormous  number  of 
Acts,  and  he  would  like  to  ask  whether 
this  was  a  Bill  for  which  the  noble  Lord 
was  himself  responsible,  or  whether  he 
found  it  in  the  office  when  he  came 
there?  If  the  Bill  had  been  brought 
up  in  the  short  time  during  wmch 
the  present  GK>vemment  had  been  in 
Office,  he  should  not  like  to  take  the 
noble  Lord's  assurance  that  it  was  merely 
a  consolidation  measure. 

LoED  FBEDEBICK  CAVENDISH 
denied  that  he  in  any  way  misled  the 
House  in  reference  to  the  Spirits  Bill. 
Certain  provisions  were  inserted  into  it 
which  were  in  accordance  with  the  ex- 
isting law,  although  they  would  be 
modified  if  a  measure  since  introduced 
were  carried.  But  it  would  have  de- 
ceived the  House  had  not  those  clauses 
been  produced,  because  the  Malt  Tax 
was  in  existence  at  the  time,  and  his 
measure  only  professed  to  be  a  consoli- 
dation of  the  existing  law.  He  should 
state  most  positively  that  this  was  simply 
a  consolidation  Bill,  with  the  exception 
of  the  alterations  mentioned. 

Mb.  QOBST  said,  no  answer  had  been 
given  to  the  question  whether  the  Bill 
was  prepared  by  the  present  GK>vem- 
xnent — fLord  Fsedbbick  Cavekdish  : 
Certainly  not.]— or  whether  they  found 
it  in  the  office  when  they  went  there  ? 
If  the  Bill  was  prepared  by  the  late  Oo- 
vemment, he  thought  they  might  have 
sufficient  confidence  in  the  measure  to 
allow  it  to  pass. 

Motion  agr§$d  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  #osh 
wntt4d  for  Moniag  next. 
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BIRTHS  AND  DEATHS  REGISTEATION 

(IRELAND)  {r$^committed[)'BILL. 
(Mr,  IfeUon^  Mr.  Maurice  Brooks,  Mr.  Brrin^ton.) 

[bill  245.]     OOIOOTTBE. 

Bill  eonMered  in  Oommittee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  should  like 
to  know  whether,  by  this  Bill,  any  new 
fees  were  imposed  on  the  people  for 
births  and  deaths;  and,  also,  whether 
under  it  any  new  charges  were  imposed 
on  Poor  Law  Unions  ? 

Mb.  M.  BBOOKS  said,  that  having 
been  in  the  Oommittee  on  the  Bill  he 
could  answer  the  question.  It  was  a 
Bill  simply  to  assimilate  the  law  in  Ire- 
land to  that  in  England,  and  it  would 
not  impose  any  fees  in  consequence 
of  the  change. 

Mb.  EItKlN(}TON  said,  he  merely 
proposed  to  go  into  the  Committee  pro 
formd,  and  to  sit  again  at  a  future  day. 

Majob  NOLAN  would  like  to  have  an 
answer  to  his  question  before  the  Bill 
went  further,  either  from  the  GK>yem- 
ment  or  the  hon.  Member  for  Longford. 

Mb.  EEEINQTON  said,  certain 
changes  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  by 
which  certain  charges  were  increased ; 
but  other  charges  were  so  much  dimi- 
nished that  the  balance  would  be  in 
fayour  of  the  alteration.  He  begged  to 
move  that  the  Committee  report  Pro- 
gress. 

Motion  agned  to. 

Committee  report  Prog^ress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

COMMON  LAW  PROCEDURE  AND  JUDI- 
CATURE ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 
(Mr.  MtUor,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Marriott.) 

[bill  229.]      OOMMITTBB. 

Bill  oonoidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Judge  may  order  whole 
cause  to  be  tned  by  a  referee  in  certain 
cases). 

Mb.  WAETON  said,  he  objected  to 
this  Bill  yery  much  indeed,  and  he 
hoped  it  would  not  be  proceeded  with, 
because  yery  few  Members  of  the  Legal 
Profession  were  now  in  the  House,  and 
his  objection  to  the  BUI  was  that  the 
gentlemen  who  filled  the  position  of 


Official  Beferees  were  so  thoroogiify  v 
efficient  for  the  duties  they  had  to  per- 
form that,  so  long  as  they  were  in  omoe, 
he  objected  to  their  haying  exteodcd 
powers.  He  was  aware  that  their  powess 
were  yery  limited,  owing  to  the  ooiutme- 
tion  giyen  to  certain  Statutes,  and  thai 
it  was  adyisable  that  Official  Beferees 
conjointly  should  haye  the  same  power 
as  Arbitnttors ;  but,  on  the  other  nasd, 
his  objection  was  that  three,  at  any  raie» 
out  of  the  four  Beferees  were  eo  in- 
efficient that  it  was  no  use  giyin^  then 
anymore  power  than  they  now  poeeeesed. 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  could  more 
an  Amendment  that  so  lone  as  the 
Official  Beferees  were  aliye  their  powefs 
should  not  be  increased,  because  ihsj 
were  thoroughly  inefficient. 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERALi  (Sr 
Hbnby  Jambs)  said,  he  hcmed  the  <^ 
jection  would  not  be  pressed.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  was  to  giye  a  Inrger 
amount  of  duty  to  the  Official  Beferees. 
The  objection  had  been  raised  that,  ia 
consequence  of  the  present  role,  the 
Official  Beferees  had  not  the  power  to 
settle  arbitrations.  The  Bill  waa  i»- 
tended  to  remedy  that  defect,  and  la^n 
the  Beferees  that  power.  The  BiU  nro- 
yided  that  the  case  should  be  referred  to 
the  Beferees,  and  that  they  should  per- 
form certain  duties.  He  protested  aninst 
the  idea  that  if  those  mcreased  doties 
were  thrown  upon  the  gentlemen  now  in 
office  as  Official  Beferees  they  would  not 
be  properly  performed;  and,  although 
on  one  occasion  he  had  complained  of 
the  appointment  of  one  of  these  gentle- 
men, he  must  say  he  had  not  heard  any 
complaint  of  the  manner  in  which  th^ 
performed  their  duties.  He  did  not  think 
it  right  to  indulge  in  criticism  of  so 
sweeping  a  character,  unless  it  was 
backed  up  by  some  facts  upon  which 
they  could  rely.  He  beUeyed  that  the 
Official  Beferees  fulfilled  their  duties 
both  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  public  and 
the  suitors  themselyes.  They  would  haye 
a  large  amount  of  duty  cast  upon  them. 
He  trusted  the  hon.  Member  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  through  Committee. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  thought  the 
Attorney  General's  memory  was  at  fault. 
He  belieyed  these  eentlemen  had  a  yeiy 
small  amount  of  business  referred  to 
them  long  before  it  was  found  out  that 
their  powers  were  limited. 

Clause  a^oid  to. 
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GlatiBe  2  (Frooedure  to  be  under  Judi- 
oatore  Acts,  1878  to  1879). 

AmendmoDt  proposed  to  insert  the 

words, 

«<  And  the  Court  ahall  hare  the  Mine  power 
in  regard  to  nich  trial  entering  on  judgment  as 
it  haa  nnder  Rule  36/'— (ifr.  Jftlhr,) 

Amendment  ^reed  to. 

OUnse  o^rsMf  to. 

Bemaining  clauses  agr0id  to. 

Bill  rtportod;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
aidered  upon  Woinuiay. 


PARTJAMElfTABY  OATHS  AND  APFIBHA- 
TlOirS  BILL. 

09naid§r$im  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

JKmoIm^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
more  the  Hooae,  that  leave  be  giren  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  Parliainen- 
tary  Oathi  and  AffirmationB. 

Resolntion  rtpwried :  —  Bill  ortUr^d  to  be 
bronght  in  by  Mr.  Labouchbbb,  Mr.  Burt,  Mr. 
JonpH  CowBfy  Mr.  Dillwtw,  and  Mr.  Mao- 

DOKALD. 

Billi»rMmM,andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill  261.] 

House  adjonmed  at  a  quarter 
before  Two  o'clock. 


^^0m0m0t^^^^^m 


HOUSE    OP    L0BD8, 
T^iday,  29M  June,  1880. 


MnnJTES.}— PiTBLio  BiLUh'Firti  Bsodrnf-^ 
lale  of  Man  (Loans)  *  (107) ;  Local  Gorem- 
ment  Prorisional  Orders  (Abeorg^Tenny,  kc)^ 

il08) ;  Local  Qoyermnent  Proyisionaf  Orders 
Alnwick  Union,  Ac)  •  {IW) ;  Local  Qorem- 
ment  Proriaional  Orders  (Ameraham  Union, 
*c.)»(UO). 
C$mmiti40 — Rtpori — Drainage  and  Improrement 
of  Lands  (Lreland)  ProTinonal  Order  (No.  2)« 

19S) ;  Load  Ooremment  Provisional  Orders 
Abingdon^  &c.)*  (96);   Metropolitan  Com- 
mons Bnpplemental  *  (06). 

JmoK— Great  8eal  •  (90) ;  Unirenities  of  Ox- 
ford  and  Gambridge  (Limited  Tenures)* 
(91) ;  UniTersities  and  College  Estates  Act 
Amendment  *  (93). 

Third  JK«Mftfif —Local  Goremment  ((Hs)  Pro- 
Tistonal  Order  *  (87) ;  Local  G<>Temment 
(Hig^wajs)  Proriaumal  Order  (Salop)  •  (8S), 
and^atW. 

j|0ya/  ilMM^-Gonsolidated  Fund  (No.  1 
44  r«0<.  c  8] ;     Glebe  Loan  Acts 
Aandment  [48  k  44  F^.o.!];  I 
and  Isipfforement  of  Lands  (Ireland) 
sional  Order  [48  4  44  TiX.  c  zanr.] 


BEPOBTIKG  IN  THE  HOUSE  OF  L0BD8 
— REPOBT  OF  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

BESOLTTnOira. 

Eabl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  it  was 
with  considerable  reluctance  and  hesi- 
tation that  he  presented  himself  to  their 
Lordships  on  that  occasion  in  the  cha- 
racter of  a  darine  innovator,  by  moving 
the  three  Besoiutions  which  he  was 
about  to  submit;  but  he  was  consoled 
by  the  reflection  that  if  those  Besoiu- 
tions were  innovations,  they,  at  any  rate, 
had  a  great  deal  to  recommend  them 
for  consideration.  There  could  be  no 
manner  of  doubt  that,  from  various 
causes,  there  was  general  dissatisfaction 
with  regard  to  ue  reporting  in  that 
House.  He  would  not  stop  to  inquire 
what  the  causes  of  that  dissatisfaction 
were,  for  that  was  not  material  to  his 

E resent  purpose.  One  of  them,  per- 
aps,  might  be  an  inability  or  indispo- 
sition on  the  part  of  noble  Lords  to 
express  themselves  as  loudly  and  as 
clearly  as  they  miffht  do.  There  was,  on 
the  omer  hand,  a  disposition  on  the  part 
of  other  noble  Lords  to  carry  on  the 
agreeable  conversation  which  had,  he 
believed,  become  a  considerable  part  of 
the  proceedings  of  that  House,  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that  con- 
versation very  much  interfered  with  that 
proper  silence  which  should  prevail  if 
the  reporters  were  to  do  justice  to  what 
was  said.  There  was  also  another  sub- 
ject which  involved  very  wide  considera- 
tions, and  that  was  the  construction  of 
the  House  itself,  and  the  nature  of  its 
acoustic  properties.  Their  Lordships 
were  pleased  to  appoint,  at  the  be^^inning 
of  that  Session,  a  Committee  to  mquire 
into  the  reporting  of  that  House,  and 
he  (Earl  Beauchamp)  had  had  the 
honour  to  be  appointed  Chairman  of 
that  Oommittee.  He  was,  in  conse- 
quence of  that,  placed  in  a  very  diffi- 
cult position.  Some  time  ago  he  heard 
an  anecdote  of  one  of  England's  mer- 
chant princes  who  had  raised  himself  to 
a  very  wealthyposition  from  very  simple 
beg^innings.  He  was  asked  to  explain 
the  secret  of  his  success,  he  repliea  that 
he  had  two  rules,  one  of  which  was 
never  to  give  advice,  and  the  other  never 
to  take  it.  He  (Earl  Beauchamn)  had 
been  under  the  necessity  during  tne  last 
few  weeks  of  receiving  a  great  deal  of 
advice,  and  he  was  now  in  the  position 
of  being  obliged  to  give  some  to  their 


los^ 


R$pcriing  in  the 


(I0BD8) 


S9u$$  of  Lorii, 


loss 


LordBhips.  Thus,  he  was  foreed  to  vio- 
late botn  the  rales  to  which  tiiat  mer- 
chant prince  attributed  his  success  in 
life,  and  his  only  excuse  was  that  the 
adrice  he  was  about  to  give  was  of  a 
very  homceopathio  character,  and  that 
the  propositions  which  he  had  to  make 
were  merely  tentative.  He  did  not  now 
ask  their  Lordships  to  agree  to  anything, 
except  the  trial  of  an  experiment,  and 
that  experiment  was  of  so  simple  a 
character  that  he  really  did  think  it 
deserved  a  trial.  That  his  propositions 
would  cure  all  the  defects  complained  of 
he  did  not  for  one  moment  apprehend 
or  believe;  but  he  thought  they  might 
do  much  to  remedy  some  of  the  incon- 
veniences which  interfered  with  the 
successful  reporting  of  their  debates. 
The  1st  Besolution  he  had  to  propose 


**  (1.)  That  for  tha  week  beginning  6th  July 
the  Woolsack  be  plaeed  at  the  north  end  of  the 
Honse ;  that  the  Xord  Chancellor  do  sit  facing 
the  Throne ;  that  the  cross  benches  be  placed 
where  the  Woolsacks  now  are;  and  tlutt  all 
Standing  Orders  and  Begolatioiis  inoonaistent 
with  the  Motion  be  suspended  while  it  is  in 
force." 

One  of  the  reasons  which  actuated  the 
Oommittee  in  arriving  at  the  conclusion 
—which  they  did  unanimously — that 
such  a  plan  was  worth  trial  was  that  at 
the  present  moment,  though  their  Lord- 
ships were  in  the  habit,  as  they  all  were 
aware,  of  addressing  the  Whole  House 
and  not  any  one  Peer  in  particular,  yet 
that  some  of  their  Lordships,  who  had 
become  accustomed  to  a  different  prac- 
tice in  the  House  of  Commons,  where 
every  Member  was  bound  to  address  the 
Chair — and  in  the  House  of  Commons 
the  Speaker's  Oallery  was  immediatelv 
under  the  Beporters'  Gkdlery,  so  that  aU 
speeches  were  addressed  to  that  quarter 
of  the  House  where  reporters  were  sta- 
tioned, and  consequently  they  enjoyed 
necessarily  great  advantages  in  the  way 
of  hearing  and  reporting  the  remarks 
addressed  to  the  Chairman — followed 
the  practice  they  had  learnt  "elsewhere." 
Of  oourse,  ihej  were  all  well  aware 
that  the  rule  in  that  House  was  for 
their  Lordships  to  speak  to  the  Whole 
House.  It  was  only  those,  perhaps, 
who  had  recently  arrived  from  the 
House  of  Commons  who  retained  the 
practice,  which  they  derived  flrom  that 
Assembly,  of  addressing  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  on  the  woolsadc ;  but, 
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still,  there  were  noble  Lords  who  had 
contracted  that  habit,  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  that  way  of  turning  from  the 
Beporters'  Gallery  and  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor  had  the  effect  of  tctj  moeh 
diminishing  the  chance  which  the  re- 
porters ha!d  of  hearing  what  was  said 
by  those  who  spoke.  If  that  was  ao, 
there  was  surely  an  obvious  advantage 
in  trying,  so  to  speak,  to  draw  all  the 
speeches  from  the  different  noble  Lords 
to  one  focus.  If  the  noble  and  learaed 
Lord's  cushion  were  changed  to  the 
other  end  of  the  House,  he  (Earl  Bean- 
champ)  could  not  but  think  there  wooM 
be  a  greater  uniformity  in  the  directiom 
of  the  voice,  and  the  habit  in  time 
might  spring  up  of  all  the  speakers  tinn- 
ing themselves  in  that  direction  rather 
than  in  the  other,  or  of  addressing  tbflm- 
selves  to  noble  Lords  oppoaita.  Yarioaa 
suggestions  had  been  made  to  the  Oom- 
mittee; but  he  would  not  weary  their 
Lordships  by  detailing  them,  aa  they 
did  not  approve  themselves  to  the  Oom- 
mittee. Something  was  said;  l>«t  ai 
the  Committee  satufied  themselves  that 
such  a  plan  was  impossible^  he  only  re- 
ferred to  the  matter  to  show  that  th* 
suggestion  had  received  consideratioB, 
as  to  the  possibility  of  stationing  re- 
porters in  the  chamber  below  the  Uonae. 
The  experiments  satisfied  the  Conmiittse 
that  that  was  quite  impossible.  Sach  a 
proceeding  would  not  only  seriously  in- 
terfere with  the  ventilating  arrange- 
ments of  the  House,  which  were  so  es- 
sential to  their  comfort  and  their  health, 
but  it  was  also  found  that  there  was 
this  further  difficulty — that  while  the 
speakers  in  various  parts  of  the  Hoxise 
were  heard  prettv  easily  in  the  chamber 
below,  those  noble  lords  who  sat  at  the 
Table  spoke  from  soch  a  position  that  it 
brought  the  Table  between  them  and 
those  below,  and  rendered  their  speeches 
less  capable  of  being  heard  than  almost 
any  others.  It  did  so  happen  that  most 
of  the  important  speeches  m  that  Houae 
were  delivered  either  from  the  Bench 
at  which  he  spoke,  or  from  the  Bench 
opposite,  and,  therefore,  that  scheme 
oould  not  be  entertained.  One  of  the 
disadvantages  of  the  present  stale  of 
things  was  that  though  various  schemes 
were  proposed  none  of  them  had  yet 
been  tried,  and  until  some  of,  thsm  had 
been  subjected  to  the  test  of  en  «sp^- 
meat,  it  was  very  diAcnlt  for  tbft  uem- 
mittee  to  ifXi  What  sd^emes  they  should 
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diaeard  and  what  they  should  adopt* 
"With  regard  to  the  2nd  and  drd  Besolu- 
tions  which  atood  in  hia  name,  the  esti- 
xnmte  of  the  Board  of  Works  showed 
that  the  cost  would  be  not  yery  lax]RO  or 
extravagant  in  amount.  His  2nd  Reso- 
lution wi 


«'  (2.)  That  it  ii  6xpedi«iit  that  a  Mat  for  one 
or  two  reporters  be  temporarily  and  inezpen- 
■iTely  oomtraoted  in  front  of  the  preeent 
Qallery;" 

and  the  oost  of  that  was  estimated  at 
£35.  It  tiad  been  stated  on  venr  good 
authority  that  the  reporters  would  bene- 
fit yery  muoh  if  they  were  slightly  ad* 
▼anced  in  the  manner  proposed  by  that 
Besolution.     The   Oommittee   took    a 

Suantity  of  evidence  on  that  point,  and 
lere  was  a  great  difference  of  opinion ; 
but  it  was  only  by  an  experiment  that 
they  could  ascertain  which  opinion  was 
the  correct  one.    It  was  an  experiment 
which  must  be  tried,  and  tried  whilst  the 
House  was  sitting  $x  hypothm.  It  was  one 
inoonyenience  of  that  House  that  it  had 
to  serve  a  number  of  different  purposes 
Tarying  with  the  occasion.    Sometimes 
it  was  caUed  upon  to  aoconunodate  some 
200  or  SOO  Peers;  while,  at  another, 
the  debates  were  carried  on  by  a  vex^ 
much  smaller  number.    Then,  again,  it 
was  necessary  that  the  Boom  should  be 
of  sufficient  size  for  those  State  occa- 
sions, such  as  the  opening  of  Parliament, 
which  occasionally  occurred.  Any  altera- 
tion such  as  that  proposed  in  1868  was, 
therefore,  beyond  tneir  consideration; 
and  what  they  had  to  consider  was  how 
they  could  turn  the  accommodation  of 
the  present  House  to  the  best  possible 
use.    The  information,  in  order  to  en- 
able them  to  form  that  opinion,  could 
only  be  obtained  by  the  Kesolntion  he 
had  to  submit.     His  drd   Besolution 


••  (S.)  That  it  if  expedient  that  a  platform  be 
temponurily  and  inexpen«Tehr  erected  on  either 
tide  of  the  Hooee  below  the  Bar,  according  to  a 
plan  prepared  by  Mr.  G.  M.  Barry  in  18S8.  for 
the  better  accommodation  of  the  reporten  now 
in  the  Oallery.*' 

That  drd  Besolution,  if  tried,  would  in- 
volve no  further  ou^y  than  a  sum  of 
£M.  These  were  the  estimates  of  the 
Board  of  Works;  and  itwas  with  a  view 
to  test  these  opinions  that  he  begged 
their  Lordships  to  agree  to  Beeolutions 
allowing  these  experments.  It  had  been 
said  that  hepropoeed  in  his  1st  Beeolntiott 

VOL,  OOLm.    [thxu  snzxs.] 


a  very  great  change  in  their  arrange- 
ments.    He  did  not   know  that  that 
was  any  very  serious  or  valid  argument, 
especially,  as  if  the  Ist  Besolution  were 
carried  out,  nothing  besides  the  reversal 
of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord's  seat 
would  be  required.    If  the  House  of 
Commons  was  summoned  to  the  Bar  to 
hear  the  Boyal  Assent  given  to  any 
Bills,  or  to  receive  any  Message  from  the 
Crown,  the  Boiches  would  be  placed  as 
usual,  and   the  Boyal   Commissioners 
would  be  seated  as  now,  on  the  Steps  of 
the  Throne.    As  fiur  as  the  appearance 
of  the  House  was  concerned,  therefore, 
the   present    arrangement   would   not 
seriously   interfere   with  it;  while  he 
would  remind  their  Lordships  that  such 
a  change  was  not  altoffether  new,  be- 
cause, when  they  sat  for  judicial  pur- 
poses, the  Lord  (^anoellor  did  not  sit  on 
the  Woolsack,  but  occumed  a  seat  at 
that  end  of  the  House.    The  shifting  of 
the  Benches  would  be  a  trifling  matter, 
not  worthy  of  consideration,  if  their 
Lordships  should  be  satisfied  that  the 
experiment  was  worth  trying.    The  ad- 
vantages of  the  1st  proposition  were, 
that  u  it  were  carried  out  they  would 
converge  in  one  focus  the  speeches  of 
noble    Lords,    and   that   focus    would 
be  immediately  under  the    Beporters' 
Gkdlery,  thereby  giving  them  a  better 
chance  than  now   of  hearing  the  ad- 
dresses that  were  made.    'Se  was  not 
defending  the  practice,  or  sayinff  whether 
it  was  right  and  proper,  that  noble  Lords 
should  tddress  tiiemselves  to  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  on  the  Woolsack,  for 
that  was  a  matter  of  high  policy  into 
which  he  would  be  very  unwilling  to 
enter.    He  would  only  say  that  many 
noble  Lords  at  present  did  turn  that 
way,    and  that   an   advantage   would 
foUow  firom  the  alteration  he  recom- 
mended.   A  difficult  problem  was  pro- 
posed to  the  Committee  to  solve,  and 
they  would  be  assisted  in  doing  it  by 
the  very  simple  expedient  of  bringing 
the  Loid  Chancellor  from  one  end  of  the 
House  to  the  other.  .The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  himself,  of  course,  would 
be  in  rather  a  different  position  in  ad- 
dressing their  Lordships,  for,  instead  of 
stepping  from  the  place  where  he  usually 
sat  and  then  directly  addressing  himself 
to  the  House,  he  would  have  to  take 
another  position.    But   there   was   no 
reason  why  the  Lord  Chancellor  should 
not  speak  from  that  Table  just  a«  oragh 

3  N 


1091 


Reporting  in  the 


ILOBDS] 


MimupfLordi. 


1093 


as  any  other  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers. 
He  (Earl  Beauchamp)  did  not  for  a 
moment  maintain  that  he  was  proposing 
an  heroic  remedy ;  but  he  certaimy  did 
think  his  proposals  would  tend  to  miti- 
gate some  01  the  inconyeniences  com- 
plained of;  and,  at  all  eyents,  it  was  an 
experiment  worth  trying  which  might 
succeed  in  doing  something  towards 
solying  the  question.  He  oegged  to 
moye  the  Ist  of  the  Besolutions  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Mov€d^  That  for  the  week  bediming  6th  July 
the  woolsack  be  placed  at  the  north  end  of  the 
Hoose;  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  sit  fadnff 
the  Throne;  that  the  croas benches  be  placed 
where  the  woolsacks  now  are;  and  that  all 
standinf^  orders  and  regulations  inconsistent 
with  this  motion  be  suspended  while  it  is  in 
force. — {The  Earl  Beauekamp,) 

LoBD  DENMAN  said,  he  had,  when 
the  Select  Committee  was  appointed, 
stated  that  he  had  read  all  the  eyidence 
before  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  but  that  was  not  reported, 
and  one  of  the  objections,  in  his  opinion, 
to  proceeding  hastily  was  that  the  eyi- 
dence taken  before  the  Committee  was 
not,  at  the  present  time,  in  the  hands  of 
their  Lordships,  and  they  had  not, 
therefore,  had  an  opportunity  of  forming 
an  opinion  on  the  facts  which  had  in- 
duced the  Committee  to  come  to  that 
conclusion.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
would  be  fiar  better  for  them  to  wait 
until  they  had  seen  that  eyidence,  because 
the  alteration  proposed  in  the  1st  Beso- 
lution  was,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  a  graye 
innoyation.  If  the  proposal  were  carried 
out,  the  effect  would  be  that  when  Her 
Majesty's  faithful  Commons  came  to  that 
House,  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on 
the  Woolsack  would  turn  his  back  upon 
them.  After  referring  to  the  practice  of 
the  French  Chamber  of  Deputies,  where 
Members  spoke  from  a  place  facilitating 
hearing,  his  Lordship  was  imderstood  to 
say  in  conclusion  that  no  one  cared  less 
about  beiuff  reported  than  he  did ;  but 
if  his  speecmes  were  not  worthy  of  a  re- 
port, he  wished  that  his  name  might  be 
left  out  entirely.  '      

Ths  Duke  of  SOMERSET  said,  he 
was  yery  much  surprised  to  hear  that 
reyolutionary  proposal  come  from  the 
other  side  of  tne  Mouse.  It  amounted 
to  nothing  less  than  that  the  noble  and 
learned  Ix>rd  on  the  Woolsack  should  be 
sent  back  to  the  Bar.  He  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset)  ^d  not  see  what  adyantage, 

JSbr/  Beauekamp 


either,  their  Lordships  would  gain 
the  chanfi^ ;  for  really,  with  hil  remect 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Lord,  lie  had 
neyer  noticed  that  noble  Lords  ^vere  in 
the  habit  of  addressing  him.    It  seemed 
to  him  that  noble  Lords  usually  addreaaed 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  and  net 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  ^Wool- 
sack.     His  Lordship  was  not    in   the 
position  of  Speaker,  and  did  not  main- 
tain the  Eufes  of  the  House    aa   the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  did. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons 
also  named  the  person  who  was  to  be 
chosen  to  address  the  House,  and  was, 
therefore.  Chairman  in  that  sense ;  while 
they  had  no  Chairman  to  control  them, 
and  had  to  get  on  as  best  they  oonld — 
sometimes  with  a  little  confusion,  some- 
times the  other  way.    Upon  the  whole, 
howeyer,  he  thought  they  got  on  yery 
well,  and  that  it  would  be  far  better  that 
they  should  ''  rather  bear  those  ills  we 
haye,  than  fly  to  others  that  we  know 
not  of."    If  they  really  wanted  to  hear 
the  speeches  of  noble  Lords  in    that 
House,  the  best  remedy  would  be  to  take 
the  two  centre  Gkdleries,  so  that  the  re- 
porters were  in  the  middle  of  the  House 
on  each  side  of  it,  and  would  hear  the 
speeches  made  across  the  Table ;  but  die 
fact  was,   that  yery  often  it  was  very 
difficult,  eyen  for  noble  Lords,  to  hear 
speeches  that  were  made  in  that  House ; 
while    it   might    be   that    there    were 
q>eeches  in  which  the  public  did  not  take 
any  particular  interest,  and  the  reporters, 
as  representing  that  public,  might  not 
care  about  catchine  what  was  said  on 
those  occasions.    They  all  had  a  great 
respect  for  the  public,  although  it  did 
not  pay  them  much  attention,  and  al- 
though they  knew  that,  while  the  country 
disregarded  their  speeches,  the  House  of 
Commons  disregarded  their  yotes.    If 
the  people  and  the  other  House  took 
that  Une,  it  was  not  at  all  surprising  that 
the  reporters  should  sometimes  be  of  the 
same  opinion.    For  his  part,  he  could 
not  support  this  plan  for  turning  the 
whole  House  topsy-turyy,  and,  at  any 
rate,  before  it  was  attempted,  he  should 
like  to  know  whether  or  not  some  other 
plan  might  not  be  adopted ;  or  whether, 
at  any  rate,  the  Committee  had  con- 
sidered any  other  plan.     He  did  not 
think  this  proposal  would  be  in  con- 
sonance with  the  feelings  of  the  House. 
It  was  certainly  a  great  change,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  also,  it  was  inadequate  to 
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the  purpose  in  view.    He  should  beg  to 
moTe  the  rejection  of  the  Besolution. 

LoBD  SUDELEY  obserFed,  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Denman)  seemed  to 
think  that  the  Oommittee  proposed  this 
as  a  permanent  change ;  out  that  was 
by  no  means  so— all  the  Oommittee 
wished  was  to  haye  one  or  two  experi- 
ments tried,  in  order  to  see  what  the 
result  was.  There  conld  be  no  doubt, 
whaterer,  that  the  accommodation  for 
the  reporters  in  that  House  at  the  pre- 
sent tune  was  very  bad  indeed;  and 
nobody  who  had  heard  the  eridenoe 
before  the  Oommittee  could  be  of  any 
other  opinion.  The  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  had  declared  him- 
self yery  much  surprised  at  the  1st  Be- 
solution, and  he  said  that  it  would  turn 
the  whole  House  topsy-turyey.  He  also 
said  that  he  did  not  think  that  Peers 
usually  addressed  themselyes  to  the 
Lord  Chancellor ;  but  that,  on  the  con- 
trary, they  addressed  noble  Lords  oppo- 
site. The  noble  Duke,  howeyer,  was 
himself  a  yery  ffood  example  of  the  in- 
correctness of  his  theory,  for  he  was 
himself  an  instance  of  the  practice  to 
which  he  had  referred.  D^ng  the 
whole  of  his  remarks  he  addressed 
himself  directly  to  the  Woolsack,  and, 
in  consequence,  with  his  back  to  the 
Oallery;  and,  for  his  part,  he  (Lord 
Sudeley)  doubted  yery  much  whether 
much  of  what  the  noble  Duke  said  could 
be  heard  in  the  Galleir.  It  was  per- 
fectly true,  of  course,  that  their  Lord- 
ships did  not  intentionaUy  address  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
sack ;  but  it  was,  neyertheless,  a  fact, 
seeing  him  there,  they  did  turn  towards 
him.  The  eyidence  before  the  Oom- 
mittee had  not  been  printed ;  but  that 
was  because  the  Oommittee  was  still 
sitting.  Before  that  Oommittee,  it  was 
shown  yery  clearly  that  when  Peers 
spoke  towards  the  Gallery  they  were 
heard  yery  much  better  than  when 
they  addressed  noble  Lords  opposite,  or 
turned  themselyes  towards  the  Lord 
Ohanoellor.  It  was  stated  in  eyidence 
before  the  Oommittee,  only  a  fortnight 
ago,  by  one  of  the  principal  reporters 
in  their  Lordships'  OaUery,  that  only  a 
few  weeks  before  a  yery  important 
speech  was  deliyered  from  the  Treasury 
loendi,  and,  owing  to  the  noise  in  the 
House,  the  noble  Lord  was  so  imper- 
fectly heard,  that  the  reporters  actually 
waited  until  the  reply  was  made,  in 


order  to  concoct  from  that  reply  the 
speech  which  the  noble  Lord  deliyered. 
The  reporters  occupied  a  yery  difficult 

r'tion,  and  it  was  almost  impossible 
them,  under  the  present  circum- 
stances, to  do  their  work  properly.  The 
noble  Duke  seemed  to  think  that  there 
were  other  places  where  the  reporters 
could  be  put ;  and  there  were  many  plans 
now  before  the  Oommittee.  There  had 
been  suggestions  made  that  they  should 
be  put  on  both  sides  of  the  Gallery. 
But  it  had  been  shown  that  that  could 
not  be  done,  without  some  communi- 
cation between  the  Ghdleries  and  the 
transcribing  room — and  which  was  diffi- 
cult, almost  impossible.  He  did  hope 
that  their  Lordships  would  consent  to 
try  this  experiment,  and,  perhaps,  one 
or  two  others  which  the  Oommittee 
might  suggest  to  them,  in  order  to  test 
the  reliabiuty  of  the  eyidence  submitted 
to  the  Oommittee.  The  Oommittee 
might,  possibly,  recommend  official,  or 
semi-official,  reporting,  and  that  ques- 
tion was  also  unaer  consideration;  but  the 
point  which  the  Oommittee  were  now  en- 
deayouring  to  tiy  was  whether  the  work 
of  the  newspaper  reporters  could  be 
facilitated,  and  whether  the  acoustic 
properties  of  the  House  could  be  im- 
proyed.  He,  therefore,  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  House  would  consent  to  try  this 
experiment  for  a  few  days. 

Thx  Duke  or  ABGTLL  said,  it  was 
always  ungracious  to  refer  a  thing  of 
this  sort  to  a  Oommittee,  and  then  not 
to  take  into  careful  consideration  the 
recommendations  of  the  noble  Lords 
who  consented  to  deyote  their  time  and 
attention  to  the  matter  submitted  to 
them  for  their  consideration.  He  under- 
stood, howeyer,  that  there  were  primd 
/aci$  objections  to  the  course  suggested, 
which,  after  all,  might  not  be  sufficient 
to  outweigh  the  arguments  submitted  to 
them.  From  his  own  obseryation  and 
experience,  he  had  some  doubts  whether 
many  noble  Lords  failed  to  be  heard  be- 
cause they  addressed  the  Lord  Ohan- 
cellor.  He  confessed  that  he  had  neyer 
obseryed  that  noble  Lords  did  address 
the  Lord  Ohancellor ;  and  on  that  point 
he  agreed  yery  much  with  his  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Somerset).  He  belieyed  that  th^  must 
admit  the  existence  of  the  practical  de- 
fect to  which  the  noble  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  (Lord  Sudeley)  had 
alluded,  when  he  said  that  noble  Lords 
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were  not  heard,  not  because  they  ad- 
dressed the  Lord  Ohancellor,  but  be- 
cause there  was  so  much  noise  in  the 
House  that  the  reporters  could  hear 
nothing.  As  a  fact,  instead  of  the 
acoustic  properties  of  the  House  being 
very  bad,  they  were  too  good.  When 
he  used  sometimes  to  sit  in  that  House 
upon  Appeals  as  a  lay  Lord,  he  was  sur- 
prised to  find  that  counsel  addressing 
the  noble  and  learned  Lords  at  that  time 
were  admirably  heard,  even  when  they 

rke  almost  in  a  whisper.  Why  was 
t?  Why,  because  there  was  perfect 
silence — ^^eo^le  were  listening  judicially. 
It  was  a  judical  inquiry,  and  they  were 
listening  to  eyerything  that  was  said  at 
the  Bar.  Under  those  circumstances 
counsel,  speaking  quite  conversationally, 
were  heard  ail  over  the  House.  The  real 
truth  was,  that  many  noble  Lords  were 
not  heard,  because  so  many  other  noble 
Lords  were  talking  to  one  another  pri- 
vately— all  that  conversation,  of  course, 
being  equally  well  heard.  He  did  not 
wish  to  object  to  any  experiment  the 
Committee  might  wish  to  try ;  but  it  was 
quite  clear  that  the  experiment  could 
^y  refer  to  those  noble  Lords  who  ad- 
dressed themselves  to  the  Lord  Ohancel- 
lor.  His  own  conviction  was  that  they 
would  never  have  good  reporting  in  that 
House,  so  far  as  bad  reporting  was  due 
to  any  want  of  hearing,  until  the  re- 
porters sat  on  one  or  the  other  side  of 
the  House.  He  heard  a  suggestion 
made  two  or  three  days  ago — it  might 
be  impossible,  but  the  suggestion  was 
worth  consideration — that  the  reporters 
miffht  be  placed  in  the  thickness  of  the 
wtSls  between  the  House  and  the  Divi- 
sion Lobbies,  where  they  would  hear 
admirablv  and  yet  not  be  in  the  House. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  that  was  better 
than  to  transfer  the  seat  of  tiie  Lord 
Ohancellor  from  one  part  of  the  House 
to  another. 

LoBB  BALFOUB  of  BUBLEIGH 
said,  it  did  seem  somewhat  of  an  tm- 
graoious  thing  to  object  to  any  experi- 
ment which  mid  been  recommended  or 
proposed  for  their  conveniMioe ;  but  he 
ventured  to  think  that,  while  the  experi- 
ment described  in  the  1st  Heeolution 
would  not  serve  the  purpose,  it  was  not 
matter  for  consideration.  If  the  change 
in  the  seat  of  the  Lord  Ohanoellor  was 
not  possible  permanently,  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  of  any  practical  use  to 
try  the  chimge  merely  as  an  experi- 

Th4  Duk§  of  Argyll 


ment.    And  he  thought  it  was  not 
sible  permanently,because  it  would 
a  great  deal  of  inconvenience  on  many 
occasions,  such  as  had  been  pointed  oat, 
when  the  Speaker  of  the  Houbo  of  Oosii- 
mens  came  to  the  Bar  to  hear  theBojal 
Commission  read ;  while,  on  Appeals  or 
on  other  Law  Business,  the  Lora  Chan- 
cellor would  be  turned  with  his  bade 
towards  the  counsd ;  or  other  arrange- 
ments  would  have  to  be  made  for  tJiose 
particular  occasions.    It  might  be  saM 
that  the  whole  arrangement  would  be 
very  easily  changed ;  but  it  would,  never- 
theless,  take  up  some  time ;  and,  as  their 
Lordships  were  aware>   tiie    House  ol 
Commons  occasionally  came  to  the  Bar 
to  hear  the  Boyal  A^nt  given  during 
the  sitting  of  the  House.    If  the  whole 
arra^rements  had  been  so  changed,  after 
the  Soyal  Assent  had  been  given,  it 
would  necessitate  an  adjournment  of  the 
House  while  the  Woolsack  was  being 
transferred,  and  that  would  be  draught 
with    much    inconvenience,    unaooom- 
panied,  as  far  as  he  could  see,  with  any 
ffreat  advantage.    Again,  if  this  Reso- 
lution were  carried  and  the  alteratiaB 
made,  he  should  like  to  ask  the  noble 
Earl  who  moved  it  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
for  some  further  instructions.      What 
was  the  House  to  do  while  this  experi- 
ment was  being  carried  out?     If  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  were  to  sit  at  the  other  end 
of  the  House,   and  the  Cross-Bendies 
w^re  to  face  them,  there  were  still  no  di- 
rections how  their  Lordships  themselves 
were  to  sit.    It  seemed  to  him  another 
change  would  be  rendered  necessary, 
and  he  should  like  to  ask  what  it  was 
to  be.    It  was  within  their  Lordships' 
knowledge  that   th^  were  divided  in 
that  House  into  two  Parties — those  who 
supported  Her  Majesty's  Gtovemment, 
sittmg  on  the  right  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord,  and  the  Opposition,  sitting 
on  his  left.    It  was,  of  course,  obvious 
that  if  the  position  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  was  changed,  so  the  re- 
spective positions  of  the  two    Parties 
would  also  have  to  be  dianged.  During 
the  week  that  this  experiment  was  being 
tried,  were  they  then  to  cross  over  to  the 
Benches  on  tiie  opposite  side  from  those 
on  which  they  now  sat  ?    It  was  a  mere 
matter  of  detail,  but  it  was  one  on  which 
the  noble  Earl  had  given  them  no  in- 
struction— and  he  should  have  added  i 
reoommendation  as  to  tiieir  Lordsh^* 
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conduct  while  the  e^enmeat  wae  being 
carried  on.  It  was  a  mere  olijeotion  in 
detail,  of  course,  and  it  was,  perhaps, 
premature  to  take  it  when  it  was  not 
certain  that  the  Besolation  would  be 
carried.  As  he  had  said,  he  did  not 
beliere  this  change  oonld  be  of  a  per- 
manent character.  He  did  not,  there- 
fore, see  any  necessity  tar  trying  it  for 
the  period  now  recommended. 

Thb  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
KAH  of  OoiociTTBEs)  Said,  he  oonld  not 
agree  to  the  proposition  of  the  Oom- 
mittee,  because  it  would  alter  the  whole 
arrangements  in  so  serious  a  manner  as 
to  create  yery  great  difficulty,  and  the 
Xiord  Chancellor  would  be  put  in  a 
wrong  position  for  the  transaction  of  the 
Business  of  the  House.  It  would  also 
interfere  with  the  transaction  of  other 
Business.  He  did  not  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh) 
in  his  objection  about  the  Commons, 
because,  when  tiie  Speaker  attended  to 
hear  the  Boyal  Assent  read,  the  Com- 
mission sat  on  the  Bench  in  front  of  the 
Throne,  and  not  on  the  Woolsack,  and, 
therefore,  the  Commons  would  come  in 
in  just  the  same  way  as  at  present ;  but 
on  occasions  when  the  Oonunons  brought 
them  a  Message — which  were,  it  was 
true,  rare ;  but  still  they  did  bring  a 
Message  occasionally — ^it  would  be  very 
awkward  for  the  Lord  Chanoellor  to  sit 
with  his  back  to  them.  It  was  neither 
munouB  nor  pleasant  that  the  Lord 
Chanoellor  should  be  turned  with  his 
back  to  the  Speaker.  Then,  again,  the 
Woolsack  was  open  to  Peers  of  Scotland 
and  Ireland,  on  which  they  might  sit ; 
and  if  its  position  were  changed,  it  would 
not  be  so  conrenient  of  approach  for 
going  in  and  coming  out  as  wnen  it  was 
placed  where  it  was  now,  in  dose  con- 
tiguity to  the  Chamber  in  which  they 
assembled.  All  these  little  things  had 
some  oonnectiom  with  the  matter;  but 
his  great  objection  was  that,  being  a  yeiy 
strong  ConsenratiTe,  he  liked  the  House 
as  it  always  had  been,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  would  improve  in  appearance  if 
it  were  changed.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  many  noble  Lords,  particularly,  if 
they  had  not  strong  voices,  would  do 
well,  when  they  were  addressing  the 
House— particuUrlpr  if  they  were  not  in 
a  faronraUe  position — ^to  come  to  the 
Tabk.  There  was  no  earthly  reason 
why  thepr  should  not  do  that,  and  a  good 
many  did  so  already ;  partioularly  when 


they  spdce  from  the  Cross-Benches, 
where  they  would  be  inaudible  unless 
they  took  that  course.  That  would  be 
a  great  improvement.  It  would  also  be 
a  great  change  if  they  paid  a  little  more 
attention  to  Order.  At  present  they 
were  very  much  in  the  habit  of  speaking 
rather  loudly  to  their  neighbours,  as 
though  they  did  not  care  very  much 
about  the  Business  that  was  going  on. 
As  to  this  change,  however,  he  must 
honestly  confess  that  he  could  not  give 
his  consent  to  it.  It  would  make  altera- 
tions in  a  variety  of  ways,  some  of  which 
he  had  stated.  He  did  not  quite  under- 
stand what  was  to  be  done  by  putting  up 
seats  beyond  the  Gallery.  Were  two  to 
be  brought  out,  going  more  over  the  Bar? 
If  that  was  found  to  answer,  the  whole 
Gkdlexy  miRht  be  brought  more  forward, 
and,  no  douot,  if  that  were  done,  it  would 
v^y  much  improve  the  hearing.  As  to 
the  proposed  Gallery  in  the  two  comers 
below  tne  Bar,  it  might  easily  be  tried 
on  one  side,  and  the  reporters  would 
soon  find  whether  they  heard  better  in 
Ihat position  than  in  the  Gallery;  but 
if  both  sides  were  so  occupied.  Black 
Bod's  seat  would  be  taken  away,  and  all 
the  places  open  to  ladies  who  were  not 
Peeresses  or  Peers'  daughters ;  and  the 
arrangement  appeared  to  him  objection- 
able, and  had  better  not  be  attempted. 

LoM)  ORANMORE  and  BROWNE 
asked  if  this  was  a  complaint  from  the 
reporters  that  they  could  not  hear  dur- 
ing the  debates  ?  If  that  was  the  case, 
then  some  change  ouffht  to  be  made; 
but  if,  on  the  other  hand,  the  public 
did  not  take  that  interest  in  their  debates 
which  he,  as  an  humble  Member  of  the 
House,  could  wish,  and,  consequently, 
they  were  not  reported  folly,  he  did  not 
see  the  use  of  any  change.  He  had 
very  seldom  seen  a  case  where  Members 
on  the  Front  Benches  had  spoken,  even 
when  they  did  not  speak  so  clearly  as 
they  might — which,  of  course,  was  a 
rare  occurrence — where,  by  some  mira- 
culous art,  they  were  not  reported. 

Eabl  BEAUCHAMP  begged  to  say 
a  few  words  in  rephr.  The  objection  of 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne)  went  to  the  vexr  root  of  the 
matter.  The  reporters  aid  complain, 
and  very  strongly  indeed.  He  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  there  was  not 
some  truth  in  what  the  noble  Lord  had 
said — ^that  the  public  did  not  take  any 
very  great  interest   in  their  debates ; 
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but,  still,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
reporters  did    complain  very  seyerelj 
that  they  had  not  the  means  of  hearing 
what  was  said.    A  rather  entertaining 
kind  of  expedient  that  was  resorted  to  by 
them  had  been  mentioned  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Sudeley).  A  speech 
was  not  heard  in  the  Gallery,  and  in 
order  to  show  what  the  noble  Lord  must 
haye  said,  the  speech  was  composed  from 
the   allusions   in  subsequent   speeches. 
They  had  had  it  in  evidence,  that  not  in- 
frequently such  an  expedient  was  forced 
upon  the  reporters  in  order  to  supply  what 
was  wanted.  If  the  proposition  he  made 
was  one  of  a  permanent  character,  they 
might  entertain  the  objections  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Oommittees. 
Another  noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of 
Burleigh)  had  evidently  not  even  been 
present  when  the  Boyal  Assent  was  given, 
for  the  Lord  Chancellor  did  not  occupy 
the  Woolsack  on  that  occasion ;  so  that  as 
regarded  that  particular  ceremony,  no 
difficulty  would  arise.    No  doubt,  there 
would  be  some  difficulty  if,  under  unfore- 
seen circumstances,  a  Message  should 
be  addressed  to  that  House  by  the  Com- 
mons;  but  such  communications  were 
very  infrequent,  for  he  had  no  recollec- 
tion of  any  such  Message  having  ever 
come  up,  and  he  did  not  think  it  was  at 
all  likely  that  one  would  come  up  during 
the  next  week,  which  was  the  time  in 
which  they  proposed  to  try  this  experi- 
ment.   They  merely  wanted  to  ascertain 
how  far,  and  what  grounds,  there  were 
for  the  belief  that  the  removal  of  the 
seat  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  would  miti- 
gate the  difficulty.    He  had  been  asked 
what  would  happen  to  noble  Lords  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  whether 
they  were  to  cross  over  for  that  week  ? 
He  did  not  think  there  would  be  any 
necessity  for  noble  Lords  on  that  side  to 
crossover  to  the  other  this  Session,  though 
they  could  not  tell  what  might  happen 
during  the  next.      He  did  not  uunk 
there  need,   at  present,  be    any  such 
wholesale  migration.     Besides,  he  did 
not  understand  that  the  Supporters  of 
the  Government  sat  on  the  right  hand 
of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  but  uat  they 
were  placed  on  the  dexter  hand  of  the 
Throne.     With  reference  to  the  sug- 
gestions  that  the  reporters  should  be 
placed  in  the  centre  Galleries  and  in 
the  thickness  of  the  walls,  both  of  those 
propositionB   had   been   considered   in 
Committee,  and  there  were  very  serious 
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practical  inconTonienoes  in  regard  to 
both  of  them.     In  the  first  ^ace,  re- 
porters   on   one    side    of    the    Hoom 
would  hear  very  little  from  noble  Lonb 
speaking  on  the  same  side ;  that  would 
really  involve  the  necessity,  to  obtain 
full  reports,  of  having   two  reportiiig 
staffs  in  the  place  of  one,  and  these 
would  have  to  be  provided  wiUi  aooeei 
to  the  transcript  room.  He  did  not  say,  if 
that  was  the  only  possible  arrangemeot, 
that  they  might  not  be  able  to  cany  it 
out ;  but  the  change  could  not  be  made 
without  great  expense  and  inconvenieoee, 
and  if  the  difficmty  could  be  obviated  bj 
some  such  simple  experiment  as  that  Le 
now  advocated,  he  thought  their  Lord- 
ships would  feel  inclined  to  try  it.    The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Balfour  of  Barleig^\ 
again,  had  said  that  Scotob  and  Lnsh 
Peers  would  be  prevented  from  coming 
to  the  Woolsack ;  but  he  wonld  pnt  it 
to  the  House  whether  any  number  of 
Scotch  or  Irish  Peers  ever  did  take  their 
seat  on  the  Woolsack  ?  They,  oertainlj, 
constantly  did  take  their  seats  on  the 
Throne,  and  on  the  steps  of  it ;  but  h» 
had  only  seen  one  Irish  Peer  take  bii 
seat  on  the  Woolsack.      Snch  a  con- 
tingency,  therefore,  was  not  likely  to 
happen  during  the  next  week  ;  while,  if 
the  arrangement  became  permanent^  tke 
Standing  Orders  and  RegulationB  would 
have  to  be  considered.    All  he  asked, 
now,  was   that   the  Standing    Otdm 
should  be  suspended  during  the  week 
that  this  change  was  in  force.     If  it  wai 
found   not  to    be   necessary,    nothiof 
would  be  easier  than  to  let  the  proposi- 
tion drop,  and  then  tiiey  would  nave 
gained  their  experience,  and  their  minds 
would  be  clear  for  the  consideration  of 
other  remedies;   but  when  the  change 
involved  so  trifling  an   alteration,  ho 
did  hope  their  Loraships  would   agree 
to  the  recommendation  which  had  been 
unanimously  made  to  them  by  the  Com- 
mittee.    If  it  should   be  found  that 
their  reasons  for  asking  it  were  not 
sound,  and  that  the  alteration  did  not 
produce  more  advantaffeous  reporting> 
even  then  their  Lordships  would  have 
added  to  the  stock  of  information  on  the 
subject  to  a  considerable  extent. 

TsE  Eabl  of  HABDWIOKE  said, 
after  hearing  the  debate  on  this  propo- 
sition, he  must  consider  it  as  the  meet 
extraordinary  that  he  had  ever  heaid 
with  regard  to  the  manners  and  oustom* 
of  their  Lordships'  House.    Upon  ob^ 
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pNoiht  he  wished  to  remark  very  Btronglj. 
ThiB  seemed  to  himamostirr^g^arpro- 
ceediog.  A  propoaitioii  was  made  upon 
a  so-ddled  Report  of  a  Committee,  which 
had  never  been  presented  to  their  Lord- 
ships. Keferenoe  had  been  made  in  the 
speeches  to  opinions  and  suggestions  and 
proposals  which  had  been  made  to  the 
Committee,  but  of  which  their  Lordships 
were  at  present  utterly  unaware. 

The  Earl  of  BEAUCHAMP  :  No, 
no !  [Handing  the  noble  Lord  a  Paper.] 

Thb  Eabl  of  HABD  WICKE  said,  he 
must  apologise  if  he  had  said  anything 
which  was  not  correct;  but  he  under- 
stood that  the  Beport  of  a  Conunittee 
was  a  voluminous  document,  and  he 
oould  hardly  suppose  that  the  delibera- 
tions could  be  condensed  into  such  short 
dimensions  as  that.  Therefore,  he  did 
not  think  he  was  speaking  inaccurately, 
when  he  said  that  he  hoped  noble  Lords 
would  not  agree  to  this  suggestion,  until, 
at  least,  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
was  laid  upon  the  Table,  and  they  had 
had  time  to  consider  it. 

Thb  Duke  of  CAMBBIDOE  con- 
sidered that  it  was  somewhat  undignified 
of  a  great  House  like  that  to  alter  ihe 
position  of  its  Chief  Officer  merely  as  a 
sort  of  triaL  Surely,  if  an  experiment 
were  necessary,  there  were  means  of 
mftki"g  it  without  this  change  in  all  the 
organization  of  the  House.  The  experi- 
ment might  be  made  by  bringing  in  a 
number  of  people  on  Saturdays  or  days 
when  the  Mouse  was  not  sitting,  and 
seeing  the  result  of  speaking  in  a  proper 
voice,  so  that  the  speaker  could  be  heard 
in  Uie  Gallery.  If  that  was  all  that  was 
wanted,  it  was  surely  not  a  dignified  way 
for  their  Lordships  themselves  to  be  thus 
made  the  subjects  of  an  experiment,  and 
he  hoped  the  suggestion  would  be  well 
considered  before  it  was  adopted. 

Eabl  OBANVILLE  observed,  that  he 
entirelv  agreed  with  the  observation  of 
his  noble  Friend  near  him  (the  Duke  of 
Argyll)  that  it  was  an  ungracious  act, 
after  a  Committee  had  devoted  some  time 
to  the  consideration  of  a  question  of  this 
kind,  at  once  to  reject.their  propositions ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  there 
was  much  in  what  the  noble  Earl  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  had  said.  The 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Hard- 
wicke)  was  mistaken  in  supposing  there 
was  no  Beport  from  the  Committee. 
There  was  a  Beport,  but  there  was  no 
eyidenoe.     The  House,  in   fact, 


were 


quite  ignorant  of  the  propositions  made 
to  the  Committee,  and  whether  any  in- 
formation was  obtained  by  them  with 
rejg;ard  to  the  reporting  in  other  coun- 
tries, and,  genenuly,  of  the  propositions 
made  with  regard  to  the  alterations  in 
the  structure  of  the  House.  Under  such 
circumstances,  he  should  not  advise  his 
noble  Friend  opposite  (Earl  Beauchamp) 
to  press  his  Motion  to'  a  vote.  The  noble 
Duxe  (the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  had  just 
said  that  the  experiment  might  be  tried 
when  the  House  was  not  sitting.  If  the 
experiment  were  to  be  tried  at  all,  it 
ou^ht  to  be  tried  under  the  fullest  con- 
ditions ;  and  he  did  not  know  that  during 
the  next  week  they  were  likely  to  have 
a  very  spirited  attack  on  the  Govern- 
ment, with  the  ex-Lord  Chancellor,  the 
ex-Prime  Minister,  and  the  late  Foreign 
Secretary  all  away.  He  was  not  at  all 
aware  how,  under  those  circumstances, 
they  could  have  an  animated  debate 
which  would  fairly  test  the  result  of  the 
speaking.  He  tliought  this  complaint 
of  the  House  was  very  much  the  fault  of 
the  speakers,  because  those  who  spoke 
out  well,  he  thought,  were  well  reported. 
He  believed  he  could,  when  he  paid 
attention  to  it,  make  himself  heard,  as 
some  of  his  speeches  were  reported  with 
great  accuracy.  He  had  nothmg  to  com- 
plain of  in  regard  to  his  own  reports, 
although  he  often  saw  it  stated  that 
''  Lord  Ghranville  was  perfectly  inaudible 
in  the  Gallery."  It  was  very  tempting 
to  speak  in  a  low  voice  across  a  narrow 
Table,  to  those  whom  the  speaker  was 
amusing.  Some  noble  Lords  did  not 
hear  very  well,  and  began  talking  to  one 
another.  That  example  was  xoUowed 
by  ladies  and  others  at  the  Bar,  who 
were  immediately  below  the  Beporters' 
Galleiy ;  and  that  made  it  utterly  impos- 
sible for  them  to  struggle  against  Uie 
noise.  He  should  be  very  sorry,  indeed, 
to  vote  against  a  proposition  made  by 
the  Committee,  to  whom  thev  were  ex- 
ceedingly indebted  for  their  labours  in 
endeavouring  to  arrive  at  a  satisfactory 
conclusion ;  but  he,  nevertheless,  must 
advise  his  noble  Friend  not  to  divide  on 
the  Motion;  and  he  would  advise  the 
Committee  to  renew  their  labours,  and 
see  if  they  could  not  make  some  pro- 
position more  agreeable  than,  he  was 
afraid,  this  one  was  to  their  Lordships* 
House. 

The  Eael  of  CAMPEBDOWN  said, 
he  had  listened  with  very  great  interest 
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to  this  debate,  and  eveiyone  most  admit 
that  the  evil  that  had  been  submitted  to 
the  Oommittee  had  not  been  submitted 
to  them  without  good   and    adequate 
cause.    He  had  also  had  the  advantage 
that  di^  of  contemplating  the  reporters 
in  the  Oalleiy,  and  if  the  reporters  could 
be  called  before  the  House,  he  belieyed 
they  would  say  that,  with  the  exception 
of  some  remarks  from  the  noble  Duke, 
their  powers  of  reporting  could  only  be 
exercised  by  means  of  a  resource  on 
which  they  had  very  frequently  to  rely 
— namely,  guess  work.    The  noble  Earl 
below  him  (Earl  Oranville)  appeared  to 
labour  tmder  the  impression  that  he  was 
generally  heard,  or  could  be  heard,  in  the 
Beporters'  Gallery.    That  was  certainly 
not  what  the  reporters  had  said  to  the 
Oommittee,  or  what  the  real  fact  was, 
for  more  than  one  reporter  had  particu- 
larly mentioned  the  difficulty  of  nearing . 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl,  and,  of 
course,  by  not  hearing  them,  the  re- 
porters fix^,  and  then thepublic outside, 
suffered  serious  loss.     Ke  was  rather 
inclined  to  doubt  whether  the  House 
was   really  in   favour  of  the  remedy 
which  was  now  proposed ;  but  there  cer- 
tainly was  another  which  was  in  their 
own  hands  to  exercise,  which  was  not 
difficult,  not  revolutionary,  and  did  not 
involve  moving  his  noble  and  learned 
IViend  for  one-tenth  of  a  second  to  the 
other  end  of  the  House,  while  it  would 
be  very  effectual,  because  it  would  go  to 
the  root  of  the  evil.    There  could  be  no 
doubt  that  the  main  cause  of  the  present 
inability  on  the  part  of  tiie  reporters  to 
hear  was  chiefly  due  to  the  disorderly 
proceedings,  if  he  might  caU  them  so, 
which  took  place  behmd  the  Woolsack, 
and  in  that  part  of  the  building  not  in 
the  House,  such  as  the  space  behind 
the    Bar.     The   noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess   of   Salisbury),  who  he   re- 
gretted   to    say    was   not   present,    in 
giving  evidence  to  the  Committee,  de- 
scribed to  them  with  perfect  accuracy 
and  in  words  which,  of  course,  as  they 
came  from  the  noble  Marquess,  put  the 
question  far  more  clearer  than  any  words 
of  his  could  do,  that  that  was  a  part  of 
the  House  to  which  everybody  went  who 
had  any  business  to  tnmsact.    He  was 
asked  if  he  meant  the  Peers  who  had  ad- 
mission to  the  House,  and  he  said  not  at 
all ;  that  they  must  know  just  as  well  as 
he  did  that  anybody  came  there.    For 
his  part,  he  thought  that  if  the  Bules  of 
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the  House  with  regard  to  persona  below 
the  Throne  were  observed^  theire  would 
be  much  more  silence  in  those  parts  of 
the  House,  and  below  the  Bar,  and  the 
reporters  would  be  able  to  hear  mueh 
better  than  at  present.  He  did  not 
know  what  course  his  noble  Friend 
would  take  as  to  the  1st  Beeolntioii ; 
but,  even  if  he  abandoned  that,  be  did 
hope  that  he  would  not  drop  the  two 
wmch  followed. 

VisooimT   CRANBBOOK    obeerred, 
that  it  would  be  very  tmdesirable  to  try 
the  experiment,  and  he  did  not  sappoee 
the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Beauchanip)  would 
divide  on  it,  as  nobody  had  said  a  word 
in  its  favour.     For  his  part,  he  believed 
that  the  trial  of  the  experiment  for  a 
week  only  would  be  useless,  for  during 
that  time  they  would  be  so  astoniahed  to 
see  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  at  that 
end  of  the  House  that  they  would  tun 
towards  him.    But  he  quite  agreed  with 
what  had  just  been  said,  that  the  nobis 
Earl  might  press  his  other  two  Kesoln- 
tions,  which  were  merely  small  experi- 
ments for  testing  the  acoustic  propcraei 
of  the  House.    The  Report  put  before 
them  did  allude  strongly  to  the  difficult 
of  obtaining  satisfactory  evidence  on  ths 
subject  wim  which  the  Committee  was 
engaged.    They  might  surely,   at  the 
expense  of  £40  or  £50,  allow  the  Com- 
mittee to  make  these  two  other  experi- 
ments. 

Eabl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  he  would 
not  trouble  the  House  as  to  the  let  Be- 
solution. 

Besolutiouy  by  leave  of  the  House, 
withdrawn. 

Eabl  BEAUOHAMP  said,  he  now 
begged  to  move  his  2nd  and  drd  Besolu- 
tions. 

Mooed  to  resolve, 

That  it  is  expedient  that  a  seat  for  one  or 
two  reporters  be  temporarily  and  vnaxfmuMLy 
oonstmoted  in  front  ol  the  present  gaUary : 

That  it  is  expedient  that  a  platform  be  tern* 
porarily  and  inexpensiTely  erected  on  either 
side  of  the  Honse  below  the  Bar  acoording  to  a 
plan  prepared  by  Mr.  G.  M.  Barry  in  1SS8  for 
the  better  accommodation  of  the  reporters  now 
in  the  gallery.— >(rA#  Emrl  B$auehump.) 

The  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Ohaib- 
HAK  of  OoiocrrrEBs)  said,  he  merely 
wished  to  make  one  remark.  If  these 
Oalleries  were  to  be  erected,  where  were 
the  ladies  to  oome  in  f    It  was  rather  a 
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strong  ihing  to   take   away  aU  their 
•eats. 

Babl  BEATTOHAMP  TepUed,  that  it 
was  only  proposed  to  try  this  plan  ten- 
tatirely;  and  if  anything  was  to  be 
done  to  remedy  these  defeotive  airanee- 
znents,  they  most  not  mind  a  little  m- 
oonvenienoe  of  that  kind.  If,  of  oourse, 
the  House  determined  to  do  nothing, 
then  nothing  conld  be  done.  But  if  any 
alteration  was  to  be  made,  and  any  im- 
prorement  arrired  at,  it  eould  not  be 
obtained  without  some  corresponding 
eaorifioe  on  the  part  of  somebody  or 
other. 

Thx  Eabl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAir  of  OoHMrmss)  objected  further, 
that  there  would  be  no  place  for  Black 
Sod,  as  his  seat  would  be  moyed  away. 
He  thought  the  plan  mieht  be  tried  on 
one  side  of  the  House  omy. 

LoED  DENMAN  (who  was  very  im- 
perfectly heard)  was  understood  to  sug- 
gest that  the  difficulty  might  be  got 
OTer  altogether  by  handing  oyer  the  re- 
porting to  an  agency.  The  House,  also, 
ought  to  have  the  power  of  excluding 
any  reporter  who  made  their  Lordships 
say  what  they  did  not  say.  There  ought 
not  to  be  what  Lord  Brougham  caUed  a 
**  mendacity  licence.''  He  had,  in  1856, 
alluded  to  the  speech  of  the  'EbxI  of 
Albermarle,  who  had  said  that  nothing 
was  known  of  the  a£Eairs  of  India  but 
what  "the  gentlemen  behind  the  clock" 
might  choose  to  report,  and  he  thought 
that  truth  was  the  principal  thing  to 
be  studied  in  reports,  howerer  brief 

On  Question  ?     Besolutions  agreed  to, 

STATE     OF    IBELAKD  —  SERVICE    OF 
PBOOEBS— THE  C0N8TABULABT. 

QUESnOir.      OBSBBTATIOKS. 

LomD  OBANMOBE  ahd  BBOWNE, 
in  asking  Her  Majesty's  Gbremment, 
What  oraers  are  issued  to  the  Boyal 
Irish  Oonstabulaxy  when  sent  out  to 
protect  persons  in  ezeroiBe  of  their  legal 
rights ;  and,  whether,  in  consequence  of 
aSo  disturbed  state  of  Ireland,  they  in- 
tend to  introduce  a  measure  to  allow 
substitution  of  serrice  in  case  of  all 
notices  of  criectments,  drilbill  processes, 
Ac.f — said,  he  did  not  ask  the  Question  as 
an  attack  upon  the  present  Gtoremment, 
beoanse  some  of  the  facts  to  which  he 
would  refer  had  ooouzred  in  the  time  of 
the  last  Ooremment.    In  reterenoe  to 


the  first  part  of  his  Question,  the  main- 
tenance of  peace  and  order  in  Ireland 
depended,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  upon  the 
action  of  the  Police  Force,  and  fdl  must 
be  perfectly  aware  how  difficult  it  was 
for  that  Force  to  act  if  they  did  not  know 
how  far  they  ought  to  fp.    He  would 
not  refer  to  the  present  sudden  change 
in  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment m>m  that  which  they  announced  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session  in  what  they 
were  now  proposing,  but  he  thought  it 
must  tend  to  increase  lawlessness ;  be* 
cause,  whateyer  might  be  the  motiye, 
there  was  no  doubt  l£at  the  result  would 
be  that  the  yielding  to  the  demands  made 
by  a  Party  whose  demands  were  almost 
unlimited  in  the  way  of  revolution  and 
disorder,  would   tend   to    make  those 
people  more  than  oyer  inclined  to  eyade 
the  obli^tions  of  law  and  order.    He 
would  giye  their  Lordships  an  instance 
of  what,    xmfortunately,  so  frequently 
occurred  in  Ireland.   The  process-seryers 
were  protected  by  considerable  bodies  of 
police,  and  he  knew  one  instance  where 
a  procees-seryer  was  attacked  by  a  num- 
ber of  women  and  children  who    got 
hold  of  the  process-seryer,  ill-used  him, 
and  took  the  prooesses  away  from  him, 
the  police  retiring  without  doing  any- 
thing.   Now,  there  were  plenty  of  in- 
stances of  rowdy  women  in  St.  Oiles' 
with  whom  the  English  police  had  to 
deal,  and  they  were    always   able  to 
preserye  peace  and  order.    If  proper  in- 
structions were  giyen  to  the  Irish  police, 
he  could  not    help  thinking  that  the 
rowdy  women  of  Ireland  could  be  equally 
properly  dealt  with.  The  people  thought 
they  could  act  as  they  liked,  perfectly 
irrespeotiye  of  the  police,  and  it  also 
had  the  effect  on  the  police  tiiemselyes 
of  demoralizing   them    if   they    were 
not  allowed  to   use  proper  means  to 
repel  force  by  force.     In    support  of 
this,  he  should  like  to  refer  to  the  case 
of    Mr.    Acheson,  which  occurred  the 
other  day.    The  police  went  to  protect 
him  in  the  exercise  of  his  undoubted 
legal  rieht.    A  great  mob  assembled, 
seyeral  Slots  were  fired,  and  the  police 
were  mobbed*     The  police,  instead  of 
using  their  side  or  firearms  to  protect 
Mr.  Acheson,  put  their  arms  around 
him.    Thepeople  tried  to  thrust  at  him 
with  pitchforu;   and  that  gentleman, 
not  trusting  to  the  police,  ran  away. 
Mr.  Acheson  was  pursued ;  he  was  out- 
run.   He  turned  in  self-defence,  and, 
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unforhinateljy  shot  a  man.  What  hap- 
pened? The  people  stopped  ahnost 
immediately,  and  there  was  no  diffi- 
oolty,  after  the  man  was  killed,  in 
protecting  Mr.  Acheson.  He  (Lord 
Oranmore  and  Browne)  believed  the 
police  came  up  ag^n  afterwards.  He 
believed  that  if  the  people  had  thought 
that  the  police  could  do  their  duty  in 
protecting  Mr.  Acheson,  that  life  would 
never  have  been  lost.  But  there  was 
no  doubt  that  where  the  police  were 
sent  to  protect  persons  in  tne  exercise 
of  their  civil  rights,  the  oftener  thej 
were  defeated  the  more  the  country 
people  would  believe  that  they  were 
ins^cted  not  to  use  the  arms  that 
were  put  into  their  hands,  and  they 
would  say  that  it  was  all  a  sham.  If 
the  same  course  was  continued  from  day 
to  day,  it  would  be  more  and  more  im- 
possible for  the  law  to  be  carried  out  at 
all  in  Ireland.  He  was  told  that  in  his 
own  neighbourhood,  within  the  last  few 
months,  one  process-server  had  resigned 
or  been  turned  off  after  another,  because, 
from  the  treatment  the  former  process- 
servers  had  received,  they  were  afraid  to 
fulfil  their  duties.  With  regard  to  the 
second  part  of  the  Question,  it  was  a 
most  important  matter,  and  the  sugges- 
tion contained  in  it  came  from  one  of 
the  many  Land  Judges  in  Lreland.  It 
was  now  possible  to  substitute  service 
of  process  by  posting  up  the  notices 
upon  certain  market-places  or  chapelsi 
subject  to  the  previous  sanction  oi  the 
Assistant  Barrister.  However,  a  short 
Act  of  Parliament  might  be  passed  to 
enable  all  processes  to  be  served  through 
the  Post  Office,  subject  to  the  approbation 
of  the  Assistant  Barrister.  At  any  rate, 
something  more  than  mere  words  from 
theOovemment  were  necessary  to  en- 
able the  authorities  to  enforce  the  law  in 

Ireland.  

Eabl  OBANYILLE  regretted  that, 
owing  to  the  short  Notice  which  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Oranmore  and  Browne) 
had  given  of  his  intention  of  bringing 
the  subject  forward  that  evening,  the 
noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Council 
(Earl  Spencer),  who  usually  answered 
Questions  of  this  nature,  was  not  present 
to  reply  to  the  one  under  Notice.  He 
(Earl  Granville)  would,  however,  en- 
deavour to  answer  it  in  his  absence. 
With  regard  to  the  first  part  of  the 
noble  liOTd's  Question,  he  had  to  state 
that  there  had  not  been  sufficient  time 
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since  the  Notice  had  been  given  to  com- 
municate with  Dublin  and  to  obtun  ths 
information  which  the  noble  Lord  asked 
for.  With  regard  to  the  seoond  part, 
he  had  to  state  that  he  was  not  aware 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her  liajestj'i 
Oovemment  to  introduce  any  new  Bill 
on  the  subject  this  Session.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  the  fact  that,  under  tks 
Civil  BiU  Courts  Act,  16  &  17  VuL, 
the  17th  dause  taken  in  connection  witk 
the  65th  clause,  did  very  much  to  remedy 
that  which  the  noble  I^rd  desired  to  see 
remedied,  and  he  (Earl  Granville)  did 
not  know  himself  why  it  had  not  mora 
frequently  been  put  into  practice.  He 
could  only  repeat  what  had  been  so  oftea 
said  before,  that  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment were  determined  to  enfoiee  the 
law  as  it  existed. 

YisooxTKT  SHERBEOOEE  pointedout 
that  certain  processes  could  now  be  seat 
through  thel^ost  Office,  and  asked  wir 
they  snould  not  make  this  system  com* 

Eulsory,  and  then  a  stop  would  probablj 
e  put  to  these  procedings  ?  If  the  pro- 
cesses were  sent  through  the  Post  Omoe, 
they  would  not  require  the  assistance  d 
process-servers.  He  hoped  that  the 
Government  would  consider  the  subject 

House  s^oumed  ata  Quarter  befec* 

Seven  o'clock,  tiil  To-morrov, 

Eleven  o*dock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Tusiday,  29th  Jun$,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  Clock. 

BilNUTES.]— SuppLT--«mttVfar#rf  in  OmmitUt 
— Resolution*  [Jane  281  reported. 

ParvATB  Bills  (by  Order)^Second  JUmdinf— 
Filey  Harbonr*;  Rathmiiiffli  and  Batkgtr 
Toiniahip  Water. 

Public  Bills— ^moikI  JUadin^^Jjocal  Goven- 
ment  Provisional  Order  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)* 
[243];  PubUc  Health  (ScoUand)  ProviatootI 
Order  (BlantTre)  *  [233] ;  Oompeoaatio&  for 
Distorbanoe  (Ireland)  [232],  deMe  m^^owned. 

Referred  to  Coinmittee  of  SeUction  —  Indoim* 
Provisional  Order  (Uanfair  Hills)  •  [21S]. 

Keport—ljQciBl  (Government  Provisional  Onler* 
(Betheeda,  fto.)*  [128];  Local  OoverameDt 
Provisional  Orders  (Aahfcmi,  kc.)^  [123]; 
Local  Gk>vemineiit  (Ireland)  Proviaiaial  Oi* 
.        -        --  )i; 

,.,..V)'*ti74 

TMrd  Readinf^CooBtj  Bridges*  [22S]. 
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PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

ItATHMINES   AND    RATHGAB]  TOWN- 
SHIP  WATER  BILL.  [Lord»,1  {hf  Order,) 

SECOND  BEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^^  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mb.  M.  BBOOKS,  in  rising  to  moye 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time 
upon  that  day  three  months,  said,  he 
"Wished  to  offer  a  few  obserrations  to  the 
House.      The  township  of  Bathminee 
and  Bathgar  embraced  a  very  large  and 
flourishing   district   in   the  immediate 
neighbouniood  of  the  Oity  of  Dublin. 
The  promoters  of  the  present  Bill  pro- 
poeea  to  obtain  an  independent  supply 
of  water,  the  present  supply  being  pro- 
fessedly inadequate  and  impure,    ft  was 
proposed  to  do  this  at  the  cost  of  about 
£100,000,  and  he  opposed  their  being 
allowed  to  obtain  the  powers  asked  for, 
because  the  Oity  of  Dublin  already  pos- 
sessed a  scheme    called  the   ''  Yartry 
Water  Scheme,"  which  was  admitted  to 
be  the  finest  and  best  public  supply  of 
water  that  existed    anjrwhere   m    the 
world.    Now,  this  water  supply  lay  at 
the  Tery  door  of  Bathmines  and  Bath- 
gar,  and  there  were  no  engineering  diffi- 
culties to  prevent   them  from  partici- 
pating in  the  Yartry  supply.    But  there 
was  a  fear  on  the  part  of  Bathmines 
and  Bathffar,    that   if  they  obtained 
their  supply  of  water  from  the  Dublin 
•ouroe,  the  feeling  at  present  existing 
in  the  public  mind  that  Bathmines  and 
Bathgar  with  the  surrounding  townships 
should  be  amalgamated  with  the  Oity  of 
Dublin  would  be  thereby  encouraged,  and 
that  erentually  the  amalgamation  would 
be  carried  out,  sreatly  to  the  adrantaffe 
of  the  Oity  of  Dublui  as  well  as  to  the 
adrantage  of  Bathmines  and  Bathgar. 
He  ought  to  remind  the  House  thatthere 
was  at  present,  and  had  been  for  some 
years,  a  Boyal  Oommission    sitting  in 
Dublin  for  the  purpose  of  inquirinfi^  into 
the  propriety  of  re-adjusting  the  boun- 
daries of  sereral  of  the   districts  ad- 
jacent to  the  borough.  That  Oomnussion 
was  about  to  present  its  Beport,  and 
there  was  little  doubt  that  the  Oom- 
ndflsioners  would  recommend  that  the 
townships  adjoining  the  Oity  should  be 
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amalgamated  with  the  Oity.     It  was 
thought  that  the  proposed  amalgamation 
would   endanger  the  existing  form  of 
local  self-|^Temment,  and  bring  all  the 
local  bodies  now  independent  of  the 
Oorporation  of  Dublin  and    of   each 
other,  into  general  co-operation.    That 
was,  as  far  as  he  could  understand,  the 
only   objection   the    Oommissioners  of 
Bathmines  and  Bathgar  had  to  obtain- 
ing their  water  supply  from  the  same 
source  as  that  of  Duolin.    Undoubtedly, 
if  this  scheme  was  rejected,  the  present 
injustice  in  the  rating  of  the  borough 
and  of  Bathmines  would  shortly  be  re- 
moved, and  Bathmines  would  nave  to 
ay  more  in  the  shape  of  taxes,  while 
ublin  would  pay  so  much  less,  and 
the  inequality  that  now  existed  would 
be  remedied.    With  regard  to  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  the  water  supply  of 
Bathmines  and  Bathgar,  he  must  men- 
tion that  the  Government  supplied  the 
barracks  within  the  township  of  Bath- 
mines and  Bathgar  with  Yartry  water  at 
a  cost  of  £500  a-year,  and  every  penny 
of  that  sum  was  in  alleviation  of  the 
taxes  of  Dublin.    In  regard  to  the  rate 
at  which  the  water  ought  to  be  supplied 
by  Dublin  there  need  be  no  difficulty, 
because  the  Oorporation  of  the  Oity  of 
Dublin  were  not  unwilling,  but,  on  the 
contrary,  were  most  anxious  to  remit 
the  question  of  the  rates  of  payment  to 
arbitration.    Upon   these  grounds,    he 
begged  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  BUI. 

Amendment  proposed,  "to  leave  out 
the  word  '  now,'  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  "  upon  this  day  three 
months." — {Mr.  M,  Brooks,) 

Question  nroposed,  that  the  word 
"  now  "  stanoi  part  of  the  Question. 

Mb.  FINDLATEB  supported  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  and  said  he 
believed  that  it  received  the  approval  of 
a  large  portion  of  the  ratepayers  of 
Bathmines,  who  were  not  in  favour  of 
the  proposal  now  made  on  the  part  of 
the  Ooiporation  of  Dublin.  They  had 
every  confidence  in  the  Oommissioners 
that  they  would  do  their  best  for  the 
benefit  of  the  ratepayers,  and  they 
thought  this  was  an  unfair  attempt,  be- 
fore the  Bill  was  submitted  to  the  inves- 
tigation of  a  Oommittee — an  unfair 
attempt  by  a  piece  of  sharp  practice  of 
this  kind — to  tnrow  out  a  Bill  that  would 
be  useftil  and  valuable  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  Bathmines  and  Bathgar.    He 
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thonglit  tiie  Corporation  of  Dablin  had 
preduded  tiiiemBelyes  from  coming  for- 
ward on  the  present  ocoasion,  because, 
by  the  Act  obtained  by  them  in  1874, 
they  prerented  the  Commissioners  of 
Bathmines  firom  compnlsorily  demand- 
ing to  be  supplied  with  water  firom  the 
Vartry  Waterworks.  In  1877  they  en- 
tered into  negotiations  with  the  Com- 
missioners of  Bathmines  for  the  purpose 
of  supplying  water,  and,  after  the  nego- 
tiations were  concluded  and  an  agree- 
ment come  to,  it  was  repudiated  by  cer- 
tain members  of  the  Corporation,  and 
was  not  in  the  end  carried  out.  Their 
own  rival  scheme,  which  they  had  pro- 
moted here,  had  now  been  rejected,  and 
they  were  actually  trying  to  set  up  this 
agreement  again.  It  was  quite  impos- 
sible, in  a  Sitting  of  the  House  like  the 
present,  to  go  mto  the  merits  of  the 
question  in  the  same  satisfactory  manner 
as  would  be  the  case  if  the  matter  were 
gone  into  by  a  Special  Conmiittee.  They 
oould  rely  much  better  upon  the  Beport 
of  a  Committee  appointea  by  the  House 
to  examine  and  investigate  the  matter. 
There  could  be  no  question  whatever  of 
surprise.  All  ihe  facts  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  M.  Brooks) 
had  been  stated  before  the  Committee, 
and  it  was  most  unusual  to  attempt  to 
throw  out  a  valuable  Bill  of  this  kind  in 

this  manner. 

Mb.  BODWELL  hoped  to  be  per- 
mitted to  say  a  word  or  two  upon  the 
matter.  He  did  not  propose  to  go  into 
the  merits  of  the  case ;  but  he  believed  it 
was  aBiU  which  had  already  occupied  the 
attention  of  the  House  of  Lords  for  seven 
days  when  a  competing  scheme  was 
brought  forward  in  opposition  to  it,  and 
that,  after  those  seven  days' investigation, 
the  present  scheme  was  passed.  He 
need  not  remind  the  House  that  it  was  a 
vezy  unusual  course  to  oppose  a  Bill  on 
the  second  reading,  and  especially  under 
such  circumstances  as  these.  The  fact 
of  its  having  occupied  so  long  a  time 
must,  he  thought,  satisfy  the  ^use  that 
it  was  a  Bill  that  required  more  consi- 
deration to  be  given  to  it  before  they 
conmiitted  themselves  to  a  proposal  for 
throwing  out  the  Bill  on  the  second 
reading.  He  thought  his  hon.  fViend 
the  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr.  M.  Brooks) 
had  not  explained  the  whole  facts  ci  the 
case  to  the  House.  It  did  seem  to  him 
(Mr.Bodwell),  thatthe  fact  of  theoiroum- 
•tances  having  already  been  so  well  and 

Mr.  FinikUr 


so  thoroughly  discussed,  and  thmt  this  so 
scheme  had  in  the  end  been  prefeiTed 
by  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Ijot^ 
were  reasons  why  the  House  of  Gom- 
mons  should  send  it  to  a  Seleet  Com- 
mittee, and  why  they  should  not  dirooet 
of  it  in  the  summary  way  sugg^estea  bj 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin.  Aoeord- 
ing  to  a  statement  which  had  beea 
placed  in  his  hands,  there  was  a  popu- 
lation of  25,000  persons  already  waitzf^ 
for  a  supply  of  water.  The  Oorporatioa 
of  the  City  of  Dublin  had  not  agrood  to 
supply  them  with  water,  but  nad  ae- 
tually  excluded  this  very  spot  ftoai  a 
former  arrangement  they  had  entered 
into  with  Parliament;  while,  at  tbe 
same  time,  th^  bound  themeelTea  noi 
to  oppose  any  mture  Bill  for  supplying 
Bathmines  and  Bathgar  wi^  water. 
Under  these  droumstancee,  he  must 
oppose  the  proposition  of  the  hon*  Men- 
ber  for  Dublin,  who  represented  tht 
Corporation  of  Dublin.  Such  a  proposri 
did  not  come  from  tiiem  with  good  grace. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  permit 
the  Bill  to  be  read  a  second  ttme,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  disposed  of  in  t^ 
usual  way. 

Mb.  LITTON  supported  the  second 
reading  of  the  BOL  Me  concurred  wiA 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Cam- 
bridgshire  (Mr.  BodweU),  that  it  was  • 
very  unusual  course  to  throw  out  a  Kll 
of  this  description  upon  the  second  resd* 
ing.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Mr. 
M.  Brooks)  seemed  to  forget  that  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  had  already  had  ta 
opportunity  of  pressing  their  objectaoas 
upon  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Ix)rds,  and  of  showing  why  the  BiB 
should  not  be  passed.  That  being  so, 
the  course  now  taken  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  a  most  inconvenient  one.  The 
hon.  Member  came  down  to  the  House, 
and  on  the  second  roading  of  the  Bill, 
in  a  short  statement  of  a  few  momsnts, 
asked  the  House  to  undo  and  set  at 
naught  all  the  labours  of  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords  who  had  had  the 
Bill  before  them  for  several  days.  The 
whole  course  of  procedure  connected 
with  Private  BiUs  was  already  beset  with 
great  difficulties,  and  those  difficnltiei 
would  become  intolerable  if  a  proceed- 
ing of  this  kind  were  to  be  sanctioned. 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  House  not  to 
accede  to  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made  bv  the  hon.  Member  f(»  DaUin ; 
but  if  tne  hon*  Member  thought  he  had 
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one  of  such  extreme  importanoe,  that  he* 
hoped  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Attorney  Oeneral  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Law)  or  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  him- 
self  would  explain  their  Tiewa  of  the 
case 

Thb  ATTOENEY  oeneral  iKm 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  an  exoeedingl^ 
inconvenient  and,  to  borrow  the  expres- 
sion of  the  noble  Lord,  a  hap-hazard 
course  to  throw  out  a  Bill  wmoh  had 
been  so  fully  considered  by  the  House  of 
Lords,  without  allowing  it  to  be  at  least 
re-examined  by  a  Select  Oommittee  up- 
stairs. The  case  was  simply  this.  A 
corporate  body — the  Oommissioners  of 
Rath  mines  township— proposed  to  supply 
themselres  with  water.  He  would  not 
say  one  word  against  the  excellant  cha- 
racter of  the  supply  of  water  afforded 
by  Dublin.  Everyone  agreed  that  the 
V  artry  water  was  excellent ;  but  it  could 
hardly  be  maintained  that,  because 
Dublin  had  a  good  supply  of  water, 
therefore  the  people  of  Rathmines  should 
not  have  the  privilege  of  sup^ying 
themselves  with  other  water  equally 
good.  He  certainly  could  see  no  reason 
why  the  House  should  compel  the  Rath- 
mines  people  to  take  the  v  artry  water 
from  the  Corporation  of  Dublin,  if  they 
thought  they  could  get  a  better  and 
cheaper  supply  elsewhere.  Besides, 
there  was  a  dause  in  the  Dublin  Water 
Act  of  1874,  to  which  attention  had 
already  been  called  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Cambridgeshire 
(Mr.  Rodwell),  and  which,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  he  (Mr.  Law) 
would  now  read.  In  that  year  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  sought  to  extend 
their  waterworks;  but,  finding  the 
original  scheme  too  ooatly,  they  roduoed 
it  by  specially  excluding  Kathmines  and 
certain  other  districts  m>m  their  opera- 
tions, and  inserted  in  their  Act  clauses 
which  prevented  the  people  of  Rath- 
mines  and  the  other  excluded  districts 
from  participating  in  the  supply  of  water 
so  authorized  to  oe  provided.  The  dause 
then  proceeded  in  these  terms — 

**  Prorided  always,  that  the  Corporation  ahall 
not  hereafter  have  power  to  oppose  any  person, 
company,  or  inoorporated  body  seeking  Farlia* 
mentary  power  to  obtain  a  water  supply  for 
any  plaice  or  district  excluded  hereby.'* 

He  (Mr.  Law)  thought  it  would  be  vetj 
unjust  if  the  House  were  now,  at  thia 


against  the  Bill,  let  him  take  such 
_  as  would  enable  the  opponents  of 
tlxo  measure  to  state  before  a  Select 
Committee  of  the  House  those  objections 
inrl&ieh  had  already  been  held  untenable 
l>3r  a  Committee  cf  the  House  of  Lords. 
Oxx  that  ground,  he  supported  the  second 
Te&ding  of  the  Bill,  and  he  asked  the 
^^ouse  to  reject  the  Amendment  of  the 
Immi.  Member  for  Dublin. 

XoBD  RANDOLPH   CHURCHILL, 
lukving  had  some  acquaintance  with  the 
^wmter  supply  of  Dublin,  rose  to  support 
Ilia  hon.  ^iend  the  Member  for  Dublin 
(Mr.  M.  Brooks)  in  the  Motion  which  he 
liad  submitted  to  the  House.    That  was, 
undoubtedly,  a  very  strong  case,  and  the 
▼ery  fact,  that  the  hon.and  learned  Mem- 
berfbr  Cambridffeshire(Mr.  Rodwell)had 
1>roaght  forward  as  an  argument,  that  it 
iraa  subjected  to  a  seven  days'  investiga- 
tionby  aOommitteeof  the  House  of  Loi^ 
proved  nothing  beyond  the  extreme  in- 
rustioe  and  inconvenience  of  submitting 
Irish  local  questions  to  the  consideration 
of  aOommittee  who  couldpmve  practically 
BO  acquaintance  with  Uie  facts  of  the 
case.    The  facts  of  the  case  were  these. 
The  sanitary  state  of  Dublin  was  about 
am  bad  as  the  sanitary  state  of  any  town 
in  the    United   Kingdom.      Continual 
efforts  had  been  maide  by  various  Qo- 
Tomment  Boards  to  improve  the  sanitary 
state  of  Dublin ;  but  if  there  was  one 
thing  more  than  another  which  was  ab- 
solutely perfect  in  connection  with  the 
sanitary  arrangements  of  Dublin  it  was 
the  water  sup^y,  which  was  quite  as 
perfect  as  the  celebrated  Croton  water 
svpply  of  l^ew  York.  That  water  supply 
was  obtained  at  immense  cost  by  the 
City  of  Dublin,  35  or  SO  years  ago,  and 
the  pipes  absolutely  passed  through  the 
township  of  Rathmines  and  Rathgar. 
Yei,  the  township  refused  to  avail  itself 
of  the  supply,  and  preferred  to  go  in  for 
an  entirely  new  scheme  for  obtaining 
water  from  some  other  source,  altoge- 
ther competing  with  this  great  public 
woi^  carried  out  by  the  Corporation  of 
DabUn  some  years  affo.  In  no  case  could 
Batbminee  and  Rauigar  get  a  better 
supply  of  water.    The  Corporation  of 
DbdIui  had  offered  to  supply  water  on 
reasonable  terms,  and  it  passed  abso- 
lutely through  the  townsnip.     Under 
those  oiroumstanoes,  he  did  not  Uiink  it 
was  right  to  allow  schemes  of  that  kind 
to  be  brought  forward   in  that  hap- 
hasard  manner.    And  the  matter  was 
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instance  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oitj  of  Dublin,  and  in  the  summary 
manner  he  suggested,  to  preclude  all 
further  consideration  of  the  merits  of  the 
Bfll. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIYAN  remarked, 
that  the  clause  just  read  by  the  right 
Hon*  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney Oeneral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
had  had  the  effect  of  preventine  the  fiill 
merits  of  this  measure  from  being  gone 
into  by  the  House  of  Lords.  He  agreed 
that  the  House  of  Commons  ought  very 
rarely  to  interfere  with  the  passing  of  a 
Friyate  Bill  at  this  stage.  Nothing  but 
very   exceptional  circumstances  would 

I'ustify  sudi  a  course  of  procedure, 
^here  were,  however,  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances in  this  case.  The  Boundary 
Commission  was  about  to  Beport  on  the 
question  of  extending  the  boundaries  of 
tne  Borough  of  Dublin,  and  what  was 
now  called  the  City  of  Dublin  would 
then  be  so  enlai^ed  as  to  take  in  all  the 
parasitical  townships  which  had  grown  up 
around  the  old  Principality  of  Dublin. 
It  would  be  most  mischieyous,  therefore, 
if  they  were  to  allow  a  number  of  these 
small  independent  schemes  for  the  sup- 
ply of  water  to  grow  up,  instead  of 
haying  them  all  under  a  complete  sana- 
torial  system  of  water  supply.  The 
noble  Lord  below  him,  the  Member  for 
Woodstock  f  Lord  Randolph  Churchill), 
was  personally  acquaintea  with  the  Ci^ 
of  Dublin,  and  he  thanked  the  noble 
Lord  for  the  interest  he  took  in  the 
affairs  of  the  people  of  Dublin.  The 
noble  Lord  was  fully  aware  that  if  this 
scheme  were  sanctioned,  nothing  but 
mischief  could  accrue  in  regard  to  future 
plans  which  the  House  would  un- 
doubtedly haye  before  it  for  the  better 
municipal  goyemment  of  Dublin.  It 
would  DO  msastrous  to  sanction  Bills 
like  this,  constituting  new  yested  in- 
terests— little  petty  interests  altogether 
independent  of  the  City  of  Dublin — in- 
stead of  giying  the  chance  of  creating 
some  few  months  hence,  when  the  Be- 
port of  the  Boundary  Commission  was 
presented,  a  scheme  of  water  supply  that 
would  be  worthy  of  the  great  Corpora- 
tion of  Dublin.  It  was  upon  that  ground 
that  he  would  giye  his  yote  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment,  although  he  quite 
agreed  that  the  House  ought  not  to  inter- 
fere with  the  second  reading  of  a  Private 
Bill  except  under  very  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances. 

Tk$  Attom^  Gm^ral/or  JfUmi 


Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR    said,  the 
hon.   and  learned  Member  for  Mesth 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  had  based  his  op- 
position to  the  Bill  chiefly  on  the  grooad 
that  the  Beport  of  the  Boundary  Com- 
mission would  oome  out  at  some  future 
time.     He  (Mr.  Lyon  Pla3rfair)  wished 
to  remind  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber that  if  the  boundaries  of  the  <^ty  of 
Dublin  had  to  be  enlarged  it  must  be 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  that  the 
worst  that  could  happen  under  the  d^ 
cumstances  would  be  that  the  township 
of  Bathmines,  having  obtained  a  supply 
of  water  otherwise  than  from  the  Yartzy 
river,  would  have  a  loeu9  $Umd4  to  r^xre- 
sent  its  own  interests  on  this  Bill  being 
committed.     He  did  not  think  that  that 
was  a  ground  for  preventing  the  BOl 
from  going  upstairs.    Let   the  House 
see  in  what  position  the  Bill  was.    It 
had  alreadypassed  through  a  oareful eli- 
mination by  the  House  of  Lords,  sad 
had  only  been  passed  after  seven  dsyi 
sitting,  and  a  thorough  investigation  oi 
the  merits  of  the  Dodder  water.    The 
Yartry  water  was  also  fairly  before  tbe 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords,  asd 
both  sources  of  supply  were  considered 
on  their  merits.    The  Yartry  water  wti 
very  good ;  but  the  Dodder  water  wit 
exceedingly  g^ood  also.    It  came  from  s 
Silurian  disbict,    and  was    yery  pQi* 
water.  He  thought,  when  the  House  of 
Lords  had  spent  seven  days  in  examin- 
ing into  the  merits  of  the  scheme,  ui 
hM,  rejected  one  Bill  in  preference  te 
another,  and  sent  it  down  igt  oonsideri- 
tion  in  the  House  of  Commons,  it  should 
require  a  very  strong  case  indeed  to  re- 
fuse permission  for  it  to  be  sent  upstain- 
He  held  in  his  hand  a  Petition  from  the 
Corporation  of  Dublin  against  the  Bill, 
and  in  that  Petition  the  Corporation  did 
not  say  one  word  about  the  Boundaiy 
Commission.    They  petitioned  simply  to 
be  heard  against  the  Bill,  on  its  merits, 
in  the  ordinary  form,  when  the  Bill  ffo^ 
upstairs.  Under  these  circumstances,  a* 
thought  the  House  should  take  the  usosl 
course  of  giving  the  Bill  a  second  readiogi 
and  then  they  would  have  the  Corpora* 
tion  of  Dublin  and  any  other  persoa 
who  could  establish  a  locus  standi  to  i^ 
present  their  case,  when  the  Committ^ 
would  carefully  hear  it,  and  give  as  madi 
consideration  to  it  as  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Lords  had  done. 

Mb.  M.  BB00E8  said,  that  in  con- 
sequence  of  what  had  feilen  from  tbt 
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ri^lit  &on.  G^tleman  the  Chairman  of 
C^ommitteee,  he  thought  he  oaeht  to  be 
oontent  with  the  diaouBsion  wnich  had 
:en  place,  and  that  the  further  in- 
itigation  of  the  Bill  should  take  place 
l>efore  the  Select  Committee.  He  would, 
therefore,  with  the  leare  of  the  House, 
^vrithdraw  the  Amendment  he  had  moved 
for  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agr$€d  to. 
Bill  read  a  second  time  and  cammitUd, 


OOVTBOVSRTED  ELSOTIOKS. 

Mr.  Spbaxbk  mformed  the  Home,  that  he 
had  reoeiyed  irom  Mr.  Baron  Pollock  and  Mr. 
Justice  Hawkini,  two  of  the  Jndfes  aelected,  in 
pimoance  of  The  Parliamentary  Electiona  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  PetitionB,  a  Cer- 
ti6€ate  and  Beport  relating  to  the  Election  for 
the  Borongh  of  Tewkeebnry. 

And  the  lame  were  read,  aa  foUoweth : — 


TEWKESBrBT  ELECnON. 

Weetmintter  HaU, 

June  28th,  1880. 

We,  Sir  Charlee  Edward  Pollock,  knight,  one 
of  the  Barona  of  the  Conrt  of  Exchequer,  and 
8tr  Henr^  Hawkins,  knight,  one  of  the  Justices 
of  the  Hi^h  Court  of  Justice,  two  of  the  Judf^ 
for  the  tune  being  for  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby,  in  pursuance 
of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868,  and 
The  Pitf  liamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tioes  Act,  1880,  certify  that  upon  the  17th  day 
of  Jane  instant  (1880),  and  the  day  following, 
we  duly  held  a  Court  at  Gloucester,  in  the 
ooontT  of  Gloucester,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did 
try,  the  Election  Petition  for  the  Bcorough  of 
Tewkesbury,  in  the  said  County  of  Gloucester, 
between  Thomas  Collins,  Henry  Browett, 
FMerick  Blanchard  Sellers,  and  George  Allard, 
Petitioners;  and  William  Edwin  Fiioe,  Re- 
spondent. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  oartify  that  at  the  conclusion  of  the  said 
trial  we  determined  that  the  said  William  Edwin 
Price,  being  the  Member  whose  Election  and 
Betura  were  complained  of  in  the  said  Petition, 
was  not  duly  elected  and  returned,  and  we  do 
h«eby  oertify  in  writing  such  our  determination 

to  TOO. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  corrupt  practices  baring  been  com* 
nittsd  at  the  said  Election,  we,  in  further  pur- 
soaaoe  of  the  said  Act,  r^oit  as  follows : — 

That  BO  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to  hare 
bssn  committed  by  or  with  the  consent  or  know, 
ledge  of  either  of  the  Candidates  at  the  said 
EUotion. 

And  we  farther  report,  in  pursuance  of  the 
■id  Acta,  that  upon  the  trial  of  the  said  Peti- 
tka  the  psnoofl  who  were  psoTtd  to  have  been 


guilty  of  corrupt  practices  are :  —  Ebenecer 
Lugg,  Samuel  Jones,  and  Alfred  Ricketts. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
we  report  that  on  the  evidence  before  us,  to 
which  we  have  strictly  confined  our  attention, 
we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices eztensivelj  prevailed  at  the  Election  to 
which  the  Petition  relates. 

C.  £.  Pollock. 
H.  Hawkins. 

To  the  Right  Honble. 
The  Sp^er  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Jounuus  of  this 
House. 

QUESTIOirS. 


PARLIAMENTARY  AFFIRMATION  (MB. 
BRADLAUGH). 

NOTIOB  OF  AICSNDICENT  TO  MOTIOlf. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE:  I 
beg  to  give  Notice  that  when  the  Prime 
Minister  makes  the  Motion  of  which  he 
gave  Notice  last  night,  I  shall  more,  as 
an  Amendment — 

**  That  this  House  cannot  adopt  a  Resolution 
which  Tirtually  rescinds  the  Resolution  passed 
by  it  on  the  22nd  day  of  June  last." 

Mb.  OOBST  gave  Notice  that  before 
the  Prime  Minister  should  move  his 
Besolution  on  Mr.  Bradlangh's  case,  he 
would  put  it  to  the  Speaker  as  a  Ques- 
tion of  Order,  Whether  such  a  Besolu- 
tion can  be  put  to  the  House,  as  raising 
substantially  the  same  question  as  one 
on  which  the  judgment  of  the  House 
has  been  already  expressed  in  the  current 
Session  ? 

MINES    REGULATION   ACT,   1872-THE 
BLACK  LAKE  COLLIERY  EXPLOSION. 

Mb.  MAGDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tarr  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  directed  to  the 
account  of  an  explosion  which  appeared 
in  the  "Birmingham  Weekly  I^ost," 
which  occurred  in  the  Black  Lake  Col- 
liery, Swan  village,  Staffordshire,  on  the 
7th  instant,  whereby  the  manager  J.  B. 
Oooksey  and  seyeral  other  persons  were 
severely  burned;  if  it  be  correct  that 
the  manager  took  those  jpersons  into  the 
mine  along  with  him  before  it  had  been 
examined  as  to  whether  it  was  safe  or 
not ;  if  the  manager  holds  a  Qt>yemment 
certificate  of  competency ;  and,  whether 
he  will  direct  or  instruct  a  legal  gentle- 
man to  attend  the  inquest  on  behalf  of 
the  State? 


1119    I%s  PrUons  Act,  IB65—      {OOMMONS|        MagktraUi  SerUmm.    1120 


Sib  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  that  in  consequence  of  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  he  had  com- 
municated with  Mr.  Baker,  the  Inspector, 
who  informed  him  that  Mr.  J.  E.  Oook- 
06y,  the  manager,  held  a  certificate  of 
competency  since  February,  1875,  and 
that  until  recently  he  had  been  certi- 
ficated manager  of  a  colliery  at  Wednes- 
bury.  Secondly,  it  was  not  correct  that 
the  manager  had  taken  the  men  into  the 
mine  along  with  him  before  it  had  been 
examined  as  to  whether  it  was  safe  or 
not.  On  the  contrary,  the  mine  had 
been  examined  and  reported  safe  before 
the  men  went  to  work.  Immediately 
after  th^  explosion  two  men  descended, 
and  they  stoted  that  they  found  two 
safety  lamps  unscrewed,  in  which  case, 
if  correct,  it  ^ould  not  be  difficult  to 
account  for  the  explosion.  He  would 
make  further  inquiries,  and  ascertain  if 
it  would  be  necessary  to  send  anyone  to 
r^resent  the  Gbyemment  at  the  in* 
quest. 

MBTEROLOaiCAL  REP0BT8. 

Mjt.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether,  con- 
sidering that  the  cost  of  telegraphingfrom 
London  has  been  assigned  as  the  reason 
against  free  transmission  and  publica- 
tion of  the  meteorological  reports  and 
forecasts  to  the  ports  and  fishing  stations 
throughout  the  Kingdom,  he  will  direct 
that  the  useful  important  information  in 
question  be  promptly  and  freely  made 
public  in  London,  so  that  all  who  may 
desire  to  use  it  or  tele^aph  it  throughout 
the  Kingdom  may  do  so?  He  might 
add  that  the  Ohamber  of  Agriculture 
was  desirous  of  having  the  information 
telegraphed  to  inland  stations  with  a 
view  to  harvestprospects. 

LoED  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH : 
Sir,  I  have  to  state  in  answer  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber, that  the  information  to  which  his 
Question  refers  is  already,'  to  a  great 
extent,'  made  public  in  London.  The 
forecasts  are  prepared  at  11  a.m.  at  the 
Meteorological  Office.  Forecasts  are 
also  prepared  at  2.30  p.m.  They  are 
sent  out  by  spedalmessengers  and  posted 
at  stations  free  of  charge.  Among 
other  places,  at  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment, Lloyd's  Eooms,  and  the  Mansion 
House,  Oomhill,  New  Bond  Street,  and 
other  prominent  positions.    In  addition 


to  the  above  forecasts,  a  watch  is  b^ 
from  8.30  to  9  p.m.,  and  whenerer^ 
Office  thinks  it  necessary  storm  waniigi 
and  special  forecasts  are  telegraphed  to 
133  stations.  I  may  state  that,  if  eon- 
sidered  desirable,  the  forecasts  made  it 
11  o'clock  might  be  made  more  geDe> 
rally  public. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN:  Wai4i 
noble  Lord  kindly  say  whether  there  is 
any  objection  to  publish  the  8o*^ 
evening  forecasts  free  ?         

LoKD  FEEDEEIOK  CAVENDISH: 
That  would  make  a  difference  of  £l,OC$ 
in  the  cost,  and  I  do  not  think  it  aeoei- 
sary  to  propose  a  Supplementary  Esti- 
mate to  meet  that  charge. 

Mr.  a.  M.  SULLITAN  :  In  conse- 
quence of  the  answer  of  ^e  noble  Lofi 
I  beg  to  give  Notice  that  I  will  call  at- 
tention to  the  large  grant  made  alieadj 
upon  the  subject,  and  the  small  amont 
that  would  be  required  to  maketk 
observations  infinitely  more  usefoL 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  CHIEF  MOKOSI 

Mb.  A.  M'AETHUE  asked  theUodf 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonift 
Whether  he  will  inquire  into  the  trofi 
of  a  statement  made  in  the  ''  Ohzistiii 
Express,"  published  at  theLovedaleh- 
stitution  in  South  Africa,  l^iat  the  bo^ 
of  the  Ohief  Moirosi  bad  been  drn^ 
fully  mutilated,  and  his  head  carried  fli 
for  scientific  purposes  by  a  Negro  it- 
tached  to  the  Cape  Mounted  Biflas. 

Mh.  GEANT  duff,  in  reply,  fi«id,tliii 
it  was  quite  dear  that  tiie  bodyof  Hoins 
was  buried  the  day  after  his  monntaiB 
was  taken;  but,  so  far  back  as  Jannei? 
last,  a  statement  came  to  the  knoTriedgv 
of  the  then  Secretary  of  State  to  tbe 
effect  that  his  head  had  been  remoyed 
for  anatomical  purposes.  He  iiuDe' 
diately,  of  course,  mve  orders  bytek- 
graph  that  the  head  should  be  deoentij 
interred  with  the  other  remains,  ssd 
soon  afterwards  a  telegram  was  reoeind 
stating  that  the  order  had  been  oam^ 
into  effect. 

THE  PRISONS  ACT,  18M  -  HAOIS- 
TEATES'  SENTENCES— THE  CAfiB  OF 
CATHERINE  C02«T0LT. 

Mb.  PASSMOEE  EDWABDS 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tl« 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  ttttf- 
tion  has  been  ^e4  to  tlie  OM^  <" 
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Oatherine  Oonnolj,  wbo,  on  Saturday 
last  was  sentenced  to  twenty-one  days 
imprisonment  with  hard  lal)otiry  with- 
out the  option  of  a  fine,  for  oonyey- 
ing  to  her  husband,  now  in  the  House 
of  Detention,  a  quarter  of  an  ounce 
of  tobacco  in  a  pastry  tumorer  in- 
tended for  his  dinner;  and,  whether 
he  intends  to  interfere  with  the  sen- 
tence? 

Sm  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET:  Sir, 
I  am  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  atten- 
tion which  this  sraitence  has  created, 
and  I  hare  taken  every  means  in  my 
power  to  oonmmnicate  with  the  xa9^' 
strate  who  passed  it.    I  wrote  to  him 
last  night ;  but,  getting  no  answer  this 
morning,  I  directed  my  Private  Secre- 
tary to  go  to  the  Oourt  and  communicate 
with  him.    Unfortunately,  however,  the 
magistrate  is  not  sitting  to-day;  and, 
therefore,  I  have  had  no  personal  com- 
munication with  him,  althou^  I  hope 
to  have  it  in  the  course  of  the  day.    As 
to   the    sentence,  I  have    ascertained, 
however,  certain  circumstances  which  I 
will  mention  to  the  House.    First  of  all, 
I  should  s^  that  this  conviction  was 
under  the  l^risons  Act  of  1865,  which 
certainly  does  appear  in  this  particular, 
no  doubt,  to  be  a  very  severe  Act ;  for  it 
says  that  every  person  who,  contrary  to 
the  reg^ations  of  the  prison,  brings,  or 
attem^  by  any  means  whatever  to  in- 
troduce,  any   spirituous   or  fermented 
liquor,    or   tobacco,   into   any    prison, 
■hall,  on  conviction,  be  sentenced  to  be 
imprisoned  for   a  term  not  exceeding 
six  months,  or  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not 
exceeding  £20.    It  was  under  that  pro- 
vision that  the   woman  was    brought 
up.    I  am  also  informed  that  the  news- 
paper reports  were  in  many  respects  in- 
accurate.  They  stated  that  the  woman 
was  sentenced  tq  hard  labour,  whereas 
the    Statute  does  not   authorixe  hard 
labour.    It   was  also  stated   that  the 
child  was  left  to  find    its  way   home. 
That    is   inaccurate.     The    magistrate 
directed  the  police  to  take  care  of  the 
child  and  to  take  it  home.    That  is  all 
the    information   concerning   the   case 
which  I  have  at  present,  and  I  cannot 
undertake  to  sa^  what  I  will  do  with 
the  sentence  until  I  have  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  the  sitting 
magistrate.    I  can    assure  the   House 
that  no  time  will  be  lost  in  dealing  with 
the  ease,  and  doing  justice  as  fttf  as  pes- 
siUe. 

VOL.  CCUn.      [xniKD  sxants.] 


OEIMINAL  LAW— ALLEGED  ILLEGAL 
DETENTION  OF  A  FEMALE. 

Mb.  ABTHITB  ABNOLD  asked  the 
Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  it  is  true  that  a  young  woman 
named  Hampson,  who  was  sentenced  at 
the  Salford  Quarter  Sessions  on  1st 
March  last  to  three  months  imprison- 
ment, has  been  detained  beyond  that 
period  by  mistake,  in  place  of  a  prisoner 
omder  a  longer  sentence ;  and,  whether, 
in  that  case,  he  has  given  directions  for 
her  liberation? 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAEOOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  it  was  not  true  the  young 
woman  in  question  had  been  illegally 
detained  in  prison,  as  it  appeared  that 
her  sentence  was  not  tnree,  but  six 
months.  ^ 

ARMT-^TTRGEON  KAJQBS  OF  THE 
HOUSEHOLD  CAVALRY. 

Mb.  THOENHILL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Why  Surgeon 
Majors  of  Household  Oavalry  are  com- 
pelled to  retire  at  the  age  of  fifty-five 
without  further  promotion,  whereas  in 
other  branches  of  the  service  Surgeon 
Majors,  at  and  after  the  age  of  fifty-five, 
can  attain  higher  rank,  and  their  com- 
pulsory retirement  does  not  occur  till  the 
age  of  sixty? 

Mb.  OHILDEES  :  Sir,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber must  be  under  some  misapprehen- 
sion. Surgeon  Majors  in  every  oranch 
of  tiie  Service  are  compulsorily  retired 
at  the  age  of  55. 


ARMY— AUXILIARY  F0RCE8-THE 
YOLUKTEERS  AND  THE  ELECTIONS. 

Baboh  HENEY  DE  WOEMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  tiie  Kent  Coun^ 
Annual  Volunteer  Competition  had  sud- 
denly to  be  postponed  on  account  of  the 
nommation  of  a  candidate  for  Qravesend 
having  been  fixed  for  the  same  day  as 
the  competition ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch 
as  the  proceedings  at  a  nomination  are 
now  only  of  a  formal  character,  he  will 
alter  the  Volunteer  regulations  so  as  to 
limit  the  prohibition  of  Volunteer  meet- 
ings to  the  polling  day  only  f 

Mb.  OHiLDEkS  :  Sir,  in  renly  to  the 
hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  tnat  I  am 
not  aware  that  the  Kent  Volunteer  com- 
petition gathering  was  postponed  on 
account  of  the  nomination  at  (xravesend. 
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Proliibitioiis  on  Yolunteer  ffatherings 
are  not  limited  to  polling  and  nomina- 
tion days,  as  in  tne  case  of  Begular 
troops,  by  statnte.  It  has,  however,  oeen 
considered  desirable  that  Yolunteers  as 
a  body  shoold  not  assemble  during  the 
progress  of  an  election ;  and  the  .Yolun- 
teer Beg^ations  therefore  lay  down 
(Section  14,  paragraph  419)  that  Yolun- 
teer corps  shall  not  assemble  for  drill  or 
any  other  purpose  between  the  issue  of 
a  Writ  and  the  termination  of  an  election. 
Considering  the  reasons  which  led  to 
this  Regulation,  I  am  not  in  a  position 
to  say  that  I  am  prepared  to  alter  it. 

POST   OFFICE    (TELEGRAPH  DEPABT- 
MENT)— DISCLOSURE  OF  TELEGRAMS. 

Mb.  0  all  an  asked  the  Postmas- 
ter General,  Whether  he  will  have 
any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House,  Copies  of  the  Infor- 
mations in  the  case  of  the  Queen  t;. 
Burton,  a  telegraph  clerk,  sworn  before 
the  police  magistrates  of  the  dtj  of 
Dubun  on  or  aoout  the  20th  May  last ; 
of  the  bail  bonds  entered  into  by  the 
prisoner  and  his  bailsmen ;  of  the  official 
or  special  shorthand  writers'  report  of 
the  trial  at  Oreen  Street  on  Friday, 
June  18,  1880,  when  the  aforesaid 
Henry  Burton  was  convicted  of,  and 
sentenced  to  two  months'  imprisonment 
for,  disclosing  telegrams  in  reference  to 
the  late  election  for  the  county  of  Meath ; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  grave 
nature  of  the  circumstances  disclosed  at 
said  trial,  and  the  importance  of  secur- 
ing the  confidence  of  the  public  in  the 
inviolability  of  telegraph  messages,  he 
will  advise  Her  Maje^y's  Oovemment 
that  a  Oommission,  independent  of  the 
department,  shall  issue  to  inquire  into 
the  working  of,  and  the  complamts  made 
of,  alleged  divul^tions  in  the  telegraph 
office,  Dublin,  with  directions  to  report 
thereon  f         

Mb.  FAWCETT:  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Oallan),  I  beg  to  state  that  I  have 
no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table  copies 
of  the  information  and  of  the  bail  bonds, 
if  these  copies  can  be  secured.  With 
regard  to  tne  shorthand  writers'  notes 
in  the  case  of  the  "  Queen  t;.  Burton,"  I 
shall  also  have  no  objection  to  lay  those 
on  the  Table ;  but  as  they  are  somewhat 
voluminous,  I  think  it  would  be  undesir- 
able to  have  them  printed,  unless  the 
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House  subsequently  desires  it»  whid  is 
in  the  discretion  of  hon.  Members.   Wi& 
regard  to  the  proceedings  adopted  in  die 
Post  Office,  in  any  case  where  it  is  sup- 
posed that  the  contents  of  any  telegrsis 
have  been  divulged  by  anj  officaal  con- 
nected with  the  Poet  Office,  an  inquiry 
of  the  most  searching  kind  is  at  ones 
undertaken,  and  if  the  report  is  that  tlie 
charges  have  been  proved  ag^ainst  As 
official,  he  is  invariably  prosecuted.     In 
this  case,  against  the  express  wisJi  of  Ae 
sender  of  the  telegram,  the  telegr^ih 
derk  was  prosecuted,  and  as  a  resolt  df 
that  prosecution,  he  was  sentenced  to 
two  months'  imprisonment  with  liazd 
labour.    Under  the  oiroumstances  I  lum 
explained  I  cannot  recommend  tiie  ap- 
pomtment  of  a  Oommission  to  inonixs 
into  the  matter  referred  to,  and  I  Uiink 
the  proceedings  adopted  by  the  PosI 
Office  are  quite  sufficient. 

Mb.  OAiJiAN  :  Sir, in consequenee of 
the  answer  of  the  right  hon.  (Jentlemsjiu 
I  beg  to  spve  Notice  that  on  Thursday 
next  I  shiul  ask  the  Postmaster  General 
Whether  any  reports  have  been  mads 
by  the  Poet  Office  authorities  in  Dublin 
to  the  Head  Office  here  as  to  oompUiats 
having  been  made  in  Dublin  of  the 
divulgation  of  telegrams  with  referenes 
to  the  candidature  of  any  party  at  the 
late  election  for  the  county  of  Weet- 
meath,  and  also,  as  to  instructions  saiit 
and  details  of  intended  movements  of 
Mr.  Donnelly  in  the  bye-election  for 
Louth  in  the  month  of  April  last  having 
been  divulged  to  certain  members  of  the 
Land  League  in  Dublin  ? 


ORDER   OF  TEE  BAY. 

COMPENSATION     FOR    DISTURBANCB 

(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  283.] 
(Jfr.  W,  B.  Fwtitf,  Lord  FredirUk  C^MMfuA.) 
SECOND    BBADIKO.       ADJOUBKXD     DX&ATI 
OK  AMUfDiaENT    ON    SSOOim    BX4DIV0. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [25th  June],  '<  That  the  BiQ 
be  now  read  a  secona  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leare 
out  the  word  «  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upoB 
this  day  three  months."»(Jirr.  ClU^.) 
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Qaestion  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
word  'now'  stana  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  reiumsd, 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM:  I  rise,  Sir,  to 
enter  an  earnest  protest  on  behalf  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland,  and,  indeed,  I 
think  I  may  say  of  the  United  King- 
dom, against  the  ftirther  measure  of  con- 
fiscation and  interference  with  the  rights 
of  property  which  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
Temment  haye  thought  fit  to  put  before 
the  House  and  the  country.  I  followed 
attentiyely,  and  I  haye  since  read  in  the 

gublic  papers,  the  speech  of  the  right 
on.  Gentleman  who  mtroduoed  the  Sill 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  and  I  failed  to  find 
one  single  syllable  which  could  be  called 
an  arg^ument  in  justification,  or  eren  in 
i^lo^,  for  the  principles  of  confisca- 
tion, injustice,  and  totally  uncalled-for 
Bubrersion  of  the  rights  of  property 
which  are  contained  therein.  On  the 
contrary,  the  fkcts  stated  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  go  condusiyely  to  show, 
first,  how  thoroughly  unjustified  he  was 
in  not  renewing  the  Peace  Preseryation 
Act,  at  least  for  some  of  the  scheduled 
districts,  where  he  has  on  his  own  show- 
ing and  figures  to  keep  a  large  force  of 
pc^oe  for  the  preseryation  of  the  peace 
and  the  enforcement  of  the  law.  He 
also  stated,  from  a  list  of  figures  which 
he  could  not  stand  any  cross-examination 
upon,  that  eyictions  had  increased,  and 
in  the  year  1879  had  reached  1,098,  as 
against  503  two  years  preyiously,  and  in 
this  year  1,073.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, howeyer,  forgot  to  tell  the  House 
that  there  are  600,000  agricultural  hold- 
ings in  Ireland,  and  that  these  figures, 
giying  him  credit  for  eyer^  one  of  the 
total  number  as  being  agricultural,  and 
not  one  rdatins;  to  a  town  or  yillage 
holding,  would  be  a  fraction  under  one 
eyiction  in  eyery  600  holdings.  Now, 
Sir,  I  should  like  to  ask  how  Siat  figure 
will  bear  comparison  with  the  present 
number  of  agricultural  tenancies  on 
hands  in  England,  where  it  is  not  neces- 
saxy  to  resort  to  eyiction,  and  where,  if 
the  tenant  is  unable  to  pay  the  rent,  he 
giyes  up  his  Dsrm,  and  there  is  an  end 
of  the  matter,  and  the  landlord  is  not 
driyen  to  eyict  him  ?  I  yenture  to  say. 
Sir,  that  the  ooinparison  will  be  yery 
much  in  fayour  of  Ireland ;  and  the  num- 
ber of  farms  now  unlet,  and  on  the 
bands  of  the  landlords,  will  be  yery  far 


under  the  proportion  in  England.  ^  Well 
now.   Sir,  where  are  the  localities  in 
which  the  ereat  increase  of  these  eyic- 
tions has  tuen  place?     Why,  in  the 
yery  counties  where  the  agitation  Sjg^nst 
payment  of  rent  at  all  is  at  its  height — 
namely,  (}alway.  Mayo,  and  Sligo,  where 
process  seryers  and  bailiffs  haye  been 
beaten  in  the  execution  of  their  duty. 
Where  parties  of  men,  disguised,  haye 
entered  the  houses  of  tenants,  who  were 
supposed  to  be  inclined  to  pay,  at  night, 
and  sworn  them  not  to  pay ;  and  where 
notices  haye  been  posted  on  farms  and  in 
the  district  warning  no  person  to  haye 
anything  to  do  with  eyicted  forms  on 
pain    of    death.     Where   threatening 
letters  haye  been  sown  broadcast ;  ana 
where  meeting  haye  been  held,  attended 
by  hon.  Members  of  this  House,  where 
the  rankest  disloyalty  and  sedition  haye 
been  unblushingly  preached,    and   no 
efforts  haye  been  spared  to  stir  up  the 
f  eelingiB  of  the  people  against  the  law, 
against  payment  of  rent,  and  against 
iheir  landlords,  who  are  their  natural 
friends  and  protectors.  At  the  last  Win- 
ter Assizes  ror  the  Proyince  or  Circuit  of 
Connaught,  I  was  foreman  of  the  Ghrand 
Jury,  before  whom  the  Bills  of  indict- 
ment for  all  the  fiye  counties  were  sent, 
and  I  will  giye  the  House  an  abstract 
of  the  crimes  for  which  prisoners  were 
actually  arraigned,  and  abo  of  those  for 
which  no  persons  were  made  answerable. 
I  find.  Sir,  on  referring  to  the  Betum  of 
agrarian  crimes  presented  to  Parliament 
for  the  year  enoing  January  31,  1880, 
that  out  of  a  total  of  077  crimes  and 
outrages  of  this  nature  committed  in 
Ireland,  no  less  than  480,  or  nearly  half 
the  whole  number,  occurred  in  the  coun- 
ties of  Mayo,  Sligo,  and  Gbdway,  where 
this  criminal  agitation  is  now  being  car- 
ried on.    To  giye  the  House  a  sample 
of  what  these  crimes  are,  I  will  giye  the 
details  of  one  oounty^namely,  Sliffo, 
which  is  the  only  one  I  haye  been  able 
to  obtain  in  time : — Firing  at  the  person, 
3 ;    woundinff ,   2  ;    assault  on  process 
senrer,  1 ;  kSlin^  and  maiming  cattle, 
7;    malicious  injuries  to  property,   2; 
assembling  armed,  or  disguisecl,  or  un- 
lawfully tendering  oaths,    14;    seizing 
arms,  1 ;  sending  wreatening  letters,  20 ; 
sedition,  8 ;  total,  63 ;  less  cases  for  trial 
5;  total  not  amenable,  48.    These  will 
giyetheHouse  someideaof  the  state  those 
counties  haye  been  brought  to  by  aeita- 
tion,  and  the  teaching  of  those  whose 
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way  in  wbicli  their  eflbrte  aie  sneered 
at»  Hmr  aactifioes  made  Hgiit  of^  and 
iSifikt  aois  and  intentiona  wflfallj  per- 
rerted,  distorted,  and  misrepresented  is 
enongh  to  dry  up  the  milk  of  himian 
kindness  in  any  oreast,  and  divert  the 
stream  of  self-denying  expenditure  to 
any  other  land,  ra&er  than  one  where, 
no  matter  what  is  done,  or  however 
good  the  object,  a  sinister  motive  is 
fi)nnd  and  applied,  without  the  slightest 
grounds  or  me  slightest  compunction, 
and  where  fieuHB  are  wilfully  perverted, 
and  the  grossest  misrepresentations  are 
of  daily  and  hourly  ooourrence.  In  what 
position  is  it  now  proposed  to  put  the 
umdlord?  Why,  in  the  position  of 
everything  to  pay,  and  nothing  to  pay 
it  with,  as  the  Oovemment  proposes  to 
suspend  the  payment  of  rent.  I  put  a 
Question  to  uie  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land the  other  night,  and  several  other 
hon.  Members  put  similar  Questions, 
with  a  view  of  ascertaining  whether  the 
Oovemment  proposed  to  insert  any  con- 
current proposal  of  relief  for  the  class 
tiiey  propose  to  ruin ;  but,  bein^  an  in- 
convenient view  of  tiiie  matter,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  give  us  any 
answer,  and  challenged  us  to  bring  for- 
ward those  arguments  when  the  Bill  was 
being  discussed  by  the  House.  Well, 
Sir,  I  now  ask  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment,  whether,  as  they  propose  to  take 
away  from  us  tiie  means  of  paying  our 
debts  and  just  demands,  whether  they 
are  prepared  to  forego  the  payment  by 
us  of  all  the  charffes  and  tiaes  now 
payable  bv  us  to  the  Grown — ^namely. 
Income  Tax,  tithe  rent-charge,  quit, 
and  Crown  rents,  succession  duties,  and 
all  other  items  of  Imperial  taxation  in- 
cidental to  the  ownership  of  properly? 
Whether  they  are  prepared  to  provide 
for  the  payment  of  poor's  rates  aiid 
county  rates  now  pavable  by  us,  and  the 
latter  of  which  has  latteri^  been  largely 
increased  by  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act, 
which  imposes  half  the  repayment  of  the 
borrowed  moneys  upon  the  landlord? 
And  I  further  ask  tiiem  whether,  as 
they  are  going  to  make  it  penal  for  the 
landlord  to  attempt  to  recover  his  rent, 
th^  will  in  common  Justice  extend  the 
principle  to  holders  of  charges  of  various 
mids  mddental  to  landed  properly,  and 
make  it  equally  penal  on  such  persons  if 
they  require  to  be  paid  either  mterest  or 
principal,  annuity  or  rent-charge,  during 
the  continuance  of  this  monstrous  propo- 
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sition  f   Can  aByome  say  thai  tiiis  is  not 
simple  common  sense  andjustioe,  andlhat 
English  legislation  is  not  bound  to  pro- 
tect by  evCTi-handed  justice  the  iaterestB 
of  all  dsHses  with  whom  the  proposed 
measure  is  to  deal  ?    Now,  Sir,  while 
protesting    in    the   stroogest   maa&flr 
against  the  principles  of  the  Bill  which 
is  before  tlw  House,  do  not  kt  me  for 
a  moment  be  siq^iosed  to  sympathiie 
with  any  landlord  who,  in  a  time  of  dis- 
tress  and  suffering,  should  harshly  make 
use  of  the  powers  now  vested  in  him  by 
law,  where  he  knew  that  the  rents  were 
not  paid  from  real    distress,  or  from 
causes  beyond  the  tenants'  controL    I 
believe  the  men  who  would  so  act  sre 
very  few  indeed,  and  would  certainly  be 
no  friends  of  mine ;  and  it  is  a  well- 
known  £gu^  that  an  ejectment  for  n<m- 
payment  of  rent  is,  in  a  large  nunoritj 
of  cases,  simply  the  instrument  for  com- 
pelling the  unwilling,  rathw  than  those 
unable  to  pay.  It  is  also  weU  known  that 
for  one  ejectm^it  decree  which  is  exe- 
cuted, 10  are  either  settled  before  execu- 
tion or  redeemed  during  the  six  months 
allowed  for  redemption.    Lest  anyone 
may  retort — "Does  this  man  practioe 
what  he  preaches  ?"  I  will  meray  say 
for  tiiie  information  of  the  House  thit 
on  my  own  estate  there  are  upwards  of 
400  tenancies,  and  in  tiie  last  10  yean 
I  have  had  two  ejectments  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  aSad  two  from  other 
causes.    The  power  of  ejecting  for  non- 
payment of  rent  is  the  only  handle  a 
landlord  has  over  a  refractory  and  un- 
willing tenant,  and  if  you  take  away 
that  power  by  this  pend.  legislation,  I 
have  no  hesitation  m  saying  that  you 
will  convert  the  whole  area  Si  the  adie- 
duled  districts  into  one  of  self-deelared 
patipers;  so  self-dedared  for  the  pur- 
pose of  bringing  themselves  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  avoiding  the 

S.yment  of  rent.  I  have  lived  all  ray 
ie  in  dose  and  intimate  relations  with 
the  people,  and  I  warn  Her  Mi^ee^s 
Government  that  if  they  pertnst  in  this 
hastily  considered  and  iil-adviaed  inter- 
ference with  the  ri^^hts  of  property  they 
are  simply  pandermg  to  tnat  agitrntion 
which  is  the  curse  of  that  unfortunate 
country;  they  are  letting  in  the  thm 
end  of  the  agitator's  we^^ ;  tlMj  will 
dangerously  increase  Ihe  tensiosi  of  tiie 
relations,  which  unfortunately  exiata  in 
some  districts,  between  landlord  and 
tenant  \  they  will  embitter  the  feelings 
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whioh  alreadj  exist;  they  will  raise  a 
frightful  crop  of  Htigation  and  dis- 
content ;  they  will  renaer  it  impossible 
to  oollect  rents  josilj  dne ;  and  the j  will 
stop  the  flow  of  priyate  ezpenditore  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords,  who  will  no 
longer  hare  reeoaroes  to  draw  upon, 
and  on  manj  of  theee  who  are  now 
heavilj  burdened  thej  will  bring  ruin. 
Sir,  tiie  strongest  argument  I  can  use 
against  the  Bill  are  the  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself,  at  the 
earlier  pmod  of  the  Session,  when  he 
stated  that  he  considered  suspension  of 
eviction  as  almost  the  same  tiling  as 
suspension  of  payment  of  rent,  and  I 
will  conclude  by  appealing  to  the  House 
not  to  permit  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
a^;ain  to  be  made  the  scapegoats  of 
Liberal  legislation,  and  the  victims  of 
renewed  and  gross  injustice  without 
cause  or  reason. 

Mb.    BOUNDELL    said,    that    any 
claim  which  he  mifht  have  for  asking 
the  indulgence  of  we  House  whilst  he 
addressed  it  upon  that  grave  and  diffi- 
cult subject  must  be  derived  from  the 
fact  that  for  some  months  during  the 
eventful  Session  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Ohurch  he  filled  the  post 
of  Private  Secretary  to  the  then  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland ;    that  in   that 
capacity  he  was  privy  to  every  act  of  the 
Irish  Oovemment;  and  that  since  that 
time  he  had  conceived  an  interest  in  the 
afl^airs  of  the  Irish  people  that  he  should 
never  lose.      He  did  not  presume  to 
address  himself  to  hon.  Members  from 
Ireland,  who  were  so  much  better  in- 
fbrmed  than  himself  upon  all  the  details 
of  this  question.    What  he  ventured  to 
do  as  an  English  Member,  and  as  one 
oloe^y  allied  with  the  landowning  in- 
terest, was  to  address  himself  to  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Membws,  and  to  put 
before  them  arguments  which  should 
remove    the    grave    misapprehensions 
which  existed  as  to  the  character  and 
tendency  of  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  f  Mr.  Chaplin),  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill,  spoke  of 
it  as  assailing  the  rights  of  property,  not 
only  in  Irdumd,  but  indirectly  also  in 
England,  and  as  departing  f^m  every 
principle    of    legislation    in    civilized 
society.      Oompensation   for   improve- 
ments he  could  understand,  but  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  quite  another 
thing ;  and  so  he  renturea  to  say  that 
the  ciroumstanoea  of  the  Irish  tenant 


were  one  thing,  and  the  circumstances  of 
the  English  tenant  were  quite  another. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  just  now  quoted  words 
recently  uttered  by  the  Judge  of  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  whom  he  (Mr. 
Boundell)  held  in  great  respect ;  and,  as 
he  understood  him,  he  mentioned  as  an 
instance  of  the  mischief  which  the  Bill 
would  do  in  the  case  of  certain  land 
which  was  put  up  for  sale,  that  no  more 
than  1 2  years'  purchase  was  bid  for  it.  Of 
course,  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
judge  of  the  relevancy  of  that  statement 
of  tue  learned  Judge  without  being  in- 
formed— first,  whether  the  rent  was  ex- 
cessive ;  and,  secondly,  as  he  shrewedly 
suspected,  whether  the  land  in  question 
was  in  a  distressed  district.  The  olHec- 
tions  which  struck  the  English  mind  in 
particular  with  regard  to  this  Bill  were 
two^first,  that  the  measure  was  novel 
in  principle ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was 
subversive  in  its  tendency  of  the  rifi^hts 
of  property.  He  should  attempt  to  show 
that  neither  of  these  contentions  held 
good.  He  took  his  stand  upon  the  Land 
Act.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  contained  in  the 
Land  Act  of  the  year  1870,  and  that 
being  so,  the  proposal  before  the  House 
was  certainly  not  novel.  He  was  in  no 
way  concerned  to  defend  the  Act  of  1 870, 
which  stood  upon  the  Statute  Book ;  but 
wished  only  for  his  present  purpose  to 
show  that  the  Bill  under  discussion  was 
an  extension  of  the  principles  of  the 
Act,  not  a  departure  mm  tnem.  The 
scope  of  that  Act  might  be  briefly  de- 
scribed as  two-fold — ^first,  in  Ulster,  it 
gave  legal  effect  to  the  existing  tenant 
right ;  and  outside  Ulster  its  o^ect  was 
to  furnish  the  Irish  tenants,  and  especially 
the  small  Irish  farmer,  with  a  safsguard 
analogous  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  in 
the  shape  of  compensation  for  damages 
in  case  of  eviction.  There  was  a  fun- 
damental difference  between  the  English 
and  Irish  tenant,  and  it  was  this — ^that 
the  small  Irish  fiEurmer  had  secured  to 
him  by  law  a  property  in  his  occupancy, 
a  kind  of  vested  right  to  oompensation 
in  case  of  disturbance  from  his  holding. 
That  was  the  main  feature  of  the  Act, 
although  it  did  exclude,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  principle  of  giving  compensa- 
tion for  eviction  in  conseqnenoe  of  non- 
payment of  rent.  He  would  now  endea- 
vour to  prove  that  the  principle  of  re- 
cognising ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
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perfy  for  sale."  It  is  now  farther  pro- 
posed to  make  penal  any  attempt  on  the 
part  of  the  landlord  to  enforce  the  con- 
tract entered  into  between  him  and  his 
tenant,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  puts  it  in 
the  power  of  the  Chairman  of  the  County 
Court  to  fine  the  landlord  to  an  amount 
perhaps  20  times  as  great  as  the  amount 
of  the  rent  he  seeks  to  recover,  for  being 
BO  unreasonable  as  to  look  for  his  just 
rights.  I  will  merely  put  a  case,  the 
figures  of  which  speak  for  themselves.  A 
tenant  owes  a  year's  rent  amounting  to 
£10,  and,  under  ^e  Disturbance  Clause 
of  the  Act  of  1870  and  the  present  Bill, 
the  landlord  who  proceeds  to  recover  this 
rent  may  have  to  pav  £70  to  begin  with, 
as  a  compensation  ior  disturbance,  and 
any  further  amount  which  the  Chaiiman, 
in  his  discretion,  may  see  fit  to  award, 
for  improvements,  manures,  drainage, 
fencing,  and  all  the  various  items  of 
which  tiiese  claims  are  usually  made  up ; 
and  experience  of  the  awards  in  these 
cases  has  shown  that  in  many  of  them 
the  award,  based  upon  verv  slight  oral 
evidence,  has  far  exceeded  the  actual 
disturbance  compensation.  Taking  the 
very  smallest  proportion  to  which  it  is 
likely  this  claim  would  be  reduced  to, 
and  putting  it  at  a  further  sum  of  £30, 
you  are  thus  goinff  to  put  the  landlord 
m  the  position  of  oeing  fined  £100,  be- 
cause he  seeks  to  recover  £10  which  is 
lawfully  due  to  him.  Is  that  the  much- 
boasted  British  senseof  right  and  justice? 
Are  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  going  to  support  such  a  mon- 
strous subversion  of  all  the  principles  of 
the  riehts  of  property  as  uiis  ?  I  ask 
Engli^  Memoers  op^site,  would  they 
countenance  such  legislation,  if  it  were 
proposed  to  apply  it  in  England ;  and, 
if  not,  why  should  they  looJc  calmly  on 
and  see  a  principle  established  which 
will  assuredly  some  day,  not  far  distant, 
recoil  upon  tiieir  own  heads  ?  Sir,  I  do 
not  believe  tixAt  the  Englishman's  love 
of  fair  play  and  freedom  of  contract 
will  permit  many  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  endorse  such  a  policy  as  this ;  but 
that  they  will  rather  adopt  the  manly 
and  indignant  protest  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  South  Northumberland  (Mr. 
Qrey),  who  gave  Notice  of  opposing  a 
Bill  of  a  character  precisely  similar  to 
this  in  principle,  ana  which  I  may  call 
the  motner  of  this  Bill,  in  consequence 
of  the  vadllatinff  and  uncertain  reply 
g^ven   by  Her  Majesty's   Oovemment 


when  appealed  to  for  an  expreaaion  of 
their  policy  on  the  principle  of  the  BilL 
Will  the  right  hon.  (Jenueman  who  has 
introduced  this  Bill  tell  ua  what  is  the 
cause  of  his  sudden  and  extraordinaiy 
change  of  front,  and  what  are  the  zee- 
sons  which  have  changed  his  opinkiiic» 
openly  expressed  one  short  month  age, 
that  suspension  of  eviction  was  almost 
the  same  thing  as  suspension  of  j)^- 
ment  of  rent?    Sir,  I  shall  be  told  that 
these  penalties  are  not  to  attach  to  the 
landlord,  except  in  the  cases  of  the  "Pxo- 
visoes  in  Clause  1,  first  of  which  is,  that 
it  shall  be  proved  to  the  Court  that  the 
tenant  is  unable  to  pay,  caused  by  dis- 
tress.   Now,  Sir,  does  not  everyone  ac- 
quainted with  Ireland  know  mat  any 
tenant  to  whom  it  may  be  inoonTenient 
to  pay  his  rent  will  find  no  difficulty  ra 
swearing,   and  in  accumulating    woof 
after  proof,  that  it  is  distress  and  in- 
ability, and  not  unwillingness  to  pay, 
causes  him  to  be  in  arrear.    The  oeet 
prohandi  to  the  contrary  will  thus  devolve 
upon  the  landlord ;  and  if  a  man  swears 
positively  t&at  he  has  not  the  money, 
and  cannot  make  it,  how  is  the  hudlord 
to  prove  that  he  has  ?    I  should  like  to 
tell  the  House  a  little  incident  whidi 
was  related  to  me  by  an  affent  living  in 
one  of  the  districts  scheduled  to  this 
Bill,   as  having  come  under  his  own 
notice.    A  tenant  came  into  the  office, 
and  begffed  him,  for  charity's  sake,  not 
to  press  him  for  the  rent,  swearing  hj 
eyerj  saint  in  the  calendar  that  he  had 
done  his  best  to  make  it  up,  but  had 
only  succeeded  in  making^  a  part  of  it, 
and  begged  him  to  accept  it  for  the  pre- 
sent on  account,  putting  down  a  roU  of 
notes  on  the  table.    The  rent  was  £8, 
and  on  the  agent  opening  the  roU  he 
saw  there  were  two  £5   and  two  £1 
notes.     "  Why,  Pat,"  said  he,  "  I  only 
want  £8,  and  here  are  £13."     Fkfs 
face  immediately  feU,  and  feeling  in  the 
pocket,    he    replied — "Begorra,    your 
honour,  I  gave  you  the  wrong  roll " ; 
and  it  tiien  turned  out  that,  notwith- 
standing his  protestations  of  poverty, 
he  had  a  second  roll  of  four  £1  notes, 
which  he  was  trying  it  on   with  the 
agent  to  get  him  to  accept,  and  which  he 
probably  would  have  done  had  not  the 
tenant  over-reached  himself.    I  mention 
this  to  illustrate  the  extreme  diffioolfy 
of  disproving  any  tenant's  statement  of 
the  state  of  his  finances.     Now,  Sir, 
what  is  the  2nd  Proviso  f — 
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'*  Thai  tha  tflnant  it  willing  to  oontmne  in  his 
holding  apon  joft  and  reaaonable  tanna  aa  to 
rent,  arrears,  and  otlierwiie»" 

that  is  to  say,  in  other  words,  that  he  is 
willing  and  anzioos  to  continue  without 
paying  the  rent  then  due,  and  to  be 
allowed  to  go  on  aeonmulating  arrears. 
Are  these  just  and  reasonable  terms,  and 
oould  anyone  in  their  senses  say  that 
such  terms  are,  in  the  words  of  me  3rd 
ProTiso,  unreasonably  refused  by  the 
landlord  f  I  maintain  that  the  tiUe  by 
which  it  is  proposed  to  call  this  Act  is 
entirely  erroneous  and  misleading,  and 
that  its  proper  title  is  ''A  Bill  for  the 
Suspension  of  Payment  of  Bent."  I 
say  a  Bill,  as  I  do  not  believe  the  House 
of  Gommons  will  erer  permit  it  to  be- 
come an  Act  of  Parliament.  I  hope  the 
House  will  now  permit  me  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  subject  of  the  much-abused 
dass  to  which  I  haye  the  misfortune  to 
belong — namely,  the  Irish  landlord,  and 
to  record  my  protest  against  the  spirit 
in  which,  both  in  this  House  and  out  of 
it,  Irish  Members  persistently  and  in- 
variably  speak  to  tneir  discredit,  in  a 
manner  calculated  to  stir  up  hatred  and 
ill  blood  between  those  who  should  be, 
and  who  but  for  such  teaching  would 
be,  the  best  of  friends ;  and  I  hope  the 
House  will  grant  me  a  little  special  in- 
dulgence for  trespassing  on  its  time 
when  I  say  that,  though  there  are  Mem- 
bers far  more  entitl^  than  myself  to 
take  up  its  time  on  the  general  ques- 
tion, I  believe  I  am  the  sole  Represen- 
tative on  this  side  of  the  House  of  the 
landed  interest  in  the  scheduled  districts. 
A  poster,  which  is  a  fair  specimen  of 
those  which  are  habitually  issued  and 
placarded  over  the  country,  came  to  my 
hands  a  faw  days  aso,  and  if  the  House 
will  allow  me,  1  wul  read  it,  to  show  to 
those  Gentlemen  who  are  not  connected 
with  Ireland  the  vituneration  and  abuse 
which  is  systematically  showered  upon 
the  Irish  landlord.  I  may  also  say  that 
the  meeting  called  bv  tms  poster  is  to 
be  held  on  an  estate,  the  owner  of  which 
bears  a  name  pre-eminently  high  among 
Irish  landlords,  as  remarkable  for  kind- 
ness, chari^,  and  generosity  in  all  his 
dealings  with  those  depenoent  on  him, 
and  who  has  habitually  Deen  one  of  the 
largest  employers  of  labour,  and  is  now 
escpending  large  sums  in  this  veiy  dis- 
trict— I  mean  the  present  Lord  Ardi- 
laan,  better  known  to  hon.  Members  of 
this  House  as  Sir  Arthur  Ouinness. 


«  The  Land  for  the  People ! 

« A  Honater  Land  Meeting  will  be  held  at 
Gong,  on  Sondav,  the  11th  of  July,  1880,  for 
the  pmpose  of  furthering  the  interests  of  the 
Land  Movement ;  to  denoonce  acts  of  tyrannj 
and  oppression,  and,  paramoont  aboye  all,  to  re- 
▼ire  and  difftise  among  Irishmen  the  nndying 
spirit  of  Nationality. 

•<<The  land  of  Ireland — ^the  land  of  every 
country — ^belongs  to  the  people  of  that  country.' 
— John  Stuabt  Mill. 

'*  *  Qod  made  the  land  free  for  all,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  rent  under  any  circumstances,  in 
prosperous  times  or  bad  times,  is  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  an  unjust  and  immoral  tax  upon 
the  industry  of  the  people.' — Hiohabl  Davht. 


«  <  Under  what  is  called  the  **  freest  Constitu« 
tion  in  the  world,"  the  millians  must  cease  to  be 
the  slaves  of  the  few.  If  law  does  not  aooom- 
plish  the  change,  then  nature  herself  must  only 
step  in,  work  up  her  opportunity,  seize  it  at  the 
proper  moment,  and  repair  and  compensate  for 
the  wrongs  of  delayed  redress  by  ai>propriation 
more  extensive  than  the  concessions  which 
were  humbly  and  constitutionaUy,  but  vainly, 
claimed.  .  .  .  Such  an  event  may  be  dis- 
tant ;  but  so  sure  as  '*  ^ogress'*  is  the  motto  of 
civilized  mankind,  so  sure  wUl  that  event  be 
realised  if  not  averted  by  legislative  justice.' — 
— TA#  Jriih  Landlord  nnet  th$  Revolution,  by  the 
Rev.  P.  Latbllb,  P.P.,  Cong. 

" '  Keep  a  firm  mp  of  your  homesteads.' — 
Chablbs  Stbwa&t  Pabnbll,  Esq.,  M.P. 

"Yes,  stick  to  your  homesteads.  Men  of 
Mayo  and  Gkdway,  assemble  in  your  thousands 
at  Cong,  on  the  11th  July,  and  avow  your  re- 
solve to  prosecute  the  Land  War,  until  you 
achieve  the  abolition  of  the  Usurper  of  your 
Gk>d-given  inheritance. 

'  *  Several  Members  of  Parliament  are  expected 
to  attend,  includixig  Messrs.  Charles  S.  Pamell, 
O'Connor  Power,  Kev.  I.  Nelson,  J.  G.  Biggar, 
fto.,  &0. 

'*  The  Iriah  National  Land  League  will  be  re- 
presented by  Messrs.  T.  Brennan,  0*8nllivan, 
^yion,  and  Kettle.  Several  oUier  eminent 
public  speakers  will  attend.  Down  with  Ty- 
ranny and  Oppeasion !  Away  with  that  hated 
institution  called  Landlordism. 

*'  Gk>d  save  Ireland  and  the  people  1 " 

Anyone  not  acquainted  with  Ireland 
might  well  believe  that  the  Iriah  land- 
lora,  aa  a  rule,  ia  a  thing  to  be  ab- 
horred and  turned  from  in  disgust,  aa 
incapable  of  any  sympathy  with  distress 
and  suffering,  and  a  mere  machine  for 
SQueering  the  last  Dossible  shilling  out 
of  his  tenantry  and  turning  every  op- 

Sortunity  to  his  own  account  and  prom, 
ir,  it  ia  only  those  who  live  in  the  coun- 
try and  among  the  people,  and  who 
have  some  connection — not  a  connection 
bom  yesterday — ^with  them  and  their 
interei^  who  know  the  sacrifices  that 
have  becm  made  and  the  sums  that  have 
been  expended  by  Irish  landlords  in  the 
relief  of  distress ;  and  I  say  that  tho 


1185 


OmpemaUtm  fbr         (COMMONS)    Dkimim^  {h^Umi)  BiB.    1116 


way  in  wbicli  ihor  eflbrte  aie  sneered 
at»  amr  aactifioes  made  Hghi  of^  and 
&eir  ao(B  and  mteniiooa  wflfnllj  per- 
rerted,  distorted,  and  misrepresented  is 
enongh  to  dry  ud  the  milk  of  human 
kindness  in  any  oreast,  and  dirert  the 
stream  of  self-denying  expenditure  to 
any  other  land,  rallier  than  one  where, 
no  matter  what  is  done,  or  however 
Kood  the  object,  a  sinister  motive  is 
round  and  applied,  without  the  slightest 
grounds  or  tne  slightest  compunction, 
and  where  facts  are  wilfully  perverted, 
and  the  grossest  misrepresentations  are 
of  daily  and  hourly  occurrence.  In  what 
position  is  it  now  propoeed  to  put  the 
umdlord?  Why,  in  the  position  of 
evex^thing  to  pay,  and  nothmg  to  pay 
it  with,  as  the  Government  proposes  to 
suspend  the  payment  of  rent.  I  put  a 
Question  to  uie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land the  other  night,  and  several  other 
hon.  Members  put  similar  Questions, 
with  a  view  of  ascertcdning  whether  the 
Qovemment  proposed  to  insert  any  con- 
euzrent  proposal  of  relief  for  the  class 
tiiey  propose  to  ruin ;  but,  bein^  an  in- 
convenient view  of  the  matter,  we  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declined  to  give  us  any 
answer,  and  challenged  us  to  bring  for- 
ward those  arguments  when  the  Bifi  was 
being  discussed  by  the  House.  Well, 
Sir,  I  now  ask  Her  Majesty's  (Govern- 
ment, whether,  as  they  propose  to  take 
away  from  us  tiie  means  of  paving  our 
debts  and  just  demands,  whether  they 
are  prepared  to  forego  tiie  payment  by 
ns  of  all  the  charffes  and  tiaes  now 
payable  bv  us  to  the  Crown — namely. 
Income  Tax,  tithe  rent-charge,  quit, 
and  Crown  rents,  succession  duties,  and 
all  other  items  of  Imperial  taxation  in- 
cidental to  the  ownership  of  property? 
Whether  they  are  prepared  to  provide 
far  the  pajrment  of  poor's  rates  and 
county  rates  now  pavable  by  us,  and  the 
latter  of  which  has  latterlv  been  largely 
increased  by  the  Belief  of  Distress  Act, 
which  imposes  half  the  repayment  of  the 
borrowed  moneys  upon  die  landlord? 
And  I  further  ask  them  whether,  as 
they  are  goingto  make  it  penal  for  the 
landlord  to  aUempt  to  recover  his  rent, 
they  will  in  common  Justice  extend  the 
ininoi^le  to  holders  of  charges  of  various 
kinds  mddental  to  landed  property,  and 
make  it  equally  penal  on  sudi  persons  if 
they  require  to  be  paid  either  mterest  or 
principal,  annuity  or  rent-charge,  during 
the  continuance  of  this  monstrous  propo- 

J&.  Ihtt0nham 


sition  f   Can  aByome  saj  that  this  ia  sot 

simple  common  sense  andjnstioe,  andtiiat 
English  legislation  is  not  bound  to  pro- 
tect by  even-handed  justice  the  interaate 
of  all  dasses  with  whom  the  |uupogpd 
measure  is  to  deal?    Now,  Sir,  irliife 
protesting    in    the    strooKeei    mmmnmr 
against  t£e  {winoi^es  of  the  Bill  wliick 
is  before  the  House,  do  not  lot  me  for 
a  moment  be  suraosed  to  ayimwitliiaa 
with  any  landlord  who,  in  a  time  of  dis- 
tress and  suffering,  should  hasahlj  make 
use  of  the  powers  now  vested  in  him  bj 
law,  where  he  knew  that  the  r^ita  wwe 
not  paid  from  real   distress,   ov  tnma 
causes  beyond  the  tenants'  oonttoL     I 
believe  the  men  who  would  so  act  ara 
very  few  indeed,  and  would  oertainlj  be 
no  Mends  of  mine;  and  it  is  a  w«ll- 
known  £gu^  that  an  ejectm^it  for  non- 
payment of  rent  is,  in  a  large  maiontT 
of  cases,  simply  the  instrument  for  com- 
pelling the  unwilling,  ra^er  than  thoee 
unable  to  pay.  It  is  aliso  weU  known  that 
for  one  ejectment  decree  which  is  ez«- 
cuted,  10  are  either  settled  before  eaceoii- 
tion  or  redeemed  during  the  six  months 
allowed  for  redemption.    Lest  anyone 
may  retort — "Does  this  man  practioe 
what  he  preaches  ?"  I  will  merety  any 
for  the  information  of  the  Houae  that 
on  my  own  estate  there  are  upwards  of 
400  tenancies,  and  in  tiie  last  10  yean 
I  have  had  two  ejectments  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  aSad  two  from  other 
causes.    The  power  of  ejecting  for  non- 

Eayment  of  rent  is  the  only  handle  a 
mdlord  has  over  a  refractory  and  un- 
willing tenant,  and  if  you  take  away 
that  power  by  this  penal  legislation,  I 
have  no  hesitation  m  saying  that  yon 
will  convert  the  whole  area  of  the  sche- 
duled districts  into  one  of  self-dedared 
patipers;  so  self-dedared  for  the  par- 
pose  of  bringing  themselves  within  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  avoidinff  the 

S.yment  of  rent.  I  have  lived  aU  my 
e  in  dose  and  intimate  reiationa  with 
the  people,  and  I  warn  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment  that  if  they  pertnat  m  this 
hastily  considered  and  ul-advised  intsr- 
ferenoe  with  the  rights  of  proper^  thsj 
are  simply  pandermg  to  tnat  agitatioQ 
which  IS  the  curse  of  that  unmtanste 
country;  they  are  letting  in  the  thin 
end  of  ^e  a^fitator^s  we^^ ;  they  will 
dangeroudy  mcrease  the  tendon  of  the 
rdations,  which  unfortunatdy  exists  in 
some  districts,  between  landlord  and 
tenant ;  they  will  embitter  the  feehags 
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irliiok  abMtdj  exist;  they  will  raise  a 
fri^htfiil  crop  of  Utimtion  and  dis- 
oontent ;  they  will  render  it  impossible 
to  oolleot  rents  josily  due ;  and  tney  will 
stop  the  flow  A  private  expenditure  on 
the  part  of  the  landlords,  who  will  no 
longer  hare  reeonroes  to  draw  upon, 
and  on  many  of  these  who  are  now 
heavily  hardened  they  wiU  bring  ruin. 
Sir,  the  stAngest  argument  I  can  use 
af^ainst  &e  Bill  are  the  words  of  the 
rig^ht  hon.  Qentleman  himself,  at  the 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  when  he 
stated  that  he  oonndered  suspension  of 
eviction  as  almost  the  same  thing  as 
Buroenoion  of  payment  of  rent,  and  I 
will  conclude  by  appealing  to  the  House 
not  to  permit  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
a^^ain  to  be  made  the  scapegoats  of 
Laberal  legislation,  and  the  victims  of 
renewed  and  gross  injustice  without 
oanse  or  reason. 

li&.    BOUNDELL   said,    that   any 
daim  which  he  mieht  have  for  asking 
the  indulgence  of  we  House  whilst  he 
addressed  it  upon  that  grave  and  diffl- 
emit  subject  must  be  derived  from  the 
faet  that  for  some  months  during  the 
eventfol  Session  of  the  disestablishment 
of  the  Irish  Church  he  filled  the  post 
of  Private  Secretary  to  the  then  Lord 
lieutenant  of  Ireland  ;    that  in   that 
capacity  he  was  privy  to  every  act  of  the 
Irish  CioTemment;  and  that  since  that 
time  he  had  conceived  an  interest  in  the 
aflturs  of  the  Irish  people  that  he  should 
never  lose.      He  aid  not  presume  to 
address  himself  to  hon.  Members  from 
Irdand,  who  were  so  much  better  in- 
formed than  himself  upon  all  the  details 
of  this  question.    What  he  ventured  to 
do  as  an  English  Member,  and  as  one 
oloeely  allied  with  the  landowning  in- 
terest, was  to  address  himself  to  JEIng- 
lidi  and  Scotch  Members,  and  to  put 
before  them  arguments  which  should 
remove    the    grave    misapprehensions 
which  existed  as  to  the  cnaracter  and 
tendency  of  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  linoolnshire  (Mr.  Ohaplin),  who 
moved  &e  rejection  ox  the  Bill,  spoke  of 
it  as  assailing  Uie  rights  of  proper^r*  not 
only  in  IreUnd,  but  indirectly  also  in 
Kiglaad,  and  as  departing^  from  every 
prindpls   of    legislation    in    civilised 
society.      Compensation   for   improve- 
ments he  oonld  understand,  but  compen- 
sation for  disturbance  was  auite  another 
thing ;  and  so  he  ventured  to  say  that 
the  oironmstanoes  of  the  Irish  tenant 


were  one  thing,  and  the  circumstances  of 
the  English  tenant  were  quite  anotiier. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr. 
Tottenham)  had  just  now  quoted  words 
recentlv  uttered  by  the  Judge  of  the 
Landed  Estates  Court,  whom  he  ^r. 
Boundell)  held  in  great  respect ;  and,  as 
he  understood  him,  he  mentioned  as  an 
instance  of  the  mischief  which  the  Bill 
would  do  in  the  case  of  certain  land 
which  was  put  up  for  sale,  that  no  more 
than  1 2  years'  purchase  was  bid  for  it.  Of 
course,  it  was  impossible  for  them  to 
judge  of  the  relevancy  of  that  statement 
of  me  learned  Judge  without  being  in- 
formed— first,  whether  the  rent  was  ex- 
cessive ;  and,  secondly,  as  he  shrewedly 
suspected,  whetiier  the  land  in  question 
was  in  a  distressed  district.  The  olriec- 
tions  which  struck  the  English  mind  in 
particular  with  regard  to  this  Bill  were 
two— first,  that  the  measure  was  novel 
in  principle ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  was 
subversive  in  its  tendency  of  the  rights 
of  property.  He  should  attempt  to  Slow 
that  neither  of  these  contentions  held 
ffood.  He  took  his  stand  upon  the  Land 
Act.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  contained  in  &e 
Land  Act  of  the  year  1870,  and  that 
being  so,  the  proposal  before  the  House 
was  certainly  not  novel.  He  was  in  no 
way  concerned  to  defend  the  Act  of  1 870, 
which  stood  upon  the  Statute  Book ;  but 
wi^ed  only  for  his  present  purpose  to 
show  that  the  BOl  under  discussion  was 
an  extension  of  the  principles  of  &e 
Act,  not  a  departure  nom  tnem.  The 
scope  of  that  Act  might  be  briefly  de- 
scribed as  two-fold-^rst,  in  Ulster,  it 
gave  legal  e£fect  to  the  existing  tenant 
right ;  and  outside  Ulster  its  object  was 
to  furnish  the  Irish  tenants,  anderoedally 
the  small  Irish  farmer,  with  a  safeguard 
analogous  to  the  Ulster  tenant  right  in 
the  shape  of  compensation  for  damages 
in  case  of  eriotion.  There  was  a  ran- 
damental  difference  between  the  English 
and  Irish  tenant,  and  it  was  this — ^that 
the  small  Irish  former  had  secured  to 
him  l^  law  a  propertyin  his  occupancy, 
a  kind  of  vested  right  to  compensajion 
in  case  of  disturbance  from  his  holding. 
That  was  the  main  feature  of  the  Act, 
although  it  did  exclude,  as  a  general 
rule,  the  principle  of  giving  compensa- 
tion for  eviction  in  consequence  of  non- 
payment of  rent.  He  would  now  endea- 
vour to  prove  tiiat  the  principle  of  re- 
cognising ijeotment  for  no&*payment  of 
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rent  as  diBtnrbance  by  the  landlord  was 
to  be  found  both  explicitly  and  implicitly 
in  the  existing  L^d  Act.  If  he  suc- 
ceeded in  that  contention,  he  should 
haye  refuted  the  objection  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill  was  a  novel  one,  and 
quite  unknown  to  existing  legisla- 
tion ;  and  it  would,  to  a  certain  extent, 
make  good  the  further  contention 
that  the  Bill  was  not  subyersiTe  of  the 
rights  of  property.  He  thought,  how- 
CTer,  that  he  should  be  able  to  show, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  that 
this  principle  was  to  be  found  in  the 
existmg  Act.  Now,  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  consider  one  or  two  main 
features  of  the  9th  and  18th  sections  of 
the  Land  Act.  It  was  stated,  no  doubt, 
that  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent 
should  not  be  deemed  disturbance  of 
the  tenant.  But  several  speakers,  and 
among  them  the  hon.  Member  for  Lei- 
trim,  had  lost  sight  of  the  important 
fact  that  further  on,  in  the  same  section, 
it  was  stated  that  if  in  regard  to  hold- 
ings let  at  an  annual  rent  not  exceeding 
£15  the  Court  should  certify  that  the 
non-payment  of  rent  causing  tiie  eviction 
had  arisen  from  the  reut  being  exorbi- 
tant, then  that  might  be  treated  as  a 
disturbance  by  the  landlord.  But  the 
case  did  not  stop  there.  It  would  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that,  in  the 
form  in  which  this  section  was  sent  up 
in  the  first  instance  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  it  did  not  limit  the  Court  to  the 
consideration  of  the  exorbitancy  of  the 
rent;  but  it  empowered  the  Court  on 
special  grounds  to  consider  whether 
such  ejectment  were  a  disturbance  or 
not.  &e  miffht  fairly  argue  from  that 
that,  so  far  Irom  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  being  novel,  it  was  one  which  a 
majority  of  that  House  had  sanctioned  in 
1870,  and  lone  before  the  anti-rent  agi- 
tation, the  influence  to  which  that  Bill 
was  attributed.  Therefore,  as  the  Land 
Bill  originally  went  up  to  the  other  House 
it  had  even  a  wider  scope  than  the  Bill 
before  the  House.  He  must  ask  the  House 
for  a  moment  to  consider  the  terms  of  the 
18th  section,  commonly  known  as  the 
Equities  Section,  which  regulated  the 
whole  maohinerv  of  the  Act.  The  Court 
was  empowered,  in  case  of  any  claim 
between  landlord  and  tenant,  to  take 
into  consideration  any  unreasonable  con- 
duct of  either  party,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  section  the  House  would  find  words 
precisely  similar  to  those  in  this  Bill — 
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<' If  the  tenant  WM  wOHiig  to 
oocapation  of  hit  l*AMmy  upon  jitst 
able  tenns." 

By  the  9th  section,  the  Court 
powered  toconsider  exorbitant  rent  as 
of  those  special  cases  imder  whidi  cji 
ment  for  non-payment  of  rent 
turbance.    That  section  gmve  the  Oovit  a 
certain  discretion,  within  narrow  limiftB. 
which  the  present  Bill  extended,  but  noL 
so  far  as  a  majority  of  theHonae  -proipomi 
to  carry  it,  as  the  Land  Bill  wMit  m  to 
the  House  of  Lords ;  for,  if  the  BilC  w 
originaUy  sanctioned  by  that  Honse^  had 
become  law,  under  the  terms  "^»eeial 
grounds,"  any  other  reason  ooiald  haie 
been  assigned  as  good  cause  for  treat- 
ing ejectment  for  non-paymoit  of  reaft 
as  disturbance.    But  tiiis  latitade  was 
avoided  by  the  limited  character  of  ths 
Government  Bill,  for  it  would  be  re- 
marked that  the  GK>vemm6nt  Bill  was 
strictiy  limited  both  in  time,  looaUtj,  and 
object.    The  Act  empowered  tiie  Ooort  to 
treat  exorbitant  rent  asa  cause  of  disturb- 
ance by  the  landlord,  and  entitlinig  ths 
tenant  to  compensation ;  but  what  ths 
BiUdidwas  to  treat  severe  distress^  whkh, 
to  use  the  expressive  lanmage  of  ib§ 
lawyers,  was  the  act  of  God,  as  An*JtJing 
the  tenaot  to  compensation  in  case  of 
ejectment,  and  thus  preventing  a  landlord 
from  taking  advantage  of  the  Act  so 
as  to  deprive  his  tenant  of  the  right  of 
compensation,  which,  under  the  Act,  he 
ought  to  receive.    So  far,  he  had  dealt 
witii  the  statement  that  the  Bill  was 
novel  in  principle ;  now  he  would  refo 
to  the  objection,  so  much  dwelt  opoa. 
that  the  Bill  dealt  unfairly  with  the  Iriak 
landlord.     The  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Tottenham)  had  said  unoar  the 
Bill  the  landlord  had  everything  to  pay, 
and  nothine  to  pay  it.     Another  ex- 
pression he  had  used  was,  that  a  tenant 
might  emigrate  with  the  plunder  of  the 
landlord  in  his  pocket ;    and  he  alio 
spoke  of  the  BUI  as  an  act  of  oonfisoa- 
tion,  and  totally  subversive  of  the  righti 
of  property.    He  (Mr.  Eoundell}  must 
venture  to  make  some  remarks  on  those 
observations,  because  it  appeared  to  lum 
that  they  were  not  borne  out  by  the  facts 
of  the  case.    It  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
landlord  was  compelled  to  pav  oompeois- 
tion  to  the  tenant.    He  understood  ih» 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  make  ^e  hard 
and  unconscientious  landlord  eonform  to 
the  practice  of  the  good  one.    That  wu 
the  principle  of  the  Land  Act,  and  that 
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he  understood  to  be  the  prinoiple  of  the 
Bill.  How  oould  it  be  said  that  the 
tenant  might  emigrate  with  the  plunder 
of  the  landlord  in  his  pooket,  when  he 
must  pa  J  out  of  the  compensation  money 
the  arrears  of  rent  to  the  landlord,  and 
only  retain  what  he  had  paid  for  im- 
proTements  of  his  own  ?  There  was  a 
cardinal  distinction  between  the  state  of 
things  in  England  and  Ireland.  English 
Members  wonld  be  surprised  when  he 
mentioned  the  fact  that  there  was  an 
Irish  landlord  with  an  income  of  from 
£15,000  to  £20,000,  made  up  of  a  rental 
averaging  £5  per  annum.  The  estimated 
number  of  small  farms  was  nearly 
400,000.  When  he  remembered  what 
fen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  lin- 
oolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin)  as  to  the  differ- 
ence between  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance and  compensation  for  improTC- 
xnents,  he  could  not  help  thinkmg  of 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  Fri- 
day last,  about  the  number  of  evictions, 
and  of  the  way  in  which  the  officers 
had  to  be  protected  by  almost  a  small 
army.  A  well-known  authority  on  the 
Bubjeot — ^Mr.  Baldwin  of  Olasneyin — 
had  stated  as  a  rule  that  a  farmer 
who  derired  all  his  income  from  land 
could  not  support  himself  and  his  family 
on  a  rental  below  £8  a-year,  while  the 
greater  number  of  them  below  that  figure 
eked  out  a  miserable  existence.  Then, 
it  mifl^t  be  asked,  why  did  these  poor 
peo|&  oHng  to  their  land  with  such 
umpet-like  tenacity  ?  That  question  was 
answered  by  the  statement  appearing  in 
Ae  eridence  before  the  DcTon  Com- 
mission, that  the  possession  of  land, 
howerer  small,  was  becoming  the  only 
security  for  the  supply  of  food,  and  that 
to  lose  this  security  was  to  risk  the  Tcry 
existence  of  the  fkmily  from  which  it  was 
taken.  It  followed  that  it  was  by  no 
means  untrue  to  say  that  eyiotion,  in  the 
eyes  of  many  of  the  peasantry,  was  tan- 
tamount to  a  sentence  of  death.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  connect  the  sub- 
ject of  the  small  farmers,  with  which  the 
j9fll  was  mainly  to  deal,  with  the  further 
foot,  which  was  admitted  by  all  who 
)mew  Ireland,  that  the  agrarian  outrages 
of  which  so  much  had  been  heard  in  tilie 
distressed  district,  mainly  occurred  in 
connection  with  the  small  farmers.  When 
be  was  in  Ireland,  it  was  his  fortune  to 
be  tfa«e  at  a  time  when  eriotions  were 
flrsqasnt  and  agrarian  ontragse  were  rife. 


It  was  an  incident  of  agrarian  outrage 
that  it  went  undiscoTered,  and  the  im- 
punity which  attended  outraee  had  the 
effect  of  producing  it.  At  the  time  to 
which  he  referred  they  occurred  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  amount  in  time  almost 
to  a  state  of  civil  war ;  and  it  was  neces- 
sary, for  the  vindication  of  law  and  the 
cause  of  order,  to  pass  the  Westmeath 
Act,  which  was  scarcely  to  be  distin- 
guished from  a  proclamation  of  martial 
law.  It  was  because  he  remembered 
those  things,  in  common  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  K  Forster),  that  he 
shrank  from  a  repetition  of  such  proceed- 
ings, and  he  supported  the  BiU  before 
the  House.  The  Bill  was  strictly  limited 
in  time,  locality,  and  in  object,  and  was 
p^moted  on  the  lines  and  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Land  Act.  He  regretted  the  neces- 
sity for  its  introduction,  and  he  admitted 
the  grave  difficulty  of  the  subject ;  but 
in  politics  it  was  not  a  question  of  diffi- 
culty, but  of  choosinff  between  the  greater 
and  the  less  difficultv ;  and  he  believed 
that  by  passing  the  BiU  the  greater  diffi- 
culty would  be  avoided.  After  all,  while 
admitting  the  difficulty,  he  was  content 
to  rest  his  defence  of  the  measure  on  the 
plea  put  forward  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment m  defence  of  their  policy  for  the 
relief  of  distress,  that  it  was  one  of  excep- 
tional legislation  to  meet  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances, and,  as  an  exceptional  mea- 
sure of  relief,  not  subject  to  the  criticisms 
which  its  provisions  would  excite  if  it 
were  based  on  ordinary  financial  grounds. 
Mb.  BBODRICE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  or  even  material  to 
consider  the  question  which  had  just 
been  raised,  whether  the  Bill  was  or 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Land  Act.  He  would  much 
rather  have  heard  the  last  speaker 
TMr.  Boundell)  address  himself  to  the 
mcts  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  and 
attempt  to  rebut  the  assertions  made 
on  the  authority  of  the  best  land- 
lords of  Ireland.  His  (Mr.  Brodrick's) 
objection  was  that  the  supporters  of  the 
Bui  took  too  much  for  granted,  and  ad- 
duced too  little  of  fact  and  argument  to 
support  the  case.  The  hon.  and  learned 
(Gentleman  the  Solicitor  (General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  had  api>ealed 
to  the  House  not  to  treat  the  question  as 
one  between  dass  and  dass,  and  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  shared  the  desire  not  to  do  so ; 
but  the  Chief  Secretary  had  leagued 
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himself  with  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
who  did  treat  the  question  as  one  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  and  while 
he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  was  sorry  it  had  been 
so  treated,  he  could  not  ignore  the  fact 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  appeared  unable 
to  divest  himself  of  their  sentiments  and 
to  use  simple  and  relevant  arguments. 
Many  arguments  had  been  brought  for- 
ward ;  but  had  they  been  supported  by 
facts?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  insinuated 
the  other  night  that  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land had,  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  been  gradually  putting  up  the  rents 
until  they  were  only  just  outside  the 
word  <*  exorbitant ;  "  but  he  had  cast 
such  statements  broadcast  throughout 
the  country  without  any  facts  or  figures 
to  prove  tiiem.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  when  he 
rose  in  his  place,  late  at  night,  to  brinff 
in  his  Bill,  the  principle  of  which  had 
been  accepted  by  the  Government,  com- 
plained bitterly  of  the  action  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  in  regard  to  their 
tenants ;  but  not  a  single  fact  had  been 
brought  forward  in  support  of  that 
suggestion.  No  one  had  shown  that 
the  suggestion  had  the  slightest  foun- 
dation. Not  a  single  case  of  unrighteous 
and  wrongful  eviction  had  been  adduced ; 
but  such  a  revolutionary  measure  ought 
surely  to  be  supported  by  facts  which 
would  show  that  there  was  a  real  and 
genuine  evil  to  be  redressed.  In  reply 
to  a  question  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Haddingtonshire  (Lord 
Elcho)  about  the  distress  of  1847,  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  did  not  contemplate  unusual 
measures  to  meet  it ;  but  it  was  added 
that  the  Land  Act  had  not  then  been 
passed.  Was  it  to  be  inferred  from  this 
that  now,  10  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act,  there  was  less  security 
than  there  was  before?  If  landlords 
generally  had  not  been  exercising  their 
rights  wrongfully,  why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  show  that  he  was  not 
legislating  for  all  landlords,  but  only  for 
the  exceptions?  It  was  equally  untrue 
to  sav  tnat  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  the  bone  and  sinew  necessary  for  the 
improvement  of  the  land  had  been  sup- 
plied b  J  the  tenants.  It  must  be  patent 
to  everybodr  that  the  essence  of  the 
legislation  of  1870  was  that  it  forced  the 
landlord  to  spend  mon^  on  his  estate 
out  (^  his  own  pooketi  whetrever  loans 
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were  made  to  him  or  to  the  tenant,  vilb 
power  to  the  tenant  to  daim  compensatkic 
if  he  were  evicted.  In  any  caae  Uie  moMT 
came  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  landkri 
If  this  Bill  were  exceptional — and  it  wm 
admitted  that  it  was  broagbt  in  in  as 
exceptional  time— there  was  all  the  mort 
reason  to  take  care  that  this  ezpenmsstd 
and  exceptional  Bill  did  not  deal  v^ 
oases  other  than  those  for  which  it  vai 
intended.    The  right  hon.    Gentlsoii 
told  them  he  did  not  impeach^  landkris 
generally,  and  proposed  to  legislate  ob}j 
for  exceptions ;  and  yet  by  this  ^11  1m 
proposed  to  deal  with  a  mr  larger  dstf 
than  that  which  could  be  induded  nndc* 
this  head.      To  punish  all  landlords  wn 
notthedesireof  the  righthon.  Gentlemaa; 
but  it  was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Membon 
from  Ireland  below  the  (Jangway  on  tb 
Opposition  side.  They  did  not  regard  th« 
Bill  in  the  light  of  a  final  settlemeat  of 
their  claims.   It  was  a  Bill  stating  a  prin- 
ciple which  they  desired  to  see  cmxA 
further  in  the  future.  The  hon.  Mambar 
for  Ma^o  would  be  found  as  tenaaous  of 
his  object  as  Shylock  was  of  his  hcnA, 
though,  at  present,  he  would  not  daia 
the  whole  at  once,  but  was  pr^tared 
to  accept  a  part  if   helped   to  it  ^7 
the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.    The  object  of  these  hofi. 
Members  was  rather  to  keep  the  qp^- 
tion  alive  by  this  Bill  than  to  aitif* 
at  any  final  settlement;   but   ha  O^- 
Brodrick)  trusted  that  the  House  woqm 
not    sanction   legislation  which  would 
have  that  effect,  and  stamp  it  with  the 
approval  of  Government  and    Parljs- 
ment.    What  he  wished  to  ask  the  CSun 
Secretary  for  Ireland  was,  whether  h« 
thought  in  keeping  the  question  slite 
in  that  way  by  bringing  in  a  ten  minv^ 
Bill  he  was  really  acting  in  a  way  ^^ 
would  strength^i  the  hands  of  the  1^ 
in  Ireland,  and  promote  order  and  good 
government?     By   the   Bill  landlords 
who    had  spent  large  sums  on   thtt' 
estates    for    improvements    would  be 
placed  in  the  same  category  with  th^ 
who  had  not  expended  a  farthing.    Be 
deprecated  forcing  the  good   landlord 
into  the  same  category  with  the  bad 
one,  against  whom  it  might  be  right  to 
provide  by   law.      There   were  thrjj^ 
classes  of  estates  affected  by  the  Bi^ 
One  of  these  consisted  of  land  redaiiBed 
from  the  bog  bv  the  tenants.  There  wei«» 
undoubtedly,   large  traets  of   ^^^ 
which  were  worth  nothing  to  the  Usd- 
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lie  aoderatood  to  be  the  prinoiple  of  the 
BUI.    How  could  it  be  said  that  the 
tenant  might  emigrate  with  the  plunder 
of  the  landlord  in  his  pocket,  when  he 
must  paj  out  of  the  compensation  money 
the  arrears  of  rent  to  the  landlord,  and 
only  retain  what  he  had  paid  for  im- 
prorements  of  his  own  ?    There  was  a 
cardinal  distinction  between  the  state  of 
things  in  England  and  Ireland.    English 
Members  would  be  surprised  when  he 
mentioned  the  fact  that  there  was  an 
Irish  landlord  with  an  income  of  from 
£15,000  to  £20,000,  made  up  of  a  rental 
averaging  £5  per  annum.  The  estimated 
number    of  small   farms    was   nearly 
400,000.     When  he  remembered  what 
fell  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lin- 
colnshire (Mr.  Chaplin)  as  to  the  differ- 
ence between  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance  and   compensation  for   improve- 
ments, he  could  not  help  thinkmg  of 
what  fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  Fri- 
day last,  about  the  number  of  evictions, 
and  of  the  way  in  which  the  officers 
had  to  be  protected  by  almost  a  small 
army.     A  well-known  authority  on  the 
subject — ^Mr.  Baldwin  of  Olaimevin — 
had  stated  as  a  rule  that   a  farmer 
who  derived  all  his  income  from  land 
could  not  support  himself  and  his  family 
on  a  rental  below  £8  a-year,  while  the 
greater  number  of  them  below  that  figure 
eked  out  a  miserable  existence.    Then, 
it  miffht  be  asked,  why  did  these  poor 
people  cUng  to  their  land  with  such 
umpet-Uke  tenacity  ?    That  question  was 
answered  by  the  statement  appearing  in 
the  evidence   before  the  Devon  Obm- 
mission,   that  the   possession  of  land, 
however  small,  was  becoming  the  only 
•eoority  for  the  supply  of  food,  and  that 
to  lose  this  security  was  to  risk  the  very 
existence  of  the  funilyfrom  which  it  was 
taken.    It  followed  that  it  was  by  no 
means  untrue  to  say  that  eviction,  in  the 
ejes  of  many  of  the  peasantry,  was  tan- 
tamount to  a  sentence  of  death.    He 
would  ask  the  House  to  connect  the  sub- 
jeet  of  the  small  farmers,  with  which  the 
Bill  was  mainly  to  deal,  with  the  further 
^Mst,  whidh  was   admitted  by  all  who 
knew  Ireland,  that  the  agrarian  outrages 
of  which  so  much  had  been  heard  in  ue 
^stressed  district,  mainly  occurred  in 
^<"niectionwidi  the  small  farmers.  When 
ke  was  in  Ireland,  it  was  his  fortune  to 
P^ttme  at  a  time  when  evictions  were 
friq[iiflnt  and  agrarian  outragea  were  rife. 


It  was  an  incident  of  agrarian  outrage 
that  it  went  undisoover^,  and  the  im- 
punity which  attended  outraee  had  the 
effect  of  producing  it.  At  the  time  to 
which  he  referred  they  occurred  to  such 
an  extent  as  to  amount  in  time  almost 
to  a  state  of  civil  war ;  and  it  was  neces- 
sary, for  the  vindication  of  law  and  the 
cause  of  order,  to  pass  the  Westmeath 
Act,  which  was  scarcely  to  be  distin- 
guished from  a  proclamation  of  martial 
law.  It  was  because  he  remembered 
those  things,  in  common  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  that  he 
shrank  from  a  repetition  of  such  proceed- 
ings, and  he  supported  the  Bill  before 
the  House.  The  Bill  was  strictly  limited 
in  time,  locality,  and  in  object,  and  was 
p^moted  on  the  lines  and  in  the  spirit  of 
the  Land  Act.  He  regretted  the  neces- 
sity for  its  introduction,  and  he  admitted 
the  grave  difficulty  of  the  subject ;  but 
in  politics  it  was  not  a  question  of  diffi- 
culty, but  of  choosinff  between  the  greater 
and  the  less  difficulty ;  and  he  believed 
that  by  passing  the  Bill  the  greater  diffi- 
culty would  be  avoided.  After  all,  while 
admitting  the  difficul^,  he  was  content 
to  rest  his  defence  of  the  measure  on  the 
plea  put  forward  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment m  defence  of  their  policy  for  the 
relief  of  distress,  that  it  was  one  of  excep- 
tional legislation  to  meet  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances, and,  as  an  exceptional  mea- 
sure of  relief,  not  subject  to  me  criticisms 
which  its  provisions  would  excite  if  it 
were  based  on  ordinaryfinandal  grounds. 
Mb.  BBODRIOE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  or  even  material  to 
consider  the  question  which  had  just 
been  raised,  whether  the  Bill  was  or 
was  not  in  accordance  with  the  spirit 
of  the  Land  Act.  He  would  much 
rather  have  heard  the  last  speaker 
fMr.  Boundell)  address  himself  to  the 
lacts  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  and 
attempt  to  rebut  the  assertions  made 
on  the  authority  of  the  best  land- 
lords of  Lreland.  His  (Mr.  Brodrick's) 
obiection  was  that  the  supporters  of  the 
Bill  took  too  much  for  granted,  and  ad- 
duced too  little  of  fact  and  argument  to 
support  the  case.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Ghentleman  the  Solicitor  (General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  M.  Johnson)  had  api>ealed 
to  the  House  not  to  treat  the  question  as 
one  between  class  and  class,  and  he  (Mr. 
Brodriok)  shared  the  desire  not  to  do  so  ; 
but  the  Ohief  Secretary  had  leagued 
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himself  with  hon.  Members  from  Ireland 
who  did  treat  the  question  as  one  be- 
tween landlords  and  tenants,  and  while 
he  (Mr.  Brodrick)  was  sorry  it  had  been 
80  treated,  he  could  not  ignore  the  fact 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  appeared  unable 
to  divest  himself  of  their  sentiments  and 
to  use  simple  and  relevant  arguments. 
Many  arg^uments  had  been  brought  for- 
wwtf;  but  had  they  been  supported  by 
facts  ?    The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Eussell)  insinuated 
the  other  night  that  the  landlords  of  Ire- 
land had,  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act,  been  gradually  putting  up  the  rents 
until  they  were  only  just  outside  the 
word  '*  exorbitant ; ''  but  he  had  cast 
such  statements   broadcast  throughout 
the  country  without  any  facts  or  figures 
to  prove  them.    The  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  when  he 
rose  in  his  place,  late  at  night,  to  brine 
in  his  Bill,  the  prindple  of  which  had 
been  accepted  by  the  (government,  com- 
plained bitterly  of   the    action  of  the 
landlords  of  Ireland  in  rej^ard  to  their 
tenants ;  but  not  a  single  utct  had  been 
brought    forward    in    support  of   that 
suggestion.    No  one    had  shown  that 
the  suggestion  had  the  slightest  foun- 
dation .    Not  a  single  case  of  unrighteous 
and  wrongful  eviction  had  been  adduced ; 
but  such  a  revolutionary  measure  ou^ht 
surely  to  be  supported  by  facts  which 
would  show  that  there  was  a  real  and 
genuine  evil  to  be  redressed.     In  reply 
to  a  question  from  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member   for    Haddingtonshire    (Lord 
Elcho)  about  the  distress  of  1847,  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Government  of 
the  day  did  not  contemplate  unusual 
measures  to  meet  it ;  but  it  was  added 
that  the  Land  Act  had  not  then  been 
passed.    Was  it  to  be  inferred  from  this 
that  now,  10  years  after  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act,  there  was  less  security 
than  there  was  before?     If  landlord 
generally  had  not  been  exercising  their 
rights  wrongfully,  why  did  not  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  show  that  he  was  not 
legislating  for  all  landlords,  but  only  for 
the  exceptions  ?    It  was  equally  untrue 
to  sav  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  the  bone  and  sinew  necessary  for  the 
improvement  of  the  land  had  been  sup- 
plied b  J  the  tenants.    It  must  be  patent 
to  evei^bodr  that  the  essence  of  the 
legislation  of  1870  was  that  it  forced  the 
landlord  to  spend  money  on  his  estate 
out  oi  his  own  pooketi  whetrever  loans  I 
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were  made  to  him  or  to  the  teoanty  with 
power  to  the  tenant  to  claim  compenaatioa 
if  he  were  evicted.  In  any  case  the  mosej 
came  out  of  the  pocket  of  the  landlord. 
If  this  Bill  were  exceptional — and  it  was 
admitted  that  it  was  brought  in  in  sa 
exceptional  time— there  was  all  the  more 
reason  to  teke  care  that  this  experimeaital 
and  exceptional  Bill  did  not  deal  vilh 
oases  other  than  those  for  whioh  it  was 
intended.    The  right  hon.   GFentlemaa 
told  them  he  did  not  impeach  landlords 
generally,  and  proposed  to  legislate  only 
for  exceptions ;  and  yet  by  thia  BiH  his 
proposed  to  deal  with  a  far  larger  daoi 
than  that  which  could  be  indnded  under 
this  head.      To  punish  all  landlords  was 
not  the  desire  of  the  righthon.  (Gentleman ; 
but  it  was  the  desire  of  the  hon.  Memben 
from  Ireland  below  the  GFangway  on  the 
Opposition  side.  They  did  not  regard  the 
Bill  in  the  light  of  a  final  settlement  of 
their  claims.   It  was  a  Bill  stating  a  prin- 
ciple which  they  desired  to  see  carried 
fiurther  in  the  future.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Ma^o  would  be  found  as  tenacious  of 
his  object  as  Shylock  was  of  his  bond, 
though,  at  present,  he  would  not  daim 
the  whole  at  once,  but  was  pr^iared 
to  accept  a  part  if   helped  to  it  by 
the  right  hon.  Ghentleman  on  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.    The  object  of  these  hon. 
Members  was  rather  to  keep  the  quea- 
tion  alive  by  this  Bill  than  to  arrive 
at  any  final  settlement ; '  but  he  (Mr. 
Brodrick)  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not    sanction   legislation  which  would 
have  that  effect,  and  stamp  it  with  the 
approval   of  Government   and    Parlia- 
ment.   What  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretory  for  Ireland  was,  whether  he 
thought  in  keeping  the  question  alive 
in  that  way  by  bringing  in  a  ton  minutes 
Bill  he  was  really  acting  in  a  way  that 
would  strengthen  the  himds  of  tiie  law 
in  Ireland,  and  promoto  order  and  good 
government?     By   the    Bill  landbrds 
who    had  spent  large  sunts  on    their 
estates    for    improvements    would   be 
placed  in  the  same  oategoxy  with  those 
who  had  not  expended  a  farthing.    He 
deprecated  forcing  the  good   landlord 
into  the  same  cate^ry  with  the  bad 
one,  against  whom  it  might  be  right  to 
provide  by   law.      There    were   three 
dasses  of  estates  affected  by  the  Bill. 
One  of  these  consisted  of  lana  redaimed 
fromthebogbythetenanto.  There  were, 
undoubtedly,   large  tracto  of    eouBtiy 
which  were  worth  nothing  to  the  land- 
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lord  a  ahort  time  ago,  and  their  ralue 
now  was  due  to  the  apnlicatton  of  the 
oapttal  and  indnatxr  of  tae  tenants  and 
not  that  of  the  landlords.  He  admitted 
that  legislation  might  be  rightly  turned 
in  the  direction  of  these  cases.  The 
hon.  Qentleman  (Mr.  Boundell)  said 
it  was  onlj  in  tne  case  of  small  far- 
mers that  eriotions  took  plaoe.  Why, 
then,  was  not  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
confined  to  that  class?  He  knew  a 
ffentleman  who  held  an  estate  of 
Sl6,000  a-year  in  the  county  of  Cork, 
on  which  had  been  spent  dnrmg  the  last 
S6  years  a  som  of  £150,000  in  abso- 
lute improrements.  Within  the  last 
few  years  he  had  reduced  his  rents,  and 
had  succeeded  in  getting  along  with- 
out ejectingmore  than  one  tenant;  and 
yet  such  a  landlord  as  that  would  be 
placed  by  the  BUI  in  the  same  category 
as  one  whohadnerer  expended  a  farming 
on  improring  his  estate.  This  they  were, 
in  fac^  askM  to  do,  in  the  face  of  the 
experience  of  1847,  which  showed  them 
that  manv  good  landlords  were  able  to 
get  rid  of  a  certain  number  of  tenants, 
whose  case  they  themselTes  were  con- 
rinoed  was  hopeless,  by  giving  them 
sums  of  money  to  go  to  America  or  else- 
where. It  was  a  serious  thing,  too,  to 
interfere  by  legislation  between  parties 
to  a  contrsict  by  jpostponing  the  fulfil- 
ment of  one  portion  of  the  contract  for 
an  almost  inaefinite  period  of  time.  In 
a  commercial  transaction  such  a  thing 
would  be  simply  ruinous ;  and  if  it  were 
allowed  in  the  case  of  landlord  and 
tenant  he  saw  nothing  but  ruin  to  a  ff^eat 
many  good  Irish  landlords*  This  Bill, 
im  depriymg  them  of  their  rents,  would 
also  deprire  good  landlords  of  the  re- 
ward which  they  had  a  right  to  expect 
for  sacrificing  a  part  of  their  present 
income  for  the  future  benefit  of  their 
property.  Then  there  was  the  case  of 
estates  .whiidi  bordered  on  the  distressed 
districts;  and  on  this  point  he  would 
endeaTour  to  refute  the  Ghief  Secretary 
by  his  own  arguments.  The  tenants 
on  one  side  of  the  line  would  have 
pririleges  which  the  tenants  on  the 
other  side  would  not  possess,  and  thus 
a  sense  of  wrong  and  hardship  would 
be  created,  as  was  found  to  be  the  case 
oo  estates  on  one  portion  of  which  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  existed  and  on  an- 
other part  of  which  no  such  custom  was 
reecgaited.  But  then  it  was  said  that 
^  terms  of  the  compensation  to  be 


awarded  were  to  be  reasonable.  What 
were  reasonable  terms?  What  was  to 
be  the  standard  ?  Was  it  to  be  Griffith's 
raluation  ?  He  knew  that  many  tenants 
would  wish  to  return  to  that  raluatioa, 
because  it  was  made  at  a  time  when  ihe 
prices  of  many  things  were  not  half 
what  they  now  were,  and  when  great 
ignorance  as  to  the  capabilities  of  the 
soil  prevailed.  They  were  asked  to  set 
up  a  tribunal  which  would  have  power 
to  award  two  to  seven  years'  rent  by 
way  of  compensation,  and  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  said  there  would  be  the 
rent  to  set  off  against  the  compensation. 
What  possible  advantage  could  it  be  to 
a  landlord  to  know  that  we  rent  he  ought 
to  receive  was  to  be  set  off  against  the 
compensation  which  he  ought  never  to 
have  been  called  upon  to  pay?  Heho^ed 
the  House  would  not  sanction  legislation 
which  would  set  class  against  dass,  and 
revive  many  feelings  in  Ireland  which 
had  perished  with  we  expiration  of  the 
penal  laws — ^legislation  by  which  a  power 
would  be  given  to  a  Oourt  of  revising 
the  rents  of  every  landlord  in  Irelana, 
and  to  a  Oourt  over  which  a  barrister 
would  preside  who  had  no  training  in 
land  vfuuation,  and  no  previous  know- 
ledge of  the  estates  with  which  he  would 
have  to  deaL  It  should  also  be  borne  in 
mind  that  Ireland  contained  no  dass  like 
the  valuers  of  this  country,  who  could 
be  brought  in  to  act  as  umpires  between 
landlord  and  tenant.  Such  legislation 
would  establish  a  prindple  negativing 
the  wholesome  rule  of  hones^,  that 
what  a  man  contracted  to  do  he  should 
be  held  bound  to  do ;  and  he  besought 
the  House  to  guard  against  a  proposal 
which,  under  the  spedous  plea  of  charity, 
would  relieve  the  cUstress  of  one  dass  by 
transferring  to  it  the  property  of  another. 
Ma.  O'SHEA  said,  he  rose  with  much 
hesitation,  as  a  new  Member,  for  the 
purpose  of  pointing  out  to  hon.  Oentle- 
men  on  the  Opposition  side  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  was  not  likely  to 
cause  social  revolution  in  Ireland,  and 
that  it  was  not  expedient  to  oppose  the 
measure  even  on  behalf  of  the  landlords 
themselves.  Hon.  Members  seemed  to 
fjEmcy  that  the  BiU  was  a  great  infringe- 
ment of  the  rights  of  property.  Now 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  phrase  had  the 
vice  of  generalisations;  it  covered  too 
much,  it  embraced  arbitrary  as  well  as 
essential  rights.  The  right  hon.  Mem- 
bers contended  for  could  be  at  best  but 
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the  former,  for,  however,  they  might 
object,  it  was  still  the  fact  that  the  Sill 
foUowedin  the  lines  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
that  its  principle  was  laid  down  by  that 
Act— namely,  that  the  tenant  was  given 
an  interest,  a  right  of  property,  a  tenant 
right,  or  whatever  it  mightbe  called,  from 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  that  Act.  He, 
for  one,  had  never  heard  any  valid  reason 
given  for  that,  except  that  of  expediency, 
and  he  argued  that  was  now  on  the  other 
side,  for  why  should  a  tenant  be  de- 
prived of  that  right,  because  he  owed  a 
vear's  rent  to  the  landlord,  rather  than 
because  he  owed  a  year's  biU  to  the  shop- 
keeper ?  After  the  lucid  explanation  on 
the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  it  seemed 
strange  that  there  should  be  so  many  men 
of  intelligence  in  London  unable  to  ffrasp 
the  fact  that  the  County  Court  Judge 
would  not  in  every  case  be  obliged  to  give 
the  maximum  rates  of  compensation  laid 
down  in  the  Schedule.  The  safeguard 
of  the  landlord  lay  in  the  character  of  the 
Court,  which  would  have  to  distinguish 
between  fault  and  misfortune,  to  reduce 
exaggerated  claims  and  reject  fictitious 
ones.  Generally  speaking,  the  decision 
of  the  County  Court  Judges  were  satisfac- 
tory at  present — that  was  his  opinion  as  a 
landloia.  If  this  measure  was  to  be  per- 
manent, it  might  then  be  fairly  objected 
that  some  other  tribunal  of  g^reater  force 
should  have  been  immediately  estab- 
lished.* But  it  was  only  a  temporary 
measure,  and  already  there  were  suffi- 
cient guarantees  from  the  tribunals  of 
the  County  Court  to  warrant  the  House 
giving  to  them  an  amount  of  confidence 
and  trust  which,  he  believed,  would  not 
be  misplaced.  He  was  glad  to  hear  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
speak  so  kindly  of  the  tenants  who  had 
reclaimed  bogs ;  there  was  no  class  which 
deserved  more  consideration.  He  (Mr. 
O'Shea)  entered  into  calculations,  based 
upon  the  interest  paid  for  borrowed 
money  and  the  value  of  the  labour  ex- 
pended, to  show  that  it  would  take  a  very 
long  time  to  exhaust  the  value  of  these 
improvements.  A  large  landowner,  who 
did  not  share  the  alarm  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite,  had  written  to  him  (Mr. 
O'Shea)  the  other  day,  Baying  that  he 
preferred  the  Government  Bill  as  a  more 
tentative  measure,  idthough  he  had 
little  objection  even  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo's  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power's) 
BiU,  small  as  was  his  confidence  in  its 
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author.    He  (Mr.  O'Shea)  did  not  think 
either  of  them  would  materially  affMt 
good  landlords.    He  must  confess  that 
there  were  many  friends  of  his  who 
had  a  great  objection  to  the  Bill,  sad 
who  thought  there  would  be  rery  gtsst 
difficulty  in  getting  in  rents  in  futnxs  ia 
Ireland,  but  so  thought  many  in  1870; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  he  was  ons  of 
those  who,  perhaps',  being  eqnaDy  gooi 
judges,  thought  differently.     Now,  with 
regard  to  the  agitation.    Some  osciifiBS 
ought  to  be  made  to  allay  it.     Aaths 
proverbial  tree  escaped  injury  by  besid- 
ing  to  the  storm,  so  landlords  would  do 
well  to  make  some  sacrifice  now.     No 
doubt  the  present  generation  of  Jfisii- 
men  were  less  patient  than  those  wbe 
had  gone  before  it.    They  were  in  ood- 
stant  communication  with  the  Irelsads 
beyond  the  sea,  by  correspondence  wiA 
emigrant  friends  and  relations,  and  by 
means  of  a  cheap,  exciting  Press  largdy 
conducted  by  the  sons  of  those  who,  by 
exile,  escaped  from  the  great  Famine^ 
and  had  brought  up  their  children  in  tht 
traditions  of  it.    Like  the  Roman,  the 
Irishman  did  not  change  his  heart  when 
he  changed  his  sky.  Irishmen  in  Amsriea 
were  always  vaguelv  looking  forward  to 
great  days  for  Ir^umd,  and  what  was 
more,  thev  were  willing  to  snbsoribs 
towards  them.      Under  these  ciicam* 
stances  it  would  be  well  to  see  if  a 
compromise  could  not  be  arrived  at  whi^ 
he  believed  might  turn  out  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  all  concerned.    The  Bill  was 
a  verv  small  and  temporaxr  one;  bat 
they  looked  forward  to  the  Govemmaat 
bringing  in  a  much  larger  measure  next 
Session.    [Xoif^A^ar.]    Hon.  Qentlemca 
opposite  ought  not  to  laugh  too  soon; 
because  it  was  evident  that  Ireland  miut 
have  another  Land  Bill  passed,  and  that 
being  so,  it  would  be  better  to  have  a 
lar^  and  comprehensive  measure,  oas 
which   would  benefit  aU  classes,  and 
renew  the  good  feeline  between  land- 
lord and  tenant.    No  hon.  Ghratlemaa 
had  read  with  greater  pain  than  he  had 
the  record  of  agrarian  crime  in  Ireland 
which  had  been  lately  presented  to  P^ 
liament ;  but,  at  the  time,  hon.  Gentle- 
men who  carefully  examined  the  Betums 
would  see  that  they  were  largely  made 
up  of  letters  and  notices,  which,  howersr 
reprehensible  in  themselves,  really  oob* 
veyed  no  menace  to  human  existence; 
and  merely  glancing  at  the  broad  figures 
would  create  a  false  impression  as  U>  the 
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U>  do,  that  his  own  labour  and  the  ez- 
droise  of  hia  own  personal  qualities  was 
grhat  he  must  rely  on — when  they  told 
dim  he  need  not  pay  for  soil  which  was 
iinoongenial  and  would  not  yield  him 
the  ordinary  means  of  liyelmood,  in- 
stead of  teaching  him  to  rely  upon 
[limself,  the^  were  doing  him  harm.  The 
right  hon.  Uentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  enoouraged 
the  hope  that  numbers  of  those  who 
nrere  now  endeaTOuring  to  drag  on  a 
niserable  existence  on  patches  of  ex- 
lausted  land  would  be  induced  to  emi- 
^te  to  places  where  they  might  find 
:he  Proper  means  of  support.  Me  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Smith)  agreed  in  that  view ;  and 
my  scheme  of  the  kind  which  was 
K)und  in  principle  would  receiye,  both 
n  the  House  and  out  of  it,  a  cordial 
lupport.  Many  people  would  put  their 
lands  into  their  pockets  in  order  to 
ichieve  such  an  object.  But  the  present 
BillproTided  that  the  aid  to  be  gdren 
o  these  struggling  people  should  be 
;aken  out  of  the  pocxets  of  one  dass, 
whether  they  could  afford  it  or  not. 
Prom  the  knowledge  he  had  been  able 
o  obtain  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
le  should  imagine  there  was  hardly  any 
ilass  so  entirdy  dependent  on  the  par- 
icular  property  they  held,  and  that 
nany  of  them  were  not  in  a  position  to 
neet  the  circumstances  in  which  this 
aw  would  place  them.  In  England  it 
v&B  a  very  common  thing  for  men  to 
lold  property  of  different  kinds ;  but  he 
vas  afraid  uiat  in  Ireland  a  landlord 
isually  depended  almost  exclusiTely  on 
he  land.  If  this  Bill  were  passed  into 
aw  he  oould  not  imagine  that  the  poorer 
enants  in  the  schedmed  districts  would 
>ayanv  rent  before  1881.  ["No,  no!"] 
Vt  idl  events,  there  was  evidence  to 
how  that  that  would  be  the  case,  and 
hat  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
)reyent  the  payment  of  rent  till  1881  at 
east.  The  landlord  would  require  com- 
>en8ation  for  the  loss  it  would  entail 
tpon  him.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman 
ed  them  to  understand  he  hoped  there 
^ould  be  many  landlords  who  would  find 
Qeans  to  enable  the  poor  people  to  emi- 
prate.  But  where  were  the  landlords 
o  get  the  money?  It  was  notorious 
hat  they  had  charged  their  estates 
argely  in  order  to  promote  relief  works, 
;nd  they  were  now  in  many  cases  with- 
» u t  rents.  The  right  hon .  Gientlemau  the 
'hanoellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lanca9ter 
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referred  to  the  fact  that  money  had 
been  spent  in  past  prosperous  years  by 
the  landlords.  He  feared  that  if  the 
harvest  fortunately  proved  a  good  one, 
a  great  deal  of  Uie  money  which  the 
tenant  realized  from  it  would  be  gone 
before  the  arrears  of  rent  oould  be  paid 
to  the  landlord.  What  would  the  tenant 
really  understand  by  the  Bill?  Hon. 
Oentiemen  below  the  Gangway  oould 
supply  an  answer  to  that  question.  For 
himself^  he  need  not  tread  upon  the 
ffround  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  who  had  told 
the  House  facts  that  would  necessarily 
have  a  very  great  effect  upon  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  Member 
knew  veiT  weu  what  was  the  meaning 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  knew  that  the  tenant 
would  regard  it  as  something  intended 
to  relieve  him  of  his  duty  of  paying  rent 
— as  an  indication  that  something  would 
occur  between  this  and  the  end  of  1881 
that  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying 
his  obligations  in  a  strange  and  excep- 
tional way.  He  (Mr.  W.  M.  Smith)  had 
listened  to  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  (Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Bussell),  and  of  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  opposite,  and  it 
hM  appeared  to  him  that  their  ar^- 
ments  were  inoonsistent,  for  in  one  in- 
stant the  Bill  was  said  to  be  well  within 
the  scope  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and 
almost  in  the  same  breath  it  was  'de- 
dared  to  be  only  a  temporary  measure 
intended  to  meet  peculiar  circumstances. 
If  it  was  drawn  in  the  spirit  of  the  Land 
Act,  it  certainly  would  encourage  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  people,  and  it  undoubt- 
edly did  encourage  them  to  look  forward 
to  changes  whicm  could  not  be  granted 
withsafe^topropertyanywhere.  In  spite 
of  the  ability  and  moderation  of  Uie 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  it 
was  a  verv  dangerous  speech — because 
it  admitted  the  principle,  but  yet  did  not 
go  far  enough  practically,  nor  offer  to 
satisfy  what  were  called  tne  just  claims 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  fixity  of 
tenure.  Me  did  not  know  whether  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were  prepared 
seriously  to  grant  fixitr  of  tenure ;  but 
he  could  imagine  nothing  that  would 
tend  more  certainly,  within  a  generation 
or  so,  to  bring  about  disasters,  and 
among  them  the  return  of  the  horrors 
of  the  Famine  of  the  year  1846-7.  It 
was  not  such  reforms  as  that  which  thev 
required.  With  fixity  of  teiiure,  it  would 
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be  impossible  to  prevent  overcrowding, 
and  the  consequence  would  be  that  an 
overwhelming  population,  barely  exist- 
ing on  impoverished  land,  would  easily 
fall  victims  to  actual  starvation.  Nothing 
was  more  sad  than  to  see  people  who 
had  been  educated  in  dependence  on  the 
State  suffering  as  they  were  at  present ; 
but  it  was  clear  to  him  that  the  revo- 
lutionary tendency  of  the  Bill  would 
aggravate  rather  than  remedy  their  un- 
happy state.  No  doubt,  it  was  dan- 
gerous to  property — that  would  be  con- 
ceded— but  he  was  not  there  to  main- 
tain the  rights  of  property  over  the  right 
to  good  government  and  good  laws. 
The  worst  result  of  the  Bill  was  that  it 
would  shake  all  confidence  and  security, 
for  a  necessary  element  of  success  was 
that  capital  which  had  been  restricted 
by  reason  of  the  conditions  which  had 
hitherto  existed.  If  property  in  Ire- 
land were  properly  secured,  they  would 
have  all  the  capital  which  was  necessary 
for  the  development  of  the  resources  of 
the  country.  He  thought  sufficient  im- 
portance had  not  been  attached  to  the 
phase  of  the  question  which  dealt  with 
the  position  in  which  the  owners  of  land 
would  be  placed  by  this  law  when  they 
came  to  be  caUed  upon  to  pay  the  charges 
on  their  property.  He  had  facts  in  his 
possession  which  proved  conclusively 
th^t  the  landlords  were  greatly  alarmed 
at  the  course  taken  by  the  Government. 
A  letter  had  been  put  into  his  hands  to 
the  effect  that  a  mortgage  was  about  to 
be  executed  as  a  first  charge  on  an  estate 
of  £2,500  a-year,  and  that  the  intended 
mortgagees  withdrew  from  the  trans- 
action, when  all  the  preliminaries  had 
been  settled,  solely  in  consequence  of 
the  action  of  the  Government.  He  also 
knew  as  a  positive  fact  that  solicitors  in 
London  who  were  charged  with  the  in- 
terests of  their  clients  were  considering 
whether  it  was  right  to  aUow  their  money 
to  remain  on  mortgage  in  Ireland.  The 
Bill  had,  in  fact,  so  thoroughly  shaken 
the  confidence  of  those  who  possessed 
capital,  that  solicitors  in  charge  of  pro- 
perty were  seriously  reviewing  their 
position.  Again,  what  was  to  be  the 
position  of  men  who  could  not  get  as- 
sistance to  discharge  their  duties  as 
owners  of  property,  or  who  were  called 
upon  to  pay  money  at  present  on  mort- 
gage ?  He  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill  such  provisions 
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as  would  prevent  the  destructioa  of 
society  in  Ireland  by  securing  some  of 
the  unfortunate  landowners  against  the 
consequences  of  foreclosing  ?  That  wu 
no  light  matter,  because  charges  on  tb 
estate  had  to  be  paid,  even  though  hunk- 
ruptcy  was  the  result.  Then  it  was  to 
be  noticed  that  the  changes  would  affee: 
only  the  districts  scheduled  under  tke 
Bill — that  was  to  say,  the  Bill  wooM 
ruin  so  many  landlords  was  confined  to 
those  districts  in  which  the  landlords 
had  specially  exerted  themselves  to  re- 
lieve distress.  What  was  to  be  done 
with  those  who  were  just  outside  the 
limits  of  the  Bill  ?  If  on  one  side  of  i 
hedge  the  collection  of  rents  was  post- 
poned tiU  the  end  of  1881,  what  chasce 
was  there  that  they  would  be  paid  just 
on  the  other  side  of  the  imaginary  boon* 
dary?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  large  army  required  to 
enforce  evictions ;  but  would  it  not  be 
equally  necessary  just  outside  the  8cli«- 
duled  districts? — unless,  indeed,  it  vis 
proposed  to  suspend  the  operation  of 
the  law  throughout  the  whole  countrv 
till  the  end  of  1881.  Would  therBST 
that  the  tenant  of  one  estate  should  be 
be  entitled  to  compensation  for  dis- 
turbance and  deny  the  tenant  of  an- 
other? He  wab  himself  convinced 
that  in  dealing  with  this  subject  tker 
had  lost  sight  of  what  was  the  real 
cause  of  distress,  or  one  of  the  real 
causes.  It  was  not  confined  to  the  in- 
fluence of  the  seasons,  which,  after  all, 
had  not  been  so  unfavourable  to  Ire- 
land as  to  England,  but  due,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  to  unobserved  eco- 
nomicfd  changes  going  on  in  certain 
part  of  the  country.  It  was  well  knovn 
that  formerly  many  Irish  laboiirers  used 
to  come  over  to  England  at  harvest  time, 
for  whom,  owing  to  various  causes,  em- 
ployment could  not  now  be  found. 
Great  numbers  of  labourers  now  re- 
mained at  home  who  used  to  obtain  work 
and  wages  in  England,  and  that  cause, 
therefore,  of  the  distress,  being  per- 
manent —  indeed,  that  employment 
would,  without  the  fault  of  anybody, 
gradually  grow  less— could  not  be  met 
by  the  Bill.  Those  labourers  would 
simply  be  kept  on  small  farms  on  which 
they  could  hardly  live,  and  their  condi- 
tion would  soon  be  a  problem  of  the 
greatest  difficulty.  Then,  in  many  cases, 
the  land  had  become  exhausted.  Thew 
questions  would  have  to  be  met  in  torn* 
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to  do,  tbat  his  own  labour  and  the  ex- 
ercise of  his  own  personal  qualities  was 
what  he  must  rely  on — when  they  told 
him  he  need  not  pay  for  soil  which  was 
uncongenial  and  would  not  yield  him 
the  ordinary  means  of  liyelihood,  in- 
stead of  teiM^iing  him  to  rely  upon 
himself,  they  were  doing  him  harm.  The 
right  hon.  dentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  encouraged 
the  hope  that  numbers  of  those  who 
were  now  endeayouring  to  drag  on  a 
miserable  existence  on  patches  of  ex- 
hausted land  would  be  induced  to  emi- 
grate to  places  where  they  might  find 
the  PJfoper  means  of  support.  Me  (Mr. 
W.  M.  Smith)  agreed  in  that  view ;  and 
any  scheme  of  the  kind  which  was 
sound  in  principle  would  receiTO,  both 
in  the  House  and  out  of  it,  a  cordial 
support.  Many  people  would  put  their 
hands  into  their  pockets  in  order  to 
achieve  such  an  object.  But  the  present 
Bill  provided  that  the  aid  to  be  gdven 
to  these  struggling  people  should  be 
taken  out  of  the  pockets  of  one  class, 
whether  they  could  afford  it  or  not. 
From  the  knowledge  he  had  been  able 
to  obtain  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
he  should  imagine  there  was  hardly  any 
class  so  entirely  dependent  on  the  par- 
ticular property  they  held,  and  that 
many  of  them  were  not  in  a  position  to 
meet  the  circumstances  in  which  this 
law  would  place  them.  In  England  it 
was  a  very  common  thins  for  men  to 
hold  property  of  different  kinds ;  but  he 
was  afraid  that  in  Ireland  a  landlord 
usually  depended  almost  exclusively  on 
the  land.  If  this  Bill  were  passed  into 
law  he  could  not  imagine  that  the  poorer 
tenants  in  the  schedmed  districts  would 
pay  anv  rent  before  1881.  ['*  No,  no!"] 
At  all  events,  there  was  evidence  to 
show  that  that  would  be  the  case,  and 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
prevent  the  payment  of  rent  till  1881  at 
least.  The  landlord  would  require  com- 
pensation for  the  loss  it  would  entail 
upon  him.  The  right  hon.  Qentleman 
led  them  to  understand  he  hoped  there 
would  be  many  landlords  who  would  find 
means  to  enable  the  poor  people  to  emi- 
grate. But  where  were  the  landlords 
to  set  the  money?  It  was  notorious 
that  they  bad  charged  their  estates 
larffelv  in  order  to  promote  relief  works, 
and  tney  were  now  in  many  cases  with- 
out rents.  The  right  hon.  Gkntlemau  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster 
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referred  to  the  fact  that  money  had 
been  spent  in  past  prosperous  years  by 
the  landlords.  He  feared  that  if  the 
harvest  fortunately  proved  a  good  one, 
a  great  deal  of  the  money  whidi  the 
tenant  realized  from  it  would  be  gone 
before  the  arrears  of  rent  could  be  paid 
to  the  landlord.  What  would  the  tenant 
really  understand  by  the  Bill?  Hon. 
OenUemen  below  the  Gangway  could 
supply  an  answer  to  that  question.  For 
himself,  he  need  not  tread  upon  the 
ffround  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Leitrim  (Mr.  Tottenham),  who  had  told 
the  House  facts  that  would  necessarily 
have  a  very  great  effect  upon  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  The  hon.  Member 
knew  Y&ry  weU  what  was  the  meaning 
of  the  Bill,  and  he  knew  that  the  tenant 
would  regard  it  as  something  intended 
to  relieve  him  of  his  duty  of  paying  rent 
— as  an  indication  that  something  would 
occur  between  this  and  the  end  of  1881 
that  would  have  the  effect  of  destroying 
his  obligations  in  a  strange  and  excep- 
tional way.  He  (Mr.  W.  M.  Smith)  had 
listened  to  the  speeches  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  G^ntieman  the  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  0.  Bussell),  and  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentieman  opposite,  and  it 
had  appeared  to  him  that  their  ar^- 
ments  were  inconsistent,  for  in  one  in- 
stant the  Bill  was  said  to  be  well  within 
the  scope  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  and 
almost  in  the  same  breath  it  was  'de- 
dared  to  be  only  a  temporary  measure 
intended  to  meet  peculiar  circumstances. 
If  it  was  drawn  in  the  spirit  of  the  Land 
Act,  it  certainly  would  encourage  the  ex- 
pectations of  the  people,  and  it  undoubt- 
edly did  encourage  them  to  look  forward 
to  changes  which  could  not  be  granted 
withsafe^to property  anvwhere.  In  spite 
of  the  abili^  and  moaeration  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentieman,  it 
was  a  verv  dangerous  speech — because 
it  admittea  the  principle,  but  yet  did  not 
go  far  enough  practically,  nor  offer  to 
satisfy  what  were  called  tne  just  claims 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  fixity  of 
tenure.  Me  did  not  know  whether  right 
hon.  Gentiemen  opposito  were  prepared 
seriously  to  grant  nxitv  of  tenure  \  but 
he  could  imagine  nothing  that  would 
tend  more  certainly,  within  a  generation 
or  so,  to  bring  about  disastors,  and 
among  them  tiie  return  of  the  horrors 
of  the  Famine  of  the  year  1846-7.  It 
was  not  such  reforms  as  that  which  they 
required.  With  fixity  of  tenure,  it  would 
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be  impossible  to  prevent  overcrowding, 
and  the  consequence  would  be  that  an 
overwhelming  population,  barely  exist- 
ing on  impoverished  land,  would  easily 
faU  victims  to  actual  starvation.  Nothing 
was  more  sad  than  to  see  people  who 
bad  been  educated  in  dependence  on  the 
State  suffering  as  they  were  at  present ; 
but  it  was  clear  to  him  that  the  revo- 
lutionary tendency  of  the  Bill  would 
aggravate  rather  than  remedy  their  un- 
happy state.  No  doubt,  it  was  dan- 
gerous to  property — that  would  be  con- 
ceded— but  he  was  not  there  to  main- 
tain the  rights  of  property  over  the  right 
to  good  government  and  good  laws. 
The  worst  result  of  the  Bill  was  that  it 
would  shake  all  confidence  and  security, 
for  a  necessary  element  of  success  was 
that  capital  whicb  had  been  restricted 
by  reason  of  the  conditions  which  had 
hitherto  existed.  If  property  in  Ire- 
land were  properly  secured,  tney  would 
have  all  the  capitsd  which  was  necessary 
for  the  development  of  the  resources  of 
the  country.  He  thought  sufficient  im- 
portance had  not  been  attached  to  the 
phase  of  the  question  which  dealt  with 
the  position  in  which  the  owners  of  land 
would  be  placed  by  this  law  when  they 
came  to  be  called  upon  to  pay  the  charc^s 
on  their  property.  He  had  facts  in  his 
possession  which  proved  conclusively 
that  the  landlords  were  greatly  alarmed 
at  the  course  taken  by  the  Government. 
A  letter  had  been  put  into  his  hands  to 
the  effect  that  a  mortgage  was  about  to 
be  executed  as  a  first  charge  on  an  estate 
of  £2,500  a-year,  and  that  the  intended 
mortgagees  withdrew  from  the  trans- 
action, when  all  the  preliminaries  had 
been  settled,  solely  in  consequence  of 
the  action  of  the  Ghovemment.  He  also 
knew  as  a  positive  fact  that  solicitors  in 
London  who  were  charged  with  the  in- 
terests of  their  clients  were  considering 
whether  it  was  right  to  allow  their  money 
to  remain  on  mortgage  in  Ireland.  The 
Bill  had,  in  fact,  so  thoroughly  shaken 
the  confidence  of  those  who  possessed 
capital,  that  solicitors  in  charge  of  pro- 
perty were  seriously  reviewing  tneir 
position.  Again,  what  was  to  be  the 
position  of  men  who  could  not  get  as- 
sistance to  discharge  their  duties  as 
owners  of  property,  or  who  were  called 
upon  to  pay  money  at  present  on  mort- 
gage ?  Me  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  would  not  be  necessary 
to  introduce  into  the  Bill  such  provisions 
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as  would    prevent   the    deetraction    of 
society  in  Ireland  by  securing  some  of 
the  unfortunate  landowners  against  the 
consequences  of  foreclosing  ?    That  was 
no  light  matter,  because  diargee  on  the 
estate  had  to  be  paid,  even  though  bank- 
ruptcy was  the  result.    Then  it  was  to 
be  noticed  that  the  changes  would  affect 
only  the  districts  scheduled  under  the 
Bill — that  was  to  say,  the  Bill  woald 
ruin  so  many  landlords  was  confined  to 
those  districts  in  which  the  landlords 
had  specially  exerted  themselves  to  re- 
lieve distress.     What  was  to  be  done 
with  those  who  were  just  outside  the 
limits  of  the  Bill  ?    If  on  one  side  of  a 
hedge  the  collection  of  rents  was  post- 
poned till  the  end  of  1881,  what  chmooe 
was  there  that  they  would  be  paid  jnst 
on  the  other  side  of  the  imaginary  boun- 
dary?   The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  lai^e  army  required  to 
enforce  evictions ;  but  would  it  not  be 
equally  necessary  just  outside  the  sche- 
duled districts  ? — unless,  indeed,  it  was 
proposed  to  suspend  the   operation  of 
the  law  throughout  the  whole  country 
till  the  end  of  1881.    Would  thersay 
that  the  tenant  of  one  estate  should  be 
be  entitled   to    compensation    for  dis- 
turbance and  deny  the   tenant  of  an- 
other?     He    wa6     himself    convinced 
that  in  dealing  with  this  subject  they 
had  lost  sight  of   what  was  the  real 
cause  of  distress,  or  one  of  the  real 
causes.    It  was  not  confined  to  the  in- 
fluence of  the  seasons,  which,  after  all, 
had  not  been  so  unfavourable  to  Ire- 
land as  to  England,  but  due,  to  a  very 
considerable  extent,  to  unobserved  eco- 
nomical changes  going   on  in  certain 
part  of  the  country.    It  was  well  known 
that  formerly  many  Irish  labourers  used 
to  come  over  to  England  at  harvest  time, 
for  whom,  owing  to  various  causes,  em- 
ployment   could    not    now    be    found. 
Great  numbers  of  labourers  now  re- 
mained at  home  who  used  to  obtain  work 
and  wages  in  England,  and  that  cause, 
therefore,   of  the   distress,  being  per- 
manent —  indeed,    that     employment 
would,  without  the  fault  of  anvbody, 

Gradually  rrow  less — could  not  be  met 
y  the  Bill.  Those  labourers  would 
simply  be  kept  on  small  farms  on  which 
they  could  hardly  live,  and  their  condi- 
tion would  soon  be  a  problem  of  the 
greatest  difficulty.  Then,  in  many  cases, 
the  land  had  become  exhausted.  These 
questions  would  have  to  be  met  in  some 
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other  way  than  by  the  euepension  of  the 
operation  of  the  law.  In  Ireland,  a 
temporary  suspension  of  the  law  meant 
a  great  deal  more  than  a  temporary 
suspension,  as  they  would  find  when 
they  tried  to  re-enforccf  it.  The  present 
distress  had  brought  to  the  notice  of  the 
House  a  question  as  miTe  as  any  that 
had  ever  been  before  it ;  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  one  like  himself,  who  had  held 
office  under  the  Crown,  to  state  his  con- 
victions on  this  subject.  However  great 
his  sympathy  might  be — and  it  was  and 
ought  to  be  great — with  the  suffering 
people  of  Ireland,  he  prayed  the  House 
to  hesitate  before  they  passed  the 
Bill,  and  to  recognize  that  it  contained 
principles  which  destroyed  security  of 
property,  impaired  the  independence  of 
the  people,  and  would  bring  disaster  to 
this  country. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mb.  L^w)  said,  that  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  some  of  the  observa- 
tions of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  and,  like  him, 
wished  to  see  the  people  of  Ireland  in- 
dependent, and  the  landlords  as  well  as 
the  peasant  farmers  in  the  enjoyment  of 
securiiy.  But  with  respect  to  the  obser- 
vations which  had  been  made  as  to  a  sense 
of  insecurity  having  been  caused  by  the 
introduction  of  this  Bill,  he  could  not  but 
think  that  any  such  feeling  of  insecurity, 
if  it  existed  at  all,  was  largely  attri- 
butable to  the  exaggerated  statements 
which  had  been  miuie  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  and  their  supporters.  One 
fundamental  mistake  ran  through  the 
whole  of  their  statements.  It  was  as- 
sumed that  this  Bill  would  stop  the 
payment  of  rent  for  two  years.  Hon. 
Gent]emen,by  a  drouitouB  process,  might, 
perhaps,  persuade  themselves  that  such 
would  be  the  result ;  but,  unquestion- 
ably, nothing  of  that  kind  was  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill.  The  landlord,  if  the 
Bill  passed,  would  have  all  the  remedies 
whicn  other  creditors  had  for  the  re- 
covery of  their  debts,  and  all  the  reme- 
dies which  landlords  in  England  had  for 
the  recovery  of  their  rents.  Another 
observation  which  had  been  made  by 
hon.  Gentlemen,  and  also  by  the  leading 
journal,  was  that  the  tenants  throughout 
Ireland  were  absolutely  indisposed  to 
pay  their  rents.  He  must  beg  leave  to 
differ  entirely  from  that  assertion.  He 
had  known  instances  this  very  year 
in  some  of  the  most  distressed  districts 


where  the  rent  had  been  paid  by  persons 
steeped  in  the  deepest  poverty,  without 
any  pressure  and  without  the  smallest 
hesitation.  He  denied  that  there  was 
any  general  indisposition  in  Ireland  to 
pay  rent,  although,  no  doubt,  in  parts  of 
the  country  this  indisposition  to  pay  rent 
did  exist,  and  in  the  distressed  districts 
there  was  great  difficulty  in  doing  so. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  like  the  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  rejection 
of  the  Bill  (Mr.  Ghaplin),  treated  the 
principle  of  this  measure  intended  to 
meet  an  emergency  which  came  from 
the  hand  of  Goa,  as  totally  unknown  in 
any  civilized  community.  But  the  doc- 
trine was  not  so  entirely  novel.  By  the 
Boman  civil  law,  which  had  been  well 
called  **  written  reason,"  and  formed  the 
basis  of  great  part  of  the  law  of  all  Euro- 
pean nations,  and  even  by  the  law  of 
Scotland,  if  by  reason  of  some  superven- 
ing calamity,  such  as  inundation  or  even 
extreme  inclemency  of  the  weather,  a 
tenant's  crop  did  not  repay  his  labour 
and  his  seea,  he  was  not  liable  for  that 
year's  rent.  He  remembered  that  in  one 
case,  where  the  tenant's  crop  had  been 
destroyed  by  a  tremendous  fall  of  hail,  the 
Scotch  Courts  held  that  he  had  a  sufficient 
cause  for  not  paying  the  rent.  That,  in- 
deed, was  not  the  law  of  England  or  of 
Ireland ;  but  those  who  held  as  a  principle 
that  the  plea  of  a  supervening  calamity 
was  not  to  be  listened  to,  nay,  that  it 
would  be  morally  wrong  to  listen  to  it, 
were  carrying  their  contention  further 
than  either  reason  or  authority  would 
justify.  And  now  a  word  as  to  the  extent 
of  the  distress.  They  were  told  last  Feb- 
ruary by  the  right  hon  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition,  and  truly  told, 
that  the  loss  upon  the  crops  in  Ireland  in 
1879,  as  compared  with  1878,  amounted 
to  £10,000,000.  But  how  large  a  part 
of  that  £10,000,000  must  be  attributed 
to  the  distressed  districts  swept  by  At- 
lantic storms  and  close  to  the  *'  melan- 
choly ocean."  With  regard  to  the  potato, 
which  was  the  important  crop  for  these 
poor  people,  figures  showed  mat  it  was 
more  than  one-half  less  last  year  than  in 
the  year  before,  being  50,500,000  owt. 
in  1878,  and  only  22,273,000  owt.  in 
1 879.  The  loss,  too,  nearly  all  belonged 
to  the  distressed  districts.  During  the 
six  years  ending  in  1876  the  estimated 
value  of  the  potato  crop  was  nearly 
£9,500,000  sterling;  in  1877,  it  was 
about  £5,250,000  ;  in  1878,  £7,500,000 ; 
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and  in  1879,  £4,250,000.  This  made 
a  lo88  on  the  three  years  of  about 
£10,000,000  in  potatoes  alone,  according 
to  the  yalnation  put  on  them  in  Thonyi 
Directory.  The  -whole  valuation  of 
agricultural  land  in  Ireland  was  but 
£11,000,000,  of  which  £5,000,000  was 
in  the  distressed  districts  of  the  West ;  so 
that  the  loss  on  potatoes  alone  in  the  last 
three  years  amounted  to  nearly  the 
whole  yaluation  of  Ireland,  and  taking 
the  distressed  Western  half  by  itself,  the 
loss  there  must  have  greatly  exceeded 
its  entire  valuation.  Let  hon.  Gentlemen 
try  to  realize  the  effect  of  the  very  bad 
harvest  of  1879  coming  after  two  ex- 
ceedingly bad  harvests.  The  accumu- 
lated effect  on  tbe  poor  Irisb  peasant 
was  that  all  his  savings  were  gone,  and 
that  he  was  unavoidab^  in  debt.  It  was 
for  that  class  of  people,  the  small  farmers 
— the  vast  majority  of  whom  were  below 
£8  valuation — that  the  late  Government 
proceeded  to  legislate  last  spring ;  and  it 
was,  be  submitted,  hardly  open  to  hon. 
Qentlemen  opposite  now  to  say  that  the 
distress  was  Irming  or  bad  passed  away, 
so  that  this  class  did  not  now  need 
any  special  treatment.  This  was  a  Bill 
limited  in  point  of  time,  and  also  in 
point  of  space.  Hiffht  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  passed  aBm  to  enable  tbe  poor 
people  of  these  scheduled  districts  to  buy 
seed  at  cost  price,  and  gave  them  two 
years  to  pAy  the  money.  They  also  lent 
£1,250,000  to  the  landlords,  charging 
them  no  interest  for  two  years,  and  1 
per  cent  afterwards.  Why  was  aU  this 
done.  Surely  not  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  landlords  to  get  their  rents 
in  full.  If  tenants  were  confessedly  un- 
able to  crop  their  land  how  were  they  to 
pay  the  rent  f  The  object  of  the  late 
Government  and  Parliament  was  avow- 
edlv  to  keep  the  people  from  starving ; 
ana  because  they  thought  the  best  way 
of  keeping  them  alive  was  by  giving 
them  employment  through  the  lancUords, 
they  advanced  money  to  flie  latter  at  little 
or  no  interest.  Was  the  House  now  to  be 
told  that  the  distress  was  very  much  exag- 
gerated, and  that  the  people  were  quite 
able  to  pay  their  rents  r  And  were  they 
not  only  not  to  interfere  with  the  land- 
lord, but  was  he  to  be  left  armed  with 
the  power  of  evicting  the  people  from 
the  fields  sown  with  the  seed  Parliament 
had  lent  them,  in  order  that  he  miffht 
consolidate  holdings  and  enlarge  his 
farms  ?    He  did  not  think  that  any  land- 
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lords  would  venture  to  say  that  thmf 
were  to  get  £1,260,000  without  intarett 
for  two  years,  and  that  seed  waa  to 
be  advanced  to  tenants  for  two  years 
merely  to  enable  tenants  the  bettor  to 

Eay  their  rent.  He  was  glad  to  hear  tbe 
on.  Member  for  Leitrim  (Mr.  Totten- 
ham) say  what  he  (the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral fbr  Ireland)  had  no  doubt  was  per- 
fectly accurate,  that  in  the  management 
of  his  own  estate,  with  400  tenanta^ 
he  had  never  found  it  necessazy  to 
evict  more  than  two.  That  was  not 
only  verv  creditable  to  the  hon.  Oen- 
tleman,  but  was  an  important  fact  in 
the  consideration  of  this  case,  because  it 
showed  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  quite  able  to  set  his  rents  paid 
without  eviction,  ana  that  the  ordinary 
process  of  law  was  quite  sufficient  to 
enforce  his  rights. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM :  It  does  not  fol. 
low  that  I  have  mv  rents  because  I  have 
held  my  hand.  As  a  matter  of  £act,  I 
have  not  got  them. 

The   .M?T0ENEY  GENERAL  vom 
ntELAND  (Mr.  L^w)  was  rather  die- 
posed  to  think  be  had  got  them.     How- 
ever, it  was  proverbiauv  difficult  to  de- 
prive a  HiRhlandman  of  his  nether  gar- 
ments ;  and  if  the  tenants  did  not  pay 
this  year,  it  was,  he  believed,  chieflv he- 
cause  they  were  in  distress  and  had  not 
the  means  of  payment.    He  knew  many 
landlords  in  that  part  of  the  country  who 
had  ffot  in  their  rents  as  fairly  well  as 
could  reasonably  be  expected  in  such  a 
year.    The  question,  however,  had  been 
asked,  was  there  any  necessity  for  this 
interference  ?    Was  it  the  case  that  evic- 
tions had  increased  and  were  increasing  f 
Turning  to  the  judicial  statistics,  which 
were  accessible  to  all,  he  found  these 
facto.    In  1 876  the  total  number  of  evic- 
tions for  non-payment  of  rent  in  all  Ire- 
land was  1,269;  in  1877  they  rose  to 
1,323 ;   in  1878  to  },749 ;  and  last  year 
they  rose  to  2,667.    But  were  thcnr  ifcill 
increasing  ?     Well,   he  had  made  in- 
quiries of  the  Sherifis  of  the  five  dis- 
tressed  counties    of  Donegal,    Kerry, 
Galway,  Limerick,  an^  Mayo,  and  tbe 
result  of  his  inquiries  was  as  k>11ows  : — ^In 
1879  the  evictions  in  those  counties  wert 
623.    This  year,  from  January  to  June, 
the  numbers  were    453,  which  would 
make  906  for  the  year.  So  that,  if  there 
were  a  similar  increase  in  other  oountiet, 
the  growth  of  ejectmente  for  all  Ireland 
wouI4  be  from  1,269  in  1877  to  3,893 
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in  this  year.     Was  not  that  somewhat 
startling?     It  showed,  he  snbmitted, 
that  the  erictions  were  still  increasing ; 
but,  putting  the  figures  of  this  year  aside 
as  in  some  degree  speculative,  the  statis- 
tios  up  to  last  year  were  sufficiently  signi- 
ficant.   Did  it  not  seem  inconsistent  mat 
the  landlords,  to  whom  the  QoTemment 
had  lent  £1,250,000  to  keep  their  poor 
tenants  alire,  should  take  advantage  of 
this  season  of  distress  and  famine  to  clear 
fhrms  and  consolidate  them  ?     He  ven- 
tured to  think  that  landlords  who  pro- 
moted their   interests  in   that  fashion 
would  find  no  compassion  in  that  House. 
Proprietors  who  had  by  purchase  or 
inheritance  acquired  proposes  in  what 
thev  regarded  as  an  excessively  sub- 
divided   or    over-populated   condition, 
should  be  content  to  take  the  burden  with 
the  benefit.    They  could  not  ask  ^e 
House  or  the  country  to  allow  them  to 
take  advantage  of  a  year  miA  as  the 
past  to  effdot  that  improvement  on  their 
estates  which,  in  ordinary  times,  they 
would  have  had  to  pav  for.    The  House 
would  not,  he  thought,  permit  them  to 
make    &at  improvement  for  nothing, 
and  not  only  for  nothing  so  fur  as  their 
pockets  were  concerned,  but  at  a  con- 
siderable cost  to  the  ratepayers  of  the 
country.    For,  as  his  riffht  bon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  &eland  had  told 
them,  during  the  last  few  months  a  small 
army  of  police,  over  8,000  in  number,  for 
whom  ukej  did  not  pay,  had  been  em- 
ployed in  Gblway  alone  to  carry  out 
evictions  and  serve  processes,  in  order 
that  by  tiiis  help  a  few  grasping  land- 
lords might  enforce  their  pound  of  flesh, 
get  back  their  land,  ana  add  farms  to 
farms  so  as  to  get  a  class  of  larger  ten- 
ants, in  order  to  grow  sheep  iairtead  of 
men.    Proprietors  who  wanted  to  effect 
that  operation  should,  he  submitted,  take 
some  other  time  for  it  than  a  season  like 
this.    When  starvation  was  staring  the 
people  in  the  face,  and  there  were  no 
means  of  paying  rent,  was  that  a  time 
proprietors  were  to  select  for  clearing 
their  estates  of  surplus  tenants  and  mak- 
ing larger  farms?    Now,  he  desired  to 
point  toe  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
contrast  presented  by  a  distressed  county 
in  Ulster  andasiinilariy  distressed  ooon^ 
dsewhere.    There  were  no  two  counties 
ia  Ireland  where  there  was  mors  distress 
than  in  Donegal  and  Mayo.     In  tiie 
former,  however,  the  tenant  right  pre- 
vailed, while  in  the  latter  it  did  not.    It 


was  a  curious  fact,  as  might  be  seen 
from  the  Beport  of  the  Devon  Oommis- 
sion,  that  in  Mayo,  in  1845,  the  right  to 
sell  the  goodwill  of  a  farm  was  ^most 
universiu,  whereas  now  it  was  a  thing 
unheard  of.    Still,  in  other  respects  the 
circumstances  of  the  two  counties  were 
very  much  alike — alike  in  beinff  dis- 
treteed,  in  beine  occupied  by  small  hold- 
ings, and  in  tiie  fact  that  the    small 
farmers  who  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
working  in  England  or  Scotland  at  hay 
time  and  harvest  were  last  year  de- 
prived of  this  source  of  income.    Well, 
comparing  them  in  point  of  crime,  in 
Mayo  there  was  an  increase  in  the  in- 
dictable offences  from  125  to  319,  while 
in  Donegal  the  number  of  indictable 
offenoes  were  this  year  only  10  more 
than  the  Drevious  year.  This  he  thought 
was  chieny  due  to  the  absence  of  tenant 
right  in  the  former  county  and  its  exist- 
ence in  the  latter.    They  were  the  same 
people,  the  same  race.    [Iiord  Baiomlph 
Chtteohill  :    No,  no.]    The  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock  claimed  to 
know  all  about  them.    He  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  believed  the  noble 
Lord  went  down  there  once  or  twice  to 
fish ;  but  he  ventured  to  think  that  he 
knew  Donegal  somewhat  better  than  the 
noble  Lord,  and  he  must  take  leav^  to 
repeat  that  the  Western  part  of  Doneml 
was  iiyust  the  same  state  of  destitution 
as  the  Western  part  of  Mayo.  The  people 
in  that  part  of  Donegal  spoke  Irisn  just 
as  they  did  in  Mayo,  ana  were,  in  fact, 
of  the  same  Celtic  stock.    But  how  was 
it  that  the  land  agitation  had  not  taken 
root  there  as  it  hM  in  Mayo ?    Hecould 
not  but  think  that  the  explanation  was 
mainly  this — that  the  wretched  peasant 
of  Mayo,  whose  ancient  usaee  of  selling 
the  goodwill  had  gone,  who  had  nothing 
between  him  and   starvation   but  the 
workhouse,  no  tenant  right,  and,  unlike 
the  English  peasant,  no  out-door  relief 
even — new  that  to  be  put  out  of  his 
holding  was  almost  death  to  him ;  whilst 
the  D(meffal  tenant  knew  that  if  he  was 
put  out  of  his  holding  for  non-payment 
of  rent,  or  any  other  cause,  he  was  still 
entitled  to  compensation  for  disturbance 
— he  was  entitled  to  the  value  of  his 
goodwill ;  he  had  someUiing  to  fall  back 
upon,  and  he  was,  therefore,  not  reduced 
to  the  same  point  of  desperation  as  the 
evicted  peasant  of  Mayo.    In  Ireland,  it 
should  always  be  recollected,  there  was 
I  practically  no  poor  relief  at  all  for  a  man 
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miless  he  entered  the  workhouse;  and 
what  was  now  proposed  in  the  present 
exceptional  dis^ss  was  that  the  land- 
lord, evicting  for  non-payment  of  rent 
and  refusing  to  make  any  reasonable 
arrangement  with  his  tenant,  should 
make  him  some  compensation  for  thus 
harshly  breaking  up  the  poor  man's 
home.  It  was  a  remarkable  circumstance 
as  regarded  Mayo^  that  while  there  were 
a  few  large  proprietors  who  were  resi- 
dent, 30  per  cent  of  the  area  of  the 
county,  and  36  per  cent  of  its  value  be- 
longed to  absentees.  There  seemed  to 
be  some  confusion  on  the  part  of  many 
hon.  Members  as  to  the  effect  of  the 
measure  now  before  the  House.  It  was 
said  by  opponents  of  the  Bill,  and  espe- 
cially by  the  late  Attorney  General  and 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
the  University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Plunket), 
that  it  would  enable  a  tenant,  while  he 
paid  the  shopkeeper  and  money-lender, 
to  resist  the  landlord's  claim ;  but  where 
hon.  Oentlemen  got  that  idea  he  could 
not  imagine.  He  confessed  he  could  not 
understand  this  objection,  inasmuch  as 
landlord  and  all  had  equally  at  their 
disposal  the  same  means  of  redress — the 
right  of  appealing  to  the  Courts  of  Law 
for  obtainmg  their  money,  and  the  land- 
lord, besides,  could  avail  himself  of  his 
right  of  distraint.  For  this  year  of  dis- 
tress, and  in  distressed  districts,  it  en- 
abled the  tenant,  if  evicted  for  non- 
payment of  rent,  to  bring  a  claim  before 
the  Oourt,  seeking  compensation.  To 
succeed  in  his  claim,  he  neA  to  show  his 
inability  to  pay  and  that  the  landlord 
had  refused  all  reasonable  terms.  But 
the  position  taken  up  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  seemed  to  assume  that  the 
tenant  must  be  a  rogue  and  the  Ohairman 
a  fool.  Taking  for  granted,  however, 
that  the  Ohairman  was  a  just  and  rea- 
sonable man,  with  a  capable  Judge  of 
Assize  to  correct  him  on  appeal,  he  could 
not  see  any  reason  for  doubting  that  full 

i'ustioe  would  be  done  to  every  landlord. 
Ij  the  closing  words  of  the  18th  section 
of  the  Land  Act  the  landlords  were  en- 
abled to  protect  themselves  by  showing 
that  they  nad  offered  the  tenant  to  con- 
tinue in  his  holding  on  reasonable  terms, 
and  that  these  haa  been  tmreasonably 
refused  by  him.  Now,  this  Bill  put  Uie 
converse  case ;  and  if  the  Ohairman  was 
competent  to  determine  what  was  rea- 
sonable for  the  landlord,  surely  he  could 
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do  the  same  for  the  tenant.    The  words 
"  reasonable  "    and    **  unreasonable  '* 
were  terms  that  had  to  be  interpreted 
ulmost  daily  in  regard  to.  special  con- 
tracts  made    by   Kailway  Companies. 
Similar  expressions    were    also  to    be 
found  in  a  Bill  brought  in  to  amend 
the  Amoultural  Holding  Act  by  ^le 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lmoolnshire  and 
the  hon.    Member   for   Leioeetexehire. 
Hon.  Members  felt  no  legislative  diffi- 
culties   when    dealing   with     Bailwaj 
Companies.    But  then  they  urged  that 
the  hitter  were  a  monopoly.     He  was 
afraid  that  there  were  many  profuie 
people  who   considered  landownenhip 
also  as  in  the  nature  of  a  monopcdj. 
The  Bill  simply  gave  the  tenant  some 
security  against  a  harsh  landlord.    Sup- 
posing the  present  distress,  which  had 
called  forth  this  exceptional  legislation, 
should  be  intensified  oy  a  bad  harrest. 
were    they  to  understand  that    consi- 
derate  landlords  would  enforce    their 
powers  of  ejectment?    It  appeared  to 
him  that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  had 
forgotten  the  condition  that  under  the 
Bill  not  only  must  the  penniless  tenant's 
proposal  be  reasonable  in  itself,  but  there 
must  be  unreasonable  refusal  of  it  by 
the  landlord,  before  the  Bill  oould  oper* 
ate  against  him.    The  landlord  would  be 
in  at  least  no  worse  position  with  a  new 
tenant  than  with  the  old  one,  and  should 
rather  be  elad  to  put  money  into  the 
pocket  of  me  latter  by  letting  him  seD 
his  goodwill,  which  would,  at  the  same 
time,  be  a  fair  reason  for  revising  to  let 
him  continue  in  the  holding,  and  thus 
prevent  any   liability  under  the  BilL 
The  luidlord  had  no  right  in  suoh  a 
season  of  distress  to  make  the  tenant 
forfeit  his  property  in  the  goodwill.    It 
was  a  principle  of  our  law  mat  penalties 
were  never  enforced,  in  respect  of  the 
payment  of  money,  when  parties  could 
otherwise  be  secured  their  just  rights; 
and  a  similar  protection  should,  undsr 
the  present  exceptional  oiroumstances, 
be  afforded  to  the  Irish  tenant  who  oould 
not  pay  his  rent.    Exemption  from  fsa» 
feiture  for  non-payment  of  a  mortgage 
debt  on  a  given  day,  or  of  a  bond  with 
a  penalty,  had  been  enjoyed  by  the  land- 
lords themselves  for  centuries ;  and  if  it 
had  not  existed,  their  mortgagees  would 
be  owners  of  their   estates.     It  was 
urged  that  the  power  of  forfeiture  was 
neoeesary  in  order  to  get  rent  from  the 
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IxUh  tenant ;  but  he  yentored  to  think 
that  the  Irish  tenant  was  not  so  utterly 
'wanting  in  all  desire  to  do  what  was 
j  ust  and  right  as  to  refuse  to  yield  whd6 
was  fairly  due  unless  under  the  terror 
of  this  fearful  process.  Suppose  the 
Chairman  found  that  a  tenant  was  un- 
able to  pay  his  rent  owing  to  the  act  of 
Qod — namely,  through  the  existing  dis- 
tress— suppose  it  appeared  that  he  had 
offered  fair  and  reasonable  terms  to  the 
landlord  as  to  rent  and  arrears ;  suppose 
he  had  offered  to  pay  as  much  as  he 
could  at  onoe,  and  seeure  the  payment  of 
the  rest  by  instalments,  and  that  these 
terms  had  been  not  only  refused,  but  un- 
reasonably refused?  Would  any  hon. 
Member  in  that  House  say  he  was 
anxious  to  protect  the  landlord  acting 
thus  unfeehngly  and  unreasonably  ? 
He  belieyed,  that  after  learning  the  facts 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  House 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  and  others,  hon. 
Ghdutlemen  would  allow  that  the  mea- 
sure was  one  that  was  needed  for  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland;  that  it 
could  only  apply  when  there  was  reason- 
ableness on  one  side,  and  unreason- 
ableness on  the  other;  and  that  they 
would  pass  it  as  a  measure  having  for 
its  object  an  amelioration  of  a  state  of 
things  which  had  created  serious  dis- 
content in  Ireland,  and  rendered  its  go- 
▼emment  difficult  in  the  extreme. 

LoED  EANDOLPH  CHUBCHILL 
moved  the  adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
--{Lord  Randolph  Churchill.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  think,  Sir,  a 
considerable  number  of  Members  are 
desirous  of  speaking  on  the  Opposition 
side  of  the  House,  and  the  consequence 
is  that  the  Qovemment  will  be  anxious 
to  g^ve  up  next  Monday  for  the  discus- 
sion. Thursdav  is  already  disposed  of ; 
and  as  on  Friday  there  would  be  but 
limited  time  for  the  consideration  of  the 
auestion«  we  think  it  best  to  give  up 
Mondav.  I  hope,  however,  it  is  under- 
stood that  the  oebate  will  be  concluded 
on  that  day. 

Mm.  OALLiiN :  Surelv  the  neat  dis- 
tress at  present  existing  in  Ir^md  is  of 
far  more  importance,  and  requires  more 
instant  attrition  and  promptness  in 
poshing  forward  measures  for  relief, 
than  the  question  of  admitting  Mr.  Brad- 


laugh  to  this  House.  I  urge  on  the 
Qovemment  the  necessity  of  showing 
their  appreciation  of  the  grievous  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  by  resuming  this  debate 
on  Thursday,  and  not  leaving  it  over 
until  next  Monday.  To  keep  the  Bill 
hanging  on  is  not  fulfilling  the  promise 
of  the  Treasury  Bench,  and  I  think  it 
might  be  as  well  to  go  over  until  the* 
end  of  the  Session  as  to  next  Monday. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  I  think  the 
sense  which  the  Qovemment  entertain 
of  this  question  is  shown  by  their  giving 
up  the  first  night  they  can,  and  that  a 
Supply  night.  With  regard  to  what 
has  been  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan),  he  oueht  to  bear  in 
mind  that  this  matter  of  Affirmation 
does  not  depend  on  us.  There  is  an- 
other person  concerned,  and  scenes  may 
occur  m  the  House  if  there  is  any  post- 
ponement  of  that  question  which  no  one 
would  like  to  see,  and  which  we  should 
all  regret. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  Monday  next. 

It  being  now  five  minutes  to  Seven  of 
the  clock  the  House  suspended  its 
Sitting. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  dock. 


MOTION, 


8UG0  BOROUOH.^RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  DENIS  O'CONOR  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  circumstances  under 
which  the  Borough  of  Sligo  was  disfran- 
chised ;  and  to  move — 

'*That it  if  desumble ihtX  the  West  Ckf  Ire- 
land  should  b«  no  longer  deprived  of  its  due 
share  of  Parliamentary  representation.** 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Nine  o'olodc. 


tFUtMioj^,  SOth  June,  18S0. 


Their  Lordships  met;— *And  haying 
gone  through  the  Bosin^ee  on  the  Paper, 
without  debate — 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Two  o*clook,  tm  To-morrow, 

lialf  ptit  Ten  o*olook. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Widnsiday,  ZOth  Jun$,  1880. 
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irhtoh  had  beM  eo  roaonUy  tmdJr  iSkm 
HOTTSB    OF    L0BD8,  notice   of  the  House,    and  whi^^   Ibe 

thought,  it  would  be  admitted  on   afl 
han£,  had  been  pretty  well  thredbed 
out.    He  was  quite  sensible  of  thte  dis- 
advantage under  which  he  laboured  ia 
brinein^  forward  a  Motion  somewhat 
simibtr  in  character  to  the  recent  Beao- 
lution  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sovtii 
Shields  (Mr.  Sterenson).    If  thmt 
lution  had  been  more  specific,  and  if 
Gbremment  had  given  any  promise 
in  the  course  of  next  Session,  thej  would 
introduce  a  comprehensive  measure  deal* 
ing  with  the  United  Kingdom,  he  might 
not  have  pressed  his  Bill  on  the  present 
occasion.    The  feeling  in  Wales  was  so 
strong,  so  thorough,  and  so  unanimoasi, 
and  there  were  so  many  complioatioiifl  and 
difficulties  connected  with  the  auestiott 
of  closing  public-houses  in  Engfaitd  oo 
Sunday  that  did  not  exist  in  Wales, 
that  he  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  wak 
the  House  to  lose  no  further  time  im 
passing  a  Bill  which  would  be  distutetiy 
applicable  to  the  Principality  of  Wales. 
There  were  two  points  he  undertook 
to  demonstrate.      The   prepondemlmg 
opinion  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
people  of  Wales  was  in  favour  of  this 
measure,  and  no  sufficient  reasons  oould 
be  brought  forward  for  objeotinff  to  the 
wishes  of  the  people  of  Wales  being  ear- 
ned out.  All  the  religious  denominattoos, 
the  magistrates,  and  the  boards  of  guar- 
dians were  in  favour  of  Sunday  eloeing. 
Again  and  amin  they  had  petitiotted 
the  House.    Nowhere  was  there  greater 
interest  felt  in  the  progress  of  the  Irish 
Sunday  Closing  Bill,  which  proved  so 
satisfactory  in  its  result,  than  m  Wales ; 
and  he   might    say  that    the  passing 
of  the  Irish  measure,  more  thius  aav- 
thing  else,  had  prompted  the  people 
of  Wales  to  ask  for  smiilar  privileges 
for  themselves.  In  North  Wales  a  hoiue- 
to-house  canvass  had  been  instituted  for 
the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  omnioas 
of  the  people  with  reforenoe  to  toe  Bill 
now  under  discussion.    According  to  the 
Census  of  1871,  the  number  of  house- 
holders in  North  Wales  was  101,500. 
Betums  had  been  received  from  78,600. 
If  to  the  numbers  an  addition  were  made, 
on  the  one  hand,  for  an  increase  of  popi* 
lation,  and  if,  on  the  other,  a  deduottou 
were  made  for  persons  who  refused  to 
make  returns,  or  who  were  absent  from 
home,  he  believed  he  should  be  within 
the  mark  if  he  said  that  four*fifths  of 


MINTJTES.}--Nbw  Wbit  I88ubi>— -Fbr  Ply- 
mouth, r.  Sir  Edward  Bates,  baronet,  whose 
Election  has  been  determined  to  be  yoid. 

Kiw  MBitsBR  SwoBN — Bichard  Lane  Allman, 
esquire,  for  Bandon  Bridge  Borough. 

Sblbct  CoimiTTBB — Qloucester  Election  Peti- 
tion (Judges*  Report),  nominated. 

Public  Bills — OrtUred-^First  Reading — ^Edu- 
cation (Scotland)  Acts  1872  and  1878  Exten- 
sion •  [262]. 

Seecnd  Beading — Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors 
on  Sunday  (Wales)  [131];  Fixity  of  Tenure 
(Ireland)  [144],  Previous  Question  put; 
Statutes  (Definition  of  Time)  •  [226]. 

Select  Committee  —  Merdiant  Shipping  (Qrain 
C^ffgoes)  •  [158],  Captain  Price  added  ;  South 
Western  (of  London)  District  Post  Office* 
[227],  nominated, 

ConeiUred  a»  offMsdM— LoCAl  Chnremment  Pro- 
visional Orders  (Ashford,  Ac.)  *  [1221 ;  Local 
Obvemment  Provisional  Orders  (Beitiiesda, 
*c)*  [128];  Ck>minon  Law  Procedure  and 
Joaeiture  Aots  Amendment  *  [229]. 


0RDER8    OF    THE    DAT. 

SALE  OF  IKTOXIOATING  UQUOBS  ON 
SUNDAY  (WALES)  BILL.— [Bill  181.] 

( Jfr.  MoherU,  Mr,  Richard,  Mr,  Samuel  Holland, 
Mr,  Rueeey  Vivian,  Mr,  Watkin  WHUame.) 

SBOOlfD  BBADnrO. 

Order  for  Seoond  'R<mding  read. 

M&.  BOBEBTS,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,  said,  it 
was  not  his  intention  to  enter  upon  the 
general   question   of   Sunday   closing, 


1 1 69  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liqnan  { JxnrB  i 

the  hooseholden  of  North  Wales  had 
given  a  written  opinion  upon  this  ouee- 
tion.  Ottt  of  the  78,600  honseholders 
who  had  ihns  giren  a  written  opinion, 
BO  fbwet  than  75,666  had  pronoonoed  in 
fiaTour  of  total  Sunday  dosing ;  only  991 
had  given  an  opinion  against  it;  and 
only  1,948  were  neutral.  In  37  of  the 
larger  towns  of  North  Wales,  S4,ll0 
householders  were  in  foyour  and  647 
against,  proring  that  the  towns  were 
Tery  little  behmd  the  mral  districts. 
In  Wrexham,  remarkable  for  the  good- 
ness of  its  ale,  and  where  the  publican 
interest  was  very  strong,  the  Iletums 
showed  1,691  in  fayour  and  only  119 
against.  A  remarkable  fsct  oonneeted 
with  the  canyass  was  that  it  showed 
that  the  working  classes  were  the  most 
unanimous  in  fkyour  of  Sunday  closing. 
These  figures  referred  only  to  NorUi 
Wales ;  but  when  the  Members  for  the 
Southern  District  came  to  speak,  there 
was  little  doubt  that  they  would  be  able 
to  giye  an  equaUy  sati^actory  account 
for  South  Wales.  During  the  first  Ses- 
sion of  Uiis  year  403  Petitions,  signed 
by  175,300  persons,  had  been  presented 
to  the  House  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  Up 
to  the  32nd  of  June,  in  the  present  Ses- 
sion, 53  Petitions,  wiUi88,384  signatures, 
had  been  presented ;  and  other  Petitions 
numerously  signed  had  been  presented 
since  that  date.  In  fact,  he  might  safely 
say  that  out  of  700,000  people  of  the  age 
of  16  and  upwards  in  the  ninoipality  of 
Wales,  Northern  Diritton,  850,000  per- 
sons had  petitioned  the  House  in  favour 
of  this  measure,  which,  he  might  re* 
mark,  was  supported  equally  by  both 
poUtioal  Parties  in  Wales.  It  was  true 
that  tiie  noble  Lord  ^Viscount  Emlyn), 
who  represented  in  his  own  person  all 
the  Oonservatives  of  South  Wales,  had 

S'ven  Notice  of  his  intention  to  move 
e  rejection  of  the  Bill.  He  regretted 
to  learn  that  indisposition  would  pre- 
vent the  noble  Lord  from  attending 
to  perform  that  duty.  The  noble  Lord, 
however,  did  not  represent  the  Oon- 
servative  feding  of  either  North  or 
South  Wales  in  this  matter.  At  the 
last  Oeneral  Election  not  only  all  the 
Libeml  oandidates  who  were  now  Mem- 
bers had  declared  in  favour  of  the 
present  Bill,  but  most  of  the  Oonserva- 
tive  candidates  did  the  same,  and  a  simi- 
lar course  was  pursued  in  South  Wales. 
He  was  not  sorry,  in  one  sense,  that  the 
noble  Lord  (Yiseount  Emlyn)  was  not 


there  to  move  the  rejection  of  the  Bill, 
because  his  presence  mi^t  give  a  Party 
aspect  to  the  question  where  the  Oonser- 
vative  inhabitants  of  Wales  equally  with 
the  Liberal  inhabitants  were  anxious  fcnt 
lefl^islation  in  the  direction  proposed. 
When  the  Irish  Sunday  OloringBUl  wae 
under  consideration  g^reat  stress  was  laid 
on  the  fact  ^lat  three-fourths  of  the  Irish 
Bepresentative  bodjr  were  favourable  to 
that  measure ;  but  m  Wales  the  propor- 
tion of  Bepresentatives  was  as  09  to  I, 
and  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  those 
Members  very  recently  had  been  in  dose 
and  constant  relationship  wi^  their  con- 
stituents, and,  therefore,  had  the  best 
opportunity  of  becoming  acquainted  with 
their  feelings.  All  these  facts  whroh  he 
had  stated  made  out  as  strong  a  easd  bA 
could  possibly  be  presented  to  the  House 
for  legislation.  What  were  the  objec- 
tions f  It  might  be  said  that  separate 
legislation  for  Wales  was  objectionable. 
But  this  could  not  be  regarded  as  M^- 
rate  legislation,  for  the  principle  of  ^e 
Bill  had  been  recognized  by  the  Legida- 
ture  with  regard  to  the  United  Kingdom, 
not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in  England, 
Scotland,  and  Wales,  by  sanctioning 
houses  to  be  kept  open  in  different  lo- 
calities at  di£fSsrent  hours,  and  making  a 
difference  between  London  and  the  rest 
of  the  country.  All  they  asked  was  that 
in  this  Bill  the  House  should  recognize 
the  principle  recently  affirmed  by  the 
present  Parliament.  Well,  if  they  had 
separate  legislation  for  London,  why 
should  they  not  have  it  for  Wales  ?  It 
was  well  known  that  the  people  of  Wales 
had  the  reputation  pf  being  the  most 
loyal,  peaceable,  and  well-conducted  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects ;  and  if  Parlia- 
ment passed  this  measure,  it  would  not 
lessen,  but,  on  the  contrary,  would 
strengthen,  the  ties  which  existed  be- 
tween England  and  Wales.  The  Prime 
Minister  had  laid  down  the  principle 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Qovemment 
to  f oUow  public  opinion ;  and,  lookine  at 
the  fsots  before  the  House,  he  hoped  &at 
the  (Government  would  foUow  the  P^bUc 
opinion  ofWales  on  this  question.  There 
was  no  danger,  so  far  as  Wales  was 
concerned,  of  legislation  on  the  Sunday 
question  beiuff  in  advance  of  public  opi- 
nion. This  Bill  was  not  brought  for- 
ward by  him  as  a  crotdiet,  but  at  the 
earnest  request  of  the  people  of  Wales. 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
support  the  BilL    Had  the  Home  Secre- 
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tary  been  present,  lie  might  have  confi- 
dently appealed  to  Hm  in  f ayour  of  the 
measure,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
hadvoted  for  the  Kesolution  that  affirmed 
the  principle  of  Local  Option.  The  pass- 
ing of  this  measure  would  give  them 
great  satisfaction.  It  would  tend  to 
promote  peace  and  order  on  the  Sabbath, 
give  a  day  of  rest  to  the  publicans,  of 
which  they  ought  not  to  be  deprived, 
and  conduce  to  the  happiness  and  con- 
tentment of  the  people  without  causing 
serious  inconvenience  to  individuab. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  for- 
mally moving  the  second  reading  of  the 
BiU. 

Mb.  BIOHAED  :  I  rise.  Sir,  to  second, 
or,  if  that  be  unnecessary,  to  support,  the 
Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and,  at  the 
same  time,  to  congratulate  him  on  the 
marked  abiliiy  and  success  of  the  speech 
in  which  he  has  introduced  the  question 
to  the  House— of  the  speech  which  is, 
practically,  his  maiden  speech.  There  is 
one  advantage  we  have  now  in  taking 
up  this  question  of  Sunday  closing,  and 
it  is  this — that  we  are  not  advocating  a 
hypothetical  good,  for  we  have  the  bene- 
fit of  27  years'  experience  of  the  work- 
ing of  Sunday  closing  in  Scotland,  and 
we  have  considerable  experience  of  the 
same  thing  in  Ireland.  The  result  of 
this  Sunday  dosing  has  shown  the  plan 
to  be,  in  every  sense,  satisfactory  and 
beneficial.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  McLaren)  has  fur- 
nished me  with  some  facts  in  reference  to 
the  operation  of  this  measure  in  Scot- 
land, which  amply  confirms  the  state- 
ment I  am  making;  He  has  sent  me  an 
official  Report  m>m  the  Procurator- 
Fiscal  of  j&dinburgh  prepared  for  the 
magistrates  and  council  of  the  City, 
showing  the  results  of  Sunday  closing 
so  far  as  that  City  is  concerned.  The 
Eeport  gives  a  table  showing  the  number 
of  cases  of  ''drunk  and  incapable''  on 
Sundays  in  Edinburgh  from  1852  to 
1878.  In  the  year  1852,  which  was  the 
year  before  the  passing  of  the  Forbes- 
Mackenzie  Act,  the  number  of  people 
found  drunk  and  incapable  in  Edinburgh 
on  Sundays  was  729 ;  but  in  1878  it  was 
only  207.  There  was  another  Betum 
showing  the  number  found  drunk  be- 
tween 8  on  Sunday  morning  and  8  on 
Monday  morning,  and  horn  this  it  ap- 
peared that  in  1852  it  was  401,  and  m 
1878  only  67.  But  there  is  evidence 
with  rege^  to  the  good  effected  in  the 

Mr.  RoUrti 


whole    of    Scotland.      Bailie    VViliiam 
Collins,  Lord  Provost  of  Olasgoir,  baa 
taken  great  pains  to  collect  statistiGs  la 
this  matter ;  and  from  his  stateoiaiit  it 
appears  that  in  17  of  the  largest  towsa 
of  ScoUand,  including  Qla^ow,  Sdia- 
burgh,  Dundee,  Aberaeen,  Leith,  Perth, 
Ghreenock,    and   so   on,    the   oases    of 
drunkenness  on  Sunday  during  the  threa 
years  before  the  passmg  of  the  Act  in 
1853    was  11,471,   as   compared   with 
4,299  in  the  three  years  after,  aho^rin^ 
a  decrease  of  7,172,  or  nearly  two-thirda 
of  the  entire  number.    With  regard  to 
Ireland,  the  O'Conor  Don  moved  for  a 
Betum  of  the  number  of  arrests  znade 
on  Sundays  for  drunkenness  during  tlie 
six  months  immediately  after  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Act  in  October,  1878,  and  a 
similar  Betum  for  the  oorrespondin§f  six 
months  in  1877.    The  result  was  that  in 
35  counties  the  number  of  arrests  beilDte 
the  Act  came  into  operation  was  3,364, 
and  after  the  pcusing  707,  showing  a 
diminution  of  70  per  cent.    We  maj, 
therefore,  take  it  for  granted  as  a  fact 
established  beyond  dispute  upon  ancple 
evidence  and  experience  that  the  olosau^ 
of  public-houses  on  Sundays  has  had 
the  effect  of  diminishing  drunkenness 
and  disorder  and  crime  in  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  and  has  had  the  further  effect 
— ^we  may    safely  assume— of    adding 
largely  to  the  domestic  comfort  of  the 
working  classes.    Now,  it  is  generally 
recognized  that  in  questions  of  this  kind 
affecting  the  moral  and  social  oonditicm 
of  the  people  great  weight  is  due  to  the 
preponderating  opinion  of  the  people 
themselves.    This  was  the  principle  ac- 
knowledged in  connection  with  the  Irish 
Bill  that  we  had  so  long  under  disooasion 
in  this  House.     The   Prime  Minister 
stated  that  this  alone  should  have  in- 
duced us  to  support  the  measure — ^the 
unanimihr  with  which  it  was  demanded 
by  the  Irish  people.     These  were  his 
words.    He  said — 

*'  He  held  most  strongly  the  conriction  that, 
apart  from  the  mere  moral  and  locial  objecti 
tney  had  in  view,  the  qaeetion  was  very  im> 
portant  indeed  whether  on  those  subject*  which 
they  conceived  to  be  of  a  local  character<-h6 
meant  local  as  opposed  to  Imperial—they  wen 
to  give  the  same  fair  play  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land—to have  the  same  resard  U>  tneir  weU- 
understood  wishes  which  they  would  give  to 
the  wishes  of  the  people  of  England  and  Scot* 
land." 

I  only  want  to  substitute  the  name  of 
the  people  of  Wales,  and  the  iqpplica* 
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tion  is  perfect  in  all  its  forms.  As  my 
hon.  Friend  has  said,  the  Home  Secre- 
tary the  other  day  adopted  and  affirmed 
the  same  principle.  Now,  my  hon. 
Friend  has  giren  the  House  some 
yery  striking  facts  with  reference 
to  tiie  state  of  opinion  in  North  Wales 
regarding  this  matter,  and  he  has  re- 
ferred to  me  as  prepared  to  famish 
somewhat  similar  evidence  in  regard  to 
Sonth  Wales.  Well,  the  evidence  for 
Sonth  Wales  was  not  quite  so  complete 
and  so  full  of  details  as  that  witn  re- 
gard to  North  Wales,  but  it  was  suffi- 
ciently clear  and  conclusive.  In  Novem- 
ber last  a  Conference  was  held  in 
Swansea,  presided  over  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Olamorganshire  (Mr.  H. 
Vivian),  which  was  attended  by  a  large 
number  of  delegates  from  all  the  counties 
of  South  Wales,  including  men  of  all 
dasses  and  conditions  and  creeds — 
Members  of  Parliament,  ma^strates, 
clergymen  of  the  Church  of  England, 
Roman  Catholic  priests.  Nonconformist 
ministers  of  all  denominations,  large 
employers  of  labour,  and  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  working  classes.  I  my- 
self presided  over  a  public  meeting  m 
the  evening,  and  I  never  attended  a 
meeting  at  which  there  was  more  abso- 
lute unanimity  and  enthusiasm  than 
there  was  at  this  meeting  held  to  advo- 
cate the  total  closing  of  public-houses 
in  Wales.  The  Petitions  that  have  been 
presented  from  South  Wales,  with  more 
than  100,000  signatures  attached  to 
them,  also  indicate  the  same  state  of 
opinion.  I  find  that  from  Olamorgan- 
shire Petitions  have  been  presented 
signed  by  65,917,  and  from  Carmarthen- 
shire—the  county  represented  bjr  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  given  Notice  of 
opposition  to  the  Bill — ^there  have  been 
Petitions  sifiped  by  more  than  18,000 
persons  in  favour  of  Sunday  closing; 
and  it  is  deserving  of  remark  that  not 
one  Petition  has  been  presented  from 
Carmarthen  against  the  measure,  nor, 
so  far  as  I  know,  has  there  been  from 
all  Wales  more  than  one  Petition  of  an 
adverse  character  presented.  Nowhere  is 
the  feeling  in  favour  of  the  Bill  stronger 
than  among  the  constituents  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent.  In  one  large  part 
of  the  borough  I  represent — ^the  town  of 
Aberdare— the  subject  has  been  brought 
to  a  oruoial  test  by  a  houfle-to-house 
oanvasa ;  and  here  I  must  refer  to  a  re- 
mark which  fell  from  my  hon.  Friend 


the  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
Pease),  in  his  speech  the  other  night. 
He  said,  in  endeavouring  to  diminish 
the  weight  of  the  Betimis  from  the 
house-to-house  canvass,  that  there  were 
only  4,069  houses,  out  of  a  total  of 
6,500,  visited  by  the  convassers  at  which 
replies  were  received.  But  that  is  not 
correct.  The  number  of  canvass  papers 
filled  up  was  5,051,  and  this  must  re- 

E resent  nearly  the  whole   of   the  in- 
abited  houses  in  Aberdare,  for  I  am 
sony  to  say  that,  owing  to  great  de- 

gression  in  trade,  there  were  nearly  1,000 
ouses  vacant  at  that  time  in  that  part 
of  the  borough.  What  was  the  result 
of  this  canvass  of  5,051  houses  ?  Why, 
this  was  the  result.  We  found  that 
4,659  persons  were  in  favour  of  Sunday 
closing,  210  were  against  it,  and  182 
were  neutral,  showine  92  per  cent  of 
the  householders  for  closing,  4  per  cent 
against,  and  4  per  cent  neutral.  Out  of 
85  publicans,  45  were  in  favour  of 
closing  on  Sunday,  and  25  were  against, 
while  12  were  neutral.  An  analysis  has 
been  made  of  the  Betum,  showing  the 
classes  of  persons  who  were  canvassed ; 
for  it  is  constantly  urged  against  this 
agitation  that  it  is  not  promoted  or  de- 
sired by  the  working  classes,  but  only 
by  those  who  assume  to  be  phdanthropio 
champions  of  the  working  classes.  Well, 
what  was  the  result  of  the  analysis 
of  these  Betums  from  Aberdare  ? 
Amongst  those  who  gave  this  veto 
were  2,188  working  colliers,  of  whom 
1,976  approved  of  Sunday  closing, 
while  91  opposed  it,  and  71  were  neutrtd. 
Of  artizan  householders,  776  were  for 
closing,  74  were  against  it,  and  28  were 
neutr^.  Of  labourers,  hauliers,  &c.,  659 
were  for  closing,  and  28  were  against  it, 
while  24  were  neutral.  Of  farmers,  83 
were  for  this  Bill,  none  were  against  it. 
Of  railway  servants,  176  were  for,  10 
against,  and  14  neutral.  This  proves 
conclusively  that  the  great  body  of 
working  men  themselves  desire  this 
measure  to  be  carried.  The  same  thing 
was  the  result  when  the  canvass  was 
made  in  other  parts  of  South  Wales. 
There  was  a  house-to-house  canvass 
made  in  Merthyr,  Cardiff,  Swansea, 
Haverfordwest,  Aberystwith,  Brecon, 
and  in  portions  of  Badnorshire,  and  this 
showed  98  per  cent  of  the  entire  house- 
holders— including  publicans — in  favour 
of  total  closing  on  Sundays.  All  reli- 
gions  bodies  in  Wales  are  united  on  this 
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matter,  and  that;  is  a  significant  ciroum- 
stanoOy  because  so  large  a  proportion  of 
th6  people  of  Wales  happily  oelong  to 
one  rehg^ous  body  or  anotner,  that  an 
expression  of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the 
religious  bodies  in  Wales  is  an  expres- 
sion of  opinion  on  the  part  of  the  great 
bulk  of  the  people.  The  Church  of 
England  Temperance  Society  has  pro- 
nounced in  favour  of  the  measure,  also 
the  OouCTogational  Union,  the  Baptist 
Umon,  me  Oalvanistic  Methodists'  As- 
sociation, and  Wesleyan  district  meet- 
ings ;  all  have  proclaimed  with  absolute 
unanimity  in  favour  of  closing  on  Sun- 
day, and  they  have  all  worked  hard  in 
getting  up  Petitions.  Boards  of  guar- 
dians, town  councils,  school  boards, 
boards  of  health,  and  various  working 
men's  organizations  have  united  in  the 
same  expression  of  opinion.  But  then 
we  are  told  you  cannot  legislate  for  one 
part  of  the  country  differently  to  the 
manner  in  which  you  le^slate  for  an- 
other. The  answer  to  that  is — as  my 
hon.  Friend  has  pointed  out — "  You  do 
that  abready."  You  have  legislated 
separately  for  Scotland  and  for  Ireland 
— nay,  more,  you  have  legislated  dif- 
ferently for  different  parts  of  England 
and  Wales ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  late  Home  Secretary,  when  he 
brought  forward  his  Licensing  Bill,  said 
that  he  threw  overboard  the  principle  of 
uniformity  altogether.  And  so  we  now 
oome,  as  my  hon.  Friend  has  stated,  re- 
ptesenting  the  whole  of  the  Principality 
of  Wales — ^for  with  the  exception  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Carmarthen- 
shire (Yiscount  Evelyn),  and  he  is  Mem- 
ber for  that  part  of  Wales  simply  by 
mistake  on  the  part  of  the  Liberals,  all 
the  Members  horn  Wales  support  the 
Bill — the  whole  of  the  Bepresentatives 
of  the  Principality  are  unanimous  in 
soliciting  this  Doon  from  the  House  of 
Commons.  We  ask  for  nothing  that 
will  do  England  any  harm.  On  the  con- 
trary, if  the  measure  passes  it  may  do 
England  some  good  oy  giving  it  a 
salutary  example.  We  ask  for  nothing 
that  wul  imperil  the  unity  of  the  Em- 
pire or  alienate  Wales  in  any  de^ee 
from  the  other  part  of  the  United  King- 
dom. We  ask  for  power  to  deal  with  a 
great  evil,  which  is  corrupting  our  peo- 
ple, desolating  our  homes,  and  exercising 
a  disastrous  influence  upon  our  highest 
social  and  moral  interests ;  and  u  the 
House  of  Commons  will  g^ant  us  this 


Hr.  Richard 


boon  I  can  promise  thai  they  will  Add 
still  further,  if  that  were  possible,  to 
the  contentment  and  loyalty  of  the  most 
contented  and  loyal  as  well  as  one  of  the 
most  moral  and  religions  portions  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pn^Mssd, 
<<  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seooal 
time." — {^Mr.  BoherU.) 

Db.  EINNEAS  said,  he  felt  mnch 
gratified  at  the  able  manner  in  which 
the  case  for  dosing  publio-hooses  oa 
Sundays  had  been  presented  to  ths 
House,  and  he  would  content  K^miyilf 
with  bearing  testimony  to  the  good  that 
had  been  effected  in  the  North  of  IrelAnd 
by  the  Lish  Sunday  Closing  Ajct.  This 
Bill  had  the  unanimous  support  of  the 
clergy  of  all  denominations^  and  he 
trusted  it  would  be  carried. 

Qenebal  BUBNABYsaid,  that  though 
he  had  presented  Petitions  in  favour  oL 
Sunday  closing,  yet  this  was  a  subject 
which  requiredmuch  consideration.  He 
questioned  whether  the  Leeialatare  had 
not  already  gone  to  the  f  ufiest  tether  of 
restriction,  and  contended  that  drunken- 
ness was  diminishing.  No  one,  he  felt 
sure,  who  had  seen  the  smoking  chim- 
neys of  a  laree  manufacturing  town 
would  grudge  the  working  man  a  gLus 
of  beer  after  his  Sunday's  waDc  into  the 
country.  He  had  visited  tiie  Northern 
States  of  America,  and  although  the 
Americans  were  not  a  drunken  people^ 
he  must  say  he  observed  more  drunken- 
ness there  on  Sundavs  than  on  other 
days ;  perhaps  the  stolen  lump  of  sugar 
was  the  sweetest.     If  this  JBill  were 

Eassed  he  foresaw  great  difficulties  in 
ringing  the  police  to  bear  upon  the 
people  in  this  matter,  as  there  was 
nothing  to  prevent  Uie  working  man 
having  his  dub  and  cellar  key.  He 
would  remind  hon.  Members  of  the 
couplet — 

«  Moszlenot  the  ox  whioh  traftdethovt  tiie  eon. 
Nor  grudge  the  honeet  labourer  hii  pipe  and 
his  horn." 


Mr.  WABTON,  in  moving  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill,  said,  he  did  not 
wish  to  throw  the  sliffhtest  doubt  on  the 
sincerity  of  those  who  had  taken  the 
trouble  to  get  up  all  the  statistics  which 
had  been  referred  to ;  but  the  queslioa 
really  was,  were  they  to  have  fi«otioDal 
or  national  legislation  ?  They  all  highly 
respected  and  loved  Wales;  but,  after  all. 
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it  was  bnt  a  small  part  of  England,  and 
he  hoped  this  BiU  was  not  a  prelude  to  a 
Airther  national  division  such  as  their 
Irish  friends  had  formed.  This  was  an 
attempt  to  let  in  by  a  kind  of  side  wind 
the  principle  of  Liooal  Option.  If  the 
working  men  were  to  be  allowed  to 
decide  these  questions  by  vote  then  there 
would  be  an  end  to  leei^tion,  and  there 
would  be  set  up  in  its  stead  pure  de- 
mocracy. He  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  practical  su^estion.  If  the 
feeling  amonff  the  working  men  of  Wales 
was  so  oTerwnelming  in  mvour  of  total 
oloting  on  Sundi^s,  if  out  of  78,000 
there  were  75,000  against  drinking  on 
Sundays,  why  did  they  keep  on  drinking 
on  Sundays  r  If  there  was  no  demand 
for  Sunday  drinking  he  should  imagine 
the  publicans,  in  their  own  interest, 
wotila  shut  up  their  houses,  and  so  save 
the  great  expense  of  keeping  them  open. 
There  were  six-day  licences  in  Wales  as 
well  as  in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom ; 
but  no  statistics  nad  been  placed  before 
the  House  to  show  that  there  had  been 
any  increase  in  the  number  of  that  class 
of  licences.  The  Welsh  people  were 
described  as  the  most  moral  and  re- 
ligious in  the  country ;  and  at  the  same 
time  it  was  said  that  drink  was  desolat- 
ing their  homes.  Unless  that  was  an 
oratorical  flourish  he  confessed  he  could 
not  understand  it.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  rery  excellence  of  the  Welsh 
people  rendered  this  measure  unne- 
cessary. As  an  opponent  of  Local 
Option,  he  begged  to  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day  six 
months. 

Mb.  MONTAOTT  SCOTT  seconded  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  "  now,'*  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  three  months."— (ifr.  Wsrton.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now  '  stana  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  ABTHTTB  FEEL  confessed  that 
he  felt  some  difficulty  in  rising  to 
addresss  what  was,  for  the  time,  prac- 
ticaUy  a  Welsh  Parliament.  It  was 
clear  there  was  a  very  strong  consensus 
of  opinion  on  the  part  of  Welsh 
Members  and  the  constituencies  thej 
represented  on  the  subject,  and  their 
unanimity  was  rendered  more  striking 
by  the  absence  of  the  noble  Lord  who, 


he  believed,  had  intended  to  move  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill.  He  was  informed, 
however,  that  the  cause  of  the  noble 
Lord's  absence  was  illness,  which  he  much 
regretted.  He  wished  to  enter  a  protest, 
which  he  hoped  would  not  be  misunder- 
stood. He  thoiight  they  were  getting 
into  somewhat  oi  a  strange  position  in 
regard  to  the  licensing  question  gene- 
rally. They  had  already  passed  a  num- 
ber of  abstract  Besolutions,  and  abstract 
Besolutions  of  a  particularly  abstract 
character.  The  other  night  the  Besolu- 
tion  on  Local  Option  was  carried  by  a 
majority  which  ne  thought  was  unex- 
pected, and  which  reversed  the  opinion 
come  tK)  by  the  last  Parliament.  They 
had  also  passed  a  Besolution  on  Sund^ 
closing  in  uncompromising  terms.  It 
was  quite  true  that  immediately  after- 
wards an  Amendment  was  passed  unani- 
mously, or  at  least  without  a  division, 
recognizing  the  importance  of  making  i^ 
distinction  between  the  country  and  the 
Metropolis,  and  of  legislating  specially 
for  the  Metropolis  and  for  the  require- 
ments of  particular  districts  in  the 
country.  But  in  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr. 
Pease),  which  was  accepted,  there  was 
contained  a  warning  which  ought  not  to 
be  without  effect  on  the  House.  That 
warning  was  that  they  were  not  to  go 
beyond  public  opinion  in  this  matter; 
and  the  hon.  Member,  in  speaking  on 
this  Bill,  had  recognized  that  principle 
when  he  said  that  legislation  ought  not 
to  be  in  advance,  but  if  possible  a  little 
behind,  public  opinion.  The  danger  of 
over-steppinff,  by  however  little,  public 
opinion  in  this  matter,  was  that  they 
would  excite  a  re-action  out  of  all  pro- 
portion to  that  slight  excess,  and  would 
encourage  opposition  to  measures  which 
the  House  and  the  country  now  almost 
universally  regarded  as  salutary  in  their 
restrictive  operation.  It  was,  perhaps, 
necessary  to  remind  the  House  of  what 
the  Prime  Minister  had  said,  that  the 
question  of  licensing  would  form  an 
essential  portion  of  the  work  to  be  done 
by  the  present  Parliament,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  went  further,  and  said 
that  in  his  opinion  an  integral  portion 
of  that  measure  would  have  to  be  Local 
Option.  Now,  by  passing  such  abstract 
Besolutions  as  had  been  passed,  and  by 
passing  this  Bill,  they  would  heap  up 
such  a  multitude  of  recorded  opinions  of 
the  House  that  it  would  be  extremely 
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difficult  to  deal  with  the  whole  question 
when  it  was  taken  in  hand.  Hon. 
Members  would,  perhaps,  say  that  it  was 
a  technical  and  official  objection.  He 
was  aware  that  the  point  made  by  hon. 
Members  from  Wales  was  that  this  was 
essentially  a  Welsh  question.  But  he 
did  not  loiow  that  it  had  been  hitherto 
recognized  that  Wales  should  be  treated 
in  a  different  way  from  other  portions 
of  the  Kingdom,  and  he  could  not  but 
see  great  difficulties  likely  to  arise  from 
passmg  a  Bill  which  laid  down,  in  a 
sweeping  manner,  that  all  public-houses 
in  Wales  were  to  be  closed  during  Sun- 
days. In  Ireland  exceptions  were  made 
in  favour  of  certain  large  towns,  and  in 
England  exceptions  would  have  to  be 
made.  Were  there  to  be  no  exceptions 
made  in  Wales  ?  [**  No ! "]  All  these 
things,  which  were  accumulating  on 
those  who  were  responsible  for  dealing 
with  the  matter,  tended  to  increase  the 
difficulties  of  solving  the  Licensing  Ques- 
tion. The  SundayClosin^  Question  came 
up  repeatedly ;  but,  in  his  opinion,  there 
was  a  great  deal  yet  to  be  said  with 
regard  to  Saturday  closing.  He  recol- 
lected a  learned  Judge  referring  in  these 
terms  to  drinking  and  it  consequences  on 
Saturday — **Why  is  it  that  all  these 
offences  and  crimes  are  committed  on 
Saturday  ?  Because  Saturday  is  wage  day. 
wage  day  is  drink  day,  and  drink  day  is 
crime  day."  He  (Mr.  Arthur  Peel)  would 
ask  the  House  where  they  were  to  stop  ? 
K  they  stopped  the  Sunday  traffic  in  in- 
toxicating dnnk  altogether  in  an  integral 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  why  should 
should  they  not  stop  the  traffic  on  Satur- 
day ?  He  had  heard  a  consensus  of  opi- 
nion which  had  astonished  him,  and  he 
felt  the  difficulty  of  resisting  it.  But  for 
the  reason  he  had  given — tnat  all  these 
Besolutions  increased  the  difficulty  of 
ultimately  dealing  with  the  question  as 
a  whole — he  could  not  vote  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
wish,  however,  for  a  moment,  to  put 
himself  in  opposition  to  its  principle,  or 
in  antagonism  to  the  hon.  Members 
who  had  spoken  so  strongly  in  its  favour. 
He  should  not  vote  for  the  Bill  on  the 
simple  ground  that,  if  he  accepted  it,  he 
should  be  imposing  an  obligation  upon 
those  who  had  to  deal  with  the  general 
question.  Of  course,  if  the  House  uked  to 
accept  the  Bill,  that  would  be  a  fact  that 
must  be  taken  into  consideration,  and 
the  consensus  of  opinion  from  twenty- 
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nine-thirtieths  of  the  repreeentatioii  of 
WfiJes,  must  be  a  powerful  factor  in 
considering  how  to  deal  'with  the  qosfr- 
tion.  He  should  not  oppoee  the  secosd 
reading,  as  he  did  not  wish  to  be  re- 
garded as  setting  himself  against  tb 
expressed  opinion  of  the  Wmsh  ICflOh 
bers,  or  as  wishing  to  hinder  the  grat 
social  and  moral  improvement  wnidi, 
for  aught  he  knew,  might  result  froo 

the  measure. 

Mb.  OAEBUTT  said,  there  could  not 
be  a  better  argument  than  the  last  ELee- 
tion  to  show  that  the  Bill  was  not  is 
advance  of  public  opinion.     Se  believed 
the  public  had  made  lip  its  mind  to  haT» 
this  temperance  question    settled,  ani 
settled  in  a  very  decisive  w^ay.     He  be- 
lieved that  he  owed  his  return  for  Moo- 
mouth  district  greatly  to  his  promise  to 
vote  for  Sunday  closing.     In  Newport 
which   was    one    of  the    oontribatoiy 
boroughs  to  Monmouth,  he  was  opposed 
by  the  London  Trade  Organization ;  but 
in  XJsk  three-fourths  of  the  publioau 
were  in  favour  of  the  measure.     A  depu- 
tation from  Newport  had  an   Intemffv 
with  the  members  of  the  Trade  in  Uik, 
and  sought  to  induce  them  tp  vote  agaiiMt 
him,  on  the  m>und  that  he  was  in  favour 
of  Sunday  closine ;  but  the  publicans  of 
XJsk  replied  that  Uiat  was  the  veiyreaMS 
why  they  intended  to  vote  for  him.   Tht 
question  had  been  asked  why  the  woo- 
ing men  of  Wales,  if  they  dieapproted 
of  Sunday  drinking,  did  not  abstaio. 
The  simple  answer  to  that  was  that,  t^ 
temptation  being  there,  they  yielded  to 
it.    What  they  demanded  was  that  the 

temptation  should  be  removed. 

Mr.  BLAKE  supported  the  Bill,  ai^ 
referred  to  the  moral,  social,  and  p2i/« 
sical  results  of  the  Irish  Sunday  Closog 
Bill,  which  had  been  in  operation  nearij 
three  years.  The  consumption  of  liquor 
had  fallen  off  in  Ireland  £1,260,000 
per  annum,  and  the  convictionf  if" 
Sunday  offences  had  decreased  70  ptf 
cent.  Every  Judge  on  the  Bench  ^ 
the  last  two  years  had  strongly  «*' 
pressed  his  belief  that  that  was  otriog 
to  Sunday  closing.  It  might  be  Mi» 
that  the  decrease  in  the  rate  of  codbiudp- 
tion  was  due  to  the  great  distress  of  the 
present  period ;  but  during  the  Famins 
years  of  1846,  1847,  and  1848,  thert 
was  a  large  increase  in  the  consumptioo 
of  beer  and  spirituous  liquors.  H0 
therefore  trusted  that,  as  the  results  of 
Sunday  closing  in  Ireland  had  been  to 
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beneficent,  the  prindple  would  be  ex- 
tended to  Wales. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow, 

FIXITY  OF  TENTJEE  (IRELAND)  BILL. 

{Mr,  Litton,  Mr.  IHekton,  Mr,  Oivan,  Mr,  Find- 

later f  Mr,  Jam$t  Jtiehardtim.) 

[bill    144.]       SEOOKD  SEADINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  LITTON,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  he 
thought  the  question  of  land  tenure  in 
Ireland  was  of  even  more  importance 
than  that  of  distress,  for  the  distress, 
though  urgent,  was  temporary,  while  the 
former  might  be  said  to  be  a  permanent 
evil,  and  concerned,  to  some  extent,  the 
causes  of  the  very  distress  which  was 
now  prevailing.  The  question  of  land 
tenure  was  important  also  from  the  point 
of  view  of  emigration,  for  the  bone  and 
sinew,  which  were  the  wealth  of  Ireland, 
were  leaving  it  in  consequence  of  the 
present  state  of  the  law.  It  was  not 
alone  the  labouring  class,  who  had  no 
means,  but  the  emigrants  were  the  most 
independent  and  enterprizing  of  the 
people — those  who  had  sufficient  means 
left  to  carry  them  to  another  land — in 
short,  the  emigrants  were  the  very  per- 
sons who  should,  if  possible,  be  re- 
tained in  Ireland.  The  unsettled  con- 
dition of  the  Land  Question  tended  to 
separate  more  widely,  from  day  to 
day,  the  relations  between  landlord  and 
tenant.  It  was  to  be  regretted  that  the 
ties  which  ought  to  bind  the  occupier 
and  the  landlord  together  were  becom- 
ing weaker  and  vreSker ;  and  he  must 
confess  that  he  was  not  altogether  dis- 
posed to  acquit  from  blame  the  hon. 
Gentlemen,  many  of  whom  he  could 
respect  and  regard,  who  sat  below  the 
Gangpray  on  tne  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  for,  undoubtedly,  the  speeches 
of  some  of  them  had  had  a  tendency 
to  create  distrust  and  alarm  on  the 
part  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland,  who 
naturally  were  driven  to  stand  up  for 
their  rights,  and  were  jealous  (a  the 
position  which  they  occupied ;  but  who, 
if  a  different  course  had  been  adopted, 
would  have  been,  he  ventured  to  think, 
the  first  to  come  forward  to  endeavour 


to  find  out  some  true  and  just  measure 
of  reform  which  might  secure  to  the 
tenants  the  legitimate  object  of  their 
aspirations.    It  might  be  said  that  the 

Sosition  taken  up  by  the  landlords  ren- 
ered  it  impossible  that  this  happy  result 
could  be  attained;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that — he  believed  the  majority  of 
the  Irish  landlords  were  anxious  to  see 
the  Land  Question  finally  settled,  and  they 
recognized  that  it  was  to  their  advantage 
that  it  should  be  settled,  and  that  a^- 
tation  on  the  subject  should  cease.  To 
a  certain  extent  they  were  willing  to 
recognize,  he  believed,  the  rights  of 
the  tenant  to  a  property  in  the  land  as 
regarded  his  labour  and  expenditure. 
The  question  was  a  difficult  one,  and 
it  must  be  treated  in  a  bold  and,  at 
the  same  time,  in  a  just  manner.  No 
mere  dealing  with  the  fringe  of  the 
question  womd  be  satisfactory.  Every 
failure  to  settle  the  question  prolonged 
the  agitation  which  was  the  misK>r- 
tune  of  Ireland.  All  would  agree  with 
him  in  desiring  that  by  bold,  liberal,  and 
honest  legislation  that  agitation  should 
terminate.  It  was  the  desire  of  every 
Irishman — and  he  included  every  man 
of  what  was  termed  the  "  Third  Party  " 
in  that  House — to  see  the  relations  of 
landlord  and  tenant  work  harmoniously. 
He  was  not  one  of  those  who  thought 
there  oueht  to  be  any  confiscation  oi  a 
landlord^  property  or  right.  In  his 
election  canvass  he  never  met  with  a 
single  tenant  farmer  who  asked  for  more 
than  a  right  to  occupy  and  to  hold,  at  a 
fair  rent,  that  property  which  he  had 
acquired  by  his  labour,  and  there  was  no 
desire  to  deprive  the  landlord  of  his  right 
in  the  land.  All  that  was  asked  was 
security  of  tenure  and  recognition  of  the 
riffht  as  regarded  land  which  was  acknow- 
ledged in  regard  to  every  other  species 
of  properly — namely,  that  a  man  who 
converted  raw  material  into  a  manufac- 
tured product  had  a  property  in  the 
result  of  his  industry.  The  tenant  took 
the  land  as  a  raw  material,  and  con- 
verted it  into  the  manufactured  article, 
represented  by  the  soil,  which  produced 
the  crops.  The  Bill  now  before  tne  House 
was  drawn  with  a  view  to  boldness  and 
justice.  It  was  necessary,  in  explanation  of 
the  Bill,  that  he  should  call  attention  to  the 
relations  in  which  landlords  and  tenants 
stood  before  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  Before  the  passing  of  that 
Act,  the  landlords  had  power  to  turn 
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their  tenants  out  at  any  time  on  a  simple 
notice  to  quit,  and  without  recognition  of 
the  labour  or  capital  expended  on  the 
holding ;  but  to  their  credit  it  might  be 
said  that,  as  a  rule,  that  power  was  rarely 
exercised.  It  existed,  howeyer,  down  to 
1 870 ;  and  it  formerly  had  been  the  habit 
of  landlords,  on  receiving  their  rent,  to 
deliyer  a  notice  to  the  tenant  to  auit,  and 
the  tenant  had  thus  constantly  nanging 
oyer  him  a  notice  under  which  his  occu- 
pancy might  be  suddenly  closed,  and  he 
might  be  turned  out  without  any  regard 
whatever  to  the  fruits  of  his  labour. 
But  what  was  the  rieht  of  the  tenant? 
Why,  he  had  no  right ;  it  was  simply 
his  duty  to  go.  That  being  the  relative 
legal  position  of  parties,  it  seemed  to  him 
strange  that  the  law  should  have  existed 
80  long  in  the  country  as  it  did.  It  could 
only  be  accounted  for  ])j  the  fact  that 
the  landlords  were  better  than  the  laws. 
Any  landlord  acting  in  the  way  he  had 
described  simply  appropriated  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenant.  In  Ulster  the  posi- 
tion prior  to  the  Act  of  1870  was,  ac- 
cording to  the  law,  the  same  as  it  was  in 
every  other  part  of  Ireland,  though,  no 
doubt,  in  most  parts  of  Ulster,  ana  espe- 
cially on  large  estates,  there  was  a  re- 
cognition of  a  just  equity  between  the 
landlord  and  tenant,  which  was  the 
foundation  of  what  was  now  called  the 
Ulster  tenant  ri^ht.  But  that  had  only 
for  its  sanction  Sie  generosity  of  feeling 
entertained  by  the  landlord.  Under  these 
circumstances,  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was 
brought  before  the  House  by  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  who  was  now  at  the 
head  of  the  Government;  and  it  was 
not  saying  very  much,  because  it  had 
been  luready  said  over  and  over  again, 
to  assert  that  that  was  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament with  which  the  name  of  the 
right  hop.  Oentleman  would  be  for  ever 
connected  in  the  most  honourable  man- 
ner. That  Act  was  complained  of  as 
having  infringed  the  ric^ht  of  free  con- 
tract ;  but  he  would  ast  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  that  when  hon.  Gentlemen 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House,  and 
especially  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin),  spoke  of  in- 
terference wiUi  the  freedom  of  contract, 
and  applied  that  trite  and  commonplace 
observation  to  the  relation  of  landlord 
and  tenant  as  it  still  existed  in  Ireland, 
they  wholly  misapprehended  the  position 
of  the  case.  There  was,  in  substance,  no 
such  thing  as  freedom  of  contract  as 

Mr.  LitUm 


between  landlord  and  tenant.     Tlure 
could  be  no  reality  in  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member  until  he  first  established 
as  between  the  contracting  parties  am 
independent  position  and  equal  rigltta. 
Talk  about  freedom  of  contract  in  such  a 
case !   Let  the  House  fancy  the  miserable 
tenant  of  some*  20  acres,  who,  by  in* 
dustry  and  frugality,  had  improred  the 
letting  value  of  his  holding,  and  wfaa» 
under  notice  to  quitj  went  to  his  landlord 
or  agent  and  asked  why  he  was  to  be 
disturbed  in  his  holding,  and  was  told 
that  he  must  go  out  on  the  roadside 
or  to  the  poorhouse,  if  neoesBair,  unless 
he  conceded  the  demand  of  the  landlord 
to  allow  an  increase  of  rent,  which  in- 
crease was  regulated  by  the  improve* 
ment  that  had  been  affected  in  the  hold* 
ing  by  the  labour  and  capital  of  the 
tenant.    To  say  that  that  man,  with  the 
prospect  before  him  of  the  charity  of 
the  workhouse,  where  he  was  separated 
from  his  wife  and  children,  was  in  e 

Eosition  to  enter  into  free  contract  with 
is  landlord  was  an  abuse  of  terms. 
The  Land  Act  had  advanced  the  queedon 
of  land  reform  in  a  considerable  degree. 
The  Chief  Secretary  stated  the  other  day 
that  if  that  Act  had  not  been  paneo 
Ireland  would  now  have  to  be  governed 
by  martial  law.  He  feared  tiiat  unless 
another  Land  Act  was  passed  iar  in 
advance  of  that  of  187Q  a  like  neces- 
sity might  be  found  to  exist  in  1890; 
and  he,  therefore,  asked  the  House  to 
adopt  generously,  and  in  no  grudging 
spint,  a  principle  which,  he  ventured  to 
think,  was  a  just  principle— namely,  that 
which  would  place  the  occupier  of  an 
agricultural  holding  in  Ireland  in  that 
position  in  which  it  would  be  his  interest 
to  maintidn,  not  merely  law  and  order, 
but  those  i^od  feelings  which,  to  some 
extent,  existed  between  landlord  and 
tenant  in  the  North,  and  which  ought  to 
exist  and  be  fostered  throughout  the  en- 
tire of  Irelap4-  The  House  must  be  fully 
aware  that  in  moving  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill  his  object  was  to  elicit  the 
acceptance  of  a  principle.  He  could  not, 
nor  could  any  private  Member  expect  to 
carry  a  Bill  of  this  importance  thtough 
the  House.  It  should  oe  a  Qovemment 
measure;  but  it  was  right  that  lieanxie^ 
which  existed  in  Ireland  to  know  what 
the  House  was  aoout  to  do  in  regard  to 
this  liand  Question  should  receive  some 
greater  Recognition  than  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Commission  to  inquire  info  th^ 
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operation  of  tbe  Land  Act.  They  had 
l&ad  1 0  years  ezperieuoe  of  that  Act,  and 
the  resiUt  had  been  to  show  that  it  had 
not  placed  the  relation  between  landlord 
and  tenant  upon  that  satisfactory  foot- 
ing which  at  the  time  of  its  passing  it 
ivas  hoped  it  might.  He  believed  that 
tlie  Cmef  Secretary  had  admitted  as 
znuoh  the  other  day.  The  reason  was 
that  there  had  not  been  a  recognition 
of  the  true  principle  which  oueht  to 
g^ide  the  House  in  dealine  wiui  this 
question — namely,  recognition  to  the 
lull,  legitimate,  and  logical  extent  of 
property  on  the  part  of  the  tenant  in 
the  fruits  of  his  labour.  After  the  Land 
Act  was  passed  it  was  supposed  that 
matters  would  improve,  with  respect 
to  the  Ulster  custom  the  onlv  thing 
inrhich  the  Act  did  was  to  legaHze  that 
inrbich  already  existed  by  custom;  and,  no 
doubt,  it  was  a  great  matter  to  confer 
upon  the  tenant  the  legal  right  of  de- 
manding that  which  before  depended 
upon  the  generosity  of  his  landlord. 
6ut  it  was  perhaps  unknown  to  English 
Members  uiat  this  legalizing  of  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  worled  in  f  veir  un- 
equal  degree  throughout  Ulster.  There 
were  many  estates  in  Ulster;  he  al- 
luded to  the  smaller  estates,  on  which 
it  might  be  said  that  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  did  not  exist  at  all.  On  the  larger 
entates,  such,  for  instance,  as  the  Down- 
shire  and  Abercom  estates,  the  tenant 
right  existed  in  its  full  extent;  but 
throughout  the  great  portion  of  Ulster 
the  custom  was  unsatisfactory  in  regard 
to  what  were  called  "oftLce  rules," 
which  limited  the  right  of  the  tenant  as 
regarded  the  compensation  that  he  could 
receive.  The  two  things  which  the  tenant 
chiM  in  Ireland  wanted  were  a  fixitv  in 
their  tenure — that  was  to  say,  a  right 
that  they  should  not  be  disturbed,  with- 
out their  consent,  in  their  holdings  as 
long  as  they  paid  a  fair  rent;  and  a 
right  of  sale  free  from  the  restrictions 
imposed  by  office  rules,  which  limited 
the  compensation  they  had  the  ri^ht 
to  receive.  The  compensation  which 
they  ought  to  receive  could  alone  be 
tested  fairly  and  honestly  by  a  right  of 
sale^by  taking  it  to  the  market  and 
askine  the  pubBc  to  oome  forward  and 
bay  that  wmoh  was  proposed  to  be  sold. 
The  **  office  rules,'*  so  far  as  they  were 
worth  anything  to  the  landlord,  were  in- 
consistent with  the  true  recognition  of 
tenants'  right ;  and,  therefore,  the  first 

VOL-  CCLUI.     [thibd  skkuw.] 


thing  to  which  the  House  ought  to  de- 
vote its  attention  was  to  consider  how 
far  it  was  f cdr  and  reasonable  to  allow 
these  rules,  even  under  the  sanction  of 
this  custom,  to  interfere  with  the  pro- 
perty which  the  tenant  had  in  his  hold- 
ing, recognized  as  it  was,  to  a  limited  but 
notto  thefiill extent,  and  which  the  tenant 
had  a  right  to  daim.  Out  of  Ulster 
the  Land  Act  provided  what  was  sup- 
posed to  be  an  equivalent  to  the  Ulster 
custom — namely,  compensation  in  case 
of  disturbance.  He  was  not  going  to 
touch  upon  the  disputed  question  as  to 
whether  ejectment  for  non-payment  of 
rent  should  be  deemed  a  disturbance. 
Under  ordinary  circumstances  and  ordi- 
nary conditions  of  society,  it  ought  not 
to  be  a  disturbance,  and  he  did  not 
find  amongst  those  with  whom  he  had 
been  brought  into  contact  in  the  North 
of  Lreland  that  there  was  any  disposi- 
tion to  dispute  the  fact  that  when  a 
tenant  was  imable  or  declined  to  pay 
his  rent  he  should  be  liable  to  eviction 
from  his  holding.  He  would  ask  what 
were  the  faults  of  this  Land  Act  ?  Mr. 
J.  McDonnell,  who  was  a  competent 
authority  in  L*eland  on  the  question  of 
the  Ulster  tenant  right,  read  a  paper 
before  the  Statistical  Society  in  January 
1879,  in  which  he  said  that  the  Land 
Act  had  legalized  the  Ulster  custom,  but 
it  had  not  defined  that  custom,  and  had, 
therefore,  in  reality,  done  nothing  to 
settle  the  question.  The  uncertainty, 
the  feeling  of  distrust  on  both  sides  was 
as  strong  as  ever.  Li  some  respects,  in- 
deed, stronger ;  for  landlords  were  now 
more  disposed  to  look  for  their  extreme 
rights  than  before.  Now,  as  before,  a 
grasping  landlord  would  gradually  eat 
away  the  tenant's  interest,  and  a  pushing 
tenant  would  often  sell  as  his  part  of  the 
estate  of  a  good-natured  landlord.  It 
would  be  a  fatal  mistake  to  construct  an 
Lish  Land  Bill  on  the  lines  of  the  Ulster 
custom,  which  it  was  impossible  to  define, 
and  which  did  not  give  fixity  of  tenure, 
but  merely  imposed  a  fine  upon  the 
landlord  for  exercising  his  legal  right  as 
against  the  property  of  the  tenant.  It 
should  not  be  a  case  of  fine,  but  of  pro- 
hibition. The  landlord  had  no  more  neht 
to  sell  the  property  of  the  tenant,  unless 
the  latter  was  wiuing  to  have  it  sold, 
than  the  tenant  would  have  a  right  io 
insist  upon  buying  out  his  landlord. 
Mr.  Bobertson,  residing  in  the  county  of 
Kildare,  had  urged  before  the  Boyal 
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Commission  at  Dublin  that  it  was  neces- 
sary for  the  agricultural  interests  of  Ire- 
land that  the  tenants  should  have  fixity 
of  tenure  at  valued  rents,  and  that  the 
right  of  free  sale  should  be  conceded  to 
them.  The  broad  principle  upon  which 
the  Bill  was  framed,  and  which  he  asked 
the  House  to  accept  as  that  upon  which 
future  legislation  must  be  based,  was  a 
recognition  of  the  existence  of  a  pro- 
perty in  the  tenant  in  regard  to  the  oc- 
cupation of  his  holding,  so  long  as  he 
paid  a  fair  rent,  and  the  right  of  deal- 
ing with  that  property  by  free  sale, 
unrestricted  by  any  rules  sought  to  be 
imposed  upon  him  by  his  landlord — in 
Ulster  or  elsewhere.  In  seeking  to  give 
effect  to  these  two  leading  principles, 
the  Bill  dealt  with  notices  to  quit,  wnich 
constituted  that  form  of  legal  machinery 
which  from  year's  end  to  year's  end 
kept  the  tenant  in  hot  water.  It  prohi- 
bited the  serving  of  notices  to  quit  ex- 
cept in  certain  cases — namely,  the  case 
of  a  tenant  who  had  failed  to  pay  his  fair 
rent,  or  who  persisted  in  deteriorating 
his  holding,  or  who  sub-divided  it.  It 
would  be  manifestly  unjust  to  deprive 
the  landlord  of  his  right  to  evict  in  these 
cases ;  but  there  was  a  provision  in  the 
Bill  enabling  tenants  who  were  pre- 
vented by  their  landlords  unreasonably 
from  making  a  sub-division  of  their 
holdings  to  apply  to  the  Oourt,  which 
should  have  it  in  its  power  to  permit  a 
sub-division  if  it  thought  proper,  subject 
to  reasonable  conditions.  Some  obser- 
vations had  been  made  on  County  Court 
Judges  in  Ireland,  who  were  supposed 
by  hon.  Members  to  be— as  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  denied — fools ; 
but  having  a  knowledge  of  most  of  those 
learned  gentlemen,  he  was  able  to  say 
that  they  were  men  of  large  experience, 
and  high  attainments,  and  were  fully 
competent  to  carry  out  in  a  reasonable 
maimer  the  provisions  of  any  Bill  that 
might  be  intrusted  to  their  administra- 
tion. The  difficulty  that  had  always  ex- 
isted on  this  subject  was  how  to  ascer- 
tain what  was  a  fair  rent,  and  that  was 
a  question  upon  which  a  good  deal  of 
difference  of  opinion  existed.  It  had 
been  suggested  that  the  amount  of  fair 
rent  shoidd  be  decided  by  a  jury.  But 
Uie  jury  would  manifestly  either  consist 
of  landlords  or  tenants,  which  would  be 
unsatisfaotonr.  Then  the  alternative 
was  proposed  by  takine  six  of  one  and 
half-a-dozen  of  the  omer;  but  such  a 
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course  would  only  result  in  do  agroo- 
ment  being  arrived  at  all.     Theire  'wwb 
also  an  objection  to  arbitration,  whick 
would  probably  ^rove  a  cause  for  litiga- 
tion.   If  the  arbitrators  did  not  agree, 
the  question  would  be  referred   to  aa 
umpire,   and  from  him  it  would   ulti- 
mately reach  the  Courts  of  Law.     It 
would  be  much  better,  therefore,  that 
the  case  should  go  before  the  Ooiirt  at 
once  without  any  delay.    It  had  beea 
suggested  the  difficulty  should  be  met 
by  a  new  valuation  of  Ireland ;  but  suci 
a  proceeding  would  occupy  a  conaidar- 
able  amount  of  time,  and  if  the  Bill  was 
delayed    by  such  a  result    the    d^y 
would  be  inconvenient.      It    therefore 
appeared  to  him,  and  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers whose  names  were  upon  the  Bill, 
that  the  proposal,  with  regard  to  ascer- 
taining a  fair  rent,  as  set  forth  in  the 
Bill,  was  possibly  the  best  as  a  choice  of 
difficulties  that  could  be  adopted.     He 
pointed  out  the  course  of  procedure,  in 
the  early  sections  of  the  Bill,  by  which 
the  tenant  could   in  a  summary  way 
apply  to  Court  to  have  his  rent  reduced, 
and  in  the  same  way  he  allowed  the 
landlord  to  issue  a  daim  to  have  hia 
rent  increased  to  a  fair  rent.     He  then 
proposed  that  the  rent  thus  agreed  upon 
should  continue  for  seven  years  at  the 
least,    or  whatever  longer    period  the 
House  might  think  proper  to  fix,  leaving 
it  open  to  either  the  landlord  or  tenant 
to  again  claim  to  have  the  rent  adjosted. 
This  was  no  novel  proposal,  for  on  the 
adjustment  of  the  tithe  rent-charge  the 
same  system  was  adopted.     The  partiee 
having  come  before  tne  Court,  he  then 

E reposed  a  method  of  procedure,  which 
e  thought  would  commend  itself  to  hon. 
Members,  for  ascertaining,  or  rather 
helping  the  Judffe  to  ascertain,  what  a 
fair  rent  was.  He  provided  for  the  at- 
tendance of  a  valuator  from  the  Valua- 
tion Office  in  Dublin,  who  should  go 
down,  examine  the  premises,  and  then 
give  evidence  on  oatn  as  to  what,  in  his 
opinion,  the  value  of  the  premises  was. 
This  evidence  was  to  guide,  not  bind  the 
Chairman.  He  further  provided  that 
the  rent,  to  be  deemed  a  fair  rent,  should 
be  that  which  a  solvent  and  responsible 
tenant  could  at  the  time  of  inouiry  afford 
to  pay  fairly,  and  without  oollusion,  for 
the  premises  after  deducting  from  such 
rent — first,  the  addition  to  the  letting 
value  of  the  premises  referable  to  any 
unexhausted  and  suitable  improvement 
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made  by  the  tenant  or  his  predeoessors 
in  tide ;  secondly,  any  increase  of  letting 
value  referable  to  the  expenditure  of  li^ 
bour  or  capital  of  tenant,  whether  the 
same  be  capable  of  being  specified  in 
detidl  or  not,  and  the  Judge  diould  far- 
ther take  into  consideration  any  yaria- 
tion  in  the  average  price  of  agricul- 
tural produce  or  stock,  if  evidence  of 
the  same  should  be  offered.    The  rent  so 
ascertained  was  to  be  the  fair  rent.   The 
second  part  of  the  Bill  contained  pro- 
visions for  securing  the  right  of  free  sales, 
without  regard  to  office   rules,  which 
had  eaten  away  the  Ulster  tenant  right. 
It  had  been  urged  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  that  such  a  principle  would 
amount  to  confiscation  of  the  landlords' 
rights ;  but  he  contended  that  if  there 
existed  confiscation   it  was  the  confis- 
cation of  the  tenant's  property  in  the 
soil.      If  the    present   confiscation  of 
tenants'  nffhts  were  prevented,  the  proper 
position  of  landlorois  and  tenants  would 
be  established  for  the  benefit  of   all 
classes  oi  people  in  Ireland.    The  Bill, 
if  passed  into  law,  would  make  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Land  Act  to  work  satis- 
factorily, inasmuch  as  the  ereat  need 
required  beyond  that  provided  by  the 
Land  Act  was  to  enable  the  tenant  to 
retain  possession  so  long  as  he  paid  a 
fair  rent.    By  the  Land  Act  the  tenant 
would  obtain  payment  for  improvements, 
and  by  this  Bill  he  would  obtain  a  fair 
and  reasonable  hold  over  his  properly, 
and   freedom    from  disturbance.    The 
principle,  indeed,  was,  in  a  measure,  re- 
oognised  by  the  Land  Act,  and  should, 
therefore,  be  supported  by  hon.  Members 
opposite.    There  were  certain  alterations 
which  would  probably  be  made  in  Com- 
mittee.    He  did  not  think  it  would  be 
reasonable  not  to  have  some  provision  by 
which  parties,  if  they  thought  fit,  might 
contract  themselTCS  out  of  the  Act ;  and, 
therefore,  it  allowed  tenants  occupying 
holdings  of  the  value  of  £100  and  up- 
wards to  contract  themselyes  out  of  it. 
A  man  in  possession  of  a  holding  of  that 
value  would  probably  be  in  a  position 
of  life  in  which  he  could  stand  upon 
his  rights  as  against  his  landlord.    He 
would  also  except  from   his   Bill    all 
leases  over  99  years,  and  giro  power  to 
limited  owners  to  make  leases  for  that 
period  when  they  thought  it  advisable 
to  exdude  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  He 
was  sorry  the  Irish  Oonserrative  Mem- 
bers were  not  in  their  places  on  the  oc- 


casion, because  he  believed  they  were 
open  to  conviction,  and  because  he 
wished  to  show  them  that  this  was  a 
fair  Bill,  recog^nizing  the  principle  of 
equity  and  justice  between  man  and  man. 
l^ere  were  very  few  landlords  in  Ire- 
land who,  if  they  had  their  land  thrown 
on  their  hands,  would  be  competent  to 
manage  and  develop  it.  The  object  of 
the  landlord  shoula,  therefore,  be  to  get 
a  fair  rent,  and  retain  tenants  who  would 
be  willing  to  continue  their  holding^  on 
equitable  terms  rather  than  to  endea-> 
vour  to  extort  an  tmfair  rental.  One 
advantage  of  passing  this  measure  would 
be  that  it  would  tend  to  diminish  the 
loud  and  inflated  talk— the  "  tall  talk," 
as  the  Americans  termed  it — which  was 
indulged  in  by  the  Land  League.  The 
agitation  which  had  existed  during  the 
last  18  months  had,  in  his  opinion,  done 
positiye  mischief  by  chilling  the  hearts 
of  Irish  landlords,  and  prompting  many 
of  them  to  shut  their  purses  against 
distress  that  might  otherwise  have  se- 
cured their  sympathy.  If  that  agita- 
tion continuea  without  abatement,  it 
would  simply  widen  the  breach  between 
landlords  and  tenants,  and  would  place 
the  former  in  a  position  of  hostility  to« 
wards  the  latter.  The  results  no  one 
would  be  able  to  foresee.  The  contest 
might  be  compared  to  the  celebrated 
conflict  between  the  Kilkenny  cats.  The 
landlords,  on  the  one  hand,  would  insist 
on  getting  their  rents,  and  would  throw 
off  all  compassion  for  the  tenants,  and 
the  kindly  feeling  that  existed  before 
would  be  blunted.  The  tenantry,  on 
the  other  hand,  would  have  to  fight 
their  way  upon  whatever  rights  they 
now  possessed,  and  the  result  would  be 
to  divide  the  country  into  two  hostile 
camps.  If  the  House  would  sanction 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  he  would 
be    satisfied,    and    go    no    Airther    at 

E resent  than  the  second  reading.  He 
oped  that  hon.  Members  on  the  oppo- 
site side  of  the  House  who  were  caUed 
the  ''Third  Party"  would  support  the 
BiU.  Indeed,  they  were  bound  to  sup- 
port it  unless  they  were  biassed  by  tne 
sentiment  that  it  had  not  emanated 
from  themselves,  and  he  thought  they 
were  too  generous  to  oppose  it  frt>m 
such  a  motire.  The  measure  ought 
to  be  regarded  not  as  spoliation  of  the 
landlord,  but  as  securing  for  him  a 
permanent  and  fixed  property  without 
bringing  with  it  the  fear  of  agrarian 
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outrage.  In  his  own  early  days  a  land- 
lord was  not  afmd  to  walk  about  liis 
property  in  the  dark ;  but,  at  the  present 
time,  there  was  a  decided  fear  of  this 
kind  in  some  parts  of  Ireland.  Whether 
hon.  Members  came  from  Ireland  or 
not,  he  would  urge  them  to  view  the 
question  as  one  of  fair  play.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  writing  to  Lord 
Castlereagh  on  the  2drd  March  last,  had 
denied  that  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment were  hostile  to  the  Ulster  tenant 
right,  and  that  they  were  opposed  to  the 
basis  of  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  It  was 
true  that  there  had  been  a  General 
Election  pending  then  ;  but  he  did  not 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  changed  his  views  in  the  compara* 
tively  short  time  that  had  elapsed  since 
his  letter.  He  did  not  think  he  was 
asking  too  much  when  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  supporters 
for  their  votes  on  the  present  occasion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr,  Litton,) 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH  said,  he  rose  simply 
to  express  the  hope  that  the  Gbvem- 
ment  would  see  their  way  to  give  full 
and  favourable  consideration  to  &is  Bill, 
which  embodied  the-  true  principles  of 
tenant  right.  It  extended  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland  the  incidence  of  the  Ulster 
system.  That  system  worked  well  in 
Ulster  in  the  interest  of  both  landlord 
and  tenant.  They  were  justified,  there- 
fore, in  assuming  that  it  would  work 
well  also  in  the  other  Provinces.  The  Bill 
had,  besides,  the  conspicuous  merit  that 
it  dealt  boldly  and  comprehensively  with 
a  gpreat  subject,  and  in  a  way  calculated 
to  effect  a  settlement  of  a  burning  ques- 
tion. It  was  not  desirable — it  was  most 
undesirable  —  that  the  Statute  Book 
should  be  encumbered  with  a  multi- 
plicity of  small  Land  Bills  dealing  piece- 
meal with  a  vast  and  complicated  sub- 
ject. The  question  should  be  dealt  with 
as  a  whole  in  a  large  and  generous  spirit, 
and  in  one  comprehensive  measure,  or, 
in  his  opinion,  it  should  not  be  touched 
at  all. 

Mb.  J.  N.  RICHAEDSON  gave  the 
Bill  his  cordial  and  hearty  support,  inas- 
much as  it  dealt  with  certain  g^evances 
which,  unfortunately,  demanded  legisla- 
tion. Durinff  his  short  Bojoum  in  that 
House  he  haa  found  it  a  general  opinion 
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that  though  in  the  Sontiiem  part  of 
land  things  might  be  in  a  very  haA 
in  Ulster  everything  was  just  as  it  »>**^M 
be.    As  the  mouthpiece  of  Ulster  tenaaft 
farmers,  he  was  there  to  say  that  this 
was  not  the  case  in  that  Provinoe — fitac 
they  were  not  satisfied  with  the  law  as 
it  stood.    In  Ulster  there  was  great  di- 
versity of  religious  belief,    and   great 
difference  in  the  class  of  people  who  csl- 
tivated  the  land.     There  were  fazmen 
as  poor,  perhaps,  as  those  of  Donegal, 
or  of  the  West ;  but,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  were   hundreds  or  thousands  of 
middle  class  farmers — yeomen  —  who 
were  the  backbone  of  any  country ;  and 
during  an  extended  canvass  throughout 
the  country,  during  the  last  Eleeticm,  he 
had  not  heard,  in  public  or  in  private,  s 
single   syllable  about  non-payment  of 
rent,  and  he  was  referring  not  only  to 
the  well-to-do  classes,  but  to  the  poorest 
and  most  wretohed.     He  shoiild  be  the 
last  person  to  encourage  such  a  cit; 
landlords  were  also  H^  Majesty's  sob- 
jects  and  had  their  just  rights.     What 
the  farmers  said  to  him  was — "  We  want 
to  pay  our  rent;   we  acknowledge  it  is 
a  debt  we  owe;  but  it  ought  not  to 
be  gradually  raised  when  the  increased 
value  is  the  fruit  of  our  own  industry 
alone.  If  a  town  is  extended,  or  a  factny 
built,  or  a  mine  is  found,  the  landlord 
is  entitled  to  raise  his  rent ;  but  we  ads 
the  Leg^islature  to  prevent  the  landlords 
taxing  our  own  industry  as  has  been 
done,  and  we  do  ask  that  we  shall  have 
the  freedom  to  sell  the  tenant  right  or 
the  goodwill  independently  of  the  re- 
striction of  any  office  rule."     The  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill  would  meet  these  two 
cases.     English  Members  might  say — 
certainly  English  gentlemen  outside  the 
House  often  said — that  if  an  Irish  tenant 
were  not  satisfied  to  pay  the  advanced 
rent  he  might  pack  up  nis  traps  and  go ; 
and  this  would  be  a  very  proper  answer 
if  the  tenure  was  similar  in  ite  nature  to 
that  of   England    and  Scotland.    The 
difference,    however,    was     sufficie&tly 
marked  to  need  no  oomment.    In  Ire- 
land, houses,  buildings,  stebles,  offiiceB, 
were  in  many  cases  built,  and  many  im- 
provemento  were  made  by  the  tenant, 
without  assistance,  and  yet  if  he  went 
away  he  had  to  leave  all  behind  him. 
It  was  the  anomalous  double  ownership 
that  had  grown  up  whidi  made  the  Irish 
Land  Question  one  so  difficult  to  deal  with. 
If  this  had  been  the  first  time  the  Bteta 
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interfered  with  private  contract,  he  would 
have  been  very  cautious  in  supporting 
the  Bill ;  but  in  1833,  when  the  Factory 
Act  was  introduced,  contracts  had  been 
Beriously  limited,  the  working  hours  for 
women  and  young  people  being  reduced 
to  10  per  day.    ui  1874  the  Oovemment 
had  further  reduced  those  hours  to  9}. 
At    the  latter  period  he   had  gone  to 
France  and  Belgium  with  the  view  of 
ascertaining  how  the  factories  of  the 
North  of  Ireland  were  to  be  enabled  to 
compete  with  those   of   the    countries 
named ;  and  he  had  come  back,  having 
been  courteously  received  by  both  French 
and  Belgians,  and  having  been  allowed 
to  inspect  their  books,  convinced  that  at 
the  rate  of  10  hours  a-day  the  North 
of    Ireland    could   just    compete    with 
foreign  manufacturers  and  no  more.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.  Members  for  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Ewart  and  Mr.  Corry)  were 
not  present,  because  he  thought  they 
would  have  corroborated  this  statement ; 
but  he  believed  that  events  themselves 
had  amply  justified  the  conclusion  at 
which  he  had  arrived.     He  did  not  wish 
to  find  fault  with  the  Act  passed  in  1 874  ; 
but  he  wanted  to  show  that  the  Con- 
servative Government  had,  to  a  verv 
considerable     extent,     interfered    with 
private  contract,  and  that  the  measure 
now  before  the  House  did  not  set  a  pre- 
cedent in  this  respect.  Landlords  in  Ire- 
land had  got  a  very  bad  name  at  the  pre- 
sent time ;  but  he  was  sure  that  many  of 
them  would  be  glad  to  have  the  odium 
removed   from  their  shoulders  to  the 
Court,  which  would  intervene,  by  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill,  in  cases  of  dis- 
puted rent.    With  regard  to  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  against  the  grievances 
of  restricted  sale  of   tenant  right,  he 
would    mention  just  one  case  of   the 
latter  description  to  the  House.    In  1 867 
a  man  named  John  Wilson  had  held  a 
farm  of  80  acres  on  a  certain  estate.    He 
built   the    dwellinff-house  and  offices, 
thoroughly  drained  the  land,  and  then 
informed  the  agent  that  he  proposed  to 
offer  his  tenancy  for  sale.    The  agent 
said  he  might  do  this,  but  required  that 
he  should  not  take  more  than  £10  an 
acre.     A  man  named  John  Hobinson 
wished  to  purchase,  and  acreed  to  g^ve 
£1,400  for  the  tenant  riffnt;  but  the 
landlord's  agent  said  that  Kobinson  must 
sign  an  agreement  binding  him  to  ^ve 
up  the  farm,  if  the  landlora  wanted  it  at 
any  time,  and  not  to  receive  more  than 


£  1 0  an  acre.  Bobinson  naturally  refused 
to  buy  the  tenant  right  on  this  principle, 
and  the  result  was  that  Wilson  had  to 
sell  his  80  acres  of  land  for  £600  less 
than  he  otherwise  would  have  received. 
An  hon.  Member  had  spoken  about  con- 
fiscation the  other  evening.  If  the  House 
wanted  to  know  what  confiscation  was, 
here  was  confiscation  pure  and  simple. 
He  could  conceive  nothing  more  calcu- 
lated to  make  an  industrious  man  lazy, 
or  a  tenant  farmer  thriftless  and  untidy, 
than  to  tell  him  that  however  he  might 
toil,  sweat,  or  dig,  his  land  should  be 
worth  onlv  a  certain  price  and  nothing 
more.  Tnere  was  nothing  visionary  or 
wild  in  the  proposal  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton). 
The  Irish  peasant  had  a  love  for  his 
home  which  was  very  strone ;  so  strong, 
that  it  stood  in  the  way  of  his  interest 
at  times,  and  that  of  his  family.  Still, 
he  (Mr.  Hichardson)  could  sympathize 
with  that  feeling,  for  he  had  travelled  as 
far  as  Russia  in  the  East,  and  America 
in  the  West,  and  yet  found  no  place  for 
which  he  would  exchange  his  Irish 
home ;  and  if  he  could  do  anything  to 
aid  his  brother  countrymen  by  support- 
ing a  measure  such  as  this,  or  a  better 
Government  measure,  he  would  be  very 
happy  to  do  so. 

CoLOira:.  COLTHUEST  said  that  the 
Bill  contained  a  principle  on  which  alone, 
in  his  opinion,  the  Insh  Land  Question 
could  be  settled.  It  had  freauentlv  been 
asked  why,  in  respect  of  Irish  land,  free- 
dom of  contract  between  man  and  man 
should  be  interfered  with  ?  The  answer 
was  that,  in  the  case  of  75  per  cent  of 
the  poorer  class  of  Irish  tenants,  such  a 
thing  as  freedom  of  contract  did  not 
exist,  and  that  was  owing  to  what  had 
been  called  the  land  hunger  existing  in 
Ireland.  The  inordinate  desire  to  obtain 
possession  of  land  led  to  what  would  be 
considered  very  uncommercial  dealings 
with  a  view  to  obtain  it.  A  small  farmer 
wished  to  rent  several  farms.  On  one  of 
these  he  lived,  others  he  let  below  their 
value  to  dairymen,  keeping  them  in  re- 
serve for  his  family,  and  thus  diminishing 
the  supply  and  increasing  the  demand. 
How  was  that  state  of  things  to  be  met  ? 
It  could  only  be  met  by  some  tribunal 
which  would  step  in  between  the  land- 
lord and  tenant  and  say  what  was  a  fair 
and  reasonable  rent  which  should  be 
paid  for  each  holding.  The  Bill  before 
the   House   would   extend    the   Ulster 
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custom  of  tenant  right ;  and  if  the  Go- 
vernment were  willing  to  adopt  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  perhaps  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Tyrone  would  do  well 
to  withdraw  his  Bill. 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  said,  that  during 
the  late  Parliament  his  Friend  Mr.  Isaac 
Butt  had  exhaustively  explained,  and  on 
several  occasions  submitted  to  the  con- 
sideration and  judgment  of  the  House, 
the  principles  on  which,  the  great  body 
of  tne  Irish  Members  contended,  the 
Land  Question  in  Ireland  could  alone  be 
satisfactorily  settled.  During  these  dis- 
cussions the  Members  of  me  present 
Government  must  have  acquired  suffi- 
cient knowledge  to  enable  them  now  to 
g^ve  expression  to  their  views  and  opi- 
nions in  respect  to  the  present  Bill.  It 
certainly,  in  the  present  state  of  Ireland, 
was  most  desirable  that  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary should  indicate,  at  least,  in 
general  terms,  the  principles  which  he 
conceived  should  be  adopted  in  future 
legislation  in  the  direction  in  which  Her 
Maj  esty's  Government  proposed  to  amend 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  He  concurred 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  in  the 
statements  he  had  made  as  to  the  failure 
of  the  Land  Act  of  1870  to  give  effect  to 
the  intention  of  the  framers  of  the  mea- 
sure. So  long  as  this  principle  of  com- 
pensation for  disturbance  was  adhered 
to,  and  security  of  tenure,  so  long  as  he 
was  willing  to  pay  a  fair  rent,  was 
denied  to  the  Irisn  tenant,  so  long  would 
there  be  discontent  and  agitation.  He 
could  not  say  the  provisions  in  the  Bill, 
in  respect  to  the  tribunal  to  ascertain 
and  fix  the  rent  as  between  landlord  and 
tenant,  were  quite  satisfactory ;  but  they 
proceeded  in  the  right  direction  in  tak- 
ing away  that  uncontrolled  power  now 
vested  in  the  County  Court  Judge.  He 
would  ask  the  House  to  look  at  the 
consequences  of  the  present  system  in 
Ireland.  A  tenant  in  one  county  might 
obtain  by  the  decree  of  the  present  tri- 
bunal a  fair  and  satisfactory  sum  as 
compensation ;  but  in  another  county  the 
Judge,  adhering  strictly  to  the  Act  of 
Paruament,  might  give  an  award  which 
the  tenant  would  receive  with  a  sense  of 
injustice.  The  result  had  been  but  too 
frequently  to  produce  grave  discontent, 
arismg  from  the  uncertainty  of  the  deci- 
sions. There  were  cases  on  record  in 
which  the  compensation  had  been  valued 
at  £700  or  £800  bpr  most  competent  wit- 
nesses, whose  evidence  the  Judges  in 

Colonet  Colthunt 


some  counties  would  have  accepted ;  jet 
the  County  Court  Judge  had  arwmr6ed 
only  some  £70  or  £80.      This  tuicer* 
tainty  checked  the   execution    of    im- 
provements by  the  tenant.     He  tlierv- 
fore  thought  it  would  be  wise  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  to  put  an  end  to  a 
^great  portion  of  the  litigation  of  that 
character  by  adopting  the  nxinciple  of 
the  present  Bill,  which  left  tae  onestios 
alone  for  the  decision  of  the  tribunal  a 
question  of  rent.    The  House  might  look 
on  what  had  been  the  practical  effect  of 
the  Ulster  custom  in  Ulster.     The  CUdei 
Secretary  had  shown,  in  the  stronge^fc 
and  most  convincing  maimer,  the  bene* 
ficial  effects   which  security   confecred 
under  the  Ulster  custom,  and  had  shows 
what  a  remarkable  contrast  the  cotmtiei 
where  tenant  right  prevailed  presented 
to  the  other  parts  of  Ireland.     Wli jnot 
remove  the  burning  grievance  ?     Why 
not  extend  the  benefits  which  the  Ulster 
tenant  possessed,  so  that  they  mi^it  be 
enjoyed  over   the  whole  of  Ir^and? 
This  tenant  right  question  was  one  of 
such  importance  to  the  whole  of  Ireland 
that  it  ought  to  be  dealt  with  compre- 
hensively and  in  one  Bill ;  and  he  thomriit 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  ^p- 
perary  (Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth)  was  right  m 
deprecating  the  introduction  of  a  number 
of  small  Sills,  and  in  enunciating  the 
principle  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  deal  with  the  question  ooee 
for  all,  and  in  a  comprehensive  fashioo. 
Me.  FINDLATiaa :  Sir,  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  which  I  hope  it  will  be, 
will  go  far  to  settle  the  Land  Questios. 
It  has,  I  firmly  believe,  been  carefully 
prepared  so  as  to  avoid  any  injustice  to 
either  landlord  or  tenant.    In  Ulster  the 
great  benefits  conferred  by  the  Lsnd 
Act  of  1 870  have  been  senously  inter- 
fered with,  if  not  largely  abrogated,  by 
three    great   grievances.     The    tenant 
f  emners  with  one  voice  complain  of  the 
hardships  they  suffer  from  want  of  cer- 
tainty of   tenure,   fair  rent    for  their 
holdings,   and  the  rieht  of  free  sale. 
They  say,  why  shoula  we,  who  hare 
made  the  land  what  it  is  by  the  sweat  of 
our  brows,  and  by  unremitting  industry, 
be  obliged  to  leave  our  holding  at  any 
moment    the    caprice  of  our  landloid 
says  we  should  ?     Why  should  we  be 
compelled  to  give  up  the  homes  of  our 
forefathers,  hallowed  by  many  fiunily 
associations,  if  we  happen  to  offend  our 
landlord  in  any  way?  it  is  true  we  shall 
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receive  oompensatioii  if  we  do ;  but  no 
money  payment  would  atone  to  us  for 
tbe  Beveranoe  of  those  ties  whicb  bind  us 
to  the  home  of  our  childhood  and  the 
place  we  have  made  what  it  is  bj  our 
own  toil.     Surely,  Sir,  there  is  nothing 
unnatural,   unreasonable,   or  unfair  in 
this  feeling.    The  tenacity  with  which 
tbe  Irish  tenant  clings  to  the  soil  is  well 
known.    It  may  be  foolish.    It  might  be 
wiser,  perhaps,  if  he  sought  some  other 
occupation,  political  economists  may  say ; 
but  the  fact  exists  and  must  be  dealt 
with.    Landlords  possess  the  power  of 
evicting  their  tenants,  if  they  o£Pend 
them  in  any  way,  without  assijrnment 
or  reason.    Is  that  riffht  or  fair?     The 
majorihr    of   landloros    would    not,    I 
firmly  believe,  take  advantage  of  this 
arbitrary  power.    There  are  exceptions, 
however,  and,  I  regret  to  say,  many  ex- 
ceptions. The  tenant  should  be  guarded 
against  those  unjuBt  landlords  who  may 
oome  over  him  at  any  time.  The  present 
landlord  may  be  an  excellent,  kind,  and 
thoughtful  man,  who  would  do  nothing 
unfair  or  unjust;  but  his  successor  may 
be  the  reverse.    It  is  to  compel  the  un- 
just landlord  to  do  what  the  good  one 
peHbrms  of  his  own  free  will  that  we  ask 
you  to  pass  this  Bill.    In  the  county  I 
represent,  the  tenants  told  me  over  and 
over  again— and  I  saw  many  of  them 
during  my  canvass  from  one  end  of  the 
county  to  the  other — that  thev  wanted 
nothing  unfair  or  unjust.    They  only 
desired  fair  play  as  between  man  and 
man,  and  to  be  protected  by  the  law 
from  being  disturoed  in  their  holdings 
so  lonff  as  they  paid  their  rent,  and  per- 
formed the  incidents  of  their  tenure. 
The^  assured  me  they  were  no  revolu- 
tionists, and  had  no  desire  to  take  the 
land  frooL  their  landlords  by  force  or 
without  payment;  but  they  hungered  for 
release  from  the  vile  state  of  serfdom  in 
which  their  present  oondition  of  uncer- 
tainty of  tenure  placed  them.     One  and 
all  expressed  a  strong  and  earnest  de- 
sire to  acquire  the  perpetuity  of  their 
holdings  free  of  rent  oy  Duying  out,  and 
not  expropriating  their  landloras,  if  the 
State  would  give  them  assistance  to  be- 
come the  purchasers;  but  like  thoroughly 
reasonable  and  sensible  men  they  reoog- 
nixed  that  that  could  not  be  done  in  a 
moment.  Thejr,  however,  looked  forward 
hopefuUy  and  earnestly  to  the  State's 
•peedy  action  in  the  matter.    One  of  the 
understood  incidents  of  Ulster  tenant 


right,  as  admitted  by  Judge  Longfield 
in  The  Cohden  Club  Eeiayi^  is  g^ven  in 
the  following  words : — 

**  It  is  expected  that  as  long  as  the  tenant 
pays  his  rent  the  landlord  will  not  use  his  legal 
power  of  patting  an  end  to  the  tenancy." 

In  moving  the  Legislature,  therefore,  to 

Sass  this  portion  of  the  Bill,  we  are 
oing  no  more  than  asking  them  to 
affirm  bv  written  law  that  which  at  pre- 
sent exists  by  the  unwritten  code  of 
Ulster  tenant  right.  Now,  with  respect 
to  the  second  grievance,  that  of  rents 
arbitrarily  increased  from  time  to  time, 
the  Ulster  tenants  say,  although  they 
expend  their  labour  and  money  in  im- 
proving the  land,  which  constitute  their 
noldings,  when  they  have  made  them 
more  valuable  by  more  expenditure,  it 
is  adopted  by  the  landlord  as  an  excuse 
for  raising  the  rent.  On  some  estates  it 
appears  to  be  the  practice  of  the  office 
which  manages  its  dealings  with  the 
tenants  to  treat  the  coming  in  of  a  new 
tenant  such  as  the  son  of  the  old  one  as 
a  sale,  and  to  put  an  increased  rent  upon 
him.  The  tenants  deem  this  unrighteous 
and  unfair,  and  cry  aloud  for  redress. 
Is  there  aught  unreasonable  in  such  an 
outcry  ?  Well  may  they  say  what  en- 
couragement is  there  given  to  us  to 
exert  ourselves  and  make  improvements, 
when  the  result  of  our  exertions  is  only 
to  increase  the  rents  we  pay  ?  Surely 
that  is  a  state  of  affairs  which  ought 
to  exist  no  longer,  and  cries  aloud  to 
Heaven  for  redress.  In  common  fair- 
ness between  man  and  man  the  honest 
tenant  should  be  secured  against  having 
the  fruits  of  his  industry  unjustly  appro- 
priated by  his  superior  landlord.  The  last 
great  grievance  is  the  want  of  the  right 
of  free  sale  of  their  holdings  by  the  ten- 
ants of  land  in  the  Ulster  counties.  On 
many  of  the  estates  in  Down,  Antrim, 
and  Monaghan,  there  exist  what  are 
called  official  rules.  These  abominable 
rules  materially  affect  the  right  of  free 
sale  by  the  tenant  of  his  interest  in  his 
holding,  and  prevent  his  getting  the  full 
market  price  for  the  interest,  the  value 
of  whion  is  the  produce  of  his  own  in- 
dustry. Those  rules  vary  on  different 
estates;  but,  by  their  provisions,  the 
price  which  the  tenant  can  take  for  his 
holdinff  is  fixed,  and  the  peasant  to 
whom  he  sells  must  be  approved  of  by 
the  landlord.  The  prices  hxed  on  differ- 
ent estates  vary  from  £2  to  £10  an  acre. 
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An  illustration  of  the  injustice  done  by 
this  system  will  better  explain  to  the 
House  its  unhappy  and  unjust  effects 
than  any  words  of  mine.  In  the  course 
of  my  canvass  I  was  at  the  town  of  Car- 
rickmacross,  and  one  day  in  the  street  a 
tenant  farmer  addressed  me,  and  after 
some  preliminary  remarks  told  me  this 
story.    He  said — 

'*  I  have  no  reason  to  like  my  landlord,  al- 
though he  is  not  a  bad  man.  My  little  place 
that  I  had  made  with  my  own  hands  I  desired 
to  sell,  and  I  bargained  with  a  man,  a  friend  of 
mine,  to  give  it  to  him  for  £300.  That  was  a 
g^ood  price,  it  was  £20  an  acre.  When  I  went 
to  the  office  to  carry  out  the  sale  they  told  me 
they  could  not  allow  me  to  take  more  than  £10 
an  acre,  and  that  I  most  seU  to  a  man  of  theirs. 
As  I  had  to  get  the  money,  I  was  obliged  to  take 
£160  for  my  farm,  and  the  second  tenant  was 
charged  an  additional  rent  of  £7  or  £8.*' 

It  would  thus  seem  the  landlord  had 
capitalized  and  appropriated  one  half  of 
the  tenant's  property  by  the  imposition 
of  this  additional  rent  upon  the  new 
comer.  Hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  have  talked  a 
good  deal  of  confiscation  lately ;  but,  to 
my  mind,  no  more  glaring  instance  of  the 
confiscation  of  one  man's  property  by 
another  need  possibly  be  cited.  This  is 
not  a  single  case,  bear  in  mind.  In  my 
journeys  through  the  country  where  I 
was  told  this  story,  other  tenant  farmers 
on  hearing  said — ''  There  is  my  case." 
'<  My  case  was  worse  than  that."  Is  it 
not  time  to  remedy  such  an  injustice  as 
I  have  told  you  ?  Our  Bill,  if  you  pass 
it  into  law,  will  do  it.  To  satisfy  the 
House  as  to  what  is  thought  about  its 
provisions,  if  I  may  be  permitted  I  will 
read  a  letter  which  I  have  received  from 
an  ex-Ooimty  Court  Judge  who  has  re- 
cently retired,  and  who  had  a  large  ex- 
perience of  the  working  of  the  Land  Act 
in  a  Northern  county.  He  has  been  exa- 
mined before  Committees  of  this  House 
upon  the  Land  Question,  and  his  admi- 
nistration of  the  law  during  his  tenure 
of  office  gave  universal  satisniotion.  He 
says — 

**  I  did  not  expect  yon  would  have  got  vonr 
Land  Bill  forward  so  soon.  It  seems  to  haTe 
met  with  Terr  g^ieral  approval  in  the  North, 
and,  if  carriea  in  its  entirety,  it  should  satisfy  all 
reasonable  people.  The  great  difficulty  I  see  is 
the  tribunal  for  fixing  the  rent.  Too  mndi  is 
left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Chairman  and  to  the 
Judge  of  Asaiie  or  Appeal.  The  form  is  very 
uncertain,  and  depends  entirely  on  who  the 
Chairman  is.  The  latter  is  a  very  harried  and 
often  a  capricious  hearing.  The  appeal  should 
certainly  not  be  left  to  a  single  Judge.    Many 
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suggest  an  arbitration,  wHIl  tiM   Cktamm  u 
umpire  and  in  appeal.    Thxougihoitt  Down  mi 
Antrim  what  are  oaUed  c^oe  rules  are  spnsd. 
ing.    I  had  great  diffiooltx   in    keeping  then 
in  check.     On  some  estates   there  is  a  Crazl 
of  from  £2  to  £10  an  acre.       Some  landloris 
claim  an  absolute  right  of    objection  to  a  po> 
chaser,  without  assigniiig  any  resaoQ.     SotDsis- 
sist  on  having  an  a^^oinin^  tenant  as  the  jnr- 
chaser.    Another  mode  of  interfering  with  tks 
tenant  right   is  by  informing'    the    purohsier 
when  he  offers  that  as  he  is  able  to  give  so  xaack 
the  land  must  be  too  cheap,  and  he  is  infocBed 
that  if  he  buys  the  rent  will  be  raisad.    ^o 
doubt  the  tenant    can  claim    for  disturbtaee, 
when  too  much  rent  is  demanded ;  but  I  ne«d 
not  teU  you  no  one  likes  to  purchase  a  law  ml 
Most  of  these  rules  are  of  modem  introdoetica, 
and  if  not  abolished  the  tenant  right  in  tks 
North  wiU  be  worth  nothings   in   a  veir  Aat 
time.    The  18th  section  of   the  liand  Act  (tha 
Equity  Clause)  is  a  fruitful  source  of  irritanfln. 
It  places  a  very  formidable  power  in  the  hssdi 
of  a  Judge  ik^o  is  not  in  favoor  ci  the  I^ttd 
Acts.    If    Mr.  Gladstone's    inqnirj    into  tke 
working  of  the  Land  Act  is  well  conducted  sS 
those  objections  wiU  come  out,  and  show  the 
absolute  necessity  of  an  extensive  amendment." 

Now,  Sir,  there  is  the  strong  expremoD, 
of  the  opinion  of  an  able  and  oompeteat 
Judffe  in  favour  of  the  settlement  oftbe 
Land  Question  proposed  by  the  Bill  nov 
before  the  House.    It  will,  I  am  wm 
also  command  the  House  by  the  te«b- 
mony  of  a  competent  and  independent 
observer  how  injurious  the  office  rulea 
sought  to  be  abolished  are.     There  c«n 
be  no  doubt  the  Land  Act  was  nevw 
intended  to  legalize  this.     Permit  me. 
upon  tiliis  point,  to  read  to  the  House  the 
words  of  the  right  hon.  G^entle^I«^  si 
the  head  of  Her  Majesbr's  GFoveniment, 
in  that   splendid  speem  in  which  be 
closed  the  debate  upon  the  second  resd- 
ing  of  the  Bill  which  was  carried  into 
the  Land  Act  of  1870 — 


**The  right  Hon.  (Jentleman  (Mr.  Diiryh) 
says  ....  that  our  legislation  with  Teg»n  to 
the  Ulster  custom,  legalises  the  prirate  ariaBg** 
ments  on  every  estate  in  the  North,  '•i: 
There  cannot  be  a  greater — a  more  fandanxow 
misconception  of  th«  whole  matter.  The  1^^^ 
custom  is  not  a  private  rule  that  each  choose*  » 
any  time  to  establish.  A  breach  of  costoffl  " 
not  a  custom.  An  established  custom  is  a  ^^^ 
well  understood  as  such,  and  perfectly  csp*p»* 
of  receiving  a  legal  meaning  and  inteipn^^|^ 
when  it  is  investigated  as  a  matter  ol  wi' 
Wherever  a  particular  proprietor  or  an«g*^ 
chooses  to  set  up  a  rule  whidi,  though  it  b«  *"' 
forced  on  the  estate,  is  in  derogation  of  custoiB* 
and  which  has  not  itself  euboisted  sofsr  ••  ^ 
acquire  the  character  ol  a  custom,  it  ii  ^ 
damned  as  a  private  and  arbitrary  praotioe,  tfj 
is  overridden  by  the  custom  the  authority  <J; 
which  will  be  exerted  and  enforced  against  it. 
—[8  MtMtard,  oxcix.  lSd9.] 
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Sir,  this  was  the  opinion  of  the  great 
statesman  who  framed  the  Act.  It 
shows  what  his  intentions  were.  The 
facts  I  have  stated  prove  that  in  j^rac- 
tice  they  have  been  frustrated.  JPass 
this  Bill,  and  the  Ulster  tenant  will  get 
the  benefit  of  the  firm,  unalloyed,  and 
comprehensire  custom  to  which  he  is 
entitled,  and  not  have  it  frittered  away, 
if  not  abrogated,  as  it  is  at  present,  by 
the  obnoxious  office  rules.  I  conclude  by 
saying  on  behalf  of  the  sturdy  tenants 
whose  cause  I  have  pleaded — '*  We'll 
keep  our  customs.  Whni  is  law  itself 
but  old  established  custom?  ♦  ♦  ♦ 
All  things  resolve    in  custom.    We'll 

keep  ours."  

The  attorney  GENERAJL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  House  was,  no  doubt, 
a  ^^ve  and  serious  one  —  one  as  to 
which,  it  was  said, the  House  would  like 
to  know  the  opinion  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend 
was  an  attempt  to  solve  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  and  that  in  a  verv  simple  form. 
It  embodied  the  principle  wnich  was 
popularly  known  as  the  **  Three  F's  " — 
namely,  free  sale,  fair  rents,  and  fixity 
of  tenure ;  and  in  that  form  it  proposed 
to  extend  to  the  rest  of  Ireland  the 
Ulster  custom.  Now,  though  it  might 
be  desirable  to  extend  that  custom,  he 
(the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 
thought  the  House  could  hardly  at  that 
moment  expect  the  Gt)vemment  to  an- 
nounce their  views  as  to  what  should 
ultimatelv  be  the  form  that  the  solution 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question  should  as- 
sume. The  Government  had  already 
stated  that  it  was  their  intention  to  imme- 
diately issue  a  Ro^ral  Commission  to  in- 
quire into  the  working  of  the  Irish  Land 
Act  of  1870.  The  Commission  would 
inquire  into  the  whole  question ;  and, 
that  being  so,  he  thought  the  House 
would  deem  it  rather  premature  and 
somewhat  rash  if,  before  the  Commis- 
sion had  inquired,  much  less  reported, 
the  Government  were  to  ahnounce  the 
conclusion  at  which  they  were  likely  to 
arrive.  -  The  proper  and  wise  course 
was  to  wait  till  the  Commission  had 
reported,  and  meantime  to  decline  to 
express  any  opinion  on  the  subject.  His 
riffht  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary 
told  the  House  a  few  days  since  that  the 
Commission  would  be  issued  at  once,  and 
that  he  hoped  to  pass  a  temporary  mea- 
sure for  the  present  year,  leaving  the 


House  entirelv  unpledged  as  to  future 
legislation,  adding  that  it  would  be 
quite  open  to  them — ^if  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  majority — to  leave  things 
as  they  now  were.  It  was,  in  fact, 
necessary,  in  order  properly  to  deid 
with  the  question,  that  the  Gk>vemment 
should  have  further  information ;  and  it 
would  be  forestalling  the  Report  of  the 
Commission  if  they  were  now  to  pronounce 
any  opinion  as  to  what  the  true  solution 
of  the  Irish  Land  Question  might  be. 
The  necessity  for  inquiry  had  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  for  the 
purpose  only  two  years  after  the  passing 
oftheActof  1870.  That  Act  had  since  been 
in  operation  for  eight  years  more,  and 
an  opportunity  was  thus  afforded  of  ob- 
taining a  valuable  amount  of  information 
which  would,  he  hoped,  enable  Parlia- 
ment finally  to  decide  as  to  the  proper 
mode  of  dealing  with  the  question.  The 
Government,  however,  could  not  at  pre- 
sent pledge  themselves  to  any  opinion 
on  the  matter.  He  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  moved  the  second 
readinfi^  of  tiie  Bill  would  be  content 
with  the  expression  of  opinion  which 
his  able  speech  had  elicited  from  many 
Members  of  the  House.  Perhaps,  before 
the  debate  concluded,  they  might  hear 
the  opinion  of  some  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  Opposition  Bench,  and  then  he 
trusted  tnat  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
content  to  withdraw  his  Bill  for  the 
present,  leaving  Parliament  unpledged 
and  free  to  deal  with  the  question  as  it 
might  think  best  when  it  had  adequate 
information  before  it.  He  could  not 
undertake  to  support  the  measure,  nor 
could  he  give  any  pledge  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  they  would  deal 
with  the  subject  in  the  sense  desired  by 
the  promoters  of  the  Bill. 

Me.  GIBSON  said,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  at  all  unreasonable  that  hon. 
Members  should  desire  to  know  what 
line  the  Government  intended  to  take 
with  respect  to  the  Bill.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland)  seemed  to  complain, 
and  with  rather  an  injured  air,  that  he 
had  not  got  a  lead  from  that  side  of  the 
House  as  to  the  course  he  should  adopt, 
and  he  made  rather  an  ad  miserieordiam 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  to  decide 
the  matter  for  himself,  and  thus  relieve 
the  Government  from  a  difficulty — ^to  be 
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satisfied  with  tlie  discussion  whioli  had 
taken  place,  with  the  able  speech  he  had 
made,  and  to  rest  and  be  thankful  upon 
his  laurels.  The  Qovemment  had  not 
approved  the  Bill ;  but  they  had  not 
disapproved  it ;  all  that  they  said  was — 
wait  a  little  longer.  The  whole  ten- 
dency of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  to  give  this 
advice — ^Wait ;  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  had  made  inquiry  in 
the  past — a  Commission  was  able  to 
make  further  inquiry  in  the  future ;  the 
Government  needed  information,  and 
having  got  it  they  would  consider  it,  and 
act  upon  it  either  by  doing  something  or 
by  doing  nothing.  They  were  to  have  the 
widest  possible  discretion  to  act  or  not  to 
act.  But,  having  appointed  that  Com- 
mission, they  woiud  stultify  themselves  if 
they  practically  took  away  from  the  Com- 
mission all  discretion  by  now  assenting  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  present  Bill, 
which  dealt  with  pretty  much  every  topic 
raised  in  the  Land  Question.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  in  error 
when  he  stated  that  a  Boyal  Commission 
had  been  appointed  in  1872  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the  Opposition 
Benches ;  the  fact  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was  in  power  in  1 872, 
and  therefore  the  Opposition  did  not  ap- 
point the  Boyal  Commission  of  that  year. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mb.  Law)  :  It  was  not  a 
Boyal  Commission,  but  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, appointed  by  the  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  GIBSON  :  Very  weU ;  but  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Prime 
Minister.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House  for  second  reading  was  not  deal- 
ing with  the  Counties  of  Tyrone,  Ar- 
magh, or  Monaghan  only,  nor  with  the 
whole  of  Ulster ;  but  it  was  intended  to 
refer  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  not  discuss  the  Bill,  as 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  discussed  it ;  but  this  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saying— rfrom  a  lawyer's 
point  of  view — that  this  was  a  splendid 
professional  Bill,  and  that  if  it  were 
passed  it  would  be  productive  of  universal 
and  everlasting  litigation.  He  reserved  to 
himself  perfect  liberty  of  action  in  deal- 
ing with  and  criticizing  whatever  pro- 
posal might  be  hereafter  made  by  the 
Government,  if  any  were  made.  Mean- 
while, he  supposea  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  act  on  the  advice  so  delicately 
given  to  him  and  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Gibson 


t**  No ! "  j  Well,  he  presumed  the  hon. 
[ember  was  of  age  and  could  answer 
for  himself.  If  he  did  not  withdraw  the 
Bill,  but  went  to  a  division,  the  House 
would  probably  be  favoured  with  a 
further  announcement  from  the  Treasury 
Bench,  and  perhaps  the  GK)V6mment 
might  be  forced  to  come  to  a  rapid  de- 
cision.   

Sib  PATRICK  O'BETEN  thought 
that  the  House  ought  to  have  received 
some  indication  from  the  Government  as 
to  their  views  with  regard  to  the  Land 
Question  raised  by  this  BilL  He  did 
not  expect  that  the  GK)vemment  would 
have  accepted  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone,  but  was  entitled  to  have 
some  opinion  from  the  Gt)vemment 
The  question  which  this  Bill  treated  was 
one  upon  which  he  had  pledg^  himself 
at  the  hustings  more  than  once  ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  were  in 
Ireland  landlords  and  landlords.  There 
were  men  who  had  not  derived  their 
land  from  confiscation ;  there  were  some 
also,  like  the  O'Conor  Don,  who  obtained 
their  property  by  hereditai^  descent,  and 
there  were  others  who  nad  obtained 
land  through  their  own  industry ;  and  it 
was  not  by  the  cry  of  ''landlord  and 
tenant "  that  that  great  question  was  to 
be  decided,  if  it  had  to  oe  decided,  on 
the  inimitable  principles  of  right  and 
justice.  He  wondered  why  the  Conser- 
vative Paffcy,  by  the  lips  of  their  mouth- 
piece,  had  not  given  some  indication  of 
the  line  they  would  take  in  regard  to 
such  a  Bill  as  that  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  They  would  not,  however, 
venture  an  opinion  on  the  matter, 
struggling,  as  everyone  knew  they 
were,  for  a  miserable  feudal  posi- 
tion in  the  country  that  any  man 
of  intellect  would  despise.  Treating 
the  question,  as  many  would  no 
doubt  treat  it,  as  a  mere  oonmierdal 
transaction,  what  landlord  would  sa^,  if 
he  had  a  tenant  from  whom  he  received 
the  value  of  the  land  in  the  nature  of 
rent,  and  if  that  tenant  wished  to  sell 
his  occupation  to  another,  it  was  not  a 
fair  commercial  transaction?  He  had 
promised  his  constituents  to  give  such  a 
Bill  his  support;  and  though  it  was  a 
measure  which  should  not  be  hurried  it 
was  right  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tyrone  to  take  the  opportunity  pre- 
sented of  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  and  thus  to  o£Per  material  to  the 
Government  for  their  use  in  the  coming 
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Session  on  the  introdnotion  of  a  new 
Land  Bill. 

Sib  HAECOUET  JOHNSTONE  said, 
that  this  Bill  was  ConsenratiTe  in  the 
hu^hest  degree  as  com|pared  with  the 
Bm  for  the  Belief  of  Irish  Distress,  as 
to  the  passing  of  whioh  through  the 
other  House  this  Session  he  had  much 
doubt.  If  no  measure  of  the  kind  were 
passed  this  Session,  he  feared  that  much 
yiolence  would  result.  In  the  part  of 
the  country  with  whioh  he  was  connected 
in  England,  there  was  practioallj  fixity 
of  tenure  and  fair  rents,  and  the  system 
was  eminently  successful.  What  was  a 
success  in  the  one  country  surely  would 
be  so  in  the  other.  He  could  not  approve 
of  the  conduct  of  the  occupants  of  the 
two  front  Benches,  who  contented  them- 
selves with  taunting  each  other  without 
taking  an^  active  steps  for  the  settle- 
ment of  this  a  uestion.  What  were  those 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  there  for 
if  they  had  not  the  courage  of  their  con- 
victions ?  In  supporting  this  Bill,  he  had 
no  object  in  view  except  the  thorough 
pacification  of  Ireland ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  only  way  to  secure  that 
pacification  was  to  so  amend  the  Land 
Laws  as  to  bind  the  landlords  and  tenants 
together  for  their  mutual  benefit. 

Mr.  SYNAN  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the 
(Government  havine  issued  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  mto  the  principles  in- 
volved in  this  Bill.  The  duty  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  was  to  inquire  into  facts  and 
not  into  principles.  He  thought  the 
(Government  ought  by  this  time  to  have 
made  up  its  mind  whether  they  were  to 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  merely  give  compensation  for 
disturbance,  so  as  to  secure  the  tenant ; 
or  whether,  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  question,  they  ougnt  to  adopt  the 
Ulster  custom,  and  extend  it  to  the  rest 
of  Ireland.  At  all  events,  he  supposed 
they  would  hear  from  the  Chief  oecre- 
tarv  in  what  direction  they  would  act, 
and  whether  the  present  Bill  contained 
any  principle  upon  which  the  (Govern- 
ment might  shape  future  lejrislation. 
In  his  opinion,  tne  present  Sill  ^ve 
flpround  upon  which  the  question  might 
be  settlea.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Bill  was  a  professional  Bill ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  an  anti-professional  Bill. 
Tne  landlord  would  know  that  if  he  at- 
tempted to  raise  his  rents  at  all  unfairly 
he  would  have  to  go  into  the  County 
Court ;  and  he  believed  the  apprehension 


of  that  would  prevent  landlords  from 
raising  their  rent  unjustly.  He  thought 
the  pnndple  of  the  Isill,  setting  forth  as 
it  did  the  three  principles  upon  whidii 
the  Irish  people  wisned  the  matter 
settled — namely,  fixity  of  tenure  at  fair 
rents  with  free  sale— was  a  principle 
upon  which  the  future  amenmnent  of 
the  Act  of  1870  must  be  shaped.  That 
principle  was  accepted  by  the  Government 
last  Session,  and  now  tne  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  Universitr 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  nothing  to  say  on  a  BiU 
the  principles  of  which  his  own  Govern- 
ment last  year  accepted.  He  appre- 
hended that  the  (Government  had  an 
excuse  for  waiting  for  the  result  of  the 
Boyal  Commission;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  they  ought  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  leaving  the 
details  of  the  measure  to  be  settled  when 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  was  issued. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  asks  me, 
I  think,  arather  unreasonable  thing.  He 
asks  me  that  we  should  sav  now  what 
are  the  principles  of  theLand  Bills  which 
are  to  be  brought  forward  next  Session. 
I  must  really  decline  to  do  any  such 
thing.  I  can  nardly  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  expect  me  to  do  it.  He  surely 
cannot  thinx  that  a  person  in  a  Minis- 
try responsible  for  Irish  afiairs  should 
suddenly,  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon, 
without  the  opportunity  of  consulting 
his  Colleagues,  oind  the  (Government  to 
the  prinoi^e  of  a  measure  such  as  this 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  (Gentleman, 
in  introducing  this  measure,  had,  with 
^eat  clearness,  stated  his  plan  for  alter- 
ing the  law ;  and  it  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
plan  which  finds  much  flavour  among 
certain  classes  in  Ireland,  and  the  enor- 
mous importance  of  which  I  do  not 
think  can  be  overrated.  The  principle 
of  that  plan,  as  I  understand  it,  is  that 
the  amount  of  the  rent  of  land  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  fixed,  not  by  the  landlords  or 
the  tonants,  but  by  arbi^tors,  and  that 
there  is  to  be  fixi,ty  of  tenure  U|^on  mLj- 
ment  of  the  rent  so  ascertained.  VSLVL 
principle  has  b/den  well  discussed  this 
afternoon,  and^  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  has  ^;'eceived  considerable  sup- 
port, and  especially  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  S^borough  (Sir  Haroourt 
Johnstone),  and  that  it  should  be  sup- 
ported by^in  English  landowner  in  the 
position /of  the  non.  Gentleman  is  an 
argumeokt  very  mudi  in  its  fkvour.  But 
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I  maintain  that  the  GK>y6mment  would 
be  doing  rery  wrone  in  a  matter  like 
this  to  express  their  decided  opinion 
when  they  know,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  brings  this  measure  forward  knows 
to  a  certainty,  that  the  Bill  could  not 

fossibly  be  passed  into  law  this  year, 
f  that  be  the  case,  we  certainly  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  keep  ourselves  free  to 
consider  the  question  in  all  its  bearings  ; 
and  the  House  ought  not  to  be  com- 
mitted to  a  measure  which,  while  held 
up  to  the  people  of  Ireland  as  satisfac- 
tory, could  not  be  passed  into  law  this 
year.  The  position  of  the  Government 
IS  plainly  this,  and  we  have  not  in  the 
slightest  departed  from  it.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  we  thought  the 
position  of  the  Land  Question  in  Ire- 
land was  one  more  than  anything  else  in 
Ireland  demanding  the  closest  attention 
of  the  Government,  to  which  we  were 
committed,  and,  indeed,  the  attention  of 
any  Government.  We  did  not  pledge 
ourselves  to  bring  in  a  measure ;  but  we 
did  pledge  ourselves  most  seriously  to 
consider  whether  a  measure  ought  not 
to  be  brought  forward ;  and  we  stated 
that  we  did  not  conceive  that  in  this  short 
Session,  having  only  just  taken  Office 
ourselves,  that  we  could  attempt  to 
make  up  our  minds  as  to  what  kind  of 
measure  should  be  brought  forward. 
We  should  have  been  very  glad  to  have 
left  the  Land  Question  entirely  alone. 
I  do  not  wish  to  touch  on  the  debate  of 
yesterday  any  more  than  is  necessary. 
We  should  have  preferred  to  have  left 
the  Land  Question  alone ;  but  we  found 
that,  owing  to  the  temporary  and  excep- 
tional circumstances  of  the  year,  the  go- 
vernment of  Ireland  would  be,  in  our 
opinion,  far  more  difficult  if  we  did  not 
make  a  temporary  modification  of  the 
law.  That  does  not  in  any  way  change 
our  opinion,  which  is  this— We  have 
pledgell  ourselves  to  make  the  Land 
Question  one  ^f^^-tte  very  principal 
Questions  forconside^tion  next  Session. 
We  shall  take  advantage  of  the  Com- 
mission to  ascertain  the  facts ;  and  now 
we  are  asked  this  Wednesday  a^rnoon, 
before  we  have  been  able  to  study  the 
question  as  we  ought  to  do,  and  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  consulting  amongst 
ourselves,  we  are  suddenly  usked  to  de- 
cide beforehand,  not  only  to  .^y  we  will 
bring  in  a  measure  next  year,  but  also  to 
state  what  sort  of  a  measure  it  will  be. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 

Mr.  W.  E.  IWiter 


says  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  ought 
to  do  that  was  because  something  of  the 
kind  was  brought  forward  in  the  Irish 
Land  Act.  But  I  must  remind  him  that 
while  it  was  brought  forward  it  was  de- 
feated by  an  enormous  majority;  and 
that  is  rather  a  strange  reason  for  ask- 
ing the  Government  to  suddenly  agree 
to  a  principle  which  they  felt  it  their 
duty  to  oppose  before,  and  which  the 
House  at  mat  time  agreed  in  rejecting 
by  a  large  majority.  I  do  not  want  to 
be  misimderstood  in  this  matter.  I  am 
very  much  struck  with  the  many  argu- 
ments brought  forward  from  the  position 
of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  adr 
vocated  it ;  but  it  is  decidedly  a  question 
upon  whidi  we  ought  to  be  left  free  to 
consider,  and  it  is  just  one  of  those  sub- 
jects that  when  the  House  legislates 
upon  it  we  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
carry  the  Bill  through,  and  not  merely 
to  adopt  what  is  c^ed  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  on  the  second  readmg  when  it 
could  not  be  carried  into  law.  This 
year,  therefore,  I  must  urgently  press 
on  the  hon.  Member  who  brought  the 
Bill  forward  to  withdraw  his  Motion, 
to  be  content  with  the  hearing  he  has 
obtained,  not  only  for  the  Bill,  but  for 
the  principles  belonging  to  it.  It  is 
impossible  for  us  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure ;  and  in  order 
that  the  House  may  be  left  entirely  free 
to  consider  it  I  will  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

Previaue  Queetion  proposed,  ''That 
that  Question  be  now  put."  —  {Hr, 
William  Edward  Foreter.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  did  not  wish  to  mis- 
understand the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  the  remarks  made ;  but  he  be- 
lieved it  would  be  impossible  to  under- 
stand clearly  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  meant,  except  that  he  should 
remain  unpledged  either  to  principle  or 
expediency.  He  had  hoped  that  when 
a  Bill  was  broufi;ht  forward  dealing 
with  Ireland,  and  having  the  support  of 
the  Irish  Liberal  Party,  there  would 
have  been  a  clear  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  subject;  but  instead,  they  found, 
mere  professions  that  the  Government 
would  give  their  earnest  attention  and 
best  consideration  to  the  policy  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  next  year.  As  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  spoke  upon 
the  Bill  for  fixity  of  tenure,  he  had  hoped 
he  would  have  availed  himself  of  the 
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opportunity  afforded  him  of  withdraw- 
ing or  modifying  the  remarks  he  had 
formerly  made,  which  were— 

'*  My  hon.  and  letmed  Friend,  in  the  Fteamble 
of  his  Bill,  refers  to  the  existing  law  as '  a  hind- 
rance of  agrionlture.'  Well,  Sir,  I  will  not  adopt 
as  my  own  the  forcible  langna^  of  Philocelt,  a 
well-known  Irish  writer,  in  reierence  to  *  fixity 
of  tennre,'  which,  he  said,  would  '  smite  Ireland 
as  with  a  corse ; '  but  I  do  very  much  fear  that, 
under  the  stereotyped,  perhaps  I  might  eren 
say  paralyzing  system,  that  these  proposals 
would  fix  upon  us,  the  last  state  of  poor  Lreland 
would,  in  respect  of  agriculture,  at  least,  be 
worst  than  the  first." 

What  did  the  chief  Legal  Adviser  then 
say  ?    He  said — 

•  '^  They — themroposals  to  give  fixity  of  tenure, 
fair  rents  and  nee  sale — were  referred  to  and 
examined  in  the  luminous  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  G^reenwioh  when  he  intro- 
duced the  Irish  Land  Bill  of  1870.  He  there 
showed  the  injustice  and  the  impolicy  of  anv  such 
virtual  transfer  of  property  as  must  be  inToIved  in 
the  compulsory  establishment  of 'fixity  of  tenure,* 
and  for  >>im«Alf  and  the  liberal  Party  which 
he  led  pronounced  emphatically  against  it. 
Instead  of  disturbing  ana  unsettling  the  founda- 
tions of  property,  mv  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  and 
those  who  acted  with  him  carried  througl^ 
Parliament  the  Irish  Land  Act,  the  substan- 
tial effect  of  which  I  have  already  stated." — 
[S  MmsMrd,  oxxx.  683-6.] 

Would  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tieman  lead  the  Party  now  against 
those  demands?  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  not  having  availed 
himself  of  the  opportunity  of  disavow- 
ing or  recanting  nis  former  opinions, 
were  they  now  to  understand  that  the  best 
consideration  of  the  Government  was  to 
be  given  to  the  advisability  of  introducing 
a  Bill  next  year  which  would  not  embrace 
what  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  said  woUld  **  smite  Ireland  as 
with  a  curse  ?  "  Why  did  they  not,  in  a 
manly  and  straightforward  manner,  say 
what  their  intention  was,  and  not  let 
them  and  the  people  of  Ireland  be  de- 
luded in  the  coming  Session  with  false 
and  iUusory  hopes  ? 

Mb.  METGET,  as  a  Bepresentative  of 
a  large  Irish  county,  and  a  landlord, 
disagroed,  not  with  the  principles  of  the 
Bill,  but  with  the  Bill  itself,  oecause  it 
would  not  answer  the  purpose  intended, 
nor  would  any  other  Bill  like  it.  The 
500,000  small  tenants  in  Ireland  were 
now  told  that,  instead  of  having  some 
immediate  measure  of  relief,  they  must 
wait  until  the  (Government  had  made  up 
their  minds  what  tiiey  would  do  with 
regard  to  this  subject.  What  Irishmen 
wanted  was  a  final  settlement  of  this 


question,  under  which  the  small  tenants 
would  obtain  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
land  on  which  to  support  themselves 
and  their  families,  and  to  become  owners 
of  it ;  or,  at  all  events,  to  obtain  such 
fixity  of  tenure  at  as  low  as  possible  a 
rent  as  was  consistent  wiUi  the  just 
rights  of  the  landlords.  Man  j  of  those 
whom  he  had  come  there  to  repre- 
sent had  been  driven  into  infertile 
plains,  where  hardly  anv  man  could 
live.  They  were  now  to  be  told  when 
the  famine  came  that  the  Government 
would  wait  until  the  next  week  or  two 
before  proceeding  with  the  Distress 
Bill.  What  was  fixiiy  of  tenure  to  such 
men  ?  No ;  the  Land  Question  must  be 
settled  permanently;  tinkering  with  a 
worn-out  system  would  never  gain  the 
object  wished  for — ^namely,  the  settle- 
ment of  the  present  agitation  going  on 
in  the  counts^.  That  agitation,  how- 
ever, was  makmg  hon.  Members  listen  to 
what  the  people  had  to  say,  and  was 
making  those  listen  who  would  not  a 
few  years  ago.  He  did  not  concur  with 
the  sweeping  assertions  that  had  been 
made  agamst  the  Land  League.  Neither 
did  he  support  the  League ;  but  he  said 
it  had  done  its  work.  First  of  aU,  as 
far  as  the  charitable  funds  were  oon- 
cemed,  the  League  had  laid  them  out  in 
a  way  that  did  honour  to  any  Committee, 
and  the  objects  set  before  the  Committee 
had  been  carried  out  honourably  and 
fairly,  as  far  as  distributing  funds  for 
the  relief  of  distress  went.  The  League 
had  worked  honestly  and  well.  Ireland 
had  passed  through  a  season  of  trial 
such  as  no  other  cotmtry  could  have 
borne.  Famine,  if  not  actual  starvation, 
had  haunted  her  threshold  more  than 
hon.  Members  had  any  idea  of,  and  on 
the  top  of  that  they  were  to  have  a  land 
system  that  could  heave  them  out  by 
the  force  of  law.  Were  they  to  expect 
that  the  whole  people  of  Ireland  would 
go  down  without  a  word  of  complaint, 
as  did  the  men  on  the  Boyal  George,  in 
all  their  strength  and  vigour?  If  the 
agitation  was  to  be  allayed  it  must  be 
by  a  strong  and  comprehensive  measure, 
and  such  a  measure  as  that  he  would 

support. 

MB.  LITTON  thought  that  the  reasons 
given  by  the  Government  for  declining 
to  express  any  opinion  with  regard  to 
this  Bill  were  unsatisfactory.  Instead  of 
saying  that  they  had  not  had  time  to 
consider  the  question  fully,  the  Govern- 
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ment  would  be  more  frank  if  they  were  to 
state  that  they  had  not  formed  any  views 
with  regard  to  it.  Fixity  of  tenure,  the 
free  sale  of  land,  and  a  fair  rent  ought 
to  be  the  leading  features  of  any  future 
legislation  on  this  question.  He  should 
be  wanting  in  his  duty  to  the  tenant 
fiBirmers  of  the  North  of  Ireland  if  he  did 
not  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  this 
Bill.  He,  therefore,  must  divide  the 
House  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  PAENELL:  Sir,  I  trust  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  Tyrone  (Mr. 
Litton),  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  will 
excuse  me  if  I  venture  to  sneak  after  he 
has  addressed  the  House ;  out  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  my 
reasons  for  not  being  able  to  vote  in 
favour  of  a  Bill  which  he  has  brought 
forward.  I  agree  that  the  (Government 
is  entitled  to  some  sympathy  in  the  atti- 
tude which  they  have  taken  up.  The  Bill 
pretends  to  be  a  final  settlement  of 
the  Irish  Land  Question,  and  it  seems 
to  have  been  brought  forward  as  such  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  is  in  charge  of  it 
without  a  sufficient  idea  of  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  moment.  It  di£Pers  in  that  re- 
spect from  the  Bill  for  compensation  for 
disturbance  of  the  Government,  which, 
as  I  take  it,  does  not  profess  to  be  even 
a  temporary  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, but  only  an  alleviation  of  the  ten- 
sion and  pressure  in  that  system.  Is 
there  anv  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House 
who  will  say  that  a  Government  which 
has  just  come  into  Office  is  not  entitled 
to  time  for  consideration  of  a  tangled  and 
difficult  question,  such  as  the  Iruh  Land 
Question,  before  it  endorses  a  principle 
about  which  there  is  great  di£Perence  of 
opinion  in  Ireland,  and  which  has  not 
been  unanimously  accepted  in  that  coun- 
try as  a  final  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion. I  have  listened  with  great  interest 
to  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Metge),  who 
stated  his  belief  that  this  measure  would 
onlv  touch  the  case  of  large  tenants  in 
Ireland.  For  myself,  I  think  that  if  the 
machinery  proposed  by  the  Bill  was 
workable,  and  could  be  properly  put  into 
operation,  it  would  be  of  advantage  to 
the  tenants  in  the  North  as  well  as  in 
the  South,  and  would  include  those  who 
occupy  farms  of  a  large  size  as  weU  as 
those  of  more  moderate  dimensions.  I 
denv,  however,  entirely  that  it  would  be 
of  the  slightest  use  to  the  300,000  small 
tenants,  who  have  really  made  the  Irish 
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land  what  it  is,  and  whose  sufferings 
have  placed  the  Irish  Land  Question  in 
its  position  before  the  British  public    I 
do  not  wish  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  the  final  settlement  of  the  Land 
Question ;  but  I  have  in  times  past  voted 
on  more  than  one  occasion  for  the  Bill  of 
Mr.  Butt — a  Bill  similar  to  the  one  be- 
fore the  House ;  but  I  consider  that  Mr. 
Butt's  Bill  was  a  considerable  improve- 
ment on  this  one  in  many  working  points, 
and  one  of  them  was  that  it  threw  the 
onus  on  the  landlord  to  bring  the  tenant 
into  court.    I  think,  however,  that  one 
of  the  real  difficulties,  next  to  insecurity 
of  tenure,  in  respect  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  is  that  the  land  is  badly  distri- 
buted.   What  happened  after  the  Irish 
Famine  ?  During  tnat  Famine  the  land- 
lords took  the  opportunity  of  making 
extensive  clearances,  especially  in  the 
County  Meath  and  other  districts   in 
which  there  were  l&^e  tracts  of  land  de* 
voted  to  grazing.    The  residue  of  the 
people  went  to  me  hillsides  and  bogs  of 
Oonnaught,  where  their  descendants  are 
now  living  on  land  consisting  of  bog  and 
mountain,  which  they  have  redeemed. 
There   are    in    Ireland    250,000  small 
tenants  who  can  hardly  pay  any  rent  at 
all ;  and  it  would  be  purely  mockery  to 
go  to  these  men  with  this  Bill.    In  order 
to  remedy  the  state  of  things  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  we  require  either  emig^tion  or 
migration.  Thereare in  Ireland  4,500,000 
acres  lig^ht  grazing  land  occupied  by 
graziers  in  farms  of  1,000  or  2,000  acres. 
These  lands,  which  were  formerly  in  cul- 
tivation, are  not  suitable  to  be  perma- 
nently laid  down  in  pasture.    They  re* 
quire  to  be  broken  up  and  cropped ;  and 
what  I  propose  is  that  the  tenants  on  the 
poor  lands  in  the  West  of  Ireland  ^oold 
be  given  an  opportunity  of  mig^ting  to 
those  grazing  lands.    I  believe  the  better 
settlement  of  the  Land  Question  lies  in 
giving  the  tenants  of  Ireland  an  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  the  owners  of  the 
land.    I  wish  to  enable  this  to  be  done 
by  the  issue  of  debentures  at  3^  per  cent 
guaranteed  by  the  State.    I  believe  that 
after  this  year  many  landlords  will  be 
willing  and  anxious  to  sell  their  lands  on 
easy  terms.    The  present  BiU  will  be  of 
no  use  to  more  than  a  minority  of  Irish 
tenants  who  have  an  interest  in  the  soil 
and  are  undoubtedhr  deserving,  but  who 
have  not  made  the  Land  Question  in  Ire* 
land  what  it  now  is.    I  think  that  the 
Government  are  entitled  to  have  an  op- 
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portonity  of  oonndering  the  qaestion  as 
a  whole,  and  of  seeing  whether  thej 
oonld  not  enlarge  the  L^d  Act  of  1870, 
80  as  to  enable  it  to  meet  the  objects  of 
the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  and  also  to 
provide  some  means  by  which  tenants 
could  purchase  their  holdings  on  fair  and 
reasonable  terms.  I  believe  that  the 
existing  Irish  land  system  cannot  pos- 
sibly continue ;  and  ii  the  House  passes 
this  Bill  it  will  only  be  prolonging  a 
system  which  has  worked,  and  is  still 
working,  incalculable  evil  to  Ireland.  In 
England,  tenants  are  comparatively  pros- 
perous and  contented,  because,  owing  to 
the  remembrance  of  the  feudal  system, 
the  landlords,  while  insisting  on  their 
rights,  do  not  altogether  forget  their 
duties;  in  Ireland,  where  the  feudal 
system  does  not  survive,  the  landlords 
claim  their  rights  but  fonpet  their  duties. 
The  Irish  system  has  failed  in  every 
European  country  where  it  has  been 
tried ;  and  I  must  add  that  it  has  been 
attended  in  Ireland  with  more  evil  than 
in  any  other  coimtir  in  which  it  has  been 
in  operation.  I  bdieve  that  the  agita- 
tion now  going  on  in. Ireland  will  make 
the  farmers  see  that  the  only  way  of 
settliuK  the  Land  Question  is  by  weir 
acquirmg  the  ownership  of  their  hold- 
ings. I  must  again  express  my  opinion 
that  the  Government  is  now  entitled  to 
an  opportunity  of  considerinff  the  whole 
subject;  and  that,  under  uie  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  better  not  to  press 
the  second  reading  of  this  Bill ;  and  if 
next  Session  they  ao  not  bring  forward 
satisfactory  proposals  we  shall  know 
how  to  proceed. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  admitted 
that,  having  read  the  Bill,  he  could  not 
say  that  if  it  became  law  it  would  do 
much  good,  while  it  would  stand  in  the 
way  of  some  reforms  which  it  would  be 
desirable  to  introduce ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  would  meet  the  wants  of  some 
classes  of  tenants.  He  thought  it  would 
be  of  little  avail  taking  a  division  on  the 
Bill,  because  no  legislation  on  that  sub- 
ject was  to  take  place  this  Session.  Still, 
if  the  measure  was  pressed,  he  would 
vote  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone. 
There  were  many  classes  of  tenants  who 
could  only  be  benefited  by  the  establish- 
ment of  peasant  proprietorship.  He  did 
not  see  how  the  tenants  of  the  West  of 
Ireland  could  be  transferred  to  the 
ffnudng  lands;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  was  convinoed  that  if  fair  means  and 


opportunity  were  provided,  the  tenants 
of  Ireland  would  largely  purchase  their 

holdings.  

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  that 
taking  the  statement  of  the  Ohi^  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  and  the  speedi  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  they 
might  be  described  as  being  in  a  state 
of  some  confusion.  The  Government 
pleaded  that  they  were  not  in  a  position 
to  give  a  positive  opinion  on  the  merits 
of  the  present  Bill.  Some  of  those  on 
that  side  of  the  House  were,  perhaps, 
in  a  somewhat  similar  position;  and 
they  would,  therefore,  be  placed  in  a 
position  of  some  difficulty  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  G^rrone  insisted  on  ffoing  to 
a  division.  He  regarded  the  Bm  as  an 
improvement  on  the  present  system; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  did  not  think 
that  it  would  e£Pect  a  settlement  of  the 
question.  He  would  vote  for  the  Bill  if 
it  were  pressed  to  a  division;  but  he 
trusted  tnat  such  a  course  would  not  be 
adopted,  as  it  would  place  many  of  the 
Irish  Members  in  a  position  of  much 
difficulty. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dmdid.'^^Ajes  46;  Noes 
187:  Majority  142.— (Div.  list,  No.  33.) 


EDUOATIOV    (SOOTLAin))    ACTS    1872    ASB 
1878  EXTENSION  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Pbddh,  Bill  to  amend 
and  extend  the  Education  (Scotland)  Acta  of 
1872  and  1878,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
Pkddxb,  Mr.  WxLLXAM  Holms,  Colonel  Albx- 
ANDSB,  Mr.  Hbndsbsok,  and  Mr.  Mark 
Stxwabt. 

Billj9rf«^fMf,  and  read  the  flnt  time.  [BiU262.] 

S0T7TH    WBBTBBN    (OF    LOKDOK)    DISTRICT 
POST  07FI0B  BILL. 

Select  Committee  on  the  South  Weetem  (of 
London)  District  Post  Office  BrU  neminated : — 
Mr.  Joseph  Pkasi,  Mr.  Holms,  Lord  John 
Maicxxrs,  and  Two  Members  to  be  nominated 
by  the  Committee  of  Selection : — ^Three  to  be 
the  quorum. — (Lord  Richard  OrowcmrJ) 

House  adjourned  at  fiTe  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 
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opposite  (the  Earl  of  Qalloway)  then 
came  down,  and  moved  that  the  Earldom 
as  it  stood  should  be  brought  down  to 
the  Boll  of  1666.  The  Beport  of  the 
8elect  Committee  distinctlj  said  that  no 
Order  was  made  with  reference  to  the 
old  Earldom,  and  distinctly  affirmed  that 
the  old  Earldom  was  still  on  the  Boll. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Mar  and 
Kellie)  put  his  Earldom  on  the  Boll, 
and  leave  the  old  Earldom  to  take  care 
of  itself.  He  objected  to  the  assertion 
that  the  Scotch  Peers  treated  this  ques- 
tion on  personal  g^imds.  The  point  to 
be  decided  was  one  involying  more  than 
personal  interests  for  Scotch  Peers — 
namely,  what  was  the  ri^t  place  on  the 
Union  Boll  for  the  Mar  I'eerage  ?  The 
matter  could  not  .be  lefb  in  i^  present 
position.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  stultify  themselves  by  insist- 
ing on  the  Besolution  which  had  been 
carried  the  other  day. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABGYLL  said,  he  was 
unable  to  understand  what  was  the  diffi- 
culty raised  with  regard  to  the  point  of 
Order.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  it  to  rescind  a  certain  Order ;  but  in 
order  to  carry  that  opinion  into  effect — 
as  it  was  not  binding — it  was  necessary 
HiAt  there  should  be  a  separate  and  new 
Motion  to  rescind.    When  the  Motion 
was  placed   on  the  Paper,   the  noble 
Earl    (the    Earl    of  Bedesdale)    gave 
Notice  of  an  Amendment.    He  did  not 
see  that  the  noble  Earl  could  be  accused 
of  being  out  of  Order  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  a  new  Motion  brought 
before  the  House,  consequent  on  the 
Besolution  of  the  14th  of  June.     He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  the 
merits  of  the  question.    Like  most  other 
Members   of  the  Scotch  Peerage,  he 
thought  the  question  one  of  g^eat  im- 
portuice,  apart  from  all  personal  con- 
siderations.  He  did  not  think  that  those 
who   took   the  part   of   Mr.  Gtoodeve 
Erskine  acted  from  mere  personal  mo- 
tives, for  he  believed  that  they  desired 
to  see  the  Scotch  Peerage  Boll  made  up 
properly  for  the  honour  of  the  Sootm 
peerage.    He  could,  to  a  certain  extent, 
mipathize    with    those   noble   Lords, 
when  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of 
Oommittees   (the   Earl   of  Bedesdale) 
spoke  of  "  personal  motives,''  he  did  not 
speak  of  personal  motives  in  an  un- 
worthy sense ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
not  havimr  toad  the  evidence  before  the 


Committee,  that  he  was  unable  to  give 
an  opinion  on  a  legal  question  which 
ought  to  be  decided  by  a  legal  tribunal. 
He  did  not  tiiiuk  it  would  redound  to 
the  honour  of  the  Scotch  Peerage  to 
snatch  a  victory  by  a  chance  vote.    On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  they  should 
abstain  from  any  hasty  expression  on  so 
important  a  subject.    For  himself,  he 
would  be  glad  if  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine' 
could  secure  his  Scotch  Peerage;  but 
the  proper  course  must  be  taken  to  that 
end.     One  of  the  subordinate  questions 
raised  was  where  his  name  should  stand 
on  the  Boll  at  Holyrood.    The  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and    Qordon)    would   know  that  that 
was  a!  question  which  must  be  gone  into 
wiliithe  fullest  evidence  and  material 
for  coming  to  a  conclusion.    For  one,  he 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll)  knew  that  his  name 
occupied  a  position  on  the  Boll  which  he 
ought  not  to  do,  and  the  same  was  the 
case  witii  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
Sutiierland).    Noble  Lords  knew  that 
those  were  not  solitary  instances,  and  if 
they  were  to  go  into  that  question  it 
must  be  done  m  judicial  form.    If  Mr. 
Qoodeve  Erskine  wanted  to  keep  his 

5 lace  he  must  issue  a  new  Commission. 
Ihis  question  should  not  be  made  a 
political  or  personal  one;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  on  the  14th  of  June  the 
House  was  hurried  into  giving  a  vote 
without  having  before  it  adequate  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  He  felt  strongly 
the  plea  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale),  to  be  zealous  of  the 
honour  of  the  House  when  dealing  with 
questions  of  a  judicial  character. 

The  Easl  op  MANSFIELD  said, 
that  the  real  reason  why  this  q  uestion 
had  been  brought  forward  was  that  jus- 
tice had  not  been  done.  He  had  looked 
into  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
Privileges,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  contrary  to  justice  in  every  way ; 
and  he  coidd  show  from  documentSi 
legal  and  historical,  that  there  was  no 
proof  that  the  date  1665  was  correct  for 
the  Earl  of  Kellie's  title  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar.  He  wished  to  ask  how  the  Order 
of  the  Committee  in  the  House  was  origi- 
nally given  out?  He  had  heard  that  no 
Besolution  of  the  House  was  come  to, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  recorded 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House.  Al- 
though the  House  had  not  come  to  any 
decision  with  regard  to  the  ancient 
Earldom  of  Mar,  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine, 
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satisfied  with  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  with  the  able  speech  he  had 
made,  and  to  rest  and  be  thankful  upon 
his  laurels.  The  GK)Temment  had  not 
approved  the  Bill ;  but  they  had  not 
disapproved  it ;  all  that  they  said  was — 
wait  a  little  longer.  The  whole  ten- 
dency of  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  was  to  give  this 
advice— Wait ;  a  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Lords  had  made  inquiry  in 
the  past — a  Commission  was  able  to 
make  further  inquiry  in  the  future ;  the 
Government  needed  information,  and 
having  got  it  they  would  consider  it,  and 
act  upon  it  either  by  doing  something  or 
by  doing  nothing.  They  were  to  have  the 
widest  possible  oiscretion  to  act  or  not  to 
act.  But,  having  appointed  that  Com- 
mission, they  woiud  siniltify  themselves  if 
they  practically  took  away  from  the  Com- 
mission all  dis^tion  by  now  assentii^  to 
the  second  reading  of  the  present  Bill, 
which  dealt  with  pretty  much  every  topic 
raised  in  the  Land  Question.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  in  error 
when  he  stated  that  a  Boyal  Commission 
had  been  appointed  in  1 872  by  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentlemen  now  on  the  Opposition 
Benches ;  the  fact  was  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  was  in  power  in  1 872, 
and  therefore  the  Opposition  did  not  ap- 
point the  Boyal  Commission  of  that  year. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mb.  Law)  :  It  was  not  a 
Boyal  Commission,  but  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, appointed  bythe  House  of  Lords. 

Mb.  GIBSON :  Very  weU ;  but  then 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  Prime 
Minister.  The  Bill  now  before  the 
House  for  second  reading  was  not  deal- 
ing with  the  Counties  of  Tyrone,  Ar- 
magh, or  Monaghan  only,  nor  with  the 
whole  of  Ulster ;  but  it  was  intended  to 
refer  to  the  whole  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Gibson)  would  not  discuss  the  Bill,  as 
his  rip;ht  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
not  discussed  it ;  but  this  he  could  not 
refrain  from  saving — from  a  lawyer's 
point  of  view — that  this  was  a  splendid 
professional  Bill,  and  that  if  it  were 
passed  it  wouldbe productive  of  universal 
and  everlasting  litigation.  He  reserved  to 
himself  perfect  liberty  of  action  in  deal- 
ing with  and  criticizing  whatever  pro- 
pcNsal  might  be  hereafter  made  by  the 
Government,  if  any  were  made.  Mean- 
while, he  supposea  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  act  on  the  advice  so  delicately 
given  to  him  and  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Ifr.  Gibson 


t'*  No ! "]  Well,  he  presumed  the  hoa. 
[ember  was  of  age  and  oonld  answw 
for  himself.  If  he  did  not  withdraw  the 
Bill,  but  went  to  a  division,  the  Houaa 
would  probably  be  favoured  with  a 
further  annotmcement  from  the  Treasorj 
Bench,  and  perhaps  the  Gh>Ternmeiit 
might  be  forced  to  come  to  a  rapid  de- 
cision.   

Sib   PATRICK  O'BRIEN    thoiight 
that  the  House  ought  to  hare  received 
some  indication  from  the  Gknremznent  m 
to  their  views  with  regard  to  the  Land 
Question  raised  by  misBilL     He  did 
not  expect  that  the  Government  would 
have  accepted  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone,  but  was  entitled  to  have 
some    opinion  from    the    Government 
The  question  which  this  Bill  treated  was 
one  upon  which  he  had  pledged  himnftlf 
at  the  hustings  more  than  once  ;  but  it 
must  be  remembered  that  there  were  ia 
Ireland  landlords  and  landlords.     There 
were  men  who  had  not  derived   their 
land  from  confiscation ;  there  were  9om€ 
also,  like  the  O'Conor  Don,  who  obtained 
their  property  by  hereditanr  descent,  and 
there  were   others  who  had  obtained 
land  through  their  own  industry ;  and  it 
was  not  by  the  cry  of  ''landlord  aod 
tenant ''  that  that  great  question  was  to 
be  decided,  if  it  had  to  oe  decided,  on 
the  inimitable  principles  of  right  and 
justice.    He  wondered  why  the  Conser- 
vative Fafty,  by  the  lips  of  their  month- 
piece,  had  not  given  some  indication  of 
the  line  they  would  take  in  regard  to 
such  a  Bill  as  that  proposed  by  hia  hon. 
Friend.     They    would    not,    however, 
venture    an    opinion    on    the    matter, 
struggling,     as    everyone    knew    they 
were,    for   a    miserable    feudal    posi- 
tion  in    the    country    that    any    man 
of  intellect   would    despise.    Treating 
the    question,     as    many    would    no 
doubt  treat  it,  as  a  mere  commercial 
transaction,  what  landlord  would  sav,  if 
he  had  a  tenant  from  whom  he  received 
the  value  of  the  land  in  the  nature  of 
rent,  and  if  that  tenant  wished  to  sell 
his  occupation  to  another,  it  was  not  a 
fair  commercial  transaction?    He  had 
promised  his  constituents  to  give  such  a 
Bill  his  support;  and  though  it  was  a 
measure  which  should  not  he  hurried  it 
was  right   for  the   hon.   Member  for 
Tyrone  to    take  the    opportunity  pre- 
sented of  obtaining  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  and  thus  to  o£Per  material  to  the 
Government  for  their  use  in  the  coming 
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Session  on  the  introduction  of  a  new 
liandBiU. 

Sib  HAECOUET  JOHNSTONE  said, 
that  this  Bill  was  OonsenratiTe  in  the 
hifl^hest  degree  as  oom|pared  with  the 
BiU  for  the  Belief  of  Irish  Distress,  as 
to  the  passing  of  whioh  through  the 
other  House  this  Session  he  had  muoh 
doubt.  If  no  measure  of  the  kind  were 
passed  this  Session,  he  feared  that  muoh 
Tiolenoe  would  result.  In  the  part  of 
the  country  with  which  he  was  connected 
in  England,  there  was  practically  fixity 
of  tenure  and  fair  rents,  and  the  system 
was  eminently  successful.  What  was  a 
success  in  the  one  country  surely  would 
be  so  in  the  other.  He  could  not  approve 
of  the  conduct  of  the  occupants  of  the 
two  front  Benches,  who  contented  them- 
selyes  with  taunting  each  other  without 
taking  an^  active  steps  for  the  settle- 
ment of  this  auestion.  What  were  those 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  there  for 
if  they  had  not  the  oouraee  of  their  con- 
victions ?  In  supporting  tnis  Bill,  he  had 
no  object  in  view  except  the  thorough 
pacification  of  Ireland ;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  the  only  way  to  secure  that 
pacification  was  to  so  amend  the  Land 
Laws  as  to  bind  the  landlords  and  tenants 
together  for  their  mutual  benefit. 

1£r.  SYNAN  ridiculed  the  idea  of  the 
Government  having  issued  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission to  inquire  mto  the  principles  in- 
volved in  this  Bill.  The  duty  of  a  Boyal 
Commission  was  to  inquire  into  facts  and 
not  into  principles.  He  thought  the 
Gknremment  ought  by  this  time  to  have 
made  up  its  mind  whether  they  were  to 
adhere  to  the  principle  of  the  Act  of 
1870,  and  merely  give  compensation  for 
disturbance,  so  as  to  secure  the  tenant ; 
or  whether,  for  the  purpose  of  settling 
the  question,  they  ougnt  to  adopt  the 
Ulster  custom,  and  ex&nd  it  to  the  rest 
of  Irdand.  At  all  events,  he  supposed 
they  would  hear  from  the  Chief  oecre- 

ain  what  direction  they  would  act, 
whether  the  present  Bill  contained 
any  principle  upon  which  the  Govern- 
ment mignt  shape  future  lejnslation. 
In  his  opinion,  tne  present  Bill  ^ve 
ffroond  upon  which  the  question  might 
be  8ettlea.  It  had  been  said  that  the 
Bill  was  a  professional  Bill ;  but,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  an  anti-professional  Bill. 
Tne  landlord  would  know  that  if  he  at- 
tempted to  raise  bis  rents  at  all  unfairly 
he  would  have  to  go  into  the  County 
Court ;  and  he  believed  the  apprehension 


of  that  would  prevent  landlords  from 
raising  their  rent  unjustly.  He  thought 
the  pnnciple  of  the  Bill,  setting  forth  as 
it  did  the  three  principles  upon  which 
the  Irish  people  wisned  the  matter 
settled — namely,  fixity  of  tenure  at  fair 
rents  with  free  sale — ^was  a  principle 
upon  which  the  future  amenmnent  of 
the  Act  of  1870  must  be  shaped.  That 
principle  was  accepted  by  the  Government 
last  Session,  and  now  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  Universitr 
(Mr.  Gibson)  had  nothing  to  say  on  a  BiU 
the  principles  of  which  his  own  Govern- 
ment last  year  accepted.  He  appre- 
hended that  the  Government  had  an 
excuse  for  waiting  for  the  result  of  the 
Boyal  Commission;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  he  thought  they  ought  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  leaving  the 
details  of  the  measure  to  be  settled  when 
the  Eeport  of  the  Commission  was  issued. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  hon. 
Member  who  has  just  sat  down  asks  me, 
I  think,  a  rather  unreasonable  thing.  He 
asks  me  that  we  should  sav  now  what 
are  the  principles  of  theLand  Bills  which 
are  to  be  brought  forward  next  Session. 
I  must  really  decline  to  do  any  such 
Uiing.  I  can  hardly  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  expect  me  to  do  it.  He  surely 
cannot  think  that  a  person  in  a  Minis- 
try responsible  for  Irish  afiairs  should 
suddenly,  on  a  Wednesday  afternoon, 
without  the  opportunity  of  consulting 
his  Colleagues,  oind  the  Government  to 
the  principle  of  a  measure  such  as  this 
before  the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman, 
in  introducing  this  measure,  had,  with 
ereat  clearness,  stated  his  plan  for  alter- 
mg  the  law ;  and  it  is,  undoubtedly,  a 
plan  which  finds  much  flavour  among 
certain  classes  in  Ireland,  and  the  enor- 
mous importance  of  which  I  do  not 
think  can  be  overrated.  The  principle 
of  that  plan,  as  I  understand  it.  Lb  that 
the  amount  of  the  rent  of  land  in  Ireland 
is  to  be  fixed,  not  by  the  landlords  or 
the  tenants,  but  by  arbitrators,  and  that 
there  is  to  be  fixity  of  tenure  upon  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  so  ascertained.  This 
principle  has  been  well  discussed  this 
afternoon,  and  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  has  received  considerable  sup- 
port, and  especially  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Scarborough  (Sir  Haroourt 
Johnstone),  and  that  it  should  be  sup- 
ported by  an  ^<^gb'»b  landowner  in  the 
position  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  !•  an 
argument  very  muoh  in  its  fkvour.  But 


1207 


Fixity  of  Tenure 


(COMMONS  J 


{Ireland)  Bill 


IM* 


I  maintain  that  the  Gbyemment  would 
be  doing  very  wron^  in  a  matter  like 
thifl  to  express  their  decided  opinion 
when  they  znow,  and  the  hon.  Member 
who  brings  this  measure  forward  knows 
to  a  certainty,  that  the  Bill  could  not 
possibly  be  passed  into  law  this  year. 
If  that  be  the  case,  we  certainly  ought 
to  be  allowed  to  keep  ourselves  free  to 
consider  the  question  in  all  its  bearings ; 
and  the  House  ought  not  to  be  com- 
mitted to  a  measure  which,  while  held 
up  to  the  people  of  Ireland  as  satisfac- 
tory, could  not  be  passed  into  law  this 
^ear.  The  ^sition  of  the  Qoyemment 
IS  plainly  this,  and  we  iiaye  not  in  the 
slightest  departed  from  it.  At  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session  we  thought  the 
position  of  the  Land  Question  in  Ire- 
land was  one  more  than  anything  else  in 
Ireland  demanding  the  closest  attention 
of  the  Goyemment,  to  which  we  were 
committed,  and,  indeed,  the  attention  of 
any  Gbyemment.  We  did  not  pledge 
ourselyes  to  bring  in  a  measure ;  but  we 
did  pledge  ourselyes  most  seriously  to 
consider  whether  a  measure  ought  not 
to  be  brought  forward ;  and  we  stated 
that  we  did  not  conceiye  that  in  this  short 
Session,  haying  only  just  taken  Office 
ourselyes,  that  we  could  attempt  to 
make  up  our  minds  as  to  what  kmd  of 
measure  should  be  brought  forward. 
We  should  haye  been  yery  glad  to  haye 
left  the  Land  Question  entirely  alone. 
I  do  not  wish  to  touch  on  the  debate  of 
yesterday  any  more  than  is  necessary. 
We  should  haye  preferred  to  haye  left 
the  Land  Question  alone ;  but  we  found 
that,  owing  to  the  temporary  and  excep- 
tional circumstances  of  the  year,  the  go- 
▼emment  of  Ireland  would  be,  in  our 
opinion,  fer  more  difficult  if  we  did  not 
make  a  temporary  modification  of  the 
law.  That  does  not  in  any  way  change 
our  opinion,  which  is  this— We  haye 
pledged  ourselyes  to  make  the  Land 
Question  one  o^^Le  yery  principal 
questions  forconsideH^tion  next  Session. 
We  shall  take  adyanflfge  of  the  Com- 
uilifeion  to  ascertain  thdl  facts ;  and  now 
we  are  asked  this  Wednesday  afternoon, 
before  we  have  been  abWy  to  study  the 
question  as  we  ought  to  dd.  and  to  haye 
an  opportunity  of  consultitfg  amongst 
ourselyes,  we  are  suddenly  Asked  to  de- 
cide beforehand,  not  only  to  say  we  will 
bring  in  a  measure  next  year,  but  also  to 
state  what  sort  of  a  measure  it  will  be. 
My  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down 

Mr.  jr.  S.  nrsier 


says  one  of  the  reasons  why  we  ongbt 
to  do  that  was  because  something^  of  the 
kind  was  brought  forward  in  the  Iriflh 
Land  Act.    But  I  must  remind  him  that 
while  it  was  brought  forward  it  w&s  de- 
feated by  an  enormous  majority;   and 
that  is  rather  a  strange  reason  for  mak- 
ing the  Goyemment  to  suddenly  Bgrem 
to  a  principle  which  they  felt  it  tn«r 
duty  to  oppose  before,  and  which   the 
House  at  that  time  agreed  in  rejecting 
by  a  large  majority.    I  do  not  want  to 
be  misimderstood  m  this  matter.     I  am 
yery  much  struck  with  the  many  ar^^* 
ments  brought  forward  from  the  positicnL 
of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  haye  adr 
yocated  it ;  but  it  is  decidedly  a  question 
upon  which  we  ou^ht  to  be  left  free  to 
consider,  and  it  is  just  one  of  those  sub- 
jects that  when  the   House  legidate* 
upon  it   we  ought  to  be  prepared  to 
carry  the  Bill  t&oueh,  and  not  merelj 
to  adopt  what  is  called  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  on  the  second  reading  when  it 
could  not  be  carried    into  law.      This 
year,  therefore,  I  must  urgently  press 
on  the  hon.  Member  who  brought  the 
Bill  forward  to  withdraw  his   Motion, 
to  be  content  with  the  hearing  he  has 
obtained,  not  only  for  the  Bill,  but  for 
the  principles   belonging  to  it.     It  is 
impossible  for  us  to  assent  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  measure ;  and  in  order 
that  the  House  may  be  left  entirely  free 
to  consider  it  I  will  moye  the  Preyious 
Question. 

Ftevioue  Queetion  proposed,  ''That 
that  Question  be  now  puf — {Mr, 
William  Edward  Fareter.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  did  not  wish  to  mis- 
underjstand  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land in  the  remarks  made ;  but  he  be- 
lieyed  it  would  be  impossible  to  imder- 
stand  clearly  what  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  meant,  except  that  he  should 
remain  unpledged  either  to  principle  or 
expediency.  He  had  hoped  that  when 
a  Bill  was  brought  forward  dealing 
with  Ireland,  and  haying  the  support  of 
the  Irish  Liberal  Party,  there  would 
haye  been  a  clear  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  subject;  but  instead,  they  found, 
mere  professions  that  the  Goyemment 
would  giye  their  earnest  attention  and 
best  consideration  to  the  policy  of  intro- 
ducing a  Bill  next  year.  As  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  ^ke  upon 
the  Bill  for  fixity  of  tenure,  he  nad  hoped 
he  would  haye  ayailed  himself  of  the 
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opposite  (the  Earl  of  (Calloway)  then 
came  down,  and  moTed  that  the  Earldom 
as  it  stood  should  be  brought  down  to 
the  Boll  of  1566.  The  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  distinctly  said  that  no 
Order  was  made  with  reference  to  the 
old  Earldom,  and  distinctly  affirmed  that 
the  old  Earldom  was  still  on  the  Boll. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Mar  and 
Kellie)  put  his  Earldom  on  the  Boll, 
and  leaye  the  old  Earldom  to  take  care 
of  itself.  He  objected  to  the  assertion 
that  the  Scotch  Peers  treated  this  ques- 
tion on  personal  grounds.  The  point  to 
be  decided  was  one  inyolying  more  than 
personal  interests  for  Scotch  Peers — 
namely,  what  was  the  right  place  on  the 
Union  Boll  for  the  Mar  Peerage  ?  The 
matter  could  not  be  left  in  its  present 
position.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  stultify  themselyes  by  insist- 
ing on  the  Besolution  which  had  been 
carried  the  other  day. 

Thb  Dukb  of  ABOTLL  said,  he  was 
unable  to  understand  what  was  the  diffi- 
culty raised  with  regard  to  the  point  of 
Order.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  it  to  rescind  a  certain  Order ;  but  in 
order  to  carry  that  opinion  into  effect — 
as  it  was  not  binding — it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  separate  and  new 
Motion  to  rescind.    When  the  Motion 
was  placed  on  the  Paper,   the  noble 
Earl    (the    Earl    of  Bedesdale)    gaye 
Notice  of  an  Amendment.    He  did  not 
see  that  the  noble  Earl  could  be  accused 
of  being  out  of  Order  in  moying  an 
Amendment  to  a  new  Motion  brought 
before  the  House,  consequent  on  the 
Besolution  of  the  1 4th  of  June.     He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  the 
merits  of  the  question.    Like  most  other 
Members   of   the  Scotch  Peerage,  he 
thought  the  question  one  of  great  im- 
portance, apart  horn  all  pers^ud  con- 
siderations.  He  did  not  think  that  those 
who   took   the  part   of   Mr.  Ooodeye 
Erskine  acted  from  mere  personal  mo- 
tiyes,  for  he  belieyed  that  they  desired 
to  see  the  Scotch  Peerage  Boll  made  up 
properly  for  the  honour  of  the  Scotch 
Peerage.    He  could,  to  a  certain  extent, 
aympraiize    with   those   noble   Lords. 
When  the  noble  Earl  tiie  Chairman  of 
Committees   (the   Earl   of  Bedesdale) 
spoke  of  "  personal  motiyes,''  he  did  not 
■peak  of  personal  motiyes  in  an  un- 
worthy sense ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say. 


Committee,  that  he  was  unable  to  gjye 
an  opinion  on  a  legal  question  which 
ought  to  be  decided  by  a  legid  tribunal. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  redound  to 
the  honour  of  the  Scotch  Peerage  to 
snatch  a  yiotoiy  by  a  chance  yote.    On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  they  should 
abstain  from  any  hasty  expression  on  so 
important  a  subject.    For  himself,  he 
would  be  glad  if  Mr.  GkK>deye  Erskine* 
could  secure  his  Scotch  Peerage;  but 
the  proper  course  must  be  taken  to  that 
end.    One  of  the  subordinate  questions 
raised  was  where  his  name  should  stand 
on  the  Boll  at  Holyrood.    The  noble 
Duke  0]^>osite  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and    Gordon)    would   know  that  that 
was  a^  question  which  must  be  gone  into 
with  the  fullest  eyidence  and  material 
for  coming  to  a  conclusion.    For  one,  he 
(the  Duke  of  Ar^U)  knew  that  his  name 
occupied  a  position  on  the  Boll  which  he 
ougnt  not  to  do,  and  the  same  was  the 
case  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
SuUierland).    Noble  Lords  knew  that 
those  were  not  solitary  instances,  and  if 
they  were  to  go  into  that  question  it 
must  be  done  m  judicial  form.    If  Mr. 
Ooodeye  Erskine  wanted  to  keep  his 
place  he  must  issue  a  new  Commission. 
This  question  should  not  be  made  a 
political  or  personal  one;  and  he  be- 
lieyed that  on  the   14th  of  June  the 
House  was  hurried  into  giying  a  yote 
without  haying  before  it  adequate  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.    He  felt  strongly 
the  plea  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale),  to  be  zealous  of  the 
honour  of  the  House  when  dealing  with 
questions  of  a  judicial  character. 

Th£  Eabl  of  MANSFIELD  said, 
that  the  real  reason  why  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward  was  that  jus- 
tice had  not  been  done.  He  had  looked 
into  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
Priyileges,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  contrary  to  justice  in  eyery  way ; 
and  he  could  show  from  documents, 
legal  and  historical,  that  there  was  no 
proof  that  the  date  1565  was  correct  for 
the  Earl  of  Kellie's  title  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar.  He  wished  to  ask  how  the  Order 
of  the  Committee  in  the  House  was  origi- 
nally giyen  out?  He  had  heard  that  no 
Besolution  of  the  House  was  come  to, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  recorded 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House.  Al- 
though the  House  had  not  come  to  any 
decision  with    regard  to    the    ancient 
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meat  would  be  more  frank  if  they  were  to 
state  that  they  had  not  formed  any  yie  ws 
with  regard  to  it.  Fixity  of  tenure,  the 
free  sale  of  land,  and  a  fair  rent  ought 
to  be  the  leading  features  of  any  future 
legislation  on  this  question.  He  should 
be  wantixig  in  his  duty  to  the  tenant 
farmers  o/the  North  of  Ireland  if  he  did 
not  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  on  this 
BilL  He,  therefore,  must  divide  the 
House  on  the  subject. 

Mb.  PAENELL :  Sir,  I  trust  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County   Tyrone  (Mr. 
litton),  who  has  charge  of  the  Bill,  will 
excuse  me  if  I  venture  to  speak  after  he 
has  addressed  the  House ;  out  I  wish  to 
say  a  few  words  in  explanation  of  my 
reasons  for  not  being  able  to  vote  in 
&TOur  of  a  Bill  which  he  has  brought 
forward.    I  agree  that  the  Goyemment 
is  entitled  to  some  eympathy  in  the  atti- 
tude which  tiiey  have  ta^en  up.   The  Bill 
pretends  to  l>e    a  final  settlement  of 
the  Irish  Land  Question,  and  it  seems 
to  have  been  brought  forward  as  such  by 
the  hon.  Member  who  is  in  charge  of  it 
without  a  sufficient  idea  of  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  moment.    It  difiPers  in  that  re- 
spect from  the  Bill  for  compensation  for 
msturbance  of  the  GK)yemment,  which, 
as  I  take  it,  does  not  profess  to  be  even 
a  temporary  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, out  only  an  alleviation  of  the  ten- 
sion and  pressure  in  that  system.    Is 
there  any  hon.  Gentleman  in  this  House 
who  will  say  that  a  Government  which 
has  just  come  into  Office  is  not  entitled 
to  time  for  consideration  of  a  tangled  and 
difficult  question,  such  as  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  before  it  endorses  a  principle 
about  which  there  is  great  difference  of 
opinion  in  Ireland,  and  which  has  not 
been  unanimously  accepted  in  that  coun- 
try as  a  final  settlement  of  the  Land  Ques- 
tion.   I  have  listened  with  great  interest 
to  the  remarks  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Metge),  who 
stated  his  belief  that  this  measure  would 
only  touch  the  case  of  large  tenants  in 
Ireland.    For  myself,  I  think  that  if  the 
machinery  proposed  by  the   Bill  was 
workable,  and  could  be  properly  put  into 
operation,  it  would  be  of  advantage  to 
tne  tenants  in  the  North  as  well  as  in 
the  South,  and  would  include  those  who 
occupy  farms  of  a  large  size  as  well  as 
those  of  more  moderate  dimensions.    I 
denv,  however,  entirely  that  it  would  be 
of  the  slightest  use  to  the  300,000  small 
tenants,  who  have  really  made  the  Irish 


land  what  it  is,  and  whose  saffetuk^s 
have  placed  the  Irish  Land  Queetioa  ui 
its  position  before  the  British  pubEc      I 
do  not  wish  to  throw  any  obstacle  in  tlie 
way  of  the  final  settlement  of  the  Lukd 
Question;  but  I  have  in  times  past  voted 
on  more  than  one  occasion  for  Uie  Bill  of 
Mr.  Butt — ^a  Bill  similar  to  the  one 
fore  the  House ;  but  I  consider  that 
Butt's  Bill  was  a  considerable  improwo 
ment  on  this  one  in  many  working  pointBi^ 
and  one  of  them  was  that  it  threw  U&a 
onus  on  the  landlord  to  bring  the  teiuuit 
into  court.    I  think,  however,  that  omA 
of  the  real  difficulties,  next  to  insecority 
of  tenure,  in  respect  of  the  Irish  Land 
Question,  is  that  the  land  is  badly  distri* 
buted.    What  happened  after  the  XriBli 
Famine  ?  During  tnat  Famine  Uie  land* 
lords  took  the  opportunity  of  making 
extensive  clearances,  especially  in  the 
County  Meath  and  other  districts    in 
which  there  were  large  tracts  of  land  de- 
voted to  grazing.    The  residue  of  the 
people  went  to  the  hillsides  and  bogs  of 
Connaught,  where  their  descendants  are 
now  living  on  land  consisting  of  bog  and 
mountain,  which  they  have  redeemed. 
There   are    in    Ireland    250,000  small 
tenants  who  can  hardly  pay  any  rent  at 
all ;  and  it  would  be  purely  mookeiy  io 
go  to  these  men  with  this  BilL    In  order 
to  remedy  the  state  of  things  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  we  require  either  emigration  or 
migration.  Therearein  Ireland  4,500,000 
acres  light  grazing  land  occupied  by 
graziers  in  farms  of  1,000  or  2,000  acres. 
These  lands,  which  were  formerly  in  cul« 
tivation,  are  not  suitable  to  be  perma- 
nentiy  laid  down  in  pasture.    They  re* 
quire  to  be  broken  up  and  cropped ;  and 
what  I  propose  is  that  the  tenants  on  the 
poor  lands  in  the  West  of  Ireland  should 
be  g^ven  an  opportunity  of  migrating  to 
those  g^razing  lands.    I  believe  the  better 
settiement  of  the  Land  Question  lies  m 
giving  the  tenants  of  Ireland  an  oppor- 
tunity of  becoming  the  owners  ot  the 
land.    I  wish  to  enable  this  to  be  done 
by  the  issue  of  debentures  at  S^  per  cent 
guaranteed  by  the  State.    I  bdieve  that 
after  this  vear  many  landlords  will  be 
willing  ana  anxious  to  sell  their  lands  on 
easy  terms.    The  present  Bill  will  be  c^ 
no  use  to  more  than  a  minority  of  Irish 
tenants  who  have  an  interest  in  the  soil 
and  are  undoubtedlv  deserving,  but  who 
have  not  made  the  Land  Question  in  Ire- 
land what  it  now  is.    I  think  that  tiie 
Government  are  entitied  to  have  an  op- 
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opposite  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  then 
came  down,  and  moved  that  the  Earldom 
as  it  stood  should  be  brought  down  to 
the  Boll  of  1566.  The  Eeport  of  the 
Select  Committee  distinctly  said  that  no 
Order  was  made  with  reference  to  the 
old  Earldom,  and  distinctly  affirmed  that 
the  old  Earldom  was  still  on  the  Boll. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Mar  and 
Kellie)  put  his  Earldom  on  the  Boll, 
and  leaye  the  old  Earldom  to  take  care 
of  itself.  He  objected  to  the  assertion 
that  the  Scotch  ]reers  treated  this  ques- 
tion on  personal  grounds.  The  point  to 
be  decided  was  one  inyolving  more  than 
personal  interests  for  Scotch  Peers — 
namdy,  what  was  the  right  place  on  the 
Union  Boll  for  the  Mar  Peerage  ?  The 
matter  could  not  be  left  in  its  present 
position.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  stultify  themselyes  by  insist- 
ing on  the  Besolution  which  had  been 
carried  the  other  day. 

Thb  Duke  of  ABOTLL  said,  he  was 
unable  to  understand  what  was  the  diffi- 
culty raised  with  regard  to  the  point  of 
Order.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  it  to  rescind  a  certain  Order ;  but  in 
order  to  carry  that  opinion  into  effect — 
as  it  was  not  binding — it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  separate  and  new 
Motion  to  rescind.    When  the  Motion 
was  placed  on  the  Paper,   the  noble 
Earl    (the   Earl    of  Bedesdale)    gaye 
Notice  of  an  Amendment.    He  did  not 
see  that  the  noble  Earl  could  be  accused 
of  being  out  of  Order  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  a  new  Motion  brought 
before  the  House,  consequent  on  the 
Besolution  of  the  1 4th  of  June.     He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  the 
merits  of  the  question.    Like  most  other 
Memb««   of   the  Scotch  Peerage,  he 
thought  the  question  one  of  great  im- 
portance, apart  from  all  pers^ud  con- 
siderations.  He  did  not  think  that  those 
who   took   the  part   of   Mr.  Ooodeye 
Erskine  acted  mm  mere  personal  mo- 
tives, for  he  believed  that  they  desired 
to  see  the  Scotch  Peerage  Boll  made  up 
properly  for  the  honour  of  the  Scotch 
Peerage.    He  could,  to  a  certain  extent, 
aympathize    with   those   noble   Lords. 
When  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of 
Committees   (the   Earl   of  Bedesdale} 
spoke  of  ''  personal  motives,"  he  did  not 
■peak  of  personal  motives  in  an  un- 
worthy sense ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
not  having  read  the  evidence  before  the 


Committee,  that  he  was  unable  to  give 
an  opinion  on  a  legal  question  which 
ought  to  be  decided  by  a  legal  tribunal. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  redound  to 
the  honour  of  the  Scotch  Peerage  to 
snatch  a  victory  by  a  chance  vote.  On 
the  contrary,  he  thought  they  should 
abstain  from  any  hasty  expression  on  so 
important  a  subject.  For  himself,  he 
would  be  glad  if  Mr.  GkK>deye  Erskine' 
could  secure  his  Scotch  Peerage;  but 
the  proper  course  must  be  taken  to  that 
end.  One  of  the  subordinate  questions 
raised  was  where  his  name  should  stand 
the  Boll  at  Holyrood.    The  noble 
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Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and  Gordon)  would  know  that  that 
was  a^  question  which  must  be  gone  into 
with  the  fullest  evidence  and  material 
for  coming  to  a  conclusion.  For  one,  he 
(the  Duke  of  Ar^ll)  knew  that  his  name 
occupied  a  position  on  the  Boll  which  he 
ougnt  not  to  do,  and  the  same  was  the 
case  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
SuUierland).  Noble  Lords  knew  that 
those  were  not  solitary  instances,  and  if 
they  were  to  go  into  that  question  it 
must  be  done  in  judicial  form.  If  Mr. 
Ooodeve  Erskine  wanted  to  keep  his 
place  he  must  issue  a  new  Commission. 
This  question  should  not  be  made  a 
political  or  personal  one;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  on  the  14th  of  June  the 
House  was  hurried  into  giving  a  vote 
without  having  before  it  adequate  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.  He  felt  strongly 
the  plea  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale),  to  be  zealous  of  the 
honour  of  the  House  when  dealing  with 
questions  of  a  judicial  character. 

The  Eabl  of  MANSFIELD  said, 
that  the  real  reason  why  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward  was  that  jus- 
tice had  not  been  done.  He  had  looked 
into  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
Privileges,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  contrary  to  lustice  in  every  way ; 
and  he  could  show  from  documents, 
legal  and  historical,  that  there  was  no 
proof  that  the  date  1565  was  correct  for 
the  Earl  of  Kellie's  title  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar.  He  wished  to  ask  how  the  Order 
of  the  Committee  in  the  House  was  origi- 
nally given  out?  He  had  heard  that  no 
Besolution  of  the  House  was  come  to, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  recorded 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House.  Al- 
though the  House  had  not  come  to  any 
decision  with  regard  to  the  ancient 
Earldom  of  Mar,  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine, 
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MINIJXBS.l— PiTBLic  BiLL»— lVr«<  Ending— 
OouBty  Bridges*  (118);  Looal  Gk)Ydmment 

S eland)  Provisional  Orders  (Artizans  and 
bourers  Dwellings  (Dublin)  and  Water- 
works (Armagh)  •  (Hi). 
Third  IUadina~-'iyT93iULge  and  Improvement  of 
Lands  (Irdand)  Provisional  Order  fN^o.  2)  * 
(93) ;  Liocal  Gk>venm)ent  Provisional  Orders 
(Abingdon,  Ac.)*  (96);  Metropolitan  Com- 
moxisSapplemental *  (96),  sjid pasted. 

EAKLDOM  OP  MAK.— RESOLUTION. 

Thb  Eajil  of  galloway  rose  to 
more — 

"lliat,  in  accordance  with  the  Resolution 
arned  to  br  this  House  on  the  I4th  June  last, 
*That  it  is  inoumbent  upon  this  House  to  re- 
scind their  Order  of  26th  February  1875,  which 
ran  as  follows,  viz :  *'  That  at  the  future  meet- 
ings of  the  Peers  of  Scotland  assembled  under 
any  Royal  Proclamation  for  the  election  of  a 
Peer  or  Peers  to  represent  the  Peerage  of  Scot- 
land in  Parliament,  the  Lord  Clerk  Kegister,  or 
the  Clerks  of  Session  officiating  thereat  in  his 
name,  do  call  tiie  title  of  Earl  of  Mar  according 
to  its  place  on  ths  Rdl  of  Peers  of  Scotland 
called  at  such  election,  and  do  receive  and  count 
the  vote  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  claiming  to  vote  in 
riffht  of  the  said  earldom,  and  do  permit  him  to 
take  rart  in  the  proceedings  of  such  election," ' 
this  House  resolve  that  the  said  Order  be  re- 
scinded, and  that  intimation  to  that  effect  be 
made  to  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  of  Scotland." 

The  noble  Earl  said,  he  was  in  a  posi- 
tion in  whioh  he  was,  perhaps,  entitled 
to  claim  their  Lordships'  sympathy,  and 
he  should  ask  their  indulgence  while  he 
attempted  to  put  before  them  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  House  was  placed  on 
the  subject  of  his  Resolution.  Just  a 
month  ago,  on  the  1st  of  June,  he 
^ave  Notice  in  that  House  that  he 
intended  to  more  two  Besolutions 
with  regard  to  the  Mar  Peerage.  He 
did  not  wish  to  disguise  the  fact  that 
he  was  yery  anxious  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  pubuc  to  this  question ;  and  for 
the  purpose  of  calling  Dublic  attention 
to  it  he  not  only  put  a  Notice  upon  the 
Paper,  but  in  aadition — baring  made 
the  public  declaration  between  5  and  a 
quarter  past  6  o'clock  in  the  usual  man- 
ner— took  measures  to  insure  the  Notice 
ffettinff  into  the  hands  of  the  reporters. 
That  Notice  he  had  given  for  tne  14th 
of  the  month,  so  that  there  would  be 


ample  opportunity  for  everybody  to  know' 
that  the  question  was  coming  on  ;  and 
two  days  previous  to  bringing  on  the 
Besolution  he  took  means  to  let  every 
Member  of  their  Lordships'  House  know 
that  the  subject  was  to  be  discussed — « 
means  with  which  all  their  Lordships 
were  familiar.  Of  course,  he  had  no 
notion  whatever  as  to  the  opinions  of 
any  noble  Lord  on  the  subject.  He 
would  not  weary  the  House  by  reciting 
what  the  Besolutions  were ;  but  the  par- 
ticular one  which  was  the  subject  of  his 
Notice  this  evening  was  to  the  effect 
that  in  accordance  with  the  Beport  of 
the  Select  Committee  specially  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  matter  three  yean 
ago — namely,  in  1877 — it  was  incum- 
bent on  the  House  to  rescind  the  Order 
of  February  26,  1875,  and  that  an  Order 
to  that  effect  should  be  sent  to  the  Lord 
Clerk  Begister  of  Scotland.  At  this 
time  he  had  put  to  the  Besolution  six 
words,  whioh  he  afterwards  withdrew, 
and  these  were,  **  and  the  said  Order  it 
hereby  rescinded."  But,  upon  reading 
over  his  Notice,  he  had  said  to  himself — 
''  Now,  it  would  be  rather  an  affront  to 
their  Lordships  to  add  these  words ;  for 
if  their  Lordships  agreed  with  me  that 
it  is  incumbent  on  them  to  rescind  the 
Order,  they  will,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
carry  that  Besolution  into  effect ; "  and 
he  need  not  add  that  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  easy  for  him,  after  the  Besolu- 
tion was  carried,  to  have  moved  simplv 
that  the  words  he  had  left  out  be  added. 
If  he  had  done  that  he  was  sure  the 
Motion  for  the  addition  would  have  been 
carried  without  a  dissentient  vote.  How- 
ever, a  week  passed,  and  a  noble  Friend  of 
his  opposite  (the  Marquess  of  Huntly), 
who  had  always  taken  a  very  dee^ 
interest  in  the  question,  in  his  place 
asked  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack  what  Order  he  had  sent  to 
the  Lord  Clerk  Beg^ter  in  consequence 
of  the  Besolution  agreed  to  by  the  House? 
He  would  remind  their  Lordships  that 
on  the  14th  ultimo  the  debate  lasted  for 
over  two  hours.  It  was  a  very  fUll  de- 
bate ;  and  upon  going  to  a  division  the 
nimibers  were— (S)ntent8,  49 ;  Not-Con- 
tents,  41 — which  was  a  majority  of  8 ; 
but  had  it  not  been  for  the  acddent  of 
one  Peer  going  into  the  wrong  Lobby 
the  voting  would  have  been  50  to  40,  or 
a  very  substantial  majority,  and  one 
whioh  on  most  questions  woiild  be  con- 
sidered   very  decisive.      A  week  after 
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say  what  other  more  proper  Order  should 
be  substituted  for  it,  could  not  be  ima- 
gined. If  the  noble  Earl  had  ventured 
to  propose  some  other  Order,  there  would 
have  been  only  a  choice  of  two  courses 
open  to  him.  If  he  had  proposed  to 
change  the  place  of  the  title  of  Mar  which 
now  stands  upon  the  Union  Boll,  by 
movinR  it  to  a  lower  position  on  that 
Boll,  he  would  have  prejudiced  any 
future  claim  by  Mr.  Gklodeve  Erskine, 
who  might  hereafter  come  forward  to 
show  that  there  were  two  Earldoms  of 
Mar,  and  that  the  Earldom  now  on  the 
Boll  was  in  a  position,  not  lower,  at  all 
events,  than  that  in  which  the  more 
ancient  Earldom,  claimed  by  him,  ought 
to  be.  This  was  the  very  thing  which  the 
Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie,  by  his  Petition  in 
1877,  had  asked  the  House  to  do,  and 
which  the  Committee,  then  appointed  to 
consider  that  Petition,  for  that  very 
reason  advised  the  House  not  to  do.  If, 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  taken  the  other 
alternative,  he  would,  in  the  name  of  the 
House,  without  any  new  evidence  what- 
ever, and  without  any  judicial  grounds 
before  the  House,  have  prejudged  the 
matter  in  the  teeth  of  the  decision  arrived 
at  in  1875,  by  placinjg^  on  the  Union 
Boll  two  Earldoms  of  Mar ;  for  whatever 
else  was  doubtful,  this  was  certain — that 
Lord  Cairns  (then  Lord  Chancellor), 
Lord  Chelmsford  (a  former  Chancellor), 
and  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  grounded  their  decision  on 
reasons  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the 
hypothesis  of  there  being,  at  the  date  of 
the  Decreet  of  Tanking,  two  Earldoms 
of  Mar.  If  they  had  not  believed  that 
the  evidence  then  before  them  proved 
the  extinction,  and  failed  to  prove  the 
restoration,  of  the  ancient  Earldom  of 
Mar,  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
them  to  hold  that  a  Mar  Peerage  was 
created  in  1565.  He  did  not  say  whe- 
ther they  were  right  or  not.  He  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  adhered  to  what  he 
had  said  on  a  former  occasion — namely, 
that,  as  far  as  the  judgment  of  the  House 
was  concerned,  it  had  decided  only 
that,  the  Earl  of  Kellie  was  entitled  to  a 
Peerage  created  in  1565 ;  and  that,  if 
anyone  else  could  now  prove  his  right 
to  a  Peerage  of  Mar  of  earlier  date,  it 
was  open  to  him  to  come  forward  and 
daim  it.  Noble  Lords  who  took  an  in- 
terest in  this  question,  and  more  espe- 
cially the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  but 
one  (the  Earl  of  Mansfield),  asked  them 


in  a  debate  of  that  sort  to  proceed  on 
the  g^und  that  injustice  was  done  by 
their  former  decision.  Their  Lordships 
were  asked  extra-judicially,  when  pro- 
bably not  half-a-dozen  of  them  nad 
even  attempted  to  read  or  consider  the 
evidence,  to  decide  against  the  delibe- 
rate judgment  of  Lord  Cairns  and  the 
other  two  learned  Lords,  and  to  reverse 
a  judicial  decision  of  that  House,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unjust.  If  anything 
m  the  world  required  to  be  done  judicially, 
it  would  be  such  a  reversal  of  a  former 
Order,  and  the  reasons  avowed  for  such 
reversal  formed  the  most  cogent  argu- 
ment against  the  course  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl.  Noble  Lords,  who  thought 
themselves  qualified  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  the  decisions  of  that  House,  did  not 
appear  to  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
iniorm  themselves  accurately  on  some 
even  of  the  simplest  elements  of  the  case. 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Galloway] 
had  said  he  thought  his  Motion  followed 
naturally  from  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1877  ;  but  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) was  astonished  at  that  assertion. 
The  Select  Committee  of  1877  were  asked 
by  Lord  Kellie  to  put  the  title  of  Mar 
lower  down  on  the  KoU,  and  the  Select 
Conmiittoe  thought  that  the  object  of  the 
request  was,  apparently,  to  prejudice  the 
daim  of  Mjt.  (ioodeve  Erskine.  They 
said,  in  effect — **1£  Mr.  Erakine  asserts 
his  right  to  be  Earl  of  Mar,  let  him 
claim  to  voto;  let  there  be  protests 
against  his  claim,  and  then  the  matter 
must  come  to  this  House  to  be  deter- 
mined." It  was,  therefore,  adjudged 
that  nothing  should  be  done  on  Lord 
Kellie's  Petition;  but  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  QaUoway)  seemed  to  think 
the  logical  consequence  of  that  decision 
was  that  the  contrary  course  should  be 
taken.  The  whole  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Motion  was  founded  on  the  aigument 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  Peerage 
created  in  1565  could  be  in  the  place  on 
the  Union  Boll  in  which  the  Peerage  of 
Mar  was  now  found.  That  would  be  a 
very  ffood  argument  if  it  were  certain 
that  aU  the  Peerages  were  put  on  the  Boll 
their  proper  order ;  but  the  Peerage  of 
Mar  was  m  a  position  on  the  Boll  wholly 
inexplicable  by  any  theory  of  that  Peer- 
age. The  original  Peerage  was  much 
oMer  than  1404.  It  was  dealt  with  in 
1404  in  a  somewhat  extraordinary  man- 
ner by  the  Countess  Isabel,  the  last  of 
the  ancient  line  who  ever  held  the  title 
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**  Further  consideration  has  led  this  House  to 
consider  that  it  woald  be  inexpedient  to  rescind 
the  Order  of  the  26th  February  1875,  which 
was  made  after  the  House  had  resolved  and 
adjudged  that  Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Eellie 
Viscount  Fenton  Baron  Erskine  and  Baron 
Dirleton  in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  had 
made  out  his  claim  to  the  earldom  of  Mar 
in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  created  in  1565, 
as  consequential  to  such  resolution  and  judg- 
ment, and  that  to  rescind  an  Order  so  made  in 
relation  to  a  right  to  a  Peerage  adjudged  after 
long  investigation,  and  which  Order  J^as  been 
acted  upon  at  several  elections  of  Scotch  Peers, 
without  any  further  inquiry  and  unsupported 
by  any  new  evidence,  would  be  contrary  to  the 
practice  of  this  House  and  establish  an  objec- 
tionable and  dangerous  precedent." 

The  noble  Earl  said,  that,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  noble  Earl,  it  was 
necessary  that  he  should  explain  why  he 
had  g^ven  Notice  of  his  Amendment. 
He  believed  the  question  to  be  one  of 
the  deepest  importance  to  the  character 
of  that  House.  They  must  remember 
that  that  House  was  the  highest  Court 
of  Judicature  in  the  Kingdom,  and  they 
must  take  the  greatest  care  that  nothing 
was  done  in  regard  to  judicial  questions 
which  affected  the  character  of  the  House 
or  its  power  to  give  judgment  on  these 
matters.  From  the  manner  in  which 
this  question  was  handled,  he  thought 
many  noble  Lords  had  been  influenced 
by  wrong  impressions.  For  instance,  it 
had  been  very  much  the  fashion  to  treat 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  as  if  it  was 
not  the  House  ;  whereas,  in  fact,  it  was 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  The 
House  had  always  treated  questions  of 
Peerage  in  that  way ;  and  so  remarkably 
careful  had  it  always  been  to  guard 
against  miscarriage,  that  instead  of  re- 
quiring a  quorum  of  only  three,  as  at 
the  ordinary  Sittings  of  the  House,  it 
insisted,  when  in  Committee  upon  Privi- 
lege, upon  a  quorum  of  seven.  These 
questions  of  disputed  Peerages  were  re- 
ferred by  the  Sovereign  to  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  the  highest  Court  of  Judicature 
in  the  Kingdom,  in  order  to  obtain  the 
opinion  of  that  high  Court ;  and  when 
the  question  was  decided  by  the  House, 
notice  was  sent  to  the  Queen  of  the  deci- 
sion come  to,  and  that  decision  was  final, 
and  always  acted  on.  He  must  ask  their 
Lordships  to  consider  what  would  be  the 
effect  if  any  Peer  was,  whenever  he 
pleased,  to  get  up  and  move  that  a  judi- 
cial decision  of  the  House  be  rescinded. 
The  noble  Earl  nowjproposed  the  rescind- 
ing of  a  judicial  Order ;  and  the  facts 
stated  showed  that  it  was  necessary  for 

The  Earl  of  Red$$dah 


the  House  to  make  such  Order,  as  other- 
wise there  would  be  nothing  but  oonf  a- 
sion  in  the  Scotch  Peers'  elections.     Ob* 

4'ection  was  taken  that  the  name  of  the 
Carl  of  Mar  on  the  Boil  of  Peers  wa«  not 
placed  acoordine  to  the  date  at  which 
the  House  had  determined  the  Peera^ 
was  granted.    There  were  two  waya  in 
which  the  question  as  to  the  date  must 
be  considered  by  those  who  took  this 
matter  up.     Nobody  could  doubt  that 
the  date  on  the  Boll  was  not  the  proper 
place  of  the  Peera^  awarded  bj  the 
House  to  Lord  KeUie ;  but  it  was  alao 
not  the  date  of  the  Peerage  daixned  by 
Mr.  Gbodeve  Erskine.    From  what  took 
place  before  the  Commission  of  Banking, 
it  was  quite  evident  that  the  Lord  Mar 
of  that  day  was  very  anxious  to  «t  the 
old  Earldom  conferred  on  him ;  and,  with 
that  object  in  view,  he  adduced  before 
that  Commission  three  important  docu- 
ments.    One  was  the  Charter  of  Isabel 
of  1404 ;  the  second  was  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament of  1585,    ratifying  the  whole 
right  and  title  made  to  John,  Eari  of 
Mar,  of  the  comitators  as  heir  by  pro- 
gress to  Dame  Isabel ;  and  the  other  was 
an  extract  of  the  retours  of  20th  Mardi, 
1588,  whereby  John,  Earl  of  Mar,  was 
declared  her  lawful  heir.    Therefore,  the 
Commission  had  before  them  all  the  par- 
ticulars of  his  descent,  and  all  the  evi- 
dence he  could  produce  of  his  claim  as 
heir  to  Isabella ;  but  they  refused  to  give 
him  the  date  of  1404.    On  the  oontraiy, 
the  date  which  they  assigned  to  the  Earl- 
dom of  Mar  was  1457,  thereby  altogether 
refusing  to  admit  that  the  Charier  of 
Isabel  of  1404  had  anything  to  do  with 
the  Earldom  then  before  them.    There 
was  no  evidence  whatever,  from  anything 
that  had  taken  place  in  the  Parliament 
of  Scotland,   or,   since    the  Union,  io 
the    House  of  Lords,   of   anv  penon 
being  recognized  as  possessed  of  tke 
ancient   Earldom,   since  the   death  of 
the  last  heir  male  in  1377,  which  had, 
therefore,  been    now    extinct   for  500 
years.    During  the  interval,  the  Grown 
created  several  Earls  of  Mar ;  and  down 
to  the  time  when  Queen  Mary  made 
Lord  Erskine  Earl  of  Mar  on  the  eve  of 
her  marriage,  no  member  of  the  fumlj 
of  Erskine  was  Earl  of  Mar.    These  and 
various  other  circumstances  connected 
with  the  case  being  brought  before  the 
Committee  of  Privileges,  the  Committee 
came  to  the  decision  that  Lord  Kellie  bid 
made  out  his  claim  to  the  Earldom  of 
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Mar  created  by  Queen  Manr.  Those 
persons  who  took  up  the  case  of  the  other 
claimant  did  not  quite  accurately  state 
the  facts.  They  seemed  to  conceive  that 
because  he  got  returned  as  heir,  to  his 
imde  he  was  entitled  to  his  Peerage; 
whereas  it  did  not  really  show  he  was 
heir  to  the  Peerage  unless  he  could  prove 
that  the  Peerage  went  to  heirs  general. 
The  Order  wmch  the  House  was  now 
asked  to  rescind  had  been  in  existence 
for  five  years,  and  had  been  acted  on 
in  several  Scotch  elections.  After  so 
long  an  interval,  on  account  of  some 
personal  feeling,  noble  Lords  came  be- 
fore the  House,  and  ursed  their  Lord- 
ships to  say  that  it  was  desirable  to  re- 
scind that  Order.  ["  No,  no !  "]  Well, 
he  asked,  why  was  not  the  subject 
brought  forward  before  ?  For  five  years 
the  decision  of  the  House  had  been  un- 
challenged ;  and  now  that  it  was  chal- 
lenged, what  was  the  object  of  it  ?  He 
beheved  it  was  to  prevent  Lord  Mar 
having  any  place  to  answer  from  when 
the  Union  Boll  was  called.  If  the  Mo- 
tion were  carried,  and  the  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Kellie  answered  to  the  Peerage  on 
the  Boll,  his  vote  would  be  objected  to. 
Well,  was  the  Earldom  of  Mar,  then,  to 
have  no  place  on  the  Union  Boll?  A 
Circular  had  been  sent  round  to  their 
Lordships,  calling  on  them  to  maintain 
the  *'  integrity  of  the  Scotch  Peerage," 
and  statins  that  it  was  being  placed  in 
danger.  Who,  he  asked,  was  endanger- 
ing the  integrity  of  the  Scotch  Peerage? 
and  how  was  it  being  endangered  ?  Li 
his  opinion,  it  was  an  entire  misconcep- 
tion to  use  such  terms  as  those.  He  de- 
sired particularly  to  impress  on  their 
Lordships  not  to  do  anything  which 
would  m  any  w^  affect  the  judicial 
character  of  that  House.  There  was  no 
point  on  which  they  required  to  be  more 
careful  than  on  that.  In  this  country 
the  House  of  Lords  was  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Appeal ;  and  their  Lordships 
should  be  careful  not  to  allow  the  im- 
pression to  go  abroad  that  in  a  matter 
of  a  judidal  character  the  House  would 
be  ffuided  without  consulting  those 
capsiBle  of  givinff  advice.  The  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Oallowav)  seemed  to 
think  that  an^  noble  Lord  was  capable 
of  giving  advice  on  a  judicial  question. 
To  carry  his  Motion  would  be,  in  effect, 
to  establish  a  dangerous  precedent  The 
noble  Earl  asked  the  House,  without 
bearing  ftirthar  evidence,  and  without 


conference  with  anyone  capable  of  giving 
a  judicial  opinion,  to  rescind  a  judicial 
Order  of  the  House.  This  was  contrary 
to  the  established  practice  of  the  House, 
and  would,  if  it  were  agreed  to,  estab- 
lish a  precedent  as  dangerous  as  it  was 
new. 

Amendment  moved, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  *<  That "  for 
the  purpose  of  inBertiDg  the  f oUowinff  words : 
**  further  consideration  has  led  this  House  to 
consider  that  it  would  bo  inexpedient  to  rescind 
the  Order  of  the  26th  February  1876,  which 
was  made  after  the  House  had  resolved  and  ad- 
judged that  Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Kellie  Vis- 
count Fenton  Baron  Erskine  and  Baron  Dirleton 
in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland  had  made  out  his 
claim  to  the  earldom  of  Mar  in  the  Peers|;e  of 
Scotland  created  in  1566,  as  consequential  to 
such  resolution  and  judgment,  and  that  to  rescind 
an  Order  so  made  in  relation  to  a  ri^ht  to  a 
Peerage  adjudged  after  long  investigation,  and 
which  Order  has  been  acted  upon  at  several 
elections  of  Scotch  Peers,  without  any  further 
inquiry  and  unsupported  by  any  new  evidence, 
would  be  contrary  to  the  practice  of  this  House 
and  establish  an  objectionable  and  dangerous 
preoedent."~(rA0  Earl  of  Bedesdale.) 

Thb  Ea&l  of  CAMPERDOWN  ob- 
served, that  when  noble  Lords  com- 
menced addressing  the  House  on  the 
Mar  Peerage  they  myariably  commenced 
by  referring  to  one  £arl  and  then  drift- 
ing on  to  speak  of  all  the  personages 
mixed  up  in  the  vexed  question  of  the 
Mar  Peerage.  He  ventured  to  think 
that  the  House  was  not  quite  in  Order. 
The  noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Galloway)  did  not,  when  he  entered 
into  the  question  and  introduced  his 
Motion,  deal  with  the  merits  of  the  case; 
but  had  rather  confined  himself  to  the 

?uestion  whether  the  noble  Earl  the 
hairman  of  Committees  (the  Earl  of 
Bedesdale)  was  in  Order  in  putting  his 
Amendment  on  the  Paper.  When  the 
noble  Earl  moved  his  Amendment  he 
went  into  the  merits  of  the  question, 
and  entirely  avoided  goine  into  the 
question  of  Order.  The  noble  Eat]  (the 
Earl  of  GaUoway)  intended  to  raise  a 
mere  formal  point  of  procedure.  If  the 
result  of  the  debate  on  the  14th  of  June 
had  been  the  opposite  of  what  it  had 
been,  he  (the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  would  have 
received  a  severe  and  well-deserved 
castigation  from  the  noble  Earl  at  the 
Table,  if  he  had  re-opened  the  whole 
question  on  a  formal  and  technical 
point  or  a  point  of  Order.    He  did  not 
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even  know  if  he  could  discnes  the  merits 
of  the  Amendment  at  the  present  stage 
of  the  debate.  The  first  question  for 
the  House  to  decide  was  whether  the 
noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
was  in  Order  in  bringing  forward  his 
Motion  ? 

Lord  BLACKBUEN  said,  he  believed 
the  Motion  which  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Galloway)  had  placed  on  the 
Paper  would  do  harm  rather  than  good 
to  me  integrity  of  the  Scottish  Peerage. 
The  question,  *'Who  was  entitled  to 
the  ancient  Earldom  of  Mar?"  was  one 
which  could  not  be  decided  except  by  a 
tribunal  competent  to  take  evidence,  and 
decide  upon  the  evidence  before  it.  The 
question  was  not  who  should  be  the 
heir,  but  who  should  be  Earl  of  Mar. 
Lord  Kellie  petitioned  the  Crown  that 
he  should  be  Earl  of  Mar.  His  Petition 
was  referred  to  that  House;  and  every- 
one must  have  known  that  the  question 
referred  to  them  was  one  which  could 
not  be  determined  without  evidence. 
The  House,  in  the  ordinary  course,  re- 
ferred the  Petition  to  a  Committee  of 
Privileges,  which  was  the  ordinary  and 
Constitutional  mode  of  dealing  with 
such  a  Petition.  During  the  seven 
years  that  the  question  was  before  the 
6ommiUee,  an  enormouB  mass  of  doou- 
mentary  evidence  had  been  collected. 
He  would  not  now  say  what  the  effect 
of  that  evidence  would  be ;  but  it  was  at 
least  so  considerable  in  bulk  that  pro- 
bably no  noble  Lord  had  read  it  through. 
Judgment  had  been  given  by  the  legal 
Peers,  and  the  then  Lord  ChanceUer 
(Earl  Cairns)  expressed  an  opinion  upon 
the  point  raised  with  great  deamess. 
He  (Lord  Blackburn)  oould  not  now  ab- 
solutely afiirm  that  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Galloway)  was  wronff ;  but  he 
could  not  say  he  was  right.  ^  he  could 
at  present  venture  to  say  was,  that  no 
man  who  had  not  read  the  evidence  be- 
fore the  Committee  of  Privileges  was 
competent  to  pass  an  opinion  on  the 
subject.  The  method  now  adopted  was 
not  the  one  by  which  the  point  could  be 
satisfactorily  decided.  Li  a  Court  of 
Justice  the  practice  always  was  to  exa- 
mine a  man's  title.  Mr.  G^odeve  Ers- 
kine  said  he  was  the  Earl  of  Mar.  It 
was  open  to  him  to  petition  the  Crown ; 
the  Petition  would  be  sent  down  to  the 
House,  and  the  House  would  refer  it  to 
a  Committee  of  Privileges.  Against 
that  the  previous  decision  would  be  no 
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bar.    Let  him  not  be  misnndentood. 
When  he  said  it  would  be  no  bar,  he 
did  not  mean  to  say  it  would  not  be  an 
important  element.    The  Petitioner  had 
to  make  out  his  case  in  every  instance. 
In  this  he  would  not  only  have  to  per- 
suade the  Commitee  that  he  was  n^ht, 
but  to  make  them  say  that  the  former 
decision  was  wrong.    If  this  qneafcioB 
had  to  be  re-tried,  let  that  be  done  in  a 
proper  manner.    Let  not  their  Lord- 
ships make  a  rush  without  evidence,  and 
merely  on  the  authority  of  antiquaries 
and  persons  who  knew  no  law.     Those 
who  wanted  the  House  to  rescind  the 
Order  of  the  26th  of  February,    1875, 
said  they  did  not  want  to  interfere  with 
the  judgment  of  the  House.    That  was 
very  much  as  if ,  in  relation  to  the  jadg- 
ment  of  a  Court  of  Law,  persons  said 
they  did  not  want  to  interfere  with  it; 
but  only  wanted  to  prevent  its  execu- 
tion, and  to  see  that  the  Sheriff  did  not 

carry  it  into  effect.      

Thb  Mabqubss  or  HUNTLT  wished 
that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  (Lord 
Blackburn)  had  remained  a  little  loogv 
in  his  place  the  other  evening,  and  ud 
made  himself  more  aoquaint^  with  the 
facts  of  the  case.  AiVhat  ih»j  wanted 
to  do  was  to  put  this  Peerage  upon  the 
Koll.  That  had  not  yet  been  done; 
consequently,  the  Order  of  the  House 
had  not  been  carried  out.  He  reminded 
the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table  (the  Earl  of 
Eedesdale)  that  he  quite  misunderstood 
the  reason  why  the  question  was  idlowed 
to  slumber  for  five  years  after  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Select  Committee.  The 
course  which  the  affair  took  was  as  fol- 
lows : — The  Earl  of  Kellie  came  before 
the  Committee  of  Privileges,  and  asked 
to  be  placed  tm  the  Union  BoU  as  Esri 
of  Mar,  created  in  1665 ;  but  the  an- 
cient Earl  of  Mar  did  not  oome  as  a 
claimant  before  this  House  at  all.  He 
merely  protested  against  his  Peerage 
being  so  put  on  the  Boll.  The  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  went  into  the  ques- 
tion, but  they  did  not  dedde  anvtning 
about  the  cdd  Peerage ;  all  they  did  was 
to  allow  the  nobl^  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Kellie)  to  have  a  Peerage  of  Mar  of 
1565.  The  House  did  not  dedde  any- 
thing, either  negatively  or  affirmatively, 
with  regard  to  the  ancient  Earldom  of 
Mar.  At  the  last  election  at  H^yrood, 
the  Earl  of  Mar  came  forward  to  vote, 
and  some  noble  Lords  protested,  and  a 
<< scene"   followed.     The  noUe  Earl 
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opposite  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  then 
oame  down,  and  moved  that  the  Earldom 
as  it  stood  should  be  brought  down  to 
the  Roll  of  1566.  The  Seport  of  the 
Select  Committee  distinctly  said  that  no 
Order  was  made  with  reference  to  the 
old  Earldom,  and  distinctly  affirmed  that 
the  old  Earldom  was  still  on  the  Boll. 
Let  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of  Mar  and 
Kellie)  put  his  Earldom  on  the  Boll, 
and  leaye  the  old  Earldom  to  take  care 
of  itself.  He  objected  to  the  assertion 
that  the  Scotch  Peers  treated  this  ques- 
tion on  personal  grounds.  The  point  to 
be  dedded  was  one  inyolying  more  than 
personal  interests  for  Scotch  Peers — 
namely,  what  was  the  riRht  place  on  the 
Union  Boll  for  the  Mar  Peerage  ?  The 
matter  could  not  be  left  in  its  present 
position.  He  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  stultify  themselves  by  insist- 
ing on  the  Besolution  which  had  been 
carried  the  other  day. 

Thb  DirxE  OF  ABGYLL  said,  he  was 
iinable  to  understand  what  was  the  diffi- 
culty raised  with  regard  to  the  point  of 
Order.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  House  came 
to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  incumbent 
on  it  to  rescind  a  certain  Order ;  but  in 
order  to  carry  that  opinion  into  effect — 
as  it  was  not  binding — it  was  necessary 
that  there  should  be  a  separate  and  new 
Motion  to  rescind.    When  the  Motion 
was  placed  on  the  Paper,   the  noble 
Earl    (the   Earl   of  Bedesdale)    gave 
Notice  of  an  Amendment.    He  dia  not 
see  that  the  noble  Earl  could  be  accused 
of  being  out  of  Order  in  moving  an 
Amendment  to  a  new  Motion  brought 
b^ore  the  House,  consequent  on  the 
Besolution  of  the  1 4th  of  June.     He  did 
not  intend  to  enter  at  any  length  into  the 
merits  of  the  question.    Like  most  other 
Members   of   the  Scotch  Peerage,  he 
thought  the  question  one  of  great  im- 
portance, apart  from  all  personal  con- 
siderations.  He  did  not  think  that  those 
who   took   the  part   of   Mr.  Ooodeve 
Erskine  acted  mm  mere  personal  mo- 
iives,  for  he  believed  that  they  desired 
to  see  the  Sootch  Peerage  Boll  made  up 
TOopetly  for  the  honour  of  the  Scotch 
Peerage.    He  could,  to  a  certain  extent, 
aympathise    with   those   noble   Lords, 
when  the  noble  Earl  tiie  Chairman  of 
Committees   (the   Earl   of  Bedesdale) 
spoke  of  "  personal  motives,"  he  did  not 
speak  of  personal  motives  in  an  un- 
worthy sense ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say. 


Committee,  that  he  was  unable  to  give 
an  opinion  on  a  legal  question  which 
ought  to  be  decided  by  a  legal  tribunaL 
He  did  not  think  it  would  redound  to 
the  honour  of  the  Scotch  Peerage  to 
snatch  a  victory  by  a  chance  vote.    On 
the  contrary,   he  thought  the^  should 
abstain  from  any  hasty  expression  on  so 
important  a  subject.     For  himself,  he 
would  be  glad  if  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine' 
could  secure  his  Scotch  Peerage;  but 
the  proper  course  must  be  taken  to  that 
end.    One  of  the  subordinate  questions 
raised  was  where  his  name  should  stand 
on  the  BoU  at  Holyrood.    The  noble 
Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and    Gordon)    would   know  that  that 
was  a^  question  which  must  be  gone  into 
with  the  fullest  evidence  and  material 
for  coming  to  a  conclusion.    For  one,  he 
(the  Duke  of  Arprll)  knew  that  his  name 
occupied  a  position  on  the  Boll  which  he 
ought  not  to  do,  and  the  same  was  the 
case  with  the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of 
SuUierland).    Noble  Lords  knew  that 
those  were  not  solitary  instances,  and  if 
they  were  to  go  into  that  question  it 
must  be  done  m  judicial  form.    If  Mr. 
Goodeve  Erskine  wanted  to  keep  his 
place  he  must  issue  a  new  Commission. 
This  question  should  not  be  made  a 
political  or  personal  one;  and  he  be- 
lieved that  on  the   14th  of  June  the 
House  was  hurried  into  giving  a  vote 
without  having  before  it  adequate  infor- 
mation on  the  subject.    He  felt  strongly 
the  plea  raised  by  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale),  to  be  zealous  of  the 
honour  of  the  House  when  dealing  with 
questions  of  a  judicial  character. 

Th£  Eabl  of  MANSFIELD  said, 
that  the  real  reason  why  this  question 
had  been  brought  forward  was  that  jus- 
tice had  not  been  done.  He  had  looked 
into  the  decision  of  the  Committee  of 
Privileges,  and  he  contended  that  it 
was  oontraxy  to  lustice  in  every  way ; 
and  he  could  show  from  documents, 
legal  and  historical,  that  there  was  no 
proof  that  the  date  1565  was  correct  for 
the  Earl  of  Kellie's  title  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar.  He  wished  to  ask  how  the  Order 
of  the  Committee  in  the  House  was  origi- 
nally given  out?  He  had  heard  that  no 
Besolution  of  the  House  was  come  to, 
and  that  there  was  nothing  recorded 
upon  the  Journals  of  the  House.  Al- 
though tiie  House  had  not  come  to  any 
decision  with    regard  to    the    ancient 
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as  the  noble  Dake  wlio  had  just  sat 
down  called  him,  but,  as  he  preferred  to 
call  him,  the  Earl  of  Mar,  was  placed  in 
the  position  that  he  could  not  present 
himself  at  the  election  of  Scotch  Peers 
and  insist  on  having  his  claim  to  yote 
admitted.  If  noble  Lords  would  only 
look  into  the  question  and  consider  it, 
thej  would  see  the  injustice  of  what  had 
been  done.  He  knew  of  no  individual, 
however,  who  had  not,  after  examina- 
tion, adopted  his  view  of  the  matter. 
In  Edinburgh  all  the  lawyers  in  Parlia- 
ment House  were  of  one  opinion ;  and 
when  it  was  said  that  the  House  was 
aotinff  against  the  legal  authorities,  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Oommittee  was  come  to 
against  the  opinions  of  the  Attorney 
General  for  England  and  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Scotland.  They  wished  to 
see  the  Earl  of  Mar  placed  in  a  position 
in  which  he  could  claim  to  vote  for  the 
Earldom  of  Mar;  and  at  present  he  could 
not  do  that.  In  conclusion,  he  expressed 
his  intention  of  supporting  his  noble 
Friend  on  his  right. 

The  Mabqtjbss  of  LOTHIAN  said, 
that  the  passing  of  the  Besolution  of  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Galloway)  would 
only  add  to  the  unseemly  wrangles  and 
scenes  that  had  taken  place,  and  would 
only  increase  the  difficulties  of  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register.  He  pointed  out  that 
the  proper  course  for  Mr.  GKK)deve 
Erskine  to  pursue  was  to  tender  his  vote 
before  the  Lord  Olerk  Begister  and  raise 
his  claim  to  the  Earldom  of  Mar ;  then 
the  proper  number  of  Peers  should  pro- 
test against  its  being  accepted;  and  uien 
the  question  would  be  brought  before 
the  House  of  Lords  for  consideration. 
What  would  be  the  practical  result  if 
the  Besolution  of  the  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Galloway)  should  be  carried? 
Why,  there  would  be  more  confusion 
than  at  present ;  and,  so  far  as  the  Boll 
of  1705  and  the  Union  Boll  were  con- 
cerned, they  had  no  legal  force  at  all. 
They  were  not  authoritative  documents 
to  show  the  precedence  of  Scotch  Peers.  I 
As  a  Besolution,  if  carried,  would  not 
put  an  end  to  the  difficulties,  it  could 
have  no  g^ood  purpose  whatever.  It 
could  not  prevent  the  Earl  of  Kellie  an- 
swering as  Earl  of  Mar  when  the  title 
was  cimed  over;  therefore,  he  would 
again  suggest  that  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine 
should  present  himself  at  Holyrood ;  that 
a  protest  should  be  made  to  the  recep- 
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tion  of  his  vote ;  and  that  the  rig^hts  axid 
the  wrongs  of  his  case  should  be  broo^lit 
for  decision  before  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  he  would  be  glad  if  he  could  prore 
his  claim  to  the  title. 

Thb  LOBD  OHANCELLOB  aaid,  he 
might  claim  to  speak  impartially  on  tliis 
subject.    In  the  "first  place,  he  was  not 
a  Scotch  Peer,  neither  was  he  one  of 
the  Lords  who  took  part  in  the  hemr* 
ing  or  the  judgment  of  Lord  Kcdlie*s 
case.     He  was,  in  fact,  disabled  from. 
doing  so  by  the  circumstance  of   hit 
having  been  counsel  for  Mr.  Goodero 
Erskine  as  an  opponent  to  Lord  KeUie's 
claim.      He  had  felt  much  interest  in 
Mr.  Erskine's  claim,  and  wished  rezy 
heartily  for  his  success ;  and  as  far  as  hu 
opinion  when  counsel  went — which  was 
not  for  a  moment  to  be  put  in  competi- 
tion with  that  of  the  judicial  tribunal — 
he  had    not  formed    an  unfavourable 
opinion  of  Mr.  Erskine's  claim.     He  con- 
tended, therefore,  that  he  was  now  able 
to  offer  impartial  advice ;  and  occupying 
the  position  he  did,  he  felt  it  his  doty  to 
offer  that  advice,  for  it  appeared  to  him 
that  their  Lordships  had  inadvertently 
become  entangled  in  a  dangerous  posi- 
tion, which,  if  they  did  not  extricate 
themselves  from  it,  might  be,  in  a  high 
deg^ree,  detrimental  to  the  character  of 
their  Lordships  in  one  of  their  functions 
as  to  which  it  was  essential  they  should 
be  beyond  censure  or  suspicion  —  he 
meant  their  j  udicial  capaoi^.    He  oould 
not  afi^e  with  the  noble  Eeurl  (the  Eari 
of  GaUoway)  that  the  Motion  he  had  now 
made  could  have  been  regarded  as  a 
matter  of  form,  even  if  no  opposition  had 
been  offered ;  because  he  nimself  ven- 
tured, on  a  former  occasion,  to  whioh 
reference  had  been  made,  to  point  out 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  tne  House 
simply  to  rescind  the  Besolution  of  the 
26th  February,    1875,  without  substi- 
tutins^  something  else  for  it.      He  had 
hoped  that  that  intimation  of  his  opinion 
would  not  be  lost  on  the  noble  Eari  if 
he  came  forward  to  make  a  Motion ;  but 
it  was  clear  to  him  that  the  noble  Eari 
was  embarrassed  by  his  own  success, 
and  that  he  did  not  know  what  other 
Order  to  substitute  for  that  which  he 
proposed  to  rescind.     The  noble  Eari 
talked  of  the  Amendment  as  being  un- 
precedented ;  but  anything  more  unpre- 
cedented or  dangerous  than,  on  a  Motion 
like  this,  after  a  general  debate  to  rescind 
a  judicial  Order,  without  venturing  to 


1229 


Eafidom  of 


[July  1,  1880  J         Mar. — Sesolution. 


1230 


say  what  other  more  proper  Order  should 
be  substituted  for  it,  could  not  be  ima- 
gined. If  the  noble  Earl  had  ventured 
to  propose  some  other  Order,  there  would 
have  been  only  a  choice  of  two  courses 
open  to  him.  If  he  had  proposed  to 
change  the  place  of  the  title  of  Mar  which 
now  stands  upon  the  Union  Roll,  by 
moving  it  to  a  lower  position  on  that 
KoU,  he  would  have  prejudiced  any 
future  daim  by  Mr.  Ooodeve  Erskine, 
who  might  hereafter  come  forward  to 
show  that  there  were  two  Earldoms  of 
Mar,  and  that  the  Earldom  now  on  the 
Boll  was  in  a  position,  not  lower,  at  all 
events,  than  that  in  which  the  more 
ancient  Earldom,  claimed  by  him,  ought 
to  be.  This  was  the  very  thing  which  the 
Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie,  by  his  Petition  in 
1877,  had  asked  the  House  to  do,  and 
which  the  Committee,  then  appointed  to 
consider  that  Petition,  for  that  very 
reason  advised  the  House  not  to  do.  If, 
on  the  contrary,  he  had  taken  the  other 
alternative,  he  would,  in  the  name  of  the 
House,  without  any  new  evidence  what- 
ever, and  without  any  judicial  grounds 
before  the  House,  have  prejudged  the 
matter  in  the  teeth  of  the  decision  arrived 
at  in  1875,  by  placinjgp  on  the  Union 
Boll  two  Earldoms  of  li^r ;  for  whatever 
else  was  doubtful,  this  was  certain — that 
Lord  Cairns  (then  Lord  Chancellor), 
Lord  Chelmsford  (a  former  Chancellor), 
and  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  grounded  their  decision  on 
reasons  absolutely  inconsistent  with  the 
hypothesis  of  there  being,  at  the  date  of 
the  Decreet  of  Banking,  two  Earldoms 
of  Mar.  If  they  had  not  believed  that 
the  evidence  then  before  them  proved 
the  extinction,  and  failed  to  prove  the 
restoration,  of  the  ancient  Earldom  of 
Mar,  it  would  have  been  impossible  for 
them  to  hold  that  a  Mar  Peerage  was 
created  in  1565.  He  did  not  say  whe- 
ther they  were  right  or  not.  He  (the 
Loid  Chancellor)  adhered  to  what  he 
had  said  on  a  former  occasion — namely, 
that,  as  far  as  the  judgment  of  the  House 
was  concerned,  it  had  decided  only 
that,  the  Earl  of  Kellie  was  entitled  to  a 
Peerage  created  in  1565 ;  and  that,  if 
anyone  else  could  now  prove  his  right 
to  a  Peerage  of  Mar  of  earlier  date,  it 
was  open  to  him  to  come  forward  and 
claim  it.  Noble  Lords  who  took  an  in- 
terest in  this  question,  and  more  espe- 
cially the  noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  out 
one  (the  Earl  of  Mansfield),  asked  them 
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in  a  debate  of  that  sort  to  proceed  on 
the  g^und  that  injustice  was  done  by 
their  former  decision.  Their  Lordships 
were  asked  extra-judicially,  when  pro- 
bably not  half-a-dozen  of  them  nad 
even  attempted  to  read  or  consider  the 
evidence,  to  decide  against  the  delibe- 
rate judgment  of  Lord  Cairns  and  the 
other  two  learned  Lords,  and  to  reverse 
a  judicial  decision  of  that  House,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  unjust.  If  anything 
in  the  world  required  to  be  done  judicially, 
it  would  be  such  a  reversal  of  a  former 
Order,  and  the  reasons  avowed  for  such 
reversal  formed  the  most  cogent  argu- 
ment gainst  the  course  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl.  Noble  Lords,  who  thought 
themselves  qualified  to  sit  in  judgment 
on  the  decisions  of  that  House,  did  not 
appear  to  have  taken  the  trouble  to 
inform  themselves  accurately  on  some 
even  of  the  simplest  elements  of  the  case. 
The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Galloway^ 
had  said  he  thought  his  Motion  followed 
naturally  from  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  1877  ;  but  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) was  astonished  at  that  assertion. 
The  Select  Committee  of  1877  were  asked 
by  Lord  Kellie  to  put  the  title  of  Mar 
lower  down  on  the  KoU,  and  the  Select 
Committee  thought  that  the  object  of  the 
request  was,  apparently,  to  prejudice  the 
claim  of  Mr.  (ioodeve  Erskine.  They 
said,  in  effect — **  II  Mr.  Erakine  asserts 
his  right  to  be  Earl  of  Mar,  let  him 
claim  to  vote;  let  there  be  protests 
against  his  claim,  and  then  the  matter 
must  come  to  this  House  to  be  deter- 
mined." It  was,  therefore,  adjudged 
that  nothing  should  be  done  on  Lord 
Kellie's  Petition;  but  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  QaUoway)  seemed  to  think 
the  logical  consequence  of  that  decision 
was  that  the  contrary  course  should  be 
taken.  The  whole  of  the  noble  Earl's 
Motion  was  founded  on  the  ailment 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  Peerage 
created  in  1565  could  be  in  the  place  on 
the  Union  Boll  in  which  the  Peerage  of 
Mar  was  now  found.  That  would  be  a 
very  good  argument  if  it  were  certain 
that  aU  the  Peerages  were  put  on  the  Boll 
their  proper  order ;  but  the  Peerage  of 
Mar  was  in  a  position  on  the  Boll  wholly 
inexplicable  by  any  theory  of  that  Peer- 
age. The  original  Peerage  was  much 
oMer  than  1404.  It  was  dealt  with  in 
1404  in  a  somewhat  extraordinary  man- 
ner by  the  Countess  Isabel,  the  last  of 
the  ancient  line  who  evor  held  the  title 
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before  1 565 ;  and  the  evidenoes  produced 
before  King  James  the  First's  Commis- 
Bion  of  Baimng,  on  whose  Decreet  the 
Union  Boll  was  founded,  carried  it  back 
to  1404,  and  not  earlier.  But  it  was 
placed,  by  the  Decreet  of  Banking,  and 
upon  the  Union  Boll,  next  below  the 
Earldom  of  Errol,  which  was  not  created 
till  above  half  a  century  after  1404. 
If  the  Union  Boll  ought  to  be  corrected, 
and  if  that  could  not  be  done  by  an 
application  to  the  Court  of  Session,  it 
ought  to  be  done  in  a  manner  quite 
different  from  that  proposed  by  the 
noble  Earl.  The  Queen  was  the  fountain 
of  honour ;  and  if  there  were  errors  in 
the  Decreet  of  Banking,  which  was  made 
in  1606  under  Boyal  authority,  let  there 
be  a  Petition  presented  to  the  Crown  to 
have  those  errors  corrected,  and  possibly 
the  Crown  might  be  advised  to  issue  a 
Commission  of  Beview,  or  might,  if  it 
were  thought  fit,  refer-  any  particular 
question  of  precedence  for  the  determi- 
nation of  this  House.  If,  imder  such  a 
reference  or  otherwise,  the  House  should 
ever  have  any  duty  to  discharge  in  the 
matter,  it  must  proceed  in  a  more  judi- 
cial manner  than  that  recommended  by 
the  noble  Earl. 

Thb  Earl  of  GALLOWAY,  who  rose 
amid  cries  of  *^  Divide ! ''  reminded  their 
Lordships  that  he  had  reserved  his  re- 
marks on  the  merits  of  the  case,  and  that, 
therefore,  he  was  entitled  to  be  heard. 
The  judgment  of  the  Committee  to  which 
the  Lord  Chancellor  and  another  noble 
and  learned  Lord,  who  had  quoted  the 
words  of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
(Earl  Cairns)  upon  the  occasion,  referred 
was  given  five  years  ago,  and  he  believed 
that  opinions  on  that  subject  had  altered 
very  much  since  then.  He  would  like 
to  recall  what  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  said  in  the  debate 
last  year — namely — 

"That  the  Peerage  on  the  Roll  which  is 
called  the  Mar  Peerage  is  not  the  Peerage  which 
has  been  attached  in  this  House  to  the  Earl  of 
Mar  and  Kellie;  and,  therefore,  the  Earl  of 
Kar  and  Kallie  diould  not  be  idlowod  to  answer 
that  caU."— [3  Htmtard,  cczlyiii.  137.] 

He  considered  that  that  confirmed  his 
argument,  that  the  Order  was  not  conse- 
quential upon  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  as  snuggested  in  the 
Amendment  of  me  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees. 

ThsLOBD  CHANCELLOBobserved, 
that  when  the  noble  Earl  quoted  that 

Xk$  Earl  of  Oallowa^ 


same  passaee  from  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl's  (Earl  Cairns')  speech  on  the  14di 
of  June,  the  noble  and  learned  Eeri 
himself,  after  hearing  the  quotation,  told 
him  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  that  his  words 
must  have  been  incorrecUvreported. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY  lepfied* 
that  although  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  was  sitting  below 
him  wnen  he  read  the  quotation,  he  did 
not  offer  to  challenge  its  aoouxaoj.     It 
was  rather  late  in  the  day  for  them  to 
be  told  now,  in  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl's  absence,  that  the  report  was  not 
correct.    Beplying  to  some  of  the  noUa 
Earl's(theEarl  of  Bedesdale's)criticiBni8, 
the  noble  Earl  observed  that  HerlCajestj 
the  Queen   had   now  been  upon    ^m 
Throne  over  40  years.    Supposing  Her 
Majesty,  having  created  a  Peerage  in 
the  year  1 840,  had  now  appointed  Kank- 
ing  Commissioners  to  see  mat  each  Peer 
was  put  according  to  his  proper  preee- 
dence  upon  the  Boll  of  Peers ;  and  sup- 
posing that  a  Peer  created  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty in  1840  came  before  those  Commis- 
sioners in  1 880,  and  claimed  to  be  put  on 
the  Bollfor  the  year  1 730 — ^would  he  have 
a  chance  of  succeeding  in  such  a  daim  f 
["No!"]     Well,  this  was  exscOj  a 
similar  case.    It  was  exactly  40  yean 
after  1565 — ^namely,  in  1605— that  the 
Mar  Peera^  of  1565  was  put  upon  the 
Decreet  of  jEUmking.    It  was  upon  the 
authoritative    documents  he    produced 
that  he  was  put  upon  the  ITmon  BoD. 
[«  Divide !  "J  He  knew  their  Loidships 
were  weary  of  this  discussion ;  but  he 
must  say  a  word  in  reply  to  what  Ml 
from  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  on  the 
Woolsack.    It  was   not  for  him  (the 
Earl    of  GhkUoway)  to  say  what  new 
Order  should  be    substituted   for   the 
Order  he  proposed  to  rescind.    AH  that 
he  said   was    that    the  latter  was  at 
variance  with  the  judgment  of  the  Com- 
mittee of   Privileges;    and  he  simply 
asked  their  Lord^ps  to  support  and 
give  effect  to  the  Beport  of  the  Commit- 
tee of  Privileges.      It  had  been  said 
that  it  was  open  to  the  owner  of  the 
title  of  the  ancient  Earldom  to  go  to 
Holyrood  to  vote,  and  thus  have  the 
validity  of  his  vote  tested.    Well,  the 
holder  of  this  ancient  Earldom  did  go  to 
Holvrood;  but  what  happened?    The 
Lord  Clerk  Begister  deohned  to  accept 
his  vote,  or  to  Slow  him  to  take  part  m 
the  proceedings,  threw  his  voting  list  on 
the  noori  and  told  him  he  was  a  Peer  of 
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his  own  creation.  Therefore,  this  course 
which  he  now  proposed  was  the  only  pos- 
sible way  of  eetting  over  the  difficulty, 
and  paying  the  way  for  a  decision.  If 
they  remoyed  the  barrier  offered  by  that 
Besolution,  then  they  would  giye  the 
claimant  of  the  title  the  opportunity  of 
doing  that  which  noble  Iiords  said  he 
oould  do  already,  but  which  he  had  shown 
himself  to  haye  been  a  witness  of  his 
not  haying  been  allowed  to  do.  He 
hoped  their  Lordships  would  not  be  car- 
ried away  entirely  Vf  t^®  opinions  of 
noble  and  learned  Ix>rds.  He  asked 
them,  remembering  what  had  been  the 
practioal  result  him^to,  to  snpnort  his 
Resolution,  in  order  that  an  ena  might 
be  put  to  this  continual  confiision. 

The  Dukb  of  EIOHMOND  xsd 
OOBDON  wished  to  confirm  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  the 
Lord  Chancellor,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  (Earl  Cairns)  denied  the 
aoouraoy  of  that  part  of  the  report  of 
his  speech  in  ffamard  which  the  noble 
Earl  {ike  Earl  of  Oallowasr)  had  quoted. 
In  proof  of  that,  he  would  quote  another 
passage  inconsistent  with  it — namely — 

'<  Now,  the  Boll  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland  is  a 
public  document,  and  in  that  Roll  there  ii  only 
one  entry  of  the  Earl  of  Bfar.  It  may  be  in  its 
rif^t  or  wrong  plaoe— I  cannot  say  anything 
about  that^it  is  there,  and  it  is  to  that  thi^ 
this  Beeolatioii  most  haTe  necesnrily  refenred." 
— [i*iW.  13S.] 

For  himself,  he  thought  their  Lordships 
on  the  present  occasion  would  do  well  to 
follow  tne  adyice  giyen  on  that  question 
by  the  late  Lord  Chancellor,  by  the  pre- 
sent Lord  Chancellor,  and  also  by  the 
noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

On  Question,  That  the  words  nroposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion  ? 
Their  Lordships  divided  .-—Contents  62 ; 
Not-Contents  80 ;  Majority  28. 
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THE  PRISONS  ACT,  1876— MAGIS- 
TRATE8'  SENTENCES— THE  CASE  OF 
CATHERINE  CONNOLY.— QUESTION. 

Thb  Eakl  of  HARDWIOKE  asked 
Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment,  Whether 
the  report  in  the  daily  journals  of  the 
26th  of  June  respecting  a  sentence 
passed  on  Catherine  Connoly  by  Mr. 
Barstow  was  correct  ? 

The  Eabl  of  FIFE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
thought  it  was  only  right  that  he  should 
state  that  the  offence  with  which  this 
woman  was  charged  was  one  of  a  serious 
nature  against  prison  discipline — ^namely, 
conveying  tobacco  into  a  prison.  When 
she  was  charg^  she  made  no  defence, 
nor  did  she  state  that  she  was  the  wife 
of  the  prisoner  to  whom  she  brought  the 
tobacco ;  but  merely  stated  that  she  had 
been  persuaded  by  a  man  to  put  it  into 
the  caike  she  brought.  It  must  be  pointed 
out  that  even  a  wife  could  not  be  allowed 
to  break  the  law  of  prison  discipline 
with  impunity,  and  that  if  such  an  idea 
were  to  prevail  it  would  be  necessary  to 
forbid  the  visits  of  wives  to  husbands  in 
prison,  and  thus  the  innocent  would 
suffer  for  the  guilty.  Under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  and  considering 
especially  that  the  husband  was  already 
in  prison,  and  that  the  home  would  be 
rendered  altogether  destitute,  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, with  the  entire  concurrence  of  the 
magistrate  who  tried  the  case,  had  or- 
derod  the  remission  of  the  remaining 
portion  of  the  sentence.  The  woman 
was  accordingly  liberated  yesterday. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (iRELAKD)  PROVI- 
SIONAL ORDERS  (ARTIZANS  AND  LA- 
B0T7RBRS  DWELLINGS  (DUBUN)  AND 
WATERWORKS   (aRMAGH)  BILL   [H.L.] 

A  Bill  to  oonfirm  a  certam  Proviuonal  Order 
of  the  Local  (Government  Board  for  Ireland 
made  under  the  Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwell- 
ings Improrement  Act,  1876»  relating  to  the 
City  of  Dublin;  and  a  certain  Provisional 
Order  of  the  said  Board  made  under  the  PubUc 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,  relating  to  water- 
works in  the  city  of  Armagh — Was  presented 
by  The  Loan  Pilbsidbnt  ;  read  1*,  and  referred 
to  the  Examiners.     (No.  114.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Seven 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS. 
Thundas/,  Ut  July,  1880. 


^^^^^*0^0^0^0*^m0^^ 


MINUTES.]— New  Hbmbbr  Swo&sr^Ftendflii 

Kalli,  esquire,  for  Wallingf ord. 

Phivatb  Bill  —  Select  Committee  —  Btport  — 
Liverpool  Corporation  Water  •. 

Public  Bills — 8$etmd  Reading — Belief  of  Dis- 
tress (Ireland)  •  [244],  debate  adjoum^ 

Committee — Report — Limitation  of  OotU  C  Ire- 
land) {re-eommA*  [260] ;  Wild  Birda  Pntoc- 
tion  Law  Amendment*  [211-263]. 

Third  Beading — Local  (Government  Provinoaal 
Orders  (Ashford,  &c.)  [New  "Rtle]  •  Ml tS] ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orden  (Bet^ 
esda,  &c.)  *  [128],  and  paeeed, 

Withdraum—'BojDk  Holidays  (Scotland)  *  [240]. 


OORTBOYBBTED  SLBOTXOHS. 

Mr.  Spbaker  informed  the  House,  that  he 
had  received  from  Lord  Justice  Coleridge  and 
Mr.  Justice  (3kt>ve,  two  of  the  Judges  sftlacted,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Electiotis  Act, 
1868,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petiti<Mi8,  a  Be- 
port  relating  to  the  Elections  for 

The  Borough  of  Nottingham , 
The  Borough  of  Leominster; 
The  Borough  of  Bury  St.  Edmunds; 
The  Borough  of  Wilton ;  and 
The  Borough  of  Horsham : 


From  Mr.  Baron  Fitzgerald  and  Mr. 
Barry,  two  of  the  Judges  selected  in  puxraanoe 
of  the  same  Act,  a  Certificate  and  Report  re- 
lating to  the  Election  for 

The  CJounty  of  Down : 
And  from  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in  pur- 
suance of  the  same  Act,  a  Ciertifioate  and  Bttpati 
relating  to  the  Election  for 

The  Borough  of  Bewdley. 

BOBOUGH  OF  KOTTIKOHAM    ELBOnOK,   &C. 

Oourt  of  Oommon  Pleas,  Westminster. 

28th  June  1880. 
Sir, 

We  have  the  honour  to  report  to  you  that  ths 
Petitions  against  the  Returns  of  Members  for 
the  following  places  have  been  witiidrawn  by 
leave  of  the  Oourt. 

The  Borough  of  Nottingham  ; 
The  Borough  of  Leominster ; 
The  Borough  of  Bury  St.  Edmunds ; 
The  Borough  of  Wilton ;  and 
The  Borough  of  Horsham. 

We  have  also  to  report  that,  in  our  opinion, 
the  withdrawal  of  none  of  these  Petitions  wm 
the  result  of  any  corrupt  arrangement  or  io 
consideration  of  the  withdrawal  c^  any  other 
Petition. 

With  reference  to  the  withdrawal  of  ths 
Nottingham  Petition,  the  Lord  C!hief  Juitioe 
received  through  the  Post  the  leUer  which  ha 
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incloMS  to  yon  herewith.  We  express  no 
opinion  whaterer  npon  the  value  or  worthleas- 
nnw  of  the  oommonioation,  hnt,  inaonuoh  as  it 
is  not  anonrmous,  and  refers  to  an  Election 
Petition,  we  have  thought  it  proper  to  transmit 
it  to  you.  The  allegations  i^e  in  it  were  de- 
nied on  oath  by  the  Petitioners  and  the  Peti- 
tiooen*  Agents ;  and  we  see  no  reason  to  doubt 
the  truth  of  thdr  assertions.  The  Respondent 
made  no  statement  or  affidavit  and  desired  his 
Petition  to  proceed ;  but,  as  we  saw  no  reason 
to  believe  the  Petitioners  to  be  in  any  default, 
or  to  be  in  any  way  connected  with  the  letter 
or  the  statements  in  it,  we  did  not  accede  to  this 
desire  and  allowed  the  Petition  to  be  withdrawn. 

We  are,  Sir, 

Tour  obedient  humble  servants, 

COLIKIDOB, 

Iiord  Chief  Justice  of  the  Common  Pleas. 

W.  B.  Grove, 
Judge  of  the  Common  Pleas. 

The  Bight  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

Nottingham, 

June  22nd,  1880. 

To  Lord  Justice  Coleridge. 

My  Lord, 
I  hope  you  will  pardon  me  troubling  you  but 
having  seen  an  announcement  in  the  Notting- 
ham papers  of  an  application  to  withdraw  the 
Nottingham  Petition,  I  thought  it  only  my  dutj 
to  inform  your  Lordship  of  a  report  that  is 

Gining  currency  in  the  town,  namely,  that  the 
berals  have  agreed  to  pay  over  a  sum  of 
jS10,000  on  condition  that  the  Petition  is  uncon- 
ditionally withdrawn.  . 

I  may  add  that  the  application  to  withdraw 
the  Petition  has  given  great  dissatisfaction  to  a 
many,  as  bribery  is  supposed  to  have  prevailed 
to  an  alarming  extent  Hoping  your  Lordship 
will  not  think  me  presumptuous  in  thus  writing 
to  you. 

I  remain. 

My  Lord, 

Your  humble  Servant, 

Jambs  Normak. 
Lord  Justice  Coleridge. 

OOUHTT  OF  DOWH  BLBOTIOH. 

The  ParliamentaiT  Elections  Act,  1868,  and 
The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Prac- 
tices Act,  1879. 
Elsotioo  for  the  Counbrof  Down,  holden  on  the 

7th  day  of  April  1880. 
Blakely  McCartney,  Petitioner ;  Charies  Stewart 

Vane  Temn^t,  commonly  called  Lord  Viscount 

CasUereagh,  Respondent. 

The  matter  of  the  Petition  above-mentioned 
was  heaid  before  us,  Francis  Alexander  Fits- 
Gerald,  one  of  the  Barons  of  the  Exchequer 
Division  of  the  Hi^  Court  of  Justice  in  Ire- 
land, and  CharlesBobert  Barry,  one  of  the 
Jnmces  of  the  Queen*s  Bench  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  being  two  of 
the  Judges  for  the  time  being  on  the  rota  for 
the  tml  of  Eleotioo  Petitions  in  Irsland,  at 


Downpatrick,  on  the  17th,  18th,  19th,  21st,  22nd, 
23rd,  24th,  26th,  26th,  28th,  and  29th  days  of 
June  1880,  and  at  the  conclusion  of  the  trial  on 
the  last-mentioned  day  we  differed,  and  do 
hereby  certify  to  the  Right  Honorable  ^e 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  that  we  so 
differed,  as  to  whether  the  said  Charles  Stewart 
Vane  Tempest,  commonly  called  Lord  Viscount 
Castlereagh,  was  duly  elected  and  returned  as 
a  Member  to  serve  in  Parliament  for  the  County 
of  Down  at  the  Election  to  which  the  Petition 
relates,  and  that  I,  the  said  Francis  Alexander 
FitzGimdd,  was  and  am  of  opinion  that  the  said 
Viscount  Castlereagh  was  duly  elected  and  re- 
turned, and  that  I,  the  said  Charles  Robert 
Barry,  was  and  am  of  opinion  that  the  said 
Viscount  Castlereagh  was  not  duly  elected. 

We  further  cwtSy  that  I,  the  said  Francis 
Alexander  FitzGkrald,  was  and  am  of  opinion 
that  the  corrupt  practice  of  undue  influence  was 
not  proved  to  have  been  committed  at  such 
Election  by  the  said  Viscount  Castlereagh,  or 
with  his  knowledge  and  consent,  or  on  his  be- 
half, and  that  I,Se  said  Charles  Robert  Barry, 
was  and  am  of  opinion  that  the  corrupt  practice 
of  undue  influence  was  proved  to  nave  been 
committed  at  such  Election  on  behalf  of  the 
said  Viscount  Castlereagh,  but  not  by  him  or 
with  his  knowledge  or  consent. ' 

Further  we  report  that,  save  as  aforesaid,  no 
corrupt  practice  was  proved  to  have  been  com- 
mitted at  such  Election  b  v  or  with  the  consent 
or  knowledge  of  any  of  the  candidates  at  said 
Election. 

Further  we  report  that  we  have  no  reason  to 
beb'eve  that  corrupt  practices  extensively  jpr^ 
vaUed  at  the  Election  to  which  this  Petition 
relates. 

Dated  this  30th  day  of  June  1880. 

F.  A.  FitzObhald, 
Baron  of  the  Exchequer  Division  of 
Her  Miyeety'sHigh  Court  of  Justice 
in  Irehmd. 

Charles  B.  Barry, 
Justice  of  the  Queen's  Bench  Division 
of   Her  Majesty's   High  Court  of 
Justice  in  Ireland. 


BSWBLET   SLBCTIOK« 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

To  The  Right  Honble. 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henry  Lopes,  kt,,  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions  in  Enghmd,  do  hereby,  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  said  Act,  certify,-- 

That  upon  the  23rd  day  of  June  and  follow- 
ing days  we  held  a  Court  at  Bewdley  for  the 
S»l  of,  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for 
the  Borough  of  Bewdley,  between  William 
Francis  Spencer  and  John  Blundell,  Petition- 
en;  and  Charles  Harrison,  Respondent. 

And,  in  further  purtnanoe  of  the  said  Act. 
we  certify  that  we  determined  that  the  said 
Respondent  was  not  duly  elected  and  returned, 
and  that  the  said  Election  is  void. 

And  we  hewby  certify  in  writing  such  our 
^[flOTinination  to  you. 
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And  wheroM  cbwgM  ««re  nude  io  the  Bud 
PetitioD cf  oorraptimotioM  haviiiR  been  com- 
tmttad  at  the  asid  Election,  ve,  in  rnrtlier  pur- 
Btumee  of  the  sud  Act,  Mport  in  vriting  (o  70U 

SB  follows  r — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  witji  the  biowledge 
of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Election. 

2.  That  the  fallowing  penont  were  proved  at 
the  aaid  trial  to  hare  been  guilty  01  corrupt 

StacUcM  at  the  said  Election;  viz.  Thomaa 
[elUst  and  Fcedeiiok  Cole,  of  bribery. 

3.  That  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 


Geoboi  Denhait. 

HkNST    0.    LOFEB. 

York, 
30  June,  1B80. 

And  the  Mid  Certificate  and  Beporte  were 
ordend  to  be  «iit«rBd  in  the  Jonrnali  of  thia 


QUESTIONa. 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  EEVENTJE  BILL 
—THE  WINE  DUTIES, 

Mb.  J.  G.  HTJBBAED  gave  Notice 
that  to-morrow  be  Tonld  asK  the  Prime 
Hinieter,  Whether,  conndertng  the  nn- 
certainty  which  prevails  in  regud  to  the 
Fionoh  Oommerciol  Treaty,  he  propoaea 
to  omit  from  the  Cuatoms  and  Inland 
Berenuo  Bill  the  prorisiona  bearing 
npon  the  Wine  Duties;  and  whether,  in 
the  event  of  proposing  change,  he  will 
aunounoe  them  at  the  earliest  moment, 
BO  as  to  terminate  the  state  of  uncer- 
tainty that  is  now  affecting  the  interest 
of  the  wine  trade? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  it  will 
be  convenient  that  I  should  say  now 
what  I  should  have  to  say  at  a  later 
period.  I  propose  on  a  future  day— on 
Monday — to  re-oommit  the  Ouatoms  and 
Inland  Bevenuo  Bill  pro /omul.  I  shall 
then  name  a  day  for  its  re-considera- 
tion ;  and  in  the  new  Bill  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  include  the  provisions  relating 
to  the  Wine  Duties,  Being  aware  of  the 
^reat  inconvenience  which  would  result 


{InUnS). 


Further,  if  the  alleged  Intention  to  dn:^ 
the  Bill  was  unauthorized,  on  what  Amj 
it  might  be  expected  that  tha  debate  « 
the  second  reading  would  be  retnimoi'^ 
Sib  WILIilijf  HAItCOTJBT :  I  m»j 
as  well  answer  that  Question  at  onee. 
The  Government  have  no  intentian  of 
abandoning  the  Bill ;  but  it  ia  not  sn- 
tirely  in  their  power  as  yet  toSiiitj 
for  Uio  resumption  of  the  debate  on  tlu 
second  reading. 

HOUSE  OP  PARLIAMENT— THE 
ELECTEIO  LIGHT. 

Kb.  D.  grant  asked  the  First  Ood- 
missioner  of  Works,  Whether  be  nil 
take  into  his  oonsideratioQ  the  sdviM- 
bility  of  subfltitnting  the  aleotrio  ligil 
for  the  purpose  of  iUnmisaling  the 
House  in  place  of  the  gas  as  now  umJ 
in  the  roof? 

Mb.  ADAH:  The  question  of  hghtiBjg 
the  House  and  approaches  hj  th*  Stdtix 
light  has  received,  and  ia  receiving,  t«fr 
fm  consideration.  I  will  take  care  tliit 
it  continues  to  receive  full  atteotiw; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  n- 
commsnd  any  definite  course  ot  sftiw 
on  so  important  a  question,  inToliiog 
much  change  and  alteration  of  exirtiiig 
arrangements,  and  which  ought  not  U 
be  finally  adopted  without  going  throigb 
the  test  of  careful  experiment. 

NATIONAL    SCHOOLS    (IKELAS1>>- 

NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEA0HEE8. 
Mb.  TILLIEES  STUABTsikrf       , 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Xiotd  Um- 
tenant   of  Ireland,    If    he    would  ei- 
plain  to  the  House  under  what  oirauB-       | 
stances  and  for  what  reason  a  ntiitag 

gratuity  was  last — '"sed  by»» 

Commioaioaeis  "''  !  ducation  t» 

Mr.  John    Co'      I  »»1  Mw" 

teacher,  of  K       '  the  ««^ 

of  Watarford,       ;  |**'Sfli 

■edto 
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to  establiBh  a  convict  ettabliBbment  at 
Gtdwaj  in  place  of  the  establishment  at 

Spike  Island  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  the  late  Gfovemment  did 
not  make  a  distinct  pledge  on  the  sub* 
ject,  but  only  intinutted  that  it  would 
receive  favourable  consideration.  When 
the  Government  came  into  Office  they 
found  the  subject  was  still  under  consi- 
deration. As  the  present  Gk)vemment 
were  not  responsible  for  anvthing  done 
by  the  late  (Government,  they  md  not 
feel  bound  by  the  opinions  of  the  late 
Gk>vemment ;  and,  beiaides  that,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  the  subject  of  the 
question  was  only  a  part  of  the  whole 
matter  of  prisons.  All  he  could  say 
was  that  when  the  question  came  to 
be  considered,  the  claims  of  Gtdway 
would  receive  very  careful  attention. 

THE  FINANC3E  ACCX)UNT8— ANALYZED 

ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBABD  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Finance  Accounts  for  the  year 
1879-80  will  be  presented;  when  the 
Analysed  Account  of  Public  Income  and 
Expenditure  for  the  year  1879-80  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  376,  of  Session  1879),  ordered  by 
the  House,  will  be  presented ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  would  direct  that  this  Analysed 
Statement  be  incorporated  in  the  volume 
of  Finance  Accounts? 

LoBD  FBEDEBIOE  CAVENDISH : 
The  Treasury  expect  to  be  in  a  position 
to  present  the  Finance  Accounts  in  about 
a  lortnifi^ht.  The  Analvced  Account  to 
which  the  Question  relets  will  be  ready 
about  the  same  time ;  and,  being  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  a  separate  form, 
there  seems  to  be  no  reason  for  printing 
it  over  again  in  the  Finance  Accounts. 

FRENCH  MERCANTILE  MARINE. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table,  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible,  a  translation  of 
the  "Proj^t  de  loi  sur  la  Marine  Mar- 
ohande,"  at  nresent  being  promoted  by 
the  French  Government  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Bill  in  question  is  now  under  discussion 
in  the  Chamber  of  Deputies,  and  altera- 
tions are  frequently  made  in  it    Assoon 


as  it  is  finally  passed  by  the  Chamber  it 
shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
even  without  waiting  for  its  going  to  the 
Senate. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— THE  GREEK 
FRONTIER. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Plenipotentaries  now  assembled  in  Con- 
ference have  arrived  at  a  unanimous 
agreement  with  reference  to  a  line  for 
the  rectification  of  the  Turko-Ghreek 
frontier  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE  asked.  Whether  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  Berlin  Confer- 
ence can  now  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb.  Aldkbhaw  COTTON  asked.  Whe- 
ther, as  the  Conference  now  sitting  at 
BerUn  has  agreed,  with  reference  to  the 
Qreco-Turki^  frontier  question  in  con- 
nection with  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  as  to 
the  boundary  line  which  should  be 
adopted  by  both  Countries,  the  hon. 
Qentleman  can  state  whether  all  the 
Powers  are  prepared  to  use  their  united 
influence  on  both  Governments  to  bring 
to  a  successful  issue  their  decision  ? 

SibCHARLESW.DILKE:  Inanswer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  Plenipotentiaries 
of  the  Powers  in  Conference  at  Berlin 
have  arrived  at  a  unanimous  conclusion 
with  regard  to  the  line  of  Frontier  be- 
tween Oreece  and  Turkey  for  submission 
to  tiieir  respective  Governments.  But 
no  final  decision  has  yet  been  come  to 
by  the  Powers  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken 
in  order  to  bring  the  condusions  of  the 
Conference  to  the  notice  of  the  Turkish 
and  (h'eek  Governments.  With  remrd 
to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn,  X  fear  that  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  lay  the 
Correspondence  before  the  House  at  the 
present  stage  of  the  proceedings.  Nego- 
tiations are  still  going  on  with  regard  to 
some  subsidiary  questions,  and  we  have 
not  yet  received  the  full  and  final  Re- 
ports of  the  Conference. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Johk  Makkebs, 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  would  see  whether  the  Austrian  Staff 
Map,  showing  the  boundaries,  could  not 
be  Isid  on  the  Table  of  the  Library. 
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And  whereas  cliArges  were  made  in  the  said 
Petition  of  conrxpt  iffaotices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Eleoticm,  we,  intorttier  pur- 
stumoe  of  the  said  Act,  report  in  writing  to  you 
as  loUows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the  Imowledge 
of  any  Candidate  at  tiie  said  Election. 

2.  That  tiie  following  persons  were  proved  at 
the  said  trial  to  have  been  guilty  of  corrupt 
practices  at  the  said  Election:  viz.  Thomas 
Nellist  and  Frederick  Cole,  of  bribery. 

3.  That  we  have  no  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the 
said  election  to  which  the  said  Petition  relates. 


York, 
30  June,  1880. 


Geobob  Dbnmam. 
Hbnbt  C.  Lopes. 


And  the  said  Certificates  and  Reports  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 


QUESTIONS. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE  BILL 
—THE  WINE  DUTIES. 

Mb.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  gave  Notice 
tliat  to-morrow  he  would  ask  the  Prime 
Minister,  Whether,  considering  the  un- 
certainty which  prevails  in  regard  to  the 
French  Commercial  Treaty,  he  proposes 
to  omit  from  the  Customs  ana  Inland 
Bevenue  Bill  the  provisions  bearing 
upon  the  Wine  Duties ;  and  whether,  in 
the  event  of  proposing  changes,  he  will 
announce  them  at  the  earliest  moment, 
so  as  to  terminate  the  state  of  uncer- 
tainty that  is  now  affecting  the  interest 
of  the  wine  trade  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Perhaps  it  will 
be  convenient  that  I  should  say  now 
what  I  should  have  to  say  at  a  later 
period.  I  propose  on  a  future  day— on 
Monday — ^to  re-commit  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Bevenue  Bill  pro  formd.  I  shaU 
then  name  a  day  for  its  re-considera- 
tion ;  and  in  the  new  Bill  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  indude  the  provisions  relating 
to  the  Wine  Duties,  oeing  aware  of  the 
mat  inconvenience  which  would  result 
from  prolonged  uncertainty. 

HABES  AND  EABBITS  BELL. 

Mb.  J.  HOWARD  gave  Notice  that 
to-morrow  he  would  ask  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, Whether  there  is  anv  founda- 
tion for  the  statement  in  Th$  Mark  Lane 
Expr$9i  of  this  week — 


"  We  learn  upon  authority — ^vhich  -w  -«—  - 
too  good  to  be  doubted— t^t  it  is  iSbm  gfitfy^m 
of  the  Gh)Teniment  to  drcm  the  JSLaxm  wood  ftrt 
HU  BiU  for  this  Sevion.** 

Further,  if  the  alleged  intention  to  drop 
the  Bill  was  unauthorized,  on  what  day 
it  might  be  expected  that  the  debate  o« 
the  second  reading  would  be  resumed? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABOOUBT  :  I  may 
as  well  answer  that  Question  at  onoe. 
The  Qovemment  have  no  intention  o£ 
abandoning  the  Bill ;  but  it  is  not  en- 
tirely in  their  power  as  yet  to  fix  a  day 
for  the  resumption  of  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading. 

HOUSE  OP  PABLIAMENT— THE 
ELECTRIO  LIOHT. 

Mb.  D.  grant  asked  the  first  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whetiier  he  will 
take  into  his  consideration  the  advisa- 
bility of  substituting  the  electric  light 
for  the  purpose  of  illuminating  the 
House  in  place  of  the  gas  as  now  used 
in  the  roof? 

Mb.  ADAM :  The  question  of  lighting 
the  House  and  approaches  by  the  d 

light  has  received,  and  is  receiving, 

ful  consideration.  I  will  take  care  that 
it  continues  to  receive  full  attention; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  at  present  to  re- 
commend any  definite  course  of  action 
on  80  important  a  question,  involving 
much  chaiige  and  alteration  of  existing 
arrangements,  and  which  ought  not  to 
be  finally  adopted  without  going  through 
the  test  of  caroful  experiment. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IBELAND)— 
NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHEBS. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  STUAET  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lien* 
tenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  would  ex- 
plain to  the  House  under  what  oirenm- 
stances  and  for  what  reason  a  xetiring 
nratuity  was  last  year  refused  by  the 
Commissioners  of  National  Education  to 
Mr.  John  Coleman,  National  School 
teacher,  of  Knockanore,  in  the  oounty 
of  Waterford,  who,  after  twenty-five 
years  of  efficient  service  and  blameless 
life  and  conduct,  has  been  compelled  to 
retire  through  loss  of  evesight,  and  is 
now  left  destitute  in  his  old  age,  and  with 
no  resource  but  the  poorfaouse;  and, 
whether  an  annual  sum  is  not  voted  by 
Parliament  to  meet  such  cases  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTEB  :  The  sum 
annually  voted  by  Parliament  is  intended 


1841        LmMord  and  Tintrni       (July  1, 1880} 


(Jrelani). 


1342 


to  be  ^Ten  as  returing  gratuitiea  to 
zneritonona  National  School  teaohera.  I 
fltm  aorry  to  Bay  that  in  regard  to  the 
caae  of  Coleman  it  ia  not  correct  to 
Bay  that  he  had  passed  25  years  of  effi- 
cient eervice  and  blameless  life  and 
conduct.  In  1866  serious  charges  were 
brouffht  against  him,  one  of  them  being 
that  he  h^l  been  conricted  of  drunken- 
ness in  the  town  of  Toughal.  The  Com- 
missioners were  able  to  go  into  the  appli- 
cation for  these  annuities  in  his  case, 
and  they  found  he  had  been  also  fined  in 
1 873  for  falsifying  the  ages  of  his  pupils, 
and  that  in  1877  10  per  cent  had  oeen 
deducted  from  his  results  fees.  I  would 
ask  my  hon.  Friend  and  other  hon. 
Gentlemen  interested  in  individual  cases 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  come 
to  me  in  the  first  instance,  and  if  they 
are  not  satisfied  with  my  answer  they 
can  give  Notice  of  any  Question.  At  pre- 
sent it  not  only  takes  up  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  it  leads  to  statements  about 
indiyiduals  which  might  otherwise  be 
avoided. 

NATIONAL   SCHOOLS    (IRELAND)— AS- 
SISTANT  TEACHERS. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ire- 
land, If  his  attention  had  been  called  to 
the  Besolution  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
hierarchy,  forwarded  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  National  Education  last  De- 
cember, condemnatory  of  the  recent 
action  of  the  Board  in  requiring  an 
average  attendance  of  seventy  instead 
of  fifty  scholars  to  secure  the  payment 
for  the  services  of  an  assistant  teacher 
in  national  schools ;  whether  the  Bight 
honourable  Gentleman,  in  view  of  this 
Besolution  from  so  infiuential  a  body, 
will  direct  the  Education  Board  tomodify 
the  Bule ;  whether  the  work  of  teaching 
in  national  schools,  owing  to  the  system 
of  payment  by  results,  is  not  greater 
than  it  was  in  1863 ;  and,  whether  it  is 
true  that  half  the  inspecting  staff,  during 
the  years  the  results  system  has  been  in 
operation,  have  left  the  service  through 
infirmi^,  or  have  died? 

Ma.  W.  K  FOBSTEB :  I  have  seen, 
Sir,  theBesolution  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Archbishops  and  Bishops  with  reffard 
to  the  question  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Oentleman,  and  I  have  also  seen  a  Me- 
morandum from  the  Commissioners  of 
Natumal  Sdooation,  atatisg  the  gronads 


on  which  they  do  not  agree  with  that 
Besolution.  It  would  not  be  fitting  for 
me,  or  anyone  appointed  to  a  responsible 
office,  to  decide  upon  the  Besolution 
without  ftdl  inquiry  into  the  matter. 
Payment  for  reralts  has  inoreased  the 
salaries  of  teachers.  I  do  not  think 
that  the  labour  of  conscientious  hard- 
working teachers  is  greatly  increased 
owing  to  payment  for  results,  though, 
no  doubt,  the  additional  payments  will 
stimulate  those  who  were  apathetic  be- 
fore. It  is  not  correct  to  say  that  half 
the  inspecting  staff  have  left  the  ser- 
vice through  infirmity,  or  have  died 
since  the  system  of  payment  for  results 
had  come  into  operation.  The  number 
of  inspectors  is  98,  and  the  total  nuinber 
of  vacancies  from  all  causes  is  36,  or 
little  more  than  one-fourth,  in  the  eight 
years. 

LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
EXECUTION  CREDITORS. 

Mb.  FABNELL  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  oasea 
of  Gharde  v.  Dunlea,  and  Qarde  v.  Bay- 
lor, in  the  Exchequer  Division  of  the 
High  Court  of  Justice,  Ireland;  whe- 
ther  verdicts    for   £500    were    given 
by    direction    of    the    Judge    against 
both  defendants  at   the  last    Glonmel 
Assizes ;  whether  a  new  trial  has  now 
been  refused  Mr.  Baylor;  whether  the 
cases  arose  because  the  defendants,  who 
are  merchants  of  Fermoy,  county  Oork, 
executed  decrees  for  amounts  under  £14 
and  £6  for  debts  justly  due  to  them  by 
a  tenant  of  plaintiflTa,  and  thus,  as  was 
held,  rendered  .themselves  each  liable 
for  the  full  amount  of  a  year's  rent 
r£500),    owed  by   this  tenant  to  Mr. 
Garde,  his  landlord ;  if  the  (Government 
intend  to  take  steps  to  remedy  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  Law  in  Ireland,  under 
which  it  appears  possible  for  landlords, 
whose  tenants  are  in  arrear,  to  recover 
these  arrears  from  any  other  creditors 
of  the  tenant  who  may  attempt  legally 
to  enforce  their  claims ;  and,  whether, 
as  a  verdict  for  the  amoimt  of  the  year's 
rent  due  to  Mr.  Garde  in    the  cases 
under  notice,  £500  was  returned  against 
both  Mr.  Baylor  and  Mr.  Dunlea,  the 
landlord  will  be  entitled  to  obtain  the 
£500  from  each  separately,  and  after- 
wards to  recover  the  same  sum  from  his 
tenant? 


MADAGASCAE— TREATY  OF  1866. 

Mb.  T.  fry  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If  he 
wiU  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  such 
proposals  as  may  have  been  made  by  the 
Government  of  the  Queen  of  Madagascar 
for  the  reyision  of  the  Treaty  of  1865, 
with  any  Correspondence  that  may  have 
taken  place  thereon  ? 

SiE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  :  Corre- 
spondence  is  still  going  on  with  regard 
to  the  proposals,  and  it  would  not  be 
convenient  to  lay  the  Papers  before  the 
House  in  their  present  shape. 

CONTROVERTED     ELECTIONS  —  PLY- 
MOUTH ELECTION  PETITION. 

Mb.  FULESTON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  following  remarks  of  the  learned 
Judge  in  the  judgment  given  in  the 
case  of  the  Plymouth  Election  Petition, 
vi«. : — 
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The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  In  answer  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
may  say  my  attention  has  been  directed 
to  the  cases  referred  to»  and  the  facts 
are  substantially  as  stated  by  him.  The 
actions  were  brought  by  the  landlord 
under  the  authori^  of  a  statute  passed 
in  tiie  reign  of  Queen  Anne,  by  which 
a  tenant's  goods  are  exempt  from  exe- 
cution unless  the  execution  creditors 
undertake  to  pay  the  rent  due  to  the 
landlord  not  exceeding  one  year's  rent. 
The  question  whether  the  liability  was 
for  the  entire  year's  rent,  or  only  the 
value  of  goods  seized,  was  now  the  sub* 
ject  of  an  appeal  irom  the  judgment  of 
the  Exchequer  Division.  As  to  me  ques- 
tion whether  the  Government  will  take 
steps  to  remedy  the  present  state  of  the 
law  in  Ireland,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
they  will  do  so.  The  law  in  England 
and  in  Ireland  is  in  this  respect  identical ; 
and,  no  doubt,  it  is  one  of  those  matters 
which  may  have  to  be  considered  in 
dealing  with  the  Land  Question.  As  to 
the  final  portion  of  the  Question,  whe- 
ther the  uindlord  can  recover  the  full 
year's  rent  from  each  of  the  creditors, 
and  afterwards  from  the  tenant  also,  I 
venture  to  think  he  must  be  content 
with  something  less  than  three  times 
his  rent. 


**  I  haTe  nerer  tmseated  an  ixmoeent 
for  the  Acts  of  his  a^gient  without  feeling  thti 
the  law  which  so  punishes  both  of  the  M^V? 
and  the  constituency  for  the  single  act  ol  aa 
agent  is  unduly  severe;  '* 

and,  whether  he  will  take  the  matter 
into  consideration  before  the  introdnc' 

tion  of  a  new  Ballot  Act  ?      

Sib  WILLIAM  HAB(X)XJBT :  Mj 
attention  has  not  been  called  to  the  judg- 
ment of  the  learned  Judge  except  by  ihe 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member ;  but,  as- 
suming that  his  words  are  correetlj 
stated,  I  must  express  my  entire  dionnt 
from  the  view  of  the  learned  Judge.  I 
believe  every  man  in  this  House  to  be 
innocent;  but  I  cannot  think  it  would 
be  safe  to  hold  that  a  Member,  or  a  can- 
didate,  should  not  be  responsible  for  the 
action  of  his  afi^t.  It  is  perfectlv  pliua 
that  an  agent  by  a  single  act  might  cor- 
rupt a  whole  constituency ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  cannot  promise  that  in  a  new 
BaUot  Act  I  will  propose  to  repeal  tiie 
old  law  by  which  the  responsibility  is 
thrown  upon  a  Member  or  a  candidate. 

TRAINING  SCHOOLS  (IBELAND}. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M*EENNA  asked  the 
Chief  Secretunr  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Wnether  Her  Majesty's  Oo- 
vemment  will  be  prepared  to  reduce  the 
charge  applicable  for  the  present  Go- 
vernment Training  Schools,  which  do 
not  enjoy  the  confidence  of  the  Cathohe, 
with  a  view  to  taking  on  the  charm  for 
those  schools,  which  are  acceptable  to 
them,  and  are  now  in  efficient  opera- 
tion? 

Ms.  W.  E.  FOBSTEH:  Sir,  this  whole 
question  of  training  schools,  and  of  the 
money  allowed  by  the  State  for  them, 
is  one  which  requires  very  dose  atten- 
tion, and  it  shall  have  it.  With  regard 
to  the  Marlborough  Street  model  schools, 
I  do  not  think  that  the  charge  for  them 
can  be  reduced  without  materiaUy  di- 
minishing their  efficiency,  and  I  be- 
lieve they  do  much  good.  As  to  model 
schools  generally,  I  do  not  think  any 
Government  ought  to  be  called  upon  to 
^ve  an  opinion  without  full  considera- 
tion. 

COLONY    OF   VICTORIA— THE    LEGIS- 
LATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

Mb.  OOUBTNET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Ooloniee, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  the  Viotozian 
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Assembly,  elected  early  in  March  last,  has 
thrown  out  the  Beform  Bill  brought  in 
by  the  Ministry  called  to  power  upon  the 
election  of  that  assembly ;  and,  whether 
the  Ministry  have  recommended  another 
dissolution  to  the  GK)yemor ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  the  Oovemor  has  resolved  to  act 
upon  that  recommendation? 

Mb.  grant  duff  :  Yes,  Sir ;  these 
statements  are  perfectly  correct. 

BUBMAH. 

Mb.  BRTGE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  What  is  the  pre- 
sent state  of  diplomatic  relations  be- 
tween the  (Jovemment  of  India  and  the 
King  of  Burmah ;  and,  whether,  having 
reffud  to  the  conciliatory  disposition 
eymoed  for  some  months  past  by  the 
King  of  Burmah,  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  will  consider  the  propriety  of  di- 
recting the  British  Envoy  to  return  to 
Mandalay  ? 

Thb  Mabqubss  of  HABTINOTON, 
in  reply,  said,  in  consequence  of  the 
attitude  of  the  Government  of  Burmah 
towards  the  British  Resident  at  Manda- 
lay and  other  causes,  the  relations  of  the 
Indian  Government  to  the  Government 
of  Burmah  last  year  were  extremely 
strained.  On  the  death  of  Mr.  Shaw  in 
June  1879,  Colonel  Harold  Browne  was 
inunediately  despatched  to  succeed  him ; 
but,  in  consequence  of  the  difficulties  of 
his  position,  that  gentleman  was  recalled, 
ana  an  Assistant  Resident  left  at  the 
capital  to  transact  current  business. 
The  latter  found  his  position  at  Manda- 
lay so  precarious,  that  it  was  impossible 
for  him  to  remain  any  longer  without 
danger  to  his  own  life  and  that  of  his 
assistants ;  and,  consequently,  in  Octo- 
ber 1879,  the  British  Mission  was  with- 
drawn. In  consequence  of  certain  riotous 
assaults  since  that  period  in  Upper  Bur- 
mah on  British  flotilla  steamers,  de- 
mands for  redress  had  been  addressed 
to  the  Gk)vemment  of  Burmah;  but 
the  result  was  not  yet  known.  The 
Indian  Government  would  consider  the 
propriety  of  appointing  a  British  Resi- 
dent as  soon  as  certain  stipulations 
which  it  was  considered  right  and  neces- 
sary to  insist  upon  with  regard  to  the 
treatment  of  the  Mission  should  be  ac- 
cepted. A  special  Mission  had  been  sent 
by  the  King  of  Burmah  to  the  Frontier ; 
but,  although  it  was  said  to  have  full 
powers,  it  appeared  that  the  Envoy  had 


not  been  definitely  instructed  by  the 
Sling  to  assent  to  the  preliminary  con- 
ditions which  the  Indian  Government 
considered  indispensable  to  the  re-estab- 
lishment of  a  British  Mission  at  Manda- 
lay. The  whole  question  of  our  relations 
with  Burmah  was  now  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  of  India ; 
and,  no  doubt,  the  Viceroy  would  be 
greatly  assisted  by  the  advice  of  the 
Chief  Oommissioner  of  British  Burmah, 
who  had  lately  been  appointed  a  pro- 
visional member  of  the  Council  of  the 
Governor  General. 

THE  HOUSES  OF  PARLIAMENT— DE- 
CORATION OF  THE  CENTRAL  HALL. 

Mr.  SCHREIBER  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  When  he  in- 
tends to  complete  the  mural  decoration 
of  the  central  hall  of  the  Houses; 
whether  he  is  in  possession  of  de- 
signs for  the  three  vacant  panels ;  and, 
at  what  cost  each  panel  can  be  filled  in 
with  Mosaics  ? 

Mb.  ADAM :  The  question  as  to  the 
best  mode  of  filling  in  the  vacant  panels 
in  the  Central  Hall  has  given  rise  to 
much  discussion,  and  was  very  fully  in- 
quired into  in  1870  and  1871 ;  but  no 
definite  conclusion  was  arrived  at.  I 
am  of  opinion  that  the  vacant  spaces 
should  be  filled  up ;  but  I  am  unable, 
without  further  consideration,  to  state 
when  this  can  be  done.  No  designs 
exist  for  the  vacant  panels.  The  cost  of 
the  panel  already  filled  in  was  about 
£675  ;  but  I  am  unable  at  present  to  say 
what  will  be  the  cost  of  filling  in  the 
vacant  panels. 

INDIA— CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT  IN 
INDIAN  GAOI^S. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUTAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether, 
considenng  the  contemplated  abolition 
of  flogging  in  Her  Majesty's  Naval  and 
Military  Services,  the  Government  will 
take  any  and  what  measures  to  abolish 
punishment  by  the  lash  or  bamboo 
amongst  Her  Majesty's  Indian  subjects  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
In  answer  to  the  Question  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  gave  Notice  of  the  other 
day,  and  which  does  not  appear  on  the 
Paper,  I  may  state  that  1  have  made 
inquiries,  and  find  that  corporal  punish- 
ments in  India  are  inflicted  under  differ- 
ent reg^ulations  from  those  which  have 
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been  hitherto  in  force  in  regard  to  the 
Army  and  Nayj.  As  far  as  I  am  able 
to  ascertain,  the  punishment  is  usually 
inflicted,  not  with  a  '^  oat-o'-nine-tails/' 
but  with  a  light  cane ;  certainly  in  aU 
oases  of  jurenile  offenders  that  is  so,  and 
oren  when  the  punishment  is  inflicted  on 
itdults  it  is  of  a  mild  description.  So 
much  in  answer  to  the  general  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  I  may  say 
that  the  experiment  of  discontinuing  the 
punishment  was  tried  on  several  occa- 
sions, both  partially  and  in  the  whole  of 
India.  From  1862  to  1864  the  punish- 
ment was  not  inflicted.  During  that 
time  complaints  were  made  by  sJl  the 
Local  Gbvemments  of  the  difficulty  ex- 
perienced in  the  interral.  It  has  not 
been,  therefore,  continued  or  adopted 
by  Ihe  Oovemment  of  India  without 
full  consideration.  Among  the  con- 
siderations which  have  rendered  it 
necessary  was  the  difficulty  of  inflicting 
any  suitable  punishment  in  a  tropicfu 
climate.  Imprisonment  and  solitanr  or 
separate  connnement  were  to  be  avoided 
as  fipir  as  possible,  owing  to  the  mor- 
tality which  occurred  being  very  high  in 
crowded  gaols,  among  prisoners  who  had 
been  accustomed  to  spend  almost  their 
whole  lives  in  the  open  air.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  take  any  hasiy  or  precipi- 
tate step  in  this  matter.  All  I  can  under- 
take to  do  is  to  call  for  full  Eeports 
from  the  Oovemment  of  India  ana  the 
local  Governments  as  to  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  punishment  is  in- 
flicted, and  the  necessity  that  now  exists 
for  maintaining  it.  I  will  further  a^ 
them  for  any  suggestions  they  may  have 
to  make  as  to  its  modification  or  possible 
discontinuance. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
tAND)— ARKLOW  HARBOUR. 
Mr.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  To  say,  having  regard  to 
the  admission  contained  in  the  Preamble 
to  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment in  1876  for  the  improvement  of 
Arklow  Harbour,  that  said  harbour  was 
an  important  station  and  place  of  refuge 
for  vessels  employed  in  prosecuting  the 
sea  fisheries  on  the  east  coast  of  Ireland, 
and  should  be  deenened,  extended,  and 
otherwise  improved,  and  also  having  re- 
gard to  the  opinion  expressed  by  his 
Grace  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  when, 
as  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  visited  Arklow  in 
November  1878— "That  the  improve- 
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ment  of  Arklow  Harbour  wonld  be  a 
work  of  national  importance  as  well  aa 
local  benefit,"  whether  prompt  meamroa 
will  be  taken  by  the  Gbvemmeot  to  aa- 
quire,  by  arbitration  or  otherwiae, 
session  of  the  harbour  from  its 
proprietors,  in  order  that  works  of 
provement  of  such  admitted  pnbHe 
portance  may  be  proceeded  with  witlKNit 

further  delay  ?  

LoKD  FEBDERIOK  CAVENDISH : 
As  ihe  hon.  Member  is  probably  aware, 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  late  GoTem- 
ment  for  ^e  improvement  of  ArUow 
Harbour  contemplated  the  transfer  of 
the  harbour  to  the  Board  of  Worics  fbr 
improvement,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
£26,000,  one-half  to  be  a  free  grant  and 
the  other  hcdf  to  be  advanced  %j  way  of 
loan  on  certain  specified  security;  and 
that,  on  the  completion  of  the  works, 
the  harbour  should  be  handed  over  to  a 
body  of  local  Commissioners.    The  Bill 
was    ultimately  withdrawn,   in    oonse* 
quence  of  certain  conditions  demanded 
by  the  Wicklow  Copper  Mining  Com- 
pany, who  are  the  owners  of  the  har- 
bour, with  which  the  Oovemment  were 
unable  to  comply.    The  Company  made 
a  fresh  proposal  last  year,  to  whieh  also 
the  Gbvemment  were  not  able  to  agree. 
The  effect  of  this  proposal  was  that, 
while  retaining  the  harbour  as  their 
own  property,  the  Company  should  ob- 
tain me  grant  which  it  had  been  pxo- 
posed,  under  the  Bill  of  1876,  to  make 
on  the  condition  of  the  harbour  beinc 
constituted  public  property  and  vested 
in  local  Commissioners.    The  GK>veni- 
ment  would  be  ready  to  consider  any 
proposals  for  an  agreement,  whether  hf 
arbitration  or  otherwise,  whidi  may  be 
brought  before  them,  if  thev  are  sucn  as 
could  be  fairly  entertainea;    but  thsy 
are  not  prepajred  to  take  the  initiatire 
in  the  matter. 


ELEMBNTARr     EDUCATION  —  BOABO 
SCHOOLS—CORPORAL  PUKISHMEKT. 

Sib  CHABLES  BEED  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  hai 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Jefiy  t. 
Taylor,  decided  at  the  Southwark  Polico 
Court  on  Wednesday  June  16th,  in 
which  a  head  teacher  was  fined  for  in- 
flicting corporal  punishment  in  school 
hours ;  and,  whether,  under  the  ciroun« 
stances,  he  is  prepared  to  advise  tiist 
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tbe  oonyiotion  be  quaahed,  and  to  state 
the  law  with  reference  to  the  infliction 
of  corporal  punishment  in  schools  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOTJET:  As  to 
the  state  of  the  law  generally,  I  ima^e 
that  in  schools  the  schoolmaster  is  jus- 
tified in  inflicting  a  reasonable  amount 
of  corporal  pnniahment ;  but  it  is  for  the 
magistrate,  on  a  complaint  being  made 
by  a  parent,  to  detennine  whether  that 
pimishment  is  reasonable  or  not.  That 
IS  generally  the  state  of  the  law  on 
the  subject.  I  have  inquired  into  this 
particular  case ;  and  it  appears  that  the 
parents  comphdned  of  uie  punishment 
of  the  child,  who  had  been  kept  at 
home,  and  who  had  been  punished  by 
the  schoolmistress,  on  return  to  school^ 
with  a  cane.  It  appears  from  the  state- 
ment of  the  magistrate,  that  the  school- 
mistress had  not  obeyed  two  separate 
regulations,  which  require  that  everr 
occurrence  of  corporal  punishment  shaJl 
be  formally  recorded  in  a  book  kept  for 
the  purpose,  and  that  the  punismnent 
must  not  be  inflicted  during  school 
hours.  The  magistrate  thought  the 
punishment  not  imreasonable,  and  in- 
flicted the  smallest  penalty,  witi^  2s.  costs. 
Under  these  circumstances,  I  do  not 
think  there  is  any  reason  to  adyise  that 
the  conviction  be  quashed. 

INDIAN  RAILWAYS— POETUOAL-THE 
PORT  OF  OOA. 

Mb.  M.  SCOTT  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  negotiations 
have  been  entered  into  by  the  Supreme 
Government  of  India  and  the  Portu- 
guese Government  for  the  construction 
of  a  Bailway  to  connect  the  Port  of  Goa 
with  anv  town  within  the  territory  of 
British  India ;  and,  if  sudi  negotiations 
are  completed ;  and,  whether  he  will  be 
so  good  as  to  lay  the  Agreement  between 
the  two  Governments,  and  other  Papers 
connected  with  the  subject,  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Tb2  Ma&quxss  op  HASTINGTON  : 
A  Treaty  has  been  concluded  between 
Great  Britain  and  Portugal,  dated  26th 
December,  1878,  under  Article  6  of 
which  Treaty  it  is  agreed  that  when- 
ever the  Portuguese  Gk)vemment  give 
notioe  to  the  British  Government  that 
a  Joint-  Stock  Company  has  been  formed 
for  the  oonstniotioii  of  a  Bailway  to  con- 
nect the  Port  of  Mannagoa  to  the  town 
of  New  Huble,  and  upon  Her  Majesty's 
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Government  being  satisfied  that  the  con- 
cession by  Portugal  to  the  Company  is 
suitable,  and  that  the  capital  is  forth- 
coming, Her  Majesty's  Government,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  India, 
engages  to  grant  facilities  in  the  con- 
struction and  working  so  much  of  the 
undert^ing  as  lies  within  British  In- 
dian territory,  and  to  use  its  influence 
with  Native  Chiefs  in  obtaining  for  the 
Company  similar  facilities  for  so  much  of 
the  line  as  may  run  through  their  terri- 
tories ;  especially  it  is  provided  that  the 
Indian  Gt)vemment  shall  provide  land  in 
their  territory  required  for  the  Bailway. 
It  also  undertakes  to  continue  the  Bail- 
way to  the  town  of  Bellary,  where  it  will 
join  the  system  of  the  Madras  Bailway 
Company.  Since  the  conclusion  of  the 
Treaty,  some  Correspondence  has  passed 
between  the  India  Oflice  and  the  pro- 
moters of  the  proposed  Company,  which 
has  been  forwarded  to  the  Government 
of  India.  The  Treaty  between  the 
British  Government  and  Portugal  ap- 

8 eared  in  2^e  London  OasutU  of  4th 
October,  1879.  Until  the  Correspondence 
with  the  proposed  Company  is  com- 
pleted, I  should  think  it  premature  to 
lay  it  on  the  Table. 

IRELAND— AMNESTY  TO  POLITICAL 
PRISONERS. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  taking  into 
consideration  the  generous  amnesty  ex- 
tended to  the  rebel  subjects  taken  in 
arms  by  the  American  Government,  the 
large  and  all  embracing  amnesty  granted 
to  me  Communist  prisoners  by  l^publi- 
can  France,  and  the  long  periods  of 
solitary  imprisonment  endured  by  those 
known  as  the  Fenian  prisoners  in  the 
United  Kinffdom,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment wul  not  now  advise  Her  Ma* 
jesty  that  the  fitting  time  has  at  length 
arrived  when  a  full  and  complete  amn^ly 
should  be  extended  to  all  tne  Irish  poh- 
tioal  prisoners,  and  that  Messrs.  O'Leary, 
O'Meara  Condon,  Clarke-Luby,  O'Dono- 
van  Bossa,  and  the  other  Fenian  pri* 
soners,  should  be  allowed  to  return  to 
the  United  Kingdom  and  reside  in  their 
native  land  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  My  attention  is 
called  by  ti^e  Question  of  the  hon.  €^- 
tleman  to  three  eireumstanoes — first,  the 
generous  amnesty  extended  to  its  rebel 
subjects  taken  in  arms  by  the  American 
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been  hitberto  in  force  in  regard  to  the 
kxmj  and  Nayj.  Ab  far  as  I  am  able 
to  ascertain,  the  punishment  is  usually 
inflicted,  not  with  a  '^cat-o'-nine-tails," 
but  with  a  light  cane ;  certainly  in  all 
cases  of  juyenile  offenders  that  is  so,  and 
oren  when  the  punishment  is  inflicted  on 
itdults  it  is  of  a  mild  description.  So 
much  in  answer  to  the  general  question  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member.  I  may  say 
that  the  experiment  of  discontinuing  the 
punishment  was  tried  on  several  occa- 
nons,  both  partially  and  in  the  whole  of 
India.  From  1862  to  1864  the  punish- 
ment was  not  inflicted.  During  that 
time  complaints  were  made  by  all  the 
Local  Gk>yemments  of  the  difficulty  ex- 
perienced in  the  interral.  It  has  not 
been,  therefore,  continued  or  adopted 
by  tiie  Oovemment  of  India  without 
full  consideration.  Among  the  con- 
siderations which  have  rendered  it 
necessary  was  the  difficulty  of  inflicting 
any  suitable  punishment  in  a  tropicfu 
climate.  Imprisonment  and  solitanr  or 
separate  connnement  were  to  be  avoided 
as  fipir  as  possible,  owing  to  the  mor- 
tality which  occurred  being  very  high  in 
crowded  gaols,  among  prisoners  who  had 
been  accustomed  to  spend  almost  their 
whole  lives  in  the  open  air.  It  would  be 
impossible  to  take  any  hasty  or  precipi- 
tate step  in  this  matter.  All  I  can  under- 
take to  do  is  to  call  for  full  Eeports 
from  the  Oovemment  of  India  ana  the 
local  Governments  as  to  the  circum- 
stances in  which  the  punishment  is  in- 
flicted, and  the  necessity  that  now  exists 
for  maintaining  it.  I  will  further  a^ 
them  for  any  suggestions  they  may  have 
to  make  as  to  its  modification  or  possible 
discontinuance. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
lAND)— ARKLOW  HARBOUR. 

Mb.  M'OOAN  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  To  say,  having  regard  to 
the  admission  contained  in  the  Preamble 
to  a  Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Gt>vem- 
ment  in  1876  for  the  improvement  of 
Arklow  Harbour,  that  said  harbour  was 
an  important  station  and  place  of  refuge 
for  vessels  employed  in  prosecuting  the 
sea  fisheries  on  the  east  coast  of  Ireland, 
and  should  be  deepened,  extended,  and 
otherwise  improved,  and  also  having  re- 

8ard  to  the  opinion  expressed  by  his 
race  the  Duke  of  Marlborough  when, 
as  Lord  Lieutenant,  he  visited  Arklow  in 
November   1878— "That  the  improve- 
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ment  of  ArUow  Harbour  would  be  a 
work  of  national  importance  as  well  as 
local  benefit,"  whether  prompt  mcannrw 
will  be  taken  by  the  Oovemmeai  to  ae- 
quire,  by  arbitration  or  otherwiae,  poa- 
session  of  the  harbour  from  its  preioot 
proprietors,  in  order  that  works  of  im- 
provement of  such  admitted  pabUe  im- 
portance may  be  proceeded  with  without 

further  delay  ?  

LoKD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
As  the  hon.  Member  is  probably  awmre, 
the  Bill  introduced  by  the  late  Gk>vem- 
ment  for  ti^e  improvement  of  ArUow 
Harbour  contemplated  the  transfer  of 
the  harbour  to  the  Board  of  Works  for 
improvement,  at  an  estimated    cost  of 
£26,000,  one-half  to  be  a  free  grant  sad 
the  other  half  to  be  advanced  b^  way  of 
loan  on  certain  specified  secuntj ;  and 
that,  on  the  completion  of  the  wofks, 
the  harbour  should  be  handed  ov^  to  a 
body  of  local  Commissioners.    The  Bill 
was    ultimately  withdrawn,   in    conse- 
quence of  certain  conditions  demanded 
by  the  Wicklow  Copper  Mining  Com- 
pany, who  are  the  owners  of  the  har* 
bour,  with  which  the  Oovemment  were 
unable  to  comply.    The  Company  made 
a  fresh  proposal  last  year,  to  which  also 
the  Oovemment  were  not  able  to  agree. 
The  effect  of  this  proposal  was  thati 
while  retaining  the  harbour  as  tfaetr 
own  property,  the  Company  should  ob- 
tain tne  grant  which  it  haa  been  pio- 
posed,  under  the  Bill  of  1876,  to  make 
on  the  condition  of  the  harbour  beisr 
constituted  public  property  and  vetted 
in  local  Commissioners.    The  Oovenh 
ment  would  be  ready  to  consider  any 
proposals  for  an  agreement,  whether  by 
arbitration  or  otherwise,  which  may  be 
brought  before  them,  if  tiiev  are  suc^  as 
could  be  fairly  entertainea;   but  thej 
are  not  prepared  to  take  the  initiative 
in  the  matter. 


£L£MENTARr     EDUCATION  —  BOARD 
SCHOOLS—CORPORAL  PUKISHMEKT. 

Sib  CHAELES  BEED  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  case  of  Jeffiy  t. 
Taylor,  decided  at  the  Southwark  Police 
Court  on  Wednesday  June  16th,  in 
which  a  head  teacher  was  fined  for  in* 
dieting  corporal  punishment  in  sdiool 
hours ;  and,  whether,  under  the  drcom- 
stances,  he  is  prepared  to  advise  that 
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now  the  Prime  Minister  was  about  to 
propose  a  Sesolution  which  was  sub- 
stantiallj  the  same  as  the  other  Question ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Speaker, 
with  that  impartiality  which  he  always 
exercised,  would  put  uie  Prime  Minister 
down  in  the  same  manner.  Was  the 
Hesolution  proposed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister the  same  as  that  upon  which  the 
judgpnent  of  the  House  had  been  taken  ? 
Me  maintained  that  it  was.  The  subject 
of  the  former  Hesolution  was  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  The  subject  of  the  present  Heso- 
lution was  that — 

<•  Eyenr  person  returned  at  a  Member  of  this 
House,  who  mav  cUim  to  be  a  person  lor  the 
time  being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a  solemn 
Affirmation  or  Dechu*ation  instead  of  taking  an 
Oath.'' 

The  Prime  Minister's  Hesolution  de- 
scribed a  class,  but  a  class  of  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  a  member,  and  of  which, 
at  the  present  moment,  he  was  the  only 
existing  member.  It  described  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  not  by  name,  but  by  his 
attributes;  and  did  the  Hesolution  be- 
come lees  disorderly  because  he  was 
distineuished  in  that  way  ?  It  might  be 
said  that  the  Hesolution  applied  not  to 
one  man,  but  to  half-a-dozen  other 
persona.  Would  a  Hesolution  which  in 
itself  was  disorderly  become  less  dis- 
orderly because  something  was  added  to 
it  ?  And  if  they  could  not  put  the  Ques- 
tion that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  permitted  to 
affirm,  could  they  put  the  Question  that 
half-a-dozen  persons  be  permitted  to 
affirm  ?  Suppose  the  Question  was  that 
''A"  shoula  be  struck  off  a  Select  Com- 
mittee because  he  was  a  lawyer,  and 
that  the  House  rejected  such  a  proposi- 
tion, was  it  open  to  any  hon.  Member 
then  to  propose  that  all  lawyers  should 
be  struck  off  the  Committee,  even  though 
"  A  "  was  the  only  Member  on  it  ?  Ue 
appealed  to  the  common  sense  of  hon. 
Members  whether  the  meaning  of  the 
Hule  was  not  that  that  which  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  Question  should  not 
be  put  a  second  time  after  the  judgment 
of  tne  House  had  been  expressed  ?  Was 
not  the  Hesolution  of  the  Prime  Minister 
substantially  and  really  a  Hesolution  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  permitted  to  make  an 
Affirmation  ?  To  rescind  the  Hesolution 
of  last  week  would  be  perfectly  in  Order ; 
but  to  do  what  the  Prime  Minister  now 

SToposed  to  do  would  be  to  set  a  prece- 
ent  that  would  be  disorderly.   A  JEteso- 


lution  which  was  disorderly  did  not  be- 
come the  less  disorderly  because  it  was 
decided  upon  in  the  solemn  conolaye  of 
a  Cabinet  Council.  Therefore,  it  would 
be  his  duty,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
rose  to  propose  his  Hesolution,  to  ask 
the  Speaker,  as  a  question  of  Order, 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  could  be 
permitted  to  put  such  a  Hesolution  to 
the  House?  He  thought  the  House 
would  act  very  wisely  if,  Instead  of  post- 
poning the  Orders  or  the  Day,  it  were  to 
proceed  now  to  consider  the  Employers' 
LiabiHty  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Having  listened 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman 
stating  an  argument  which  I  find  no 
necessity  whatever  for  me  to  answer,  I 
would  beg.  Sir,  to  put  the  Question  to 
you  now  whether  tne  Hesolution  which 
1  am  about  to  propose  is  a  Hesolution 
conformable  to  the  Orders  of  the 
House  ? 

Mr.SPEAKEH:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  has  correctly  stated 
the  Hule  of  the  House  to  be  that  the 
same  Question  may  not  be  twice  offered 
in  a  Session.  But  the  point  which  the 
House  has  to  consider  is  this — whether 
the  Hesolution  now  proposed  to  be 
offered  to  the  House  is  substantially  the 
same  as  that  on  which  a  vote  of  the 
House  was  taken  on  the  22nd  of  June. 
On  comparing  the  two  Hesolutions,  I 
find  essential  differences  between  them. 
On  the  former  occasion  the  House  im- 
posed a  restraint  upon  a  particular  in- 
dividual as  to  his  claim  to  take  the  Oath 
or  to  make  an  Affirmation.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Hesolution  now  proposed  to  be 
offered  to  the  House  is  a  measure  of  re- 
lief extending  to  every  person  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this  Mouse,  who  may 
claim  to  be  a  person  for  the  time  being 
by  Law  permitted  to  make  a  solemn 
Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of 
taking  an  Oath.  In  this  respect  the 
two  Hesolutions  present  marsed  dif- 
ferences. I  may  add,  further,  that  the 
Hesolution  about  to  be  offered  provides 
that  a  Member  shall  be  permitted  without 
question  to  make  Affirmation,  and  that, 
in  doing  so,  he  shaU  be  subject  to  any  lia- 
bility by  statute.  I  neea  scarcely  re- 
mind the  House  that  there  are  numerous 
Erecedents  of  cases  in  which  the  House 
as  modified  or  partially  rescinded  former 
Hesolutions.  This  appears  to  me  to  be 
such  a  case,  and  I  see  no  good  nx)und 
for  interposing  to  prevent  the  ICesolu- 
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Government.  No  doubt,  Sir,  that  was 
a  very  noble  act  on  the  part  of  the 
American  Government;  but  I  mnst  ob- 
serve that  it  had  reference  entirely  to  a 
great  quarrel  decisively  disposed  of  by  a 
civil  war,  and  not  to  any  state  of  facts 
continuing  or  likely  to  continue  in  that 
country.  My  attention  is  also  called  to 
the  amnesty  granted  to  the  Communist 
prisoners  by  Bepublican  France.  No 
doubt,  a  proposal  of  that  kind  is  before 
the  French  Legislative  Body ;  but,  so 
far  as  my  information  goes,  I  believe 
that  that  proposal  has  not  yet  been 
accepted  or  become  law.  With  respect 
to  the  Irish  portion  of  the  case,  which 
forms  the  main  subject  of  the  Question, 
I  beg  that  my  answer  may  not  be  under- 
stood to  extend  beyond  the  terms  in 
which  it  is  couched.  That  answer  is,  I 
am  sorry  to  say,  that  we  do  not  consider 
the  present  period,  with  the  circum- 
stances which  prevail  at  the  present  time 
in  a  portion  of  Ireland,  as  a  fitting  or 
convenient  period  for  entertaining  the 
subject  of  granting  a  further  amnesty. 

POST  OFFICE  SAVINGS  BANKS 
(IRELAND). 

Lord  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  If  he  can  state 
whether  the  total  amount  deposited  in 
Savings  Banks  in  Ireland  in  1879  has 
increased  as  compared  with  previous 
years;  and,  if  so,  the  amount  of  that 
increase ;  and,  whether  there  has  been 
any  increase  in  the  amount  of  savings 
deposited  in  the  eight  coimtieB,  in  the 
year  1879,  in  which  distress  is  said  to  be 
most  keenly  felt,  and  the  amount  of  such 
increase? 

Mb.  FAWCETT:  In  reply  to  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord,  1  find  there 
has  been  an  increase  in  the  deposits  in 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  in  Ireland 
in  every  year  since  their  establishment. 
In  the  year  ending  the  3 1st  of  December 
last,  the  increase  in  the  deposits  in  the 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  was  £91,500. 
I  find  that  this  is  a  larger  increase  than 
has  taken  place  in  any  year  since  1870, 
excepting  the  years  1871, 1876,  and  1877. 
The  latest  available  Betum  is  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  31st  of  March  of  the 
present  year.  The  increase  in  the  de- 
posits in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
has  not  only  been  maintained,  but  has 
gone  on  in  an  increasing  ratio ;  for  in 
thia   quarter   the    increase    has    been 
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£32,000,  or  at  the  rate  of  £128,000  *• 
year.    This  increase  may  be  said  to  b«T« 
spread  itself  almost  over  the  whole  of 
Ireland,  for  it  occurs  in  every  oountT 
except   two — Elildare    and    Ix>ng;ford; 
and  in  these  two  counties  the  decrea^ 
has  been  very  insi^ificant,  amountiiig 
to    only   £700.     With    regard    to    the 
eight  counties  scheduled  as   distreesed 
counties — Clare,    Cork,   Donep^    Oml- 
way,  Kerry,   Mayo,   BoscommoDy     asd 
Sligo  —  I  find  that   in   every   one    of 
these  distressed  counties  there  has  been 
an  increase  in  the  deposits  in  the  Post 
Office   Savings  Banks.     This    inerosss 
amounts,  in  uie  aggregate;  to  £24,600; 
but  when  we  look  to  the  old  SaTing* 
Banks — the  Trustee   Savings  Banks — 
these  conclusions  are  considerably  modi- 
fied; for  in  these  Savings  Banks  there 
haiB  been  a  decrease  in  the  last  year  of 
£86,^00,   which  brings  out  the  result 
that,  taking  them  and  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Bajoks  together,  there  has  been 
throu^out Ireland  an  increase  of  £5,500. 
In  five  of  the  distressed  counties  there  ars 
no  Trustee  Savings  Banks,  and  in  one  of 
the  three  in  which  there  are  the  increase 
in  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  de- 
posits considerably  more  than  connterw 
balances  the  diminution  in  the  old  Sav- 
ings Banks ;  and,  therefore,  we  arrire  at 
this  net  result — that,  taking  the  eight 
distressed  counties,  and  taking  aU  the 
Savings  Banks  deposits,  there  is  an  in- 
crease in  six  of  those  distressed  coiintiM 
and  a  diminution  in  two.    But,  as  the 
Question  of  the  noble  Lord  relates  to  the 
savings  of  the  Irish  people,  I  ought  to 
state  nirther,  from  information  famished 
by  Dr.  Neilson  Hancock,  that  during  the 
three  years,  1877,  1878,  and  1879,  men 
has  been  in  the  general  bank  depodts  and 
in  the  note  circulation  of  Ireland  a  dimi- 
nution  of  about  £5,200,000,  and  in  1877 
and  1878  there  was  a  diminution  in  the 
amount  invested  in  Government  Stock  of 
£1,400,000;  but  in  the  last  year,  1879, 
there  has  been  an  increase  of  £603,000 
in  the  amount  invested  in  (Jovemment 
Stocks. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CQNVICT  ESTABLISH. 
MENT  AT  OALWAY. 

Ma.  T.  P.  O'CONNOB  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaot 
of  Ireland,  Whether  any,  and,  if  to, 
what,  steps  have  been  taken  to  cany 
out  the  promise  of  the  late  Qovemms&t 
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to  establish  a  oonvict  establishment  at 
Oalwaj  in  place  of  the  establishment  at 

Spike  Island  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  the  late  GioTemment  did 
not  make  a  distinct  pledge  on  the  sub* 
jeot,  but  only  intimated  that  it  would 
receiTe  favourable  consideration.  When 
the  Oovemment  came  into  Office  they 
found  the  subject  was  still  under  consi- 
deration. As  the  present  Oovemment 
were  not  responsible  for  anythine  done 
by  the  late  (Jovemment,  they  £d  not 
feel  bound  by  the  opinions  of  the  late 
Government ;  and,  besides  that,  it  must 
be  remembered  that  tiie  subject  of  the 
question  was  only  a  part  of  the  whole 
matter  of  prisons.  All  he  could  say 
was  that  when  the  question  came  to 
be  considered,  the  cudms  of  Gkdway 
would  receive  very  careful  attention. 

THE  FINANC3E  ACCX)UNT8— ANALYZED 

ACCOUNTS. 

Mb.  J.  O.  HTTBBABD  asked  the 
Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury, 
When  the  Finance  Accounts  for  the  year 
1879-80  will  be  presented;  when  the 
Analysed  Account  of  Public  Income  and 
Expenditure  for  the  year  1879-80  (in 
continuation  of  Parliamentary  Paper, 
No.  376,  of  Session  1879),  ordered  by 
the  House,  will  be  presented ;  and,  whe- 
ther he  would  direct  that  this  Analysed 
Statement  be  incorporated  in  the  volume 
of  Finance  Accounts  ? 

Lord  FBEDEBIOE  CAVENDISH : 
The  Treasury  expect  to  be  in  a  position 
to  present  the  Finance  Accounts  m  about 
a  fortnight.  The  Analvced  Account  to 
which  the  Question  refers  will  be  ready 
about  the  same  time ;  and,  being  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  a  separate  form, 
there  seems  to  be  no  reason  for  printing 
it  over  again  in  the  Finance  Accounts. 

FRENCH  MERCANTILE  MARINE. 

Db.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table,  with  as 
little  delay  as  possible,  a  translation  of 
the  *'  Proj^t  de  loi  sur  la  Marine  Mar- 
ohande,"  at  present  being  promoted  by 
the  French  Government? 

Sim  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Bill  in  question  is  now  under  discussion 
in  the  Cnamber  of  Deputies,  and  altera- 
tions are  frequently  made  in  it    As  soon 


as  it  is  finally  passed  by  the  Chamber  it 
shall  be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House, 
even  without  waiting  for  its  going  to  the 
Senate. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— THE  GREEK 
FRONTIER. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  it  is  true  that  the 
Plenipotentaries  now  assembled  in  Con- 
ference have  arrived  at  a  unanimous 
agreement  with  reference  to  a  line  for 
the  rectification  of  the  Turko-Oreek 
frontier  ? 

Mb.  BOUREE  asked,  Whether  the 
Papers  relating  to  the  Berlin  Confer- 
ence can  now  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment? 

Mb.  Aldwrman  COTTON  asked.  Whe- 
ther, as  the  Conference  now  sitting  at 
Berlin  has  agreed,  with  reference  to  the 
Ghreco-Turki^  frontier  question  in  con- 
nection with  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  as  to 
the  boundary  line  which  should  be 
adopted  by  both  Countries,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  can  state  whether  all  the 
Powers  are  prepared  to  use  their  united 
influence  on  both  Governments  to  bring 
to  a  successM  issue  their  decision  ? 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  In  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Salford  and  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  London,  I 
have  to  state  that  the  Plenipotentiaries 
of  the  Powers  in  Conference  at  Berlin 
have  arrived  at  a  unanimous  conclusion 
with  regard  to  the  line  of  Frontier  be- 
tween Greece  and  Turkey  for  submission 
to  their  respective  Gk)vemments.  But 
no  final  decision  has  yet  been  come  to 
by  the  Powers  as  to  the  steps  to  be  taken 
in  order  to  bring  the  condusions  of  the 
Conference  to  the  notice  of  the  Turkish 
and  (h'eek  Governments.  With  regard 
to  the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  King's  Lynn,  X  fear  that  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  Ui  lay  the 
Correspondence  before  the  House  at  the 
present  stage  of  the  proceedings.  Nego- 
tiations are  still  going  on  with  regard  to 
some  subsidiary  questions,  and  we  have 
not  yet  received  the  full  and  final  Re- 
ports of  the  Conference. 

In  reply  to  Lord  Johk  Makkebs, 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said, 
he  would  see  whether  the  Austrian  Staff 
Map,  lowing  the  boundaries,  could  not 
be  Isid  on  the  Table  of  the  Library. 

2  S  2 
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SOUTH  AFRICA— MEDALS  TO   IRRE. 
GULAR  FORCES. 

Me.  WILBRAHAM  EGEETON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  medals  ^nll  be  issued  to  the 
irregular  forces  raised  by  the  Govern- 
ment who  have  served  in  the  Cape, 
Transvaal,  and  Zulu  campaigns  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  inform  him  that 
medals  will  be  issued  to  such  of  the 
Colonial  Forces,  European  or  Native,  as 
were  regularly  organized  and  disciplined 
as  combatants,  whether  raised  by  the 
Colonial  Government  or  by  the  General 
Officer  commanding. 

EAST   INDIAN   RAILWAYS— REPORT 
OP  THE  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE. 

Me.  NORWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  is  now  in  a 
Position  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  East  Indian  Railway 
(Freight,  &c.),  to  which  he  promised  hii9 
consideration  on  the  24th  May  last  ? 

The  Makquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  since  a  Question  was 
put  at  the  end  of  May  he  had,  as  he 
promised  he  would,  communicated  with 
the  Members  of  the  Committee,  and  exa- 
mined the  Report  and  the  evidence  on 
which  it  was  founded.  Much  of  the 
evidence  was  obtained  under  the  pro.- 
mise  of  secrecy.  The  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  produce  the 
Report  with  certain  omissions,  and  they 
haa  obtained  the  assent  of  most  of  the 
gentlemen  who  gave  evidence  to  this 
course  being  taken ;  yet  permission  had 
not  been  obtained  for  the  production  of 
the  evidence  obtained  under  the  pro- 
mise of  secrecy.  Much  of  the  evidence 
was  taken  in  such  a  manner  as  to  render 
it  impossible  to  produce  it.  Only  a  por- 
tion was  taken  down  in  shorthand,  and 
the  rest  was  taken  in  the  form  of  notes 
^table  for  forming  part  of  a  Par- 
ry Paper.  Under  these  drcum- 
ind  finding  the  Committee  had 
.  with  some  freedom  the  system 
:ement  of  some  of  the  Guaran- 
ipanies,  he  thought  it  would  not 
xe  public  advantage,  but  rather 
/erae,  jfco  lav  this  Report  on  the 
^  by  the  evidence  on 
\ ;  and  he  regretted, 
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therefore,  that  he  was  unable  to  do  so. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  the  Com- 
mittee's conclusions,  and  the  conclasions 
which  had  been  generally  adopted  by 
the  India  Office  and  by  the  Guarantee 
Companies,  were  decidedly  faTOorable 
to  the  system  of  obtaining  fireijght,  as  a 
rule,  by  competitive  tenders.  ^Hiat  had 
been  for  some  time  the  practice  of  the 
India  Store  Department  itself ;  and  after 
discussion  and  formulation  of  this  sys- 
tem it  had  been  decided  to  continue  it, 
and  to  extend  it  to  the  different  Ouaran- 
teed  Railway  Companies. 


•^■^ 


THE  NATIONAL  OALLEET— ADMISSION 
OF  THE  PUBLIC. 

Mb.  COOFE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  ie  now 
able  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Resolutions  adopted  by  the  Troirteee 
of  the  National  OaUery  as  to  giring  in- 
creased facility  for  the  admission  to  the 
public ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state  what  action  the  GoTemment  is 
now  willing  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  ADAM:  The  copy  of  the  Re- 
solutions  passed  by  the  Trustees  of  the 
National  Gallery,  and  their  remarks  ex- 
planatory of  them,  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  will  shortly  be 
printed.  The  initiative  in  this  matter 
rests  with  the  Trustees,  and  not  with 
the  Oovemment ;  but  the  latter  will  be 
prepared  to  consider  any  proposals  that 
may  be  made  to  them  on  tne  sobiect, 
with  the  view  of  giving,  if  possible, 
increased  facilities  to  £e  public  and 
students. 

RETTJBN  OF  EJE0TMENT8  (IBBLAKD). 

8m  BALDWYN  LEIOHTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  lieute- 
nant of  Ireland,  as  regards  the  Retanit 
for  Ejectments  in  Ireland,  quoted  by 
him,  Whether  they  related  to  the  sche- 
duled districts  only,  or  to  the  whole  of 
Ireland;  and,  whether  he  can  state  if 
they  all  relate  to  agricultural  tenan- 
cies ;  what  proportion  were  for  orer- 
holdinff  leases;  and  what  proportion 
made  by  middlemen  ;  also  in  how  many 
cases  there  was  more  t|ian  two  years* 
rent  due  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  The  Return 
is  substantially  the  same  as  the  one  I 
quoted  from,  and  relates  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  I  was  mistaken  in  sayin? 
that  all  the  cases  related  to  aniciiltanu 
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tenandet,  for,  on  inquiiy,  I  find  that 
out  of  1,060  evictions  in  this  year  25 
-were  in  townB  and  cities.  The  Ketum 
is,  however,  necessarily  incomplete.  It 
does  not  give  all  the  evictions  that  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland,  but  only  those 
reported  to  the  Constabulary,  and  many 
take  place  without  the  Constabulary 
knowing  anything  of  them.  I  cannot 
state  what  number  of  evictions  relate  to 
one  holding ;  but  a  Betum  which  was 
ordered  by  my  Predecessor,  and  which 
I  hope  will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
in  a  day  or  two,  will  show  the  number 
of  evictions  for  causes  other  than  non- 
payment of  rent ;  nor  can  I  say  what 
proportion  were  for  overholding  of  leases 
or  made  by  middlemen.  With  regard 
to  the  Betum,  I  am  taking,  and  the 
officials  in  Dublin  are  taking,  all  the 
steps  they  can  to  get  it  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, but  both  the  Local  Qovemment 
Boaid  and  the  Constabulary  are  very 
hard  at  work;  and,  between  keeping 
the  people  alive  and  keeping  the  peace, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  the  Beturns  must,  to 
some  extent,  give  way. 

RAILWAYS    (IRELAND)  —  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  (CLONHEL  k  THURLES). 

Mb.  p.  jr.*  SMYTH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can 
state  whether  the  Southern  Bailway 
(Clonmel  and  Thurles)  was  opened  to- 
day ;  or  whether,  notwithstanding  that 
the  certificate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
granted  some  days  ago,  additional  ob- 
stacles have  been  put  in  the  way  by 
some  of  the  larger  Oompaniee  concerned  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBKBLATN;  The  Board 
of  Trade  authorised  the  opening  of  the 
Southern  Bailway  for  public  traffic  on 
the  25th  June ;  but  as  regards  the  other 

Eoints  referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
on.  Member,  I  have  received  no  offi- 
cial information.  I  may,  however,  be 
allowed  to  say  that  if  there  is  any  diffi- 
culty, as  suggested  in  the  Question,  be- 
tween the  luulway  Companies,  the  Board 
of  Trade,  having  regiutl  to  the  great 
public  interests  involved,  would  be  glad, 
at  the  invitation  of  the  Companies,  to 
mediate  between  them,  and  see  if  they 
oan  bring  their  difficulties  to  a  satis- 
isotory  condusion. 

THE   CITY   CX)B£PANIE8— THE    ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  OOnBTNEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 


When  the  Government  propose  to  nomi- 
nate the  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  City  Companies  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUBT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  been  some  time  in  com- 
munication with  the  gentlemen  whom  he 
intended  to  propose  as  Commissioners, 
and  those  communications  had  neces- 
sarily taken  some  time.  He  hoped, 
however,  before  many  days  were  over 
to  be  in  a  position  to  nominate  the  Com- 
mission. 

STATE  OF  IKELAND— AGRAEIAN 

CRIME. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Betum  of  all 
agrarian  crimes  and  outrages  committed 
in  the  cotinties  of  Mayo,  Sligo,  and 
Gkdway,  from  3 1st  January  1880  to 
present  date,  and  of  the  number  of 
meetings  called  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting the  land  agitation  reported  by 
the  constabulary  within  the  same  coun- 
ties since  SOth  June  1879,  and  of  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  resistance  was 
ofiPered  to  the  police  when  protecting 
process  servers,  bailiffs,  and  others  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty ;  and  a  Copy 
of  the  chaij;e  of  the  Judges  of  Assize  to 
the  Orand  Juries  of  the  counties  of  Mayo  . 
and  Galway  at  the  Spring  Assizes  of 
1880? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB:  Sir,  I  am 
sorry  to  say  that  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  escaped  my  notice  until 
I  came  down  to  the  House  to-day,  but 
I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  give 
almost  all  the  particulars  he  mentions. 
My  only  doubt  is  whether  we  can  suffi- 
ciently define  **  a  meetinc^  called  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  land  agita- 
tion." With  respect  to  other  matters 
mentioned,  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the 
Beturns  to  the  SOth  of  June;  and  if  he 
will  communicate  with  me,  or  give  me 
Notice  of  further  Questions,  I  may  be 
able  to  give  him  more  complete  infor- 
mation. 

TREATY  OF  BERUN— TUBKEY  AND 

OREECE— THE  TRANSFERRED 

PROVINCES. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  will  take 
stepsi  with  or  without  the   assistance 
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SOUTH  AFRICA— MEDALS  TO   IRRE- 
GULAR FORCES. 

Me.  WILBRAHAM  EGEETON 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  medals  will  be  issued  to  the 
irreg^ar  forces  raised  by  the  Govern- 
ment who  have  served  in  the  Cape, 
Transvaal,  and  Zulu  campaigns  ? 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  may  inform  him  that 
medals  will  be  issued  to  such  of  the 
Colonial  Forces,  European  or  Native,  as 
were  refi^ularly  orgpanized  and  disciplined 
as  combatants,  whether  raised  by  the 
Colonial  Government  or  by  the  General 
Officer  commanding. 

EAST   INDIAN  RAILWAYS— REPORT 
OF  THE  DEPARTMENTAL  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  NOEWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  If  he  is  now  in  a 
Position  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  Report  of  the  Departmental 
Committee  on  East  Indian  Railway 
(Freieht,  &c.),  to  which  he  promised  his 
consideration  on  the  24th  May  last  ? 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HAR'ftNGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  since  a  Question  was 
put  at  the  end  of  May  he  had,  as  he 
promised  he  would,  communicated  with 
the  Members  of  the  Committee,  and  exa- 
mined the  Report  and  the  evidence  on 
which  it  was  foimded.  Much  of  the 
evidence  was  obtained  under  the  pro- 
mise of  secrecy.  The  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  of  opinion  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  produce  the 
Report  with  certain  omissions,  and  they 
had  obtained  the  assent  of  most  of  the 
gentlemen  who  gave  evidence  to  this 
course  being  taken ;  yet  permission  had 
not  been  obtained  for  the  production  of 
the  evidence  obtained  under  the  pro- 
mise of  secrecy.  Much  of  the  evidence 
was  taken  in  such  a  manner  as  to  render 
it  impossible  to  produce  it.  Only  a  por- 
tion was  taken  down  in  shorthand,  and 
the  rest  was  taken  in  the  form  of  notes 
not  suitable  for  forming  part  of  a  Par- 
liamentary Paper.  Under  these  droum- 
stances,  and  finding  the  Committee  had 
discussed  with  some  freedom  the  system 
of  management  of  some  of  the  Guaran- 
teed Companies,  he  thought  it  would  not 
be  to  the  public  advantage,  but  rather 
the  reverse,  to  lav  this  Keport  on  the 
Table  unsupported  by  the  evidence  on 
which  it  was  founded ;  and  he  regretted, 
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therefore,  that  he  was  unable  to  do  so. 
He  might,  however,  state  that  the  Com- 
mittee's conclusions,  and  the  conclusions 
which  had  been  generally  adopted  by 
the  India  Office  and  by  the  Ghiarantee 
Companies,  were  deddedly  favourable 
to  the  system  of  obtaining  freight,  as  a 
rule,  by  competitive  tenders.  That  had 
been  for  some  time  the  practice  of  the 
India  Store  Department  itself ;  and  after 
discussion  and  formulation  of  this  sys- 
tem it  had  been  decided  to  continue  it, 
and  to  extend  it  to  the  different  Guaran- 
teed Railway  Companies. 


THE  NATIONAL  GALLERY— ADMISSION 
OF  THE  PUBLIC. 

Mb.  COOPE  asked  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  Whether  he  is  now 
able  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Resolutions  adopted  by  the  Trustees 
of  the  National  Gallery  as  to  ^ving  in- 
creased facility  for  the  admission  to  the 
public ;  and,  whether  he  is  prepared  to 
state  what  action  the  Government  is 
now  willing  to  take  in  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  ADAM:  The  copy  of  the  Re- 
solutions passed  by  the  Trustees  of  ^e 
National  Gallery,  and  their  remarks  ex- 
planatory of  them,  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House,  and  will  shortly  be 
printed.  The  initiative  in  this  matter 
rests  with  the  Trustees,  and  not  with 
the  Government ;  but  the  latter  will  be 
prepared  to  consider  any  proposals  that 
may  be  made  to  them  on  the  subject, 
with  the  view  of  giving,  if  pojwible, 
increased  facilities  to  we  public  and 
students. 

RETURN  OF  EJECTMENTS  (IRELAND). 

Sm  BALDWTN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieute- 
nant of  L*eland,  as  regards  the  Returns 
for  Ejectments  in  Ireland,  quoted  by 
him.  Whether  they  related  to  the  sche- 
duled districts  only,  or  to  the  whole  of 
L*eland;  and,  whether  he  can  state  if 
they  all  relate  to  agricultural  tenan- 
cies; what  proportion  were  for  over- 
holding  leases;  and  what  proportion 
made  by  middlemen ;  also  in  now  many 
cases  there  was  more  than  two  years' 
rent  due  ?  

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER :  The  Return 
is  substantially  the  same  as  the  one  I 
quoted  from,  and  relates  to  the  whole 
of  Ireland.  I  was  mistaken  in  saying 
that  all  the  cases  related  to  agricaltunu 
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tenmnoief,  for,  on  inquiiy,  I  find  that 
out  of  1,060  evictions  in  this  year  25 
were  in  towns  and  cities.  The  Betnm 
is,  however,  necessarily  incomplete.  It 
does  not  give  all  the  evictions  that  have 
taken  place  in  Ireland,  but  only  those 
reported  to  the  Constabulanr,  and  many 
taKe  place  without  the  Constabulary 
knowing  anything  of  them.  I  cannot 
state  what  number  of  evictions  relate  to 
one  holding ;  but  a  Betum  which  was 
ordered  by  my  Predecessor,  and  which 
I  hope  wiU  be  in  the  hands  of  Members 
in  a  day  or  two,  will  show  the  number 
of  evictions  for  causes  other  than  non- 
payment of  rent ;  nor  can  I  say  what 
proportion  were  for  overholding  of  leases 
or  made  by  middlemen.  With  regard 
to  the  Betum,  I  am  taking,  and  the 
officials  in  Dublin  are  taking,  all  the 
steps  they  can  to  get  it  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, but  both  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board  and  the  Constabulary  are  very 
hard  at  work;  and,  between  keeping 
the  people  alive  and  keeping  the  peace, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  the  Betums  must,  to 
some  extent,  give  way. 

RAILWAYS    (IRELAND)  —  SOUTHERN 
RAILWAY  (CLONMEL  k  THURLES). 

H&.  P.  J.*  SMYTH  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can 
state  whether  the  Southern  Bailway 
(Olonmel  and  Thurles)  was  opened  to- 
day ;  or  whether,  notwithstanoinff  that 
the  oerdficate  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
granted  some  days  ago,  additional  ob- 
stacles have  been  put  in  the  way  by 
some  of  the  larger  Companies  concerned  ? 

Mb.  CHAMBFiRLATN  ;  The  Board 
of  Trade  authorized  the  opening  of  the 
Southern  Bailway  for  public  traffic  on 
the  25th  June  ;  but  as  reeards  the  other 
points  referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
non.  Member,  I  have  received  no  offi- 
cial information.  I  may,  however,  be 
allowed  to  say  that  if  there  is  any  diffi- 
culty, as  suggested  in  the  Question,  be- 
tween Uie  lUulway  Companies,  the  Board 
of  Trade,  having  regard  to  the  great 
public  interests  involved,  would  be  glad, 
at  the  invitation  of  the  Companies,  to 
mediate  between  them,  and  see  if  they 
can  bring  their  difficulties  to  a  satis- 
factory conclusion. 

THE   CITY   COMPANIES— THE    ROYAL 
COMMISSION. 

Mb.  COXJBTNEY  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 


When  the  Oovemment  propose  to  nomi- 
nate the  Boyal  Commission  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  City  Companies  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUBT,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  been  some  time  in  com- 
munication with  the  gentlemen  whom  he 
intended  to  propose  as  Commissioners, 
and  those  communications  had  neces- 
sarily taken  some  time.  He  hoped, 
however,  before  many  days  were  over 
to  be  in  a  position  to  nominate  the  Com- 
mission. 

STATE  OF  IKELAND— AGRAKIAN 

CRIME. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Betum  of  all 
agrarian  crimes  and  outrages  committed 
in  the  counties  of  Mayo,  Sligo,  and 
Oalway,  from  Slst  January  1880  to 
present  date,  and  of  the  number  of 
meetings  called  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
moting the  land  agitation  reported  by 
the  constabulary  within  the  same  coun- 
ties since  dOth  June  1879,  and  of  the 
number  of  cases  in  which  resistance  was 
offered  to  the  police  when  protecting 
process  servers,  bailiffs,  and  others  in 
the  execution  of  their  duty ;  and  a  Copy 
of  the  chai|^e  of  the  Judges  of  Assize  to 
the  Orand  Juries  of  the  counties  of  Mayo  . 
and  Oalway  at  the  Spring  Assizes  of 
1880? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  :  Sir,  I  am 
Sony  to  say  that  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  escaped  my  notice  until 
I  came  down  to  the  House  to-day,  but 
I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  not  give 
almost  all  the  particulars  he  mentions. 
My  only  doubt  is  whether  we  can  suffi- 
ciently define  "  a  meetine  called  for  the 
purpose  of  promoting  the  land  agita- 
tion." With  respect  to  other  matters 
mentioned,  I  shall  be  glad  to  give  the 
Betiims  to  the  30th  of  June;  and  if  he 
will  communicate  with  me,  or  give  me 
Notice  of  further  Questions,  I  may  be 
able  to  give  him  more  complete  infor- 
mation. 

TBEATY  of  BERLIN— TUBKEY  AND 

GREECE— THE  TRANSFERRED 

PROVINCES. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BABTLETT  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  take 
stepsi  with  or  without   the   assistance 
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of  the  other  Powers,  to  ascertain  by 
means  of  a  plebiscite  among  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Proyinces  which,  without 
consulting  Turkey,  it  is  proposed  to 
transfer  from  the  rule  of  the  Sultan  to 
that  of  the  King  of  (Greece;  and, 
whether  it  is  the  wish  of  these  people  to 
be  thus  dealt  with  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  With  regard  to 
the  plihUoite  proposed  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  be  held  in  certain  portions  of 
the  Turkish  Empire,  we  have  no  power 
and  no  intention  of  taking  any  step  of 
the  kind.  We  do  not  think  that  means 
exist  for  obtaining  such  a  result.  With 
respect  to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, all  I  can  say  at  present  is,  that 
so  far  as  the  Bepresentative  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's GoTemment  was  concerned,  and 
so  far  as  the  Bepresentatiyes  of  the 
other  Powers  assembled  in  Berlin  were 
concerned,  they  proceeded  with  the  most 
careful  attention  in  their  power,  and 
according  to  the  best  evidence  they  pos- 
sessed, with  respect  to  the  wishes  of  the 
people  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  manner 
proposed. 

CONTAOIOUS  DISEASES  ACTS  — CON- 
STITUTION OF  THE  SELECT  COM- 
MITTEE. 

Sib  HAECOUBT  JOHNSTONE 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Why  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Con- 
ta^ous  Diseases  Acts  is  not  yet  ap- 
pointed, a  month  having  elapsed  since 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  gave  the 
assuranceof  its  appointment  ? 

Mr.  CHILDERS,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  Select  Committee  had  been  appointed 
a  few  days  ago ;  but  there  had  been  a 
difficulty  in  filling  up  two  of  the  vacant 
places  in  consequence  of  two  Members 
who  were  Memoers  of  the  Committee 
last  year  not  havinff  been  returned  to 
this  Parliament.  He  would  place  the 
names  of  two  Members  on  the  Paper 
that  evening. 

CRIMINAL  liAW—THE  REV.  JAMES 

MEREST. 

Snt  EABDLEY  WILMOT  asked  the 
SecretaiT  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  his  attention  has  been  drawn 
to  a  memorial  addressed  to  the  Home 
Office  by  the  Bev.  James  Merest ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  he  will  institute  an  inquiry 
into  his  case  ? 

Mr.  Aikmead'BartkU 


Sir  WILLIAM  HABOOUET:  The 
case  of  the  Bev.  James  Merest  has  been 
for  many  years  before  the  Home  Office, 
and  has  been  decided  over  and  over 
again.  My  Predecessors  thought  it  a 
case  in  wmch  they  could  not  interfere, 
and  I  see  no  reason  for  departing  from 
their  view. 

RUSSIA  AND  CHINA— RUM0T7RED 
HOSTILITIES. 

Sm  STAFFOBD  NOBTHCOTE:  I 
wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
as  it  is  in  reference  to  a  matter  of  con- 
siderable public  interest.  Can  the  hon. 
Baronet  give  the  House  information  as 
to  whether  there  is  any  foundation  for 
the  report  that  hostilities  have  broken 
out  between  Bussia  and  China  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  week  ago  a  report  reached 
this  coimtry  that  the  Chinese  had  crossed 
the  Bussian  Frontier  and  captured  a 
fort;  but  that  rumour  was  afterwards 
declared  to  be  wholly  unfounded.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  received  no 
official  information  as  to  the  report 
appearuig  in  that  morning's  papers  in 
reference  to  a  collision  between  Bussian 
and  Chinese  Forces;  but  they  had  re- 
ceived information  from  St.  Petersburg 
that  afternoon,  to  the  effect  that  it  was 
believed  that  there  was  no  foundation 
for  the  statement. 

DISTRESS   (IRELAKD)  ^  ALLEGED 

DEATH  FROM  STARVATION  IN 

ROSCOMMON. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  a 
Question  had  been  placed  on  the  Paper 
which  had  not  been  asked  him.  It  was 
to  ask  him — 

*'  Whether  the  Local  Grovenunent  Board  will 
order  a  pubUc  inquiry  into  the  alleged  death  from 
starratton  of  Mrs.  Toolan,  of  Doon,  in  Uie 
Boyle  Union,  County  Roscommon ;  wheUier  it 
if  tme  that  only  twenty-two  families  hare  re- 
oeived  out-door  relief  in  the  Boyle  Union,  al- 
though it  embraces  seven  parishes,  and  that  in 
one  of  them,  the  parish  of  Bovle,  seven  hundred 
families  are  receiving  reUef  from  a  local  com- 
nuttee;  and,  wheuier  a  sworn  investigatioa 
will  be  ordered  into  the  manner  in  which  the 
Boyle  Board  of  Guardians  and  their  relieving 
officers  have  perfonned  their  duties  to  the  des- 
titute poor  during  the  egisting  distress,  in  view 
of  charges  of  neglect  made  publicly  against 
thamP 

He  had  made  inquiry,  and  had  seen  a 
letter  from  the  husband  of  the  poor 
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woman,  written  to  the  Board  of  Ghiar- 
diana,  describing  the  report  as  slander- 
ous, false,  and  malicious.  The  husband 
said  he  had  plenty  of  proTisions  in  his 
house,  and  that  his  deceased  wife  had  had 
a  eood  bed  and. proper  nursing.  With 
reference  to  other  parts  of  the  Question, 
he  had  to  say  that  it  was  not  true  that 
in  Boyle  (Tnion  only  22  families  were 
in  receipt  of  out-door  relief;  622  persons 
were  in  receipt  of  out-door  relief,  and 
about  700  persons  were  receiying  relief 
from  a  local  Committee. 

MOTION. 


PABLIAMENTARY  AFFIRMATION. 
BBSOLUTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  In  moving— 

**  That  the  Orders  of  the  Bay  be  poehK>ned 
until  after  the  Motion  relating  to  the  parlia- 
mentary Affirmation ; "    . 

it  may  be  convenient  that  I  should 
mention  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
state  of  Public  Business,  tne  necessity  of 
getting  forward  with  the  Belief  of  Dis- 
tress Tireland)  Bill,  and  at  the  same 
time  tne  great  difficulty  in  which  we 
stand  for  appointing  a  veiy  early  day 
for  it,  my  right  hon.  Friend.  (Mr.  W. 
£.  Forster)  is  obliged  to  ask  you  and 
the  House  to  hold  a  meeting  on  Satur- 
day. [**0h,  oh!  "]  This  is  only  in- 
formation,  which  lias  no  relation  what- 
ever to  Uie  Motion,  which  is  that  the 
Orders  of  the  Day  be  postponed. 

Sib  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE 
wished  to  know  what  would  be  the 
course  of  Business  to-morrow  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  That  will  de- 
pend mainly  upon  what  is  done  to-night. 
If  we  do  not  set  through  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill  to-night,  it  must  be  taken 
to-morrow. 

Mb.  OOBST  said,  he  thought  it  would 
now  be  convenient  if  he  raised  the  point 
of  Order  of  which  he  had  spven  Notice. 
He  believed  that  the  Sesolution  of  the 
Prime  Minister  relating  to  the  question 
of  Parliamentaiy  Affirmation  was  dis- 
orderly, and  of  a  kind  that  the  Speaker 
ought  to  refuse  to  put  from  the  Chair. 
The  course  adonted  throughout  the  Brad- 
lauffh  incident  oy  the  ri^t  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote)  had  been  to  resist  any 
attempt  made  by  the  Qovemment  to 
induce  the  House  to  break  the  law  for 


the  purpose  of  smuggling  Mr.  Brad- 
lauRh  into  the  House.  He  had  done 
his  best  to  second  the  laudable  efforts  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet;  and  he  now 
rose  to  prevent  a  new  precedent  beiug 
established  that  would  be  dangerous  to 
the  Order  of  the  House.  The  Eule  of  the 
House  was  perfectly  simple  and  clear — 
the  Bule  not  only  of  this  House,  but 
also  of  the  other  House  of  Parliament — 
and  it  was  that,  if  a  Question  had  been 
considered  by  the  House,  and  a  definite 
judgment  had  been  pronoimced  upon  it, 
that  substantially  the  same  Question 
could  not  be  put  to  the  House  during 
the  current  Session.  [Mr.  Gladstone  : 
Hear,  hear !]  He  was  pleased  that  the 
Prime  Minister  should  think  proper  to 
cheer  that  statement,  as  it  was  what  he 
did  not  expect.  He  was  quite  aware  the 
burden  of  proving  that  the  Besolution  of 
the  Prime  Minister  was  a  breach  of  that 
Bule  rested  upon  him,  and  he  should 
proceed  in  due  course  to  do  that ;  but 
first  let  him  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  what  were  said  to  be  the  ex- 
ceptions to  that  Bule.  Now,  there  were 
no  real  exceptions  to  the  Bule  at  all ; 
and  if  the  Irame  Minister's  Besolution 
were  put,  it  would  be  the  first  exception 
that  had  occurred.  There  was  an  in- 
teresting case  mentioned  in  Sir  Erskine 
May's  book  on  Parliamentary  Usage, 
which  occurred  in  1844,  when  the  same 
subject  was  considered  by  the  House.  It 
was  a  case  of  a  letter  sent  from  Italy  to  Mr. 
Thomas  Duncombe,  having  been  opened 
under  a  Warrant  by  Sir  James  Oraham. 
A  Motion  was  put  respecting  the  matter, 
and  then  an  Amendment  was  put  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  particular  case  of  Mr.  Duucombe's 
letter.  Both  the  Motion  and  the  Amend- 
ment were  withdrawn ;  and  if  that  had 
not  been  so,  the  House  would  not  have 
been  able  to  pronounce  a  judgment  on 
the  second  Besolution,  which  was  after- 
wards moved  by  Mr.  Duncombe,  that  a 
Select  Committee  should  be  appointed 
for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  tne  par- 
ticular case  of  his  letter.  That  was  in 
Order,  because  the  first  Motion  had  been 
withdrawn.  A  third  Besolution,  moved 
by  Mr.  Duncombe,  was  that  the  House 
should  express  its  regret  that  a  Secretary 
of  State  had  opened  letters.  Of  course, 
that  was  an  entirely  different  question ; 
and  the  fourth  Besolution  was  a  Motion 
for  an  Address  to  the  Crown,  praying 
for  a  copy  of  the  Warrant  authorizing  a 
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Secretary  of  State  to  open  letters  to  be 
laid  on  the  Table.  A  fiftih  Besolution 
was  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  secure  the  in- 
violability 01  letters  passed  through  the 
Post  Office.  Therefore,  although  it  was 
five  times  before  the  House,  no  Motion 
on  which  the  House  had  expressed  a 
judgment  was  ever  before  the  House. 
He  would  now  call  attention  to  two 
recent  precedents.  The  first  was  in  the 
year  1870,  when  Mr.  R.  Torrens  moved — 

'^That,  in  order  to  arrest  the  increase  of 
Pauperism,  and  to  relieve  the  distressed  condi- 
tion of  the  working  classes,  it  is  expedient  that 
measures  be  adopted  for  facilitating  the  Emigra- 
tion of  poor  families  to  British  Cok>nies." 

On  the  1 7th  of  May  in  the  same  year, 
Mr.  W.  M.  Torrens  moved — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  may  direct  mea- 
sures to  be  taken  to  provide  passages  to  the  Colo- 
nies for  intending  Emigrants,  who  shall  be  ap- 
proved by  competent  authority,  at  cheap  and 
nniform  rates  of  charge." 

The  Speaker  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  that  second  Besolution,  and 
told  the  House — 

"  There  is  a  Rule  that  no  Question  may  be 
proposed  which  is  the  same  in  substance  as  has 
been  resolved  in  the  affirmative  or  negative  in 
the  same  Session.*' 

Therefore,  the  proposal  for  facilitating 
the  emigration  of  poor  families  could 
not  be  put.  Another  precedent  was  set 
in  the  last  Parliament,  when  a  Besolu- 
tion was  passed  by  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  an  appointment  in  the  Stationary 
Office.  On  the  16th  of  July,  1877,  the 
House  resolved — 

"  That,  having  regard  to  the  recommenda- 
tions made  in  1S74  by  the  Select  Ck>mmittee  on 
Publio  Departments  (Purchases,  &o.),  this  House 
is  of  opinion  that  the  recent  appointment  of  Con- 
troller of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery  Office  is  cal- 
oulated  to  diminirii  the  usefulness  and  influence 
of  Select  Committees  of  this  House,  and  to  dis- 
courage the  interest  and  seal  of  officials  employed 
in  the  Public  Departments  of  the  State.'* 

On  the  23rd  of  July,  1877,  that  Besolu- 
tion was  read  at  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  thereupon  a  Motion  was  made  to 
rescind  it.    It  was  then  resolved — 

"That  this  House,  while  most  anxious  to 
maintain  the  usefulness  and  influence  of  its 
Select  Committees,  and  to  encourage  the  interest 
and  leal  of  officials  employed  in  the  Public  De- 
partments of  the  State,  after  hearing  the  further 
explanation  concerning  the  recent  appointment 
of  the  Controller  of  Her  Majesty's  Stationery 
Office,  withdraws  the  censure  conveyed  in  the 
said  ReMlution.*' 

Jlr.  Oont 


But  the  same  Question  was  not  on  that 
occasion  put  in  the  same  manner  as  it 
was  proposed  to  put  the  Question  to  the 
House  to-day.  The  Prime  Minister 
would  be  following  the  precedent  set 
last  Session  if  he  were  to  have  the 
Besolution  passed  last  week  read  at  the 
Table,  and  if  he  were  then  to  propose 
that,  as  he  had  been  informed  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  since  become  a  member 
of  the  Society  of  Eriends,  it  was  desirable 
to  rescind  the  Besolution.  But  let  hioi 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  what 
it  was  the  House  discussed.  The  ques* 
tion  that  was  considered  last  week  was 
whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who  had  been 
returned  as  a  Member  of  the  House,  and 
who  claimed  for  the  time  being  to  make 
a  solemn  affirmation,  should  be  per- 
mitted to  make  and  subscribe  either  a 
declaration  or  an  oath  under  the  Parlia- 
mentary Oaths  Act.  There  were,  in 
fact,  two  questions  considered  by  the 
House — Should  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  per- 
mitted to  make  an  Affirmation ;  or  should 
he,  under  the  circumstances  that  were 
mentioned,  be  permitted  to  make  an 
Oath  ?  The  House  expressed  on  those 
two  questions  a  definite  and  final  judg* 
ment.  What  that  judgment  was  was 
not  at  all  germane  to  his  present  argu- 
ment ;  but  what  he  contended  for  was, 
that  the  House  having  expressed  a 
definite  and  final  judgment,  it  there- 
fore became  disorderly  for  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  whether  the  Prime 
Minister  or  a  private  Member,  to  pro- 
pose to  the  House,  during  the  current 
Session,  a  Besolution  me  same,  or 
substantially  the  same,  as  the  one  the 
House  had  pronounced  judgment  upon. 
They  had  had  an  example  of  the  Kule 
recently.  The  hon.  Member  fbr  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere)  endeavoured 
to  propose  to  the  House  a  Motion  that 
was  the  same  as  one  that  had  been 
decided  upon.  Mr.  Labouchere  gave 
Notice  on  the  22nd  of  June  that  he 
should  ask  the  Speaker  whether  he 
should  be  in  Order  in  moving  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  now  be  allowed  to  make  an 
Affirmation,  and  the  Speaker  replied 
that — 

**  Such  a  Motion  would  be  in  direct  opposition 
to  the  vote  of  the  House  last  night,  ana  would 
therefore  be  out  of  Order,  because  it  is  ■ubsian- 
tiallj  the  same  Motion  which  the  Houae  baa 
already  pronounoed  judgment  upooL" 

The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  was  thus  put  down,  and 
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now  the  Prime  Minister  was  about  to 
propose  a  Resolution  wluch  was  sub- 
stantialhr  the  same  as  the  other  Question ; 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  Speaker, 
with  that  impartiality  which  he  always 
exercised,  would  put  the  Prime  Minister 
down  in  the  same  manner.  Was  the 
Besolution  proposed  by  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister the  same  as  that  upon  which  the 
judgment  of  the  Hoiise  had  been  taken  ? 
Me  maintained  that  it  was.  The  subject 
of  the  former  Hesolution  was  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.  The  subject  of  the  present  Beso- 
lution was  that-- 

**  Erenr  perMm  returned  m  a  Member  of  this 
Houae,  who  mkj  claim  to  be  a  person  lor  the 
time  being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a  lolemn 
Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of  taking  an 
Oath.*' 

The  Prime  Minister's  Besolution  de- 
scribed a  dass,  but  a  class  of  which  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  a  member,  and  of  which, 
at  the  present  moment,  he  was  the  only 
existing  member.  It  described  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  not  by  name,  but  by  his 
attribute;  and  did  the  Besolution  be- 
come less  disorderly  because  he  was 
distinmished  in  that  way  ?  It  might  be 
said  watthe  Besolution  applied  not  to 
one  man,  but  to  half-a-aozen  other 
persons.  Would  a  Besolution  which  in 
itself  was  disorderly  become  less  dis- 
orderly because  something  was  added  to 
it  ?  Ajid  if  they  could  not  put  the  Ques- 
tion that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  permitted  to 
affirm,  could  they  put  the  Question  that 
half-a-dozen  persons  be  permitted  to 
affirm  ?  Suppose  the  Question  was  that 
"A*'  should  be  struck  off  a  Select  Com- 
mittee because  he  was  a  lawyer,  and 
that  the  House  rejected  such  a  proposi- 
tion, was  it  open  to  any  hon.  Member 
then  to  propose  that  all  lawyers  should 
be  struck  off  the  Oommittee,  even  though 
''  A  "  was  the  only  Member  on  it  ?  Me 
appealed  to  the  common  sense  of  hon. 
Members  whether  the  meaning  of  the 
Bule  was  not  that  that  which  was  sub- 
stantially the  same  Question  should  not 
be  put  a  second  time  after  the  judgment 
of  the  House  had  been  expressed  ?  Was 
not  the  Besolution  of  the  Prime  Minister 
substantially  and  really  a  Besolution  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  permitted  to  make  an 
Affirmation  r  To  rescind  the  Besolution 
of  last  week  would  be  perfectly  in  Order ; 
but  to  do  what  the  Pnme  Minister  now 
proposed  to  do  would  be  to  set  a  prece- 
dent that  would  be  disorderly.    A  Beso- 


lution which  was  disorderly  did  not  be- 
come the  less  disorderly  because  it  w^s 
decided  upon  in  the  solemn  conclave  of 
a  Cabinet  Council.  Therefore,  it  would 
be  his  duty,  when  the  Prime  Minister 
rose  to  propose  his  Besolution,  to  ask 
the  Speaker,  as  a  question  of  Order, 
whether  the  Prime  Minister  could  be 
permitted  to  put  such  a  Besolution  to 
the  House?  He  thought  the  House 
would  act  very  wisely  if,  instead  of  post- 
poning the  Orders  of  the  Day,  it  were  to 
proceed  now  to  consider  the  Employers* 
LiabiHty  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Having  listened 
to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
stating  an  argument  which  I  find  no 
necessity  whatever  for  me  to  answer,  I 
would  beg.  Sir,  to  put  the  Question  to 
you  now  whether  the  Besolution  which 
I  am  about  to  propose  is  a  Besolution 
conformable  to  the  Orders  of  the 
House  ?         

Mr.SPEAKEB:  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Chatham  has  correctly  stated 
the  Bule  of  the  House  to  be  that  the 
same  Question  may  not  be  twice  offered 
in  a  Session.  But  the  point  which  the 
House  has  to  consider  is  this — whether 
the  Besolution  now  proposed  to  be 
offered  to  the  House  is  substantiallv  the 
same  as  that  on  which  a  vote  of  the 
House  was  taken  on  the  22nd  of  June. 
On  comparing  the  two  Besolutions,  I 
find  essential  differences  between  them. 
On  the  former  occasion  the  House  im- 
posed a  restraint  upon  a  particular  in- 
dividual as  to  his  claim  to  take  the  Oath 
or  to  make  an  Affirmation.  On  the  other 
hand,  the  Besolution  now  proposed  to  be 
offered  to  the  House  is  a  measure  of  re- 
lief extending  to  every  person  returned 
as  a  Member  of  this  House,  who  may 
claim  to  be  a  person  for  the  time  being 
by  Law  permitted  to  make  a  solemn 
Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of 
taking  an  Oath.  In  this  respect  the 
two  Besolutions  present  marked  dif- 
ferences. I  may  add,  further,  that  the 
Besolution  about  to  be  offered  provides 
that  a  Member  shall  be  permittea  without 
question  to  make  Affirmation,  and  that, 
in  doing  so,  he  shall  be  subject  to  any  lia- 
bility by  statute.  I  need,  scarcely  re- 
mind the  House  that  there  are  numerous 
precedents  of  cases  in  which  the  House 
has  modified  or  partially  rescinded  former 
Besolutions.  This  appears  to  me  to  be 
such  a  case,  and  I  see  no  good  around 
for  interposing  to  prevent  the  Besolu- 
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tion  now  proposed  to  be  offered  to  the 
House. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
be  postponed  until  after  the  Motion  re- 
lating to  the  Parliamentary  Affirmation. 
—{Mr,  OladsUme.) 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  K I  did  not  reply 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  opposite  it  was  from  no  want 
of  general  respect  for  him,  but  because 
I  felt  that,  considering  the  yehemence 
and  strength  of  the  language  he  thought 
himself  entitled  to  use,  and  considering 
the  extraordinary  charges  he  thought 
himself  warranted  in  making,  and  the 
peremptory  manner  in  which,  while  pro- 
fessing to  appeal  to  the  Chair,  he  de- 
clared on  his  own  authority  what  was  Or- 
der and  what  was  not,  I  felt  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  it  would  be  inexpe- 
dient to  enter  upon  a  discussion  so  wide, 
because  it  would  tend  to  introduce  heat 
into  this  debate.  There  is  one  thing 
upon  which  I  feel  conyinced  that  we  are 
aU  agreed,  and  there  is  another  upon 
which  I  hope  we  may,  to  a  great  extent, 
be  agreed.  That  on  which  I  hope  we 
are  ful  agreed  is  that  there  will  be  no 
adyantage  to  the  dignity  of  this  House 
in  a  renewal  of  lengthened  and  heated 
discussion  on  this  occasion.  Contenting 
myself  with  that  brief  and  simple  ajppeal, 
I  shall  endeayour  to  act  in  the  spirit  of 
the  sentiments  I  baye  uttered,  and  ayoid 
eyery  word  that  can  giye  offence ;  and 
not  only  so,  but  entirely  to  refrain  en- 
tering into  the  general  argument  which, 
as  I  think,  has  been  completely  ex- 
hausted. My  duty  will  be  to  describe  the 
particular  situation  of  the  House,  to 
enumerate  the  facts  of  the  case,  and  to 
explain  the  duty  that  we  think  is  in- 
cumbent on  the  Goyemment  in  this 
matter.  We  are  all  aereed  on  the 
primary  and  paramount  duty  of  main- 
taining the  dignity  of  the  House;  and 
the  dignity  of  the  House,  as  it  may  be 
considered  in  many  points  of  yiew,  may 
also  be  reg^arded  ttom  one  that  is  fim- 
damental  and  anterior  to  all  others — 
that,  namely,  which  concerns  the  police 
of  the  House  and  the  maintenance  of 
the  exterior  decency  of  our  proceedings. 
Sir,  it  is  a  sense  of  the  stringency  of  that 
obligation  which  has  induced  my  Col- 
leagues to  take  this  matter  into  their 
consideration,  and  which  now  induces 
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me  to  submit  a  proposal  to  the  Honaa, 
notwithstanding  the  fact  that  we  were 
not  the  majority  that  brought  about  this 
position  of  affairs,  and  thi^  we  might  on 
eyery  general  principle  anticipate  that 
that  majority  woiUd  be  prepare  to  deal 
with  that  position  of  afiturs  which  it 
created.    Let  us  see  whe^er  that  has 
been  so.      I    do    not    question   for   a 
moment  anything  that  nas  been  said 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  or  by  anyone  else, 
as  to  l^e  perfect  sincerity  with  which  he 
has  declared  his  yiews  on  the  decency  of 
certain  proceedings.      We  are  agread 
that  the  dignity  of  the  House  must  be 
maintained  in  respect  to  the  decency  of 
its  proceedings ;  but  how  has  that  been 
done  for  the  last  four  days?     As  I 
belieye,  entirely  by  the  knowledge  on 
the  part  of  a  particular  indiyidual  that 
the  Motion  whi^Iamnowabouttosubmit 
to  the  House  was  a  Motion  about  to  be 
made.   But  for  that  knowledge,  I  belieye 
I  am  correct  in  saying — though  I  do  not 
possess,  and  haye  not  sought  to  possess, 
any  priyate  channels  or  means  of  infor- 
mation— that  we  should  haye  been  sub- 
jected to  the  pain  and  grief  of  witnessing 
a  repetition  of  the  unbecoming  scene 
which  occurred  in  this  House  a  short 
time  back.     Now,  let  us  consider  how 
it  is  that  this  duty  comes  into  the  hands 
of  the  Goyemment,  deyolying  upon  it — 
I  may  say  deputed  to  it — by.  those  who 
constituted  the  recent  majority.     The 
majority  of  the  House  adopted  the  Be- 
solution  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  neither 
permitted  to  affirm  nor  to  take  the  Oath. 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  declined  obedience  to 
the    Besolution;   he   appeared  in    the 
House;    he  committed   an  undeniable 
offence  against  the  Order  of  the  House, 
and  declfured  his  intention  to  repeat  that 
offence  again  and  again  until  he  had 
effected  his  entry  into   the  House  of 
Commons.     Upon  that,   he  was  com- 
mitted without  opposition — at  any  rate, 
almost  with  the  general,  if  not  unani* 
mous,  assent  of  the  House — to  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.    He  re- 
mained in  that  custody  a  little  more  than 
24  hours ;  and  then  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  rose  in  his  place,  and  moved 
that  he  be  released — that  he  be  released, 
not  upon  apoloffjr,  reparation,  or  promise 
not  to  repeat  ms  offence,  but  with  the 
full  knowledge  and  clear  reoolleotion  of 
his  own  announcement  that  that  offence 
would  be  repeated  from  time  to  time, 
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until  the  object  with  which  it  was  com- 
mitted WM  mined.  Mj  right  hon. 
Friend,  in  making  that  Motion,  said  he 
felt  he  had  vindicated  the  dignity  of  the 
House.  It  is  my  absolute  dulnr  to  ac- 
cept, however  difficult  it  may  be,  that 
assertion  of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  and  I 
do  accept  it ;  but  I  must  say  I  believe  he 
is  one  of  a  very  few  who  would  consider 
that  to  commit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  re- 
lease him  after  24  hours,  and  in  the  face 
of  his  announcement  that  his  o£fence 
would  be  repeated  Mm  quotiet  imtil  his 
object  was  gained  —  I  think  there  are 
very  few  who  would  feel  that  thereby 
the  dignity  of  the  House  was  main- 
tained. If  I  had  felt  l^t  it  was,  I 
should  gladly  have  abstained  from 
troubling  the  House  of  Commons  now ; 
but  what  I  felt,  and  what  mv  OoUeagues 
felt,  was,  on  the  contrary,  tnat  we  were 
subject  from  day  to  day  to  a  certain  and 
obvious  violation  of  the  dignity  and 
decency  of  our  proceedings,  and  that 
it  was  necessary  for  us — the  majority 
of  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  having 
apparently  considered  it  their  duty  to 
withdraw  —  to  make  a  proposal  to  the 
House.  Let  me  first  say  that  I  do  not 
see  any  means  of  supporting  our  dig^ty 
or  of  upholding  the  Oraer  of  our  proceed* 
ings  by  a  repetition  of  what  was  done  last 
week.  Were  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  repeat 
the  act  which  led  to  his  committal,  I  pre- 
sume someone  would  move  for  a  repeti- 
tion of  the  committal.  How  long  would 
the  committal  last?  And  would  any- 
thing be  gained  to  anyone  if  again  the 
Motion  were  to  be  made,  after  another 

C*od  of  24  hours,  to  release  Mr.  Brad- 
jh  ?  I  can  see  no  way  of  deliverance 
from  the  difficulty  in  which  we  are  placed 
by  this  method  of  committal  one  dav  and 
release  without  apology  or  amendment 
on  the  next.  Then  it  is  said  by  some 
that  the  remedy  ought  to  be  sought  by 
the  method  of  legislation.  I  do  not  pre- 
sume to  restrain  any  Members  of  the 
House  in  that  respect.  If  they  can  see 
their  way  to  make  a  proposal,  as  many 
of  the  most  iniportant  subjects  relating 
to  the  Law  of  Parliament  have  been  re- 
peatedly dealt  with  by  private  Members, 
far  be  it  from  us  to  snut  off  from  any 
Members  the  opportunity  of  moving  or 
rendering  a  service  to  the  House.  We 
do  not  see  that  any  advantage  can  pos- 
siblv  arise  from  our  attempting  anything 
of  this  kind ;  and  on  these  three  grounds, 
each  of  which  I  think  to  be  conclusive^ 


it  seems  to  us  that  whenever  a  question 
of  the  alteration  of  the  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act  is  raised,  it  is  desirable  that 
it  should  be  discussed  in  cold  blood. 
Discussed  in  cold  blood  it  cannot  be,  if 
it  be  known,  if  it  be  notorious,  that  the 
immediate  purpose  for  which  that  legis- 
lation is  proposed  is  the  admission  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  In  the  second  place, 
we  must  bear  in  mind  the  lessons  that 
have  been  taught  by  recent  facts.  We 
must  recollect  that,  while  legal  and  quaii* 
legal  arguments  have  been  offered  by 
some  Oentlemen  on  that  side  of  the 
House  in  support  of  the  recent  Heeolu- 
tion,  there  have  been  a  far  larger  num- 
ber of  speeches  which  have  had  no 
reference  to  those  arguments  at  all,  but 
which  have  bluntly  and  plainly  expressed 
the  sentiments  of  the  Petitions  presented 
before  I  rose,  that  we  should  not  allow 
an  Atheist  to  sit  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. We  know  perfectly  well  that  the 
legislation  proposed  by  us  on  such  a 
subject  must  necessarily  raise,  I  will 
not  say  intemperate,  but  I  will  say 
lengthened  discussions ;  because  a  prin- 
ciple of  that  kind,  taking  root  in  the 
minds  and  hearts  of  men,  appears  to 
them  both  to  justify  and  to  require  their 
compelline  the  Parliament,  by  what 
they  think  is  a  legitimate  use  of  their 
privileges,  to  enter  largely  into  matters 
of  such  depth  and  importance  We, 
therefore,  feel  that  for  us  to  make  such 
a  proposal  with  our  eyes  open  would  be 
to  impede,  in  such  a  degree  as  to  be 
equivalent  to  sacrificing,  a  great  deal  of 
the  important  Public  Business  we  have 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  But,  lastly,  we  should  fail  in 
that  which  is  the  main  object  in  induc- 
ing us  to  mov^,  because  we  have  no 
reason  to  believe — and  I  do  not  believe 
— durinff  those  lengthened  debates,  with 
all  the  feeling  they  would  excite,  with 
all  the  imcertainty  as  to  the  ultimate 
fate  of  the  measure,  here  or  ''elsewhere," 
that  the  dijo^ty  of  this  House,  and  the 
decency  of  our  proceedings  would  be 
maintained.  We  believe  that  we  should 
forfeit,  at  all  events,  the  primary  object 
we  have  in  view — ^namely,  the  avoiding 
a  repetition  of  the  painful  scenes  we 
have  already  witnessed.  That  being  so, 
we  have  considered  whether  there  was 
any  other  course  which  we  might  adopt. 
Now,  there  was  a  point  in  the  speeches 
of  hon.  Oentlemen  where  it  appeared 
we  were,  to  some  extent,  in  contact. 
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of  the  Opposition.  From  the  moment 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  returned  it  was 
foreseen  that  the  difficulty  would  arise, 
and  it  was  a  great  pity  that  the  Liberal 
Party  gave  the  countenance  they  did  to 
his  candidature.  He  had  received  the 
open  patronage  of  the  Leaders  of  that 
Party,  and  a  noted  Nonconformist  tele- 
graphed to  the  electors  of  Northampton 
to  elect  him  rather  than  allow  a  Tory  to 
get  in.  When  he  presented  himself  and 
claimed  to  affirm,  the  Government  knew 
perfectly  well  that  he  did  not  come 
within  the  -category  of  persons  entitled 
by  law  to  make  an  Affirmation ;  and  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  Party  bias  which 
they  and  their  supporters  imported  into 
the  matter  the  House  would  never  have 
been  placed  in  its  present  difficulty.  It 
had  been  said  that  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  ought  to  produce  some 
legislation  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
A&.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat.  He 
submitted,  however,  that  this  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
House  to  do  anything  to  enable  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  except  by 
les^slation.  The  relief  which  the  law 
allowed,  to  make  an  Affirmation,  was 
confined  to  persons  who  held  some  re- 
ligious belief ;  and,  although  there  were 
persons  sitting  in  the  House  whose  views 
involved  the  negation  of  religious  be- 
lief, this  was  the  first  time  that  an 
avowed  Atheist  had  ever  come  into  the 
House  himself,  thrusting  his  objection- 
able opinions  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  It  was  well  known  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  declared  in  a  Court  of 
Law  that  an  oath  would  not  be  binding 
on  his  conscience ;  but  because  a  learned 
Judge  allowed  him  to  affirm  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  that  was  no  reason 
why  Parliament  should  permit  him  to 
take  the  same  course.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  ground  of  complaint  against  any- 
one it  was  against  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vemment  for  not  adopting  the  manly 
and  straightforward  way  of  meeting  his 
claims  by  legislation,  instead  of  trying 
to  get  him  into  the  House  by  a  back 
way.  The  Besolution  of  the  Govern- 
ment not  only  rescinded  that  at  which 
the  House  had  already  arrived,  but  it 
authorized  an  illegal  act,  or  one  of  very 
doubtful  legality,  to  be  done  by  Mr. 
Bradlaugh,  and  repeated  by  anyone 
else  holding  his  views  in  future.  This 
was  the  only  instance  on  record  in  which 
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an  attempt  had  been  made  to  make  a 
Standing  Order  which  would  allow  an 
act  of  doubtful  legality  to  be  done.  He 
had  no  sympathy  with  Mr.  Bradlaneh  ; 
but  he  thought  the  Gbvemment  nad 
treated  him  with  sross  injustice  from 
beginning  to  end  of  this  matter.  If  the 
Besolution  were  passed  he  would  still  be 
liable  to  an  action  at  law ;  and  it  was 
but  the  beginning  of  a  long  oontroTersj, 
which  he  (Lord  Henrr  Scott)  would 
prefer  to  see  dealt  with  in  an  boneet 
and  straightforward  manner,  and  not 
by  the  course  proposed  by  the  OoTem- 

ment.  

Mb.  P.  J.  SMYTH:  Sir,  as  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  for- 
mer occasion,  I  hope  the  House  will 
extend  its  indulgence  to  me  a  short  time. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  neither  the 
Besolution  nor  the  Amendment,  nor  both 
together,  raise  the  true  issue.    It  is  im- 
possible to  dissociate  the  personality  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  question  b^ore 
the  House.     The  Motion   has    special 
reference  to  him  and  to  others,  if,  un- 
happily, such  there  be,  who  share,  or 
fancy  they  share,  his  views.     If  this 
were  a  question  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty,  I  would  say — ''  Amend  the  Forms 
of  Parliament  for  the  aoccommodation  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,   and  throw  wide  your 
doors  for    the  admission  of  him  and 
others."    Civil  liberty  I  take  to  mean 
that  all  men  in  this  coimtrr  are  equal 
in  the  eye  of  the  law ;  and  by  religious 
liberty  I  understand  the  right  of  every 
man  to  worship  Qod  aooOTding  to  his 
conscience.    No  one  proposes  to  deprive 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  any  civil  or  religious 
right;    but    Parliament,   having  been 
broadly    challenged,    is    bound  to  de- 
fend against  him  and  others  the  prin- 
ciple of  its  own  existence.    No  new  test 
is  sought  to  be  imposed.    The  test  of 
Theism  has  existed  always.    It  is  im- 
plied in  every  act  and  in  every  form  of 
Parliament.      It    pervades  the   whole  j 
body  of  the  Constitution,  of  which,  like] 
the  soul  in  man,  it  is  the  animating  prin*l 
ciple.    Is  the  prayer  with  which  rarHa«| 
ment  opens  each  day  its  proceedings  an 
empty  formula ;  or  is  it  not  an  humble 
action  of  acknowledgment  of  its  absolute' 
dependence  on  an  All- wise  Providence! 
Does  the  phrase  quoted  in  the  Preambl4| 
of  every  Act,  **  the  Lords  spiritual  and 
temporal,"  signify  only  the  union  be-j 
tween  Church  and  State,  and  not  th 
higher  and betterunion between  religioa 
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"  It  would  not  hare  been  competent  for  any 
Member  to  go  back  upon  Mr.  Bradlan^h'a  elec- 
tion speeches ;  but  the  matter  stands  differently 
now  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  has  claimed  to  be  ex- 
empt from  the  Oath,  on  the  ground  that  he  was 
a  person  on  whom  it  was  not  oinding." 

That  claim  was  not  made  spontaneously 
by  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
words,  as  you  will  find  on  reference  to 
the  eyidenoe  of  Sir  Erskine  May,  were 
words  which  in  no  way  indicated  his 
Atheism,  but  which  len  the  question 
perfectly  unsolyed  whether  he  was  claim- 
ing under  the  statutes  relating  to  judi- 
cial Affirmation,  or  under  the  laws  which 
relate  to  Afflnnations  taken  at  this 
Table.  Another  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman, the  MoTer  of  the  Amendment 
(Sir  Hardinge  QifiBard),  said — 

**  It  was  impossible  not  to  see  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laiu|h's  views  had  been  thrust  \xp<m  the  House, 
and  that  important  distinction  must  be  obvious 
to  everyone. 

I  think  I  shall  carry  with  me  universal 
assent  when  I  say  that  a  man  thrusts 
nothing  upon  the  House  but  that  which 
he  himself  spontaneously  asserts  at  this 
Table,  provided  what  he  asserts  is  in 
the  terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
neither  falls  short  of  it  nor  goes  beyond 
it.  That  is  an  assertion  I  make  on  the 
credit  cft  the  very  highest  authority  with 
reference  to  what  was  said  by  Mr.  Brad- 
laup^h — an  assertion  which  cannot,  I 
behere,  be  in  the  slightest  deeree  im- 
peached or  impugned.  If  that  be  so,  I 
ask  is  there  any  Oentleman  in  this 
House,  on  whatever  side  he  may  sit,  or 
whatever  opinions  he  may  entertain, 
who  will  thmk  that  there  ought  to  be 
visited  upon  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  as  if  it  had 
been  his  own  spontaneous  act,  inferences 
drawn  from  matter  which  he  did  not 
tender,  which,  so  far  as  it  depended 
upon  him,  he  would  have  kept  back,  but 
which  was  drawn  from  him  by  questions 
put  by  the  Officers  at  the  Table  ?  I  be- 
heve,  therefore,  many  Gentlemen  have 
given  their  vote  under  a  misapprehension 
as  to  die  facts  of  the  case,  as  to  the  ob- 
trusion by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  the  opinions 
which  have  given  so  much  offence,  and 
as  to  the  effect  of  those  opinions  on  the 
duty  and  obligations  of  the  House. 
Now,  these  are  the  grounds  on  which  we 
think  that  a  Motion  pf  this  kind  should 
be  made— a  Motion  which  I  trust  will 
settle  this  painful  controversy;  but  a 
Motion  which  I  think  has  a  yet  greater 
merit — an  eflisotual  preventive  flme  for 


the  future.  It  was  no  mere  technical 
distinction.  Sir,  which  was  observed  by 
you  in  the  Chair,  that  this  Motion  is  made 
80  as  to  save  us  from,  I  hope,  a  remote  risk 
of  the  recurrence  of  scenes  and  circum- 
stances so  painful  and  difficult  that  even 
the^Jjeaders  who  bring  them  about  are 
unable  to  deal  with  them,  but  find  them- 
selves, in  the  fulfilment  of  their  duties, 
obliged  to  throw  the  responsibility  of 
finding  a  remedy  upon  those  who  offered 
resistance  to  them.  The  foundation  on 
which  this  Besolution  rests  is  this.  It  is 
not  weU  that  an^  person  duly  elected, 
and  tendering  himself  in  the  terms  of 
the  Act  of  Parliament  at  this  Table  to 
swear  or  affirm,  should  be  precluded 
from  taking  his  place  in  this  House 
— subject  to  the  liabilities  incumbent  on 
him  by  statute — through  any  question 
put  to  him  on  behalf  of  the  House.  That, 
Sir,  is  the  simple  issue  which  I  present 
to  the  mind  of  the  House,  and  I  detach 
it  altogether  from  the  specialities  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  opinions.  There  might 
have  been  other  opinions  which  might 
have  been  elicited  by  questions  m>m 
persons  in  other  oircumstlEtnces.  I  care 
not  what  the  opinions  were ;  we  stand 
upon  this  point — that  where  tiie  law  has 
laid  down  a  rule,  where  the  constltuenqy 
have  exercised  their  privilege,  where 
their  proceedings  are  unimpeachable  in 
form  and  substance,  and  where  the  man 
whom  they  have  chosen  neither  says 
nor  does  anything  in  this  House  of  ms 
own  accord,  stK>ntaneously,  deviating 
either  to  the  right  or  left  ^om  the  line 
pointed  out  by  the  Act  of  Parliament — 
we  say  that  it  is  not  well  for  the  general 
interests  of  the  countnr,  it  is  not  well 
for  the  interests  or  character  of  this 
House,  that  such  a  person,  whatever 
his  opinions,  on  presenting  himself 
should  be  stopped  on  his  road  to  his 
seat  by  the  act  of  any  person  proceeding 
to  question  him  on  the  part  of  the 
House.  It  is  well  that  he  should  be 
left  to  be  tried  by  the  tribunals  of  his 
country,  which  have  full  means  for  con- 
ducting his  trial,  and  which  will  acquit 
or  coDuemn  him  according  to  law. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  ererv  person  returned  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  who  may  chum  to  be  a  person  for 
the  time  being  by  Law  pennitted  to  make  a 
solemn  Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of 
taldnff  an  Oath,  shall  henceforth  (notwith- 
standmg  so  mudb  of  the  Resolution  adopted  by 
this  House  on  the  2Snd  of  June  htft  as  relates 
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to  Affirmation)  be  permitted,  without  question, 
to  make  and  lubscnbe  a  solemn  Affirmation  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  the  'Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act,  1866,'  as  altered  by  'The  Promis- 
sory Oaths  Act,  1868,'  subject  to  any  liability 
by  statute."— (Jtfr.  Gladstone,) 

SiE  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE,  in 
rising  to  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment : — 

*'  That  this  House  cannot  adopt  a  Resolution 
which  virtually  rescinds  the  Ueeolution  passed 
by  it  on  the  22nd  day  of  June  last,'' 

• 

said :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  most  entirely  con- 
cur with  the  Prune  Minister  in  the 
observations  with  which  he  opened 
his  speech ;  and  I  trust  the  great  body 
of  the  House  also  concur  with  him  in 
desiring  that  we  should  debate  this 
question  in  a  cahn  and  uncontroversial 
spirit,  as  far  as  that  is  possible,  and  that 
we  should  abstain  from  re-opening  many 
of  the  questions  which  we  discussed  on 
the  previous  occasion.  It  will  be  my  en- 
deavour, in  the  few  remarks  I  shall 
offer  to  the  House,  to  present  them  in 
that  spirit,  and  to  observe  the  cautions 
given  us  by  the  Prime  Minister.  But,  at 
the  same  time,  while  I  admit  that  my 
right  hon.  Friend's  speech  was  charac- 
terized by  a  good  deal  of  moderation  in 
many  respects,  I  could  not  but  notice 
that  throughout  his  remarks — and  very 
pointedly  in  some  parts  of  them — he  did, 
m  measured  but,  at  the  same  time,  very 
significant  language,  endeavour  to  cast 
on  Members  who  sit  on  this  side  of  the 
House— on  those  of  us  who  have  already 
taken  part  in  these  debates,  and  on 
those  whom  he  was  pleased  to  describe  as 
« the  majority  " — a  responsibility  which, 
on  their  part  and  on  my  own,  I  beg  re- 
spectfully to  disclaim ;  and  I  shall  find 
it  necessary  to  dispute  at  least  one  of 
the  propositions  on  which  he  rested  his 
case.  Me  made  an  observation,  in  which 
he  said  that  those  whom  he  described  as 
"  the  majority  "  had  thrown  on  the  Go- 
vernment the  responsibility  of  dealing 
with  the  situation  they  had  created; 
and  if  you  were  to  judge  of  what  has 
taken  place  from  the  description  which 
the  Pnme  Minister  gives  of  it,  you  would 
think  that  from  the  beginning  the  mat- 
ter had  been  taken  up  and  dealt  with  by 
those  whom  he  describes  by  that  conve- 
nient term  "the  majority,"  and  that  the 
Government  had  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  matter  until  after  the  majority  had 
completed  its  work  after  its  own  clumsy 
fashion,  and  had  found  itself  too  weak  and 


too  incompetent  to  deal  with  the  result 
— and  that  that  majority  had  thrown 
over  upon  the  Gh)vemment  the  task  and 
the  duty  of  preserving  the  Order  of  the 
House ;  and,  founded  upon  that  repre- 
sentation of  the  facts — ^which  I  contend 
to  be  an  entire  misrepresentation — the 
Prime  Minister  has  offered  to  the  House 
an  argument  for  taking  a  step  which  I 
shall  endeavour  presently  to  show  is  a 
very  serious  and  a  very  questionable 
step,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  the  only 
one  the  Oovemment  can  see  adequate  to 
preserve  the  peace,  and  maintain  what 
he  caUs  the  police  of  the  House.    Now, 
I  very  seriously  doubt  the  wisdom  of 
relying  on  such  an  argument  as  that. 
I  hope  the  House  will  take  into  con- 
sideration what  is  the  effect  and  mean- 
ing of  an  argument  addressed  to  us  in 
such  a  form  as  we  have  already  heard, 
warning  xis  that  unless  a  certain  course 
is  pursued  by  the  House  we  must  expect 
a  renewal  of  scenes  derogatory  to  the 
character   and  dignity  of  the  House. 
The  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
rested  far  too  much  on  that  foundation ; 
and  I,  for  my  part,  though  not  indis- 
posed to  attach  a  certain  amount  of 
weight  to  a  fair  consideration  of  Order, 
entirely  disclaim  that  as  a  ground  for  a 
step  which  would  in  itself  be  inconvenient 
and  improper.    Let  me  for  one  moment 
ask  how  far  the  statement  is  correct,  that 
this  is  a  matter  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  concerned  imtil  the  time 
when  what  the  right  hon.  GOntleman  is 
pleased  to  call  me  majority  threw  it 
upon  them  ?    What  is  the  history  of  the 
case  ?    It  is  said  that  there  was  no  ob- 
trusion by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  he  claimed  to 
affirm  before  the  House  until  he  was 
questioned.    I  will  not  enter  into  that 
matter.    I  will  remind  hon.  Gentlemen 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  given  Notice 
even  before  he  made  his  appearance  at 
that  Table— he  had  given  Notice  to  yon, 
Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  chief  authority  of 
the  House — that  he  intended  to  take  the 
step,  and  he  came    forward  with  the 
cognizance  certainly  of  the  Government 
that  he  intended  to  take  the  step.    I 
presume  it  will  not  be  denied  by  the 
uovemment  that  they  were  aware,  be- 
fore he  presented  .himself,  that  it  was 
his    intention    to    daim    the   rig^t  to 
affirm ;   and  they  were  also  aware  that 
you,   Mr.  Speaker,  had    great  doubts 
wheUier  he  should  be  allowed  to  affirm. 
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f  oraiisto  in  partioular,  in  respect  to  com- 

plioity  on    their  pait  with    this    most 

atrocious  case.     As  an  individual  unit 

of  that  great  Party,  which  represents — as 

I  'believe^the  immemorial  spirit  of  the 

Cnglish  people,  and  as  the  Kepresenta- 

^▼6  of  a  constituency  (East  Cornwall) 

largely  Nonconformist  in  that  part  of 

tills  country  which  John  Wesley  specially 

made  his  own,  I  wish,  standing  here  in 

my  place,  in  such  poor  words  as  I  am 

capable  of,  most  indignantly  to  rebut  and 

to  repudiate  that  charge.    It  is  framed 

in  the  same  mould  as  one  which  we  had 

to  deal  with  during  the  recent  Election, 

and  which,  appearing  in  a  letter,  which, 

from  the  prominence  of  its  author  and 

the    prominence  of   its  recipient,  was 

dignified  by  Uie  name  of  a  Manifesto, 

imputed  di^oyalty  by  implication  to  the 

Ldberal  Party.    Both  alike  were  based 

on  individual  instances  devoid  of  truth  ; 

the  first  recoiled  on  those  who  made  it, 

and  the  second  will  do  the  same.    But. 

aince  that  insinuation  has  been  made,  it 

must  be  answered;  and  for  this  object 

I  have  in  my  mind  the  words  of  that 

chivalrous  and  far-seeing  man,  M.  de 

Tooqueville — 

**The  experience  of  all  ages  has  shown  that 
tiie  most  living  root  of  religious  belief  has  ever 
been  planted  in  the  heart  of  the  people.*' 

Now,  in  the  first  place,  whatever  some 
philosophers  may  say,  even  if  there  were 
a  dozen  Mr.  Bradlaughs  in  this  House, 
the  fact  would  remain  that,  in  so  far  as 
the  community  is  concerned,  this  nation 
is  still  not  only  a  religious  but  a  Christian 
nation.  There  is  inherent  within  it  a 
religious  expression,  which  alternately 
guides  and  controls,  and  is  g^ded  and 
controlled  by  the  civil  power;  and,  in 
the  second  place.  Liberalism,  if  I  know 
anythinflr  of  it,  is  the  expression  of  the 
voice  of  the  people's  heart.  In  the 
practical  politics  of  the  Party,  therefore, 
reliffion  still  lives,  and  moves,  and  has 
its  being.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
make  any  defence  for  Nonconformists. 
The  Wedeyans  have  sent,  as  a  protest 
to  this  House,  one  of  the  most  solemn 
documents  ever  laid  before  it, — on  the 
matter  of  the  Oath.  The  fact,  then, 
really  amounts  to  this — that  all  this 
while  Liberals  and  Nonconformists  have 
been  seeing  what,  I  am  sorrv  to  say, 
some  hon.  uentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  as  well  as  on  that  have  been  blind 
to— namely,  that  the  maintenance  of  a 


man's  rights  has  nothing  on  earth  to  do 
with  complicity  with  his  views.  In  con- 
clusion, I  will  say  that  fortunate,  most 
fortunate,  do  I  hold  it  to  be  that  the 
Leader  of  this  House  in  such  a  crisis  as 
this  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whom 
his  Queen  and  countnr  alike  have  called 
to  occupy  that  exalted  post.  In  him  all 
alike  can  place  reliance  when  the  cause 
of  religion  is  at  stake.  Not  unwilling 
will  he  be  that  I  should  recall  to  this 
House,  to  his  Party,  but  to  the  new 
Members  most  of  all,  words  which,  in 
1872,  he  used  in  an  address  to  students 
at  Liverpool — 

'*  In  preparing  yonrselves  for  the  combat  of 
life  I  beg  you  to  take  this  also  into  your  ac- 
count, that  the  spirit  of  denial  is  abroad,  and 
that  it  has  challenged  all  religion,  but  especially 
the  religion  we  profess,  to  the  oombat  of  life 
and  death." 

Having  regard  to  those  words,  and  to 
many  others  of  like  import  which  have 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman,  I  am  prepared  faithfully  and 
trustfully  to  follow  him  into  the  Lobby 
to  which  this  Eesolution  will  lead,  be- 
lieving that — where  religion  is  in  Ques- 
tion— if  I  may  use  the  old  simile  of  the 
ship  of  the  State,  no  counter  seas  will 
make  his  hand  to  waver  on  the  wheel, 
no  passing  clouds  divert  his  vision  from 
the  lode- star  of  our  ancient  faith. 

Mr.  NORTHCOTE  approached  the 
question  from  a  very  young  Member's 
point  of  view,  and  not  from  considera- 
tions ultra-legal  or  ultra- ecclesiastical. 
He  was  one  of  three  Conservative  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  original  pro- 
position of  the  Government  that  the 
case  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  allegations  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  nourished  some  personal  ani- 
mosity against  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  that 
they  were  actuated  in  their  conduct  by 
a  oesire  to  obtain  an  electioneering  ad- 
vantage. As  for  the  charge  of  personal 
animosity,  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  he  entertained  no  animosity  towards 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  With  regard  to  the 
second  allegation  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred,  he  would  remind  the  House  that 
it  was  not  the  Conservative  Party  who 
initiated  the  proceedings  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  The  person  who  originally 
expressed  a  doubt  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  could  or  could  not  affirm  was 
the  Speaiker  himself,  and  upon  such  doubt 
being  expressed,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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as  to  whether  anything  more  was  to  be 
done,  I  am  not  surprised  that  the  Prime 
Minister  put  it  to  those  who  voted  in  the 
majority  the  night  before—'*  Is  there 
anything  you    have  to  propose?"     I 
took  upon  myself  the  office  of  spokes- 
man, not  as  speaking  for  all  the  Gentle- 
men who  had  voted  in  the  majority  the 
night  before,  but  feeling  it  my  duty  as 
one  in  a  position  of  some  responsibiliiy 
in  this  House.    I  took  it  upon  myself, 
first  of  all,  to  say  that  we  tkought  the 
decision  of  the  House  was  clear,  and  we 
did  not  wish  to  add  to  it.     The  conse- 
quence was  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  as  was 
necessarily  the  case,  was  called  upon  to 
withdraw.    He  declined;  he  remsed — 
I  will  not  say  disrespectfully,  but  in  a 
firm  manner — to  obey  the  Orders  of  the 
House ;  and  it  did  seem  to  me  that  at 
that  point  the  duty  of  preserving  the 
order  and  dignity  of  the  House  ought 
to  have  reverted  to  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter.     I    did    not    take    upon    myself 
voluntarily  the  duty  of   making    any 
proposal.    I  made  the  proposal  I  did 
because  the  Prime  Mimster  abstained, 
and  abstcdned  most  distinctly  and  mark- 
edly, from  making  it ;  and  it  was  im- 
possible that  you,    Sir,  could  be  left 
unsupported.    It  was  dearly  the  dul^ 
of  someone  to  take  that  step ;  I  took 
that  step,  feeling  it  to  be  my  duty,  as  I 
still  beheve  it  was.    I  was  obliged,  in 
support  of  your  authority,  and  of  the 
authority  and'  dig^ty  of  the  House,  to 
make  that  Motion,  which  I  made  with 
great    pain    and   reluctance,   that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  should  be  committed  to  the 
custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.  I  made 
it  in  order  to  show  that  the  House  was 
prepared  to  support  to  the  extreme  its 
own  right  and  its  own  authority,  and  to 
vindicate  its  Orders.     Mr.    Bradlaugh 
claimed  to  have  a  legal  right  to  do  what 
he  was  prevented  doing.     He  asserted 
that  the  House  was  taking  a  step  beyond 
its  legal  powers ;  he  resisted  to  the  last. 
I  do  not  blame  him;  I  think  he  was 
quite  right  in  bringing  the  matter  to 
tnat  issue.    It  was  so  brought ;   a  dis- 
tinct claim  was  put  forward  on  the  one 
hand,  and  there  was  a  distinct  assertion 
of  authority  on  the  other.    At  that  point 
I  considered  my  functions  terminated; 
and  I  thought  it  right  the  following  day 
to  put  a  Question  to  the  Prime  Minister, 
ana  to  ask  whether  the  Government  in- 
tended to  do  anything  in  the  matter? 
Well,  they  said  they  did  not.    Or,  rather. 

Sir  SUiffbrd  NbrtkcoU 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said    lie  Kad 
not  yet  consulted  his  Colleagues,  which 
struck  me  as  a  rather  remarkable  state- 
ment.   Considering  the  very  great  im- 
portance of  the  crisis,  I  should    liave 
thought  he  would   have  taken,    at  all 
events,  the  trouble  to  consult  his  Col* 
leagues  as  to  what  he  ought  to  do.      That 
being  so,  I  considered  my  functions  in 
the  matter  were  now  terminated,  and  I 
moved  the  discharge  of  Mr.  Bradlao^i, 
as  I  should  do  again  in  the  circmii- 
stances.     What  was  the  language   of 
the  Prime  Minister  on  that  oecaaion? 
The  Prime  Minister  said  he  thoa^ht  the 
matter  had  been  fairly  brought    to   an 
issue — that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had    fairlj 
raised  his  claim  by  refusing  to    irith* 
draw,  when  he  considered  himself  ille- 
gallyordered,  until  he  was  arrested ;  axid 
die  House  had  fairly  asserted  its   daim 
by  the  step  taken  in  oommittina;'  him. 
Then,  said  the  right  hon.  GenUemaziy 
the  question  takes  a  jiew  form— or   a 
new  issue  is  raised. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  The  new  issue 
raised  was  the  question  of  declining^  to 
obey  the  Order  of  the  Chair. 

Sm  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE:  I 
have  not  the  words  before  me.  At  any 
rate,  at  that  point  the  question  had  en- 
tered upon  a  new  phase ;  and  it  was  now 
a  question  of  what  Mr.  Bradlauffh  wonld 
do,  and  how  the  House  would  deal  with 
him.  I  did  not  mean  to  have  gone  into 
all  this  question  of  the  police  argument. 
I  hoped  it  might  be  unnecessary ;  bnt 
it  has  been  forced  upon  me  by  the  coarse 
which  has  been  taken  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  made 
a  claim,  believing  he  had  a  right ;  the 
House  believed  it  had  the  right  to  pre- 
vent him  doing  what  he  claimed  to  do. 
The  matter  was  brought  to  a  final  issue, 
and  Mr.  Bradlaugh  put  it  to  the  House 
in  such  a  way  as  to  ascertain  that  the 
House  was  serious.  There  the  incident 
closed.  And  now,  what  is  his  position  f 
Does  he  still  advance  his  claim  r  I  sup- 
pose he  does.  How  does  he  mean  to  en* 
force  it  ?  Are  we  to  assume  against  any 
man  until  we  have  evidence  which  shows 
by  his  own  acts  that  he  intends  to  enforce 
a  daim  of  law  which  has  been  foJly  raised 
and  fully  disputed,  by  anvthing  in  the 
nature  of  intimidation  or  violence  ?  We 
should  be  doing  injustice  to  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  suppose  so.  Tet  this  is  the 
argument  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman bases  this  Resolution.    He  says 
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the  great  argument  for  dealing  with 
this  quebtion  is  that  it  is  necessary  to 
preserve  the  order  of  the  House,  and  we 
ahall  not  preserve  the  order  of  the  House 
if  we  have  violence  and  unauthorized 
interruption.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  the 
right  to  be  here  up  to  and  at  the  moment 
at  which  he  was  ordered  to  withdraw ; 
the  making  him  withdraw  was  the  one 
step  which  had  then  to  be  taken,  but  if 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  enters  the  House  again  it 
will  become  a  very  different  question. 
We  were  told  that  the  scene  of  the  other 
dav  would  be  repeated  again  and  again. 
I  do  not  know  whether  that  is  a  correct 
statement.  Is  such  a  thing  possible? 
The  order  that  has  been  given  is,  I  con- 
ceive, a  binding  order  —  a  continuing 
>  order.  I  imagine.  Sir,  you  do  not  re- 
quire— would  not  require  —  a  further 
order  to  be  made  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
withdraw.  I  imagine  you  would  con- 
sider yourself  entitled  to  give  such  police 
instructions  to  the  officers  of  the  Mouse 
as  would  prevent  his  interfering  again. 
I  must  not  anticipate  these  matters ;  I 
only  wish  to  entOT  my  protest  against 
an  argument  which  seems  to  me  a 
most  dangerous  argument.  Why,  Sir, 
what  did  my  right  hon.  Friend  say  as 
to  the  possibility  of  an  amendment 
of  the  law?  He  said  that  an  amend- 
ment of  the  Parliamentary  Oaths  Act 
ought  to  be  undertaken  coolly  and  deli- 
berately, and  that  it  cannot  be  so  if  upon 
the  decision  of  that  great  question  hangs 
the  decision  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh  is 
or  is  not  to  be  admitted.  Are  we,  then, 
to  suppose  that  we  can  settle  a  question 
of  this  sort,  which  will  have  an  import- 
ant permanent  effect  upon  the  character 
and  proceedings  of  this  House,  in  a 
spirit  of  calmness  and  coolness,  under 
the  menace  that  if  we  do  not  deal  with 
this  question  in  a  particular  way,  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  will  take  steps  which  will  put 
OS  in  the  position  in  which  we  shall  have 
to  maintain  order  by  anin  committing 
him  to  custody,  probably  without  the 
active  assistance  of  the  Oovemment? 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  said  as  much  as 
I  think  I  need  say,  and,  indeed,  I 
apologise  to  the  House  for  having  said 
so  much  on  that  part  of  the  question ; 
but  it  seemed  to  me  necessary.  I  wish 
now  to  address  myself  to  the  point  raised 
in  the  Amendment  of  which  I  have  given 
Notice,  to  the  effect  that  the  House  can- 
not adopt  a  Besoltttion  which  virtually 
rescinds  the  Besolution  passed  by  it  on 
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the  22nd  of  June  last.  I  need  not  eay 
that  I  entirely  agree  with  you,  Sir,  in  the 
judgment  you  have  pronounced  just  now 
with  regard  to  the  technical  question 
which  was  raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  (Mr.  Gorst).  But  whatever  may 
be  the  technical  position,  the  argument 
of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  seemed  to 
be  conclusive  as  far  as  it  referred  to  the 
virtual  rescinding  of  a  Besolution  passed 
by  the  House.  I  ask,  is  this  not  a  proposal 
to  virtually  rescind  a  Besolution  duly 
passed?  The  Besolution  was  one  in 
two  parts,  relating  both  to  the  Affirma- 
tion and  the  Oath.  How  came  that 
Besolution  to  be  passed  ?  It  was  not  an 
original  Besolution ;  it  was  an  Amend- 
ment upon  another  Besolution  moved  by 
the  sitting  Member  for  Northampton,  to 
the  effect  that  Mr.  Bradlaueh  be  allowed 
to  affirm.  That  was  distincUy  negatived ; 
and  the  division  that  was  taken  was 
not  on  the  Amendment  of  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Laun- 
ceston  (Sir  Hardinge  Giffard),  but  on 
the  original  Besolution.  But  this  Beso- 
lution, if  passed,  will  exactly  do  the  very 
thing  which  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton asked  us  to  do  last  week,  and 
which  the  House  refused  to  do.  It  is 
quite  true  that  it  is  apparently  covered 
by  the  general  terms  of  the  Besolution  ; 
but  I  tMnk  if  the  House  will  look  at  the 
matter  for  one  moment,  they  will  see 
that  the  terms  of  the  Besolution  are  such 
that  they  confine  its  operation  to  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  It  proposes  that  every  per- 
son retunied  as  a  Member  to  this  House 
who  may  claim  to  be  a  person  for  the 
time  being  entitled  to  affirm  may  affirm 
without  q^iestion  asked.  What  is  meant 
by  "every  person?"  I  will  take  my 
own  case.  Suppose  I  came  into  the 
House  and  went  up  to  the  Table  after 
this  Besolution  had  passed,  and  claimed 
to  be  allowed  by  law  to  make  a  solemn 
Affirmation  instead  of  an  Oath.  I 
am  not  to  be  asked  any  questions, 
as  I  understand ;  but  am  to  be  allowed 
to  make  an  Affirmation,  **  subject  to 
any  liability  by  statute."  Now,  what 
is  the  meaning  of  that?  That  if,  after 
making  the  Affirmation,  anybody  pro- 
ceeds affainst  me  for  penalties,  1  shall 
say — **  I  claimed  that  Ihad  a  right  to  do 
so."  **  How  do  you  prove  your  claim  ?  " 
I  should  be  asked  in  a  Court  of  Law. 
*'Are  you  a  Quaker  or  a  Moravian?" 
'*  No."  •'  Have  you  any  doubt  as  to 
the  vaUdity  of  the  Oath?"      "No." 
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"On  what  do  you  rest  your  claim f" 
'*  Well,  I  do  not  know.  I  have  nothing 
to  rest  it  on ;  "  and  thus  I  should  sub- 
ject myself  to  severe  penalties.  I  want 
to  know,  am  I  correct?  Will  that  be 
the  operation  of  the  Resolution  ?  [BIr. 
Oladstoke:  Not  at  alL]  Then,  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  tell  me  where 
I  am  in  error  ?  If  I  do  claim,  am  I 
never  to  be  challenged  afterwards  ?  It 
seems  to  me  that  there  is  no  meaning 
in  the  Besolution,  unless  it  be  that  the 
taking  of  an  Oath  is  to  be  done  away 
with  for  ever.  I  will  assume  that  the 
person  who  affirms  defends  himself  in 
an  action  for  penalties  and  ventures  his 
seat  by  his  claim  of  right.  Has  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  such  a  right  ?  He  says  he 
has  under  the  Statute  which  enables  a 
person  to  give  evidence  in  a  Court  of 
Justice,  and  which  Statute  gives  the  right, 

"  If  the  presiding  Judge  is  satisfied  that  the 
takinff  of  an  oath  shall  mtve  no  binding  effect 
upon  his  conscience.*' 

But  how  can  he  do  this  if  no  question  is 
to  be  put  ?  Mr.  Bradlaugh  may  possibly 
say  that  individually  he  is  clear  in  the 
matter;  because  it  has  been  admitted 
more  than  once  in  Courts  of  Justice  that 
he  was  a  person  so  entitled  to  affirm, 
and  that,  therefore,  so  far  as  he  is  con- 
cerned, it  is  his  privilege  to  do  so ;  and 
that  would  be  an  ingenious  way  out 
of  the  difficulty.  But  that  would 
not  be  an  answer  in  the  case  of  one 
who,  having  just  the  same  claim,  had 
never  been  in  the  Courts  of  Justice. 
How  is  such  a  one  to  get  the  advan- 
tage of  this  claim  ?  Clearly  by  hav- 
ing the  question  put  to  him  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table.  And  I  presume 
that  when  the  question  was  put  to  Mr. 
Brad]aug;h  by  the  Clerk —  ''On  what 
ground  do  you  claim  to  affirm  ?"  he  was 
only  doing  that  which  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  to  ascertain  what  was 
meant  by  the  claim.  I  do  not  see  how 
you  are  to  get  out  of  that,  or  how  you 
are  to  show  that  the  Besolution  is  not 
confined  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  will  go  a 
step  further,  and  say — Suppose  you  do 
pass  this  Besolution  and  g^t  the  matter 
established  in  the  way  you  desire — that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  daims  to  affirm  and  that 
the  case  is  brought  to  trial.  Are  you 
out  of  your  difficulty  ?  Not  at  all.  i  on 
make,  or  may  make,  your  difficulty  ten 
times  worse.  What  if  the  Court  should 
say  with  the  majority  of  the  Committee 
you  appointed — Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  no 
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right  to  claim  to  affirm,  and  he  is  sabjact 
to  penalties  and  his  seat  is  vacated. 
What  will  you  do  then?    Suppoee  his 
constituents  return  him  and  ne  oomea 
here ;  what  are  you  to  do  ?    Or  suppose 
he  does  not  seek  re-election;   wiU  not 
the  constituency  say — "We  find  oar> 
selves  seriously  ag^grieved  in  this  matter, 
for  here  is  the  Member  we  wish  to  retora 
excluded,  and  excluded  by  the  law  as 
expounded  by  the  Courts  of  Justice." 
What  are  you  going  to  do  ?    Are  you 
going  to  amend  or  alter  the  law  ?    You 
will  nave  pressure  put  upon  you  to  legis- 
late ;  for,  depend  upon  it,  you  will  not 
get  out  of  the  difficulty  by  any  of  these 
ingenious  Besolutions.    A  statement,  I 
am  reminded,  appeared  in  one  of  the 
morning  papers  which  was  entirely  un- 
authorized, and  one  which  I  do    not 
accept,  to  the  effect  that  the  Conserra- 
tive  Party  were  about  to  make  a  pro- 
posal   for  legislation    in    this    matter. 
What  I  am  prepared  to  say  is  this — that 
if  you  deal  with  it  at  all  yon  must  deal 
with  it  by  legislation.    How  was  it  that 
these  matters  were  dealt  with  before  ? 
What  was    the  course  pursued  when 
Baron  Bothschild  and  Mr.  Alderman 
Salomons  came  and  proposed  to  take 
their  seats  in  this  House?     Did    the 
House  proceed  by  Besolution  ?  Nothing 
of  the  sort.    The  House  refused,  and 
for  eight  years  refused,  to  admit  them 
into  the  House,  and  those  Oentlemen 
represented    constituendee  at  least  as 
important  as  Northampton,  which  re- 
mained without  Members  while  the  ques- 
tion was  being  discussed  and  legislation 
was  being  considered.     Well,  you  are 
now  proposing  a  wholly  different  course. 
You  are    proposing  to  deal  with  the 
matter  by  a  Itesolution  which  I  venture 
to  think,  with  aU  submission,  is  beyond 
the  oompeten(nr  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.   ["No!"]    Well,  that  is,  per- 
haps, a  strong  expression  to  use,  as  I  do 
not  know  whether  it  is  possible  to  limit 
the  competence  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.     JBut    let   the    House   consider 
seriously  what  position  they  will  be  in  if 
they    set    this    precedent.     When  Mr. 
Alderman  Salomons  took  his  seat  in  the 
House  against  the  orders  and  directions 
of  the  Speaker,  and  resisted  for  a  time 
the  attempts  made  to  remove  him  firom 
the  House,  he  was  proceeded  against  in 
a  Court  of  Law,  damages  were  recovered 
against  him,  and  the  matter  occasioned 
no  great  inconvenience.    But  if  you  ad- 
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mit  a  If  ember  to  take  his  seat  bere  witb 
a  warniDg  that  afterwards  he  will  be 
•abject  to  an  action  in  a  Court  of  Law, 
yon  cannot  afford  to  sit  bj  as  you  did  in 
the  case  of  the  action  against  Mr.  Alder- 
man Salomons,  because,  in  this  case, 
the  House  would  be  a  party  to  the 
matter ;  it  would  become  a  question  of 
the  Privilege  of  the  House,  and  it  may 
open  an  extremely  inconvenient  question 
between  the  Courts  and  the  Mouse  of 
Commons.  What  the  consequences  of 
such  a  collision  as  that  might  be  I  do 
not  venture  to  foretell;  but  this  I  am 
sure  of — that  if  it  is  the  wish  of  the 
House  to  maintain  their  Privileges,  they 
should  be  very  cautious  how  they  exer- 
cise those  Privileges.  The  step  now 
asked  to  be  taken  is  one  which  is  some- 
what humiliating  to  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. It  is  that  they  should  virtually 
rescind  a  Besolution  debated,  not  hastily, 
not  in  a  small  House,  but  in  a  full 
House,  and  carried  by  a  large  majority 
—a  majority  consisting  not  ox  Gentlemen 
drawn  exdusivelv  ^m  one  side  of  it — 
and  after  two  nights'  discussion  and  after 
two  Committees  had  sat  upon  the  ques- 
tion— I  say  it  would  be  humiliating  to 
the  House  to  rescind  their  Besolution 
upon  the  invitation  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
grounded  upon  something  very  like  a 
threat,  or  the  intimation  of  a  threat, 
that  possible  consequences  might  ensue 
damaging  to  the  order  and  peace  of  the 
House.  I  believe  that  if  the  House  sets 
this  precedent  they  will  before  long 
have  occasion  to  repent  it. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  QaeeUon,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*  this  Hoote  cannot  adopt  a  fieeolntion  which 
▼irtoallj  retcindi  the  Besolution  pasted  by  it  on 
the  22nd  day  of  June  last,"---<^i>  Staford 
IforthcoU,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Ma.  MABBIOTT  said,  that  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  not  connned 
simply  to  rules  and  regulations ;  but  it 
affected  materially  the  rights  and  privi- 
leges of  those  constituencies  in  which 
new  Members  had  as  great  an  interest 
as  the  oldest  Member  of  that  House. 
The  gist  of  the  matter,  as  laid  down  by 
the  Prime  Minister,  was  that  the  House, 
in  adopting  a  Besolution  passed  on  a 


previous  occasion,  had  gone  beyond  its 
jurisdiction.  It  was,  of  course,  perfectly 
clear  that  Parliament  had  a  right  to 
make  laws ;  but  it  had  not  the  power  to 
explain  them  after  they  had  been  made, 
and  certainly  no  one  branch,  either  the 
Crown,  or  the  Lords,  or  the  Commons, 
had  the  power  of  explaining  Acts  passed 
by  those  Estates.  That  was  alone  the 
province  of  the  Executive,  as  represented 
in  this  instance  by  Her  Majesty's  Judges. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this  Besolution 
were  rejected,  they  not  only  denied  the 
right  of  Members  duljr  elected  to  sit  in 
the  House,  but  they  proposed  to  impose 
a  qualification  beyond  that  imposed  by 
Statute  Law.  The  question  of  law  was 
disputed  by  eminent  lawyers ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  the  duty  of  the 
Judges  and  the  Executive,  rather  than 
of  the  House,  to  interpret  the  law.  By 
the  Besolution  of  the  House  last  week, 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  in  the  position  of  a 
man  denied  a  legal  right,  the  oppor- 
tunity of  applying  for  a  legal  remedjr, 
for  he  could  not  raise  the  question  m 
the  Courts  in  the  form  of  an  action 
against  the  Serjeant  at  Arms.  Had  he 
been  a  voter  for  Northampton,  he  should 
have  voted  against  Mr.  Bradlaugh ;  but 
were  that  Gentleman  to  be  returned  to 
the  constituency,  he  would  now,  if  he 
bad  a  vote,  give  it  to  him,  not  in  sup- 
port of  his  opinions,  but  in  vindication 
of  the  rights  of  the  constituents,  which 
rights  the  House  would  have  tried  to 
taxe  away.  What  the  Opposition  wanted 
to  say  in  the  matter  was  that  they  would 
not  have  Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  the  House 
because  he  was  an  Atheist;  but  they 
were  afraid  to  take  the  courageous  and 
straightforward  course  of  saying  so  by 
a  Bc^lution.  They  tried  to  circumvent 
the  question  by  assuming  the  function 
of  interpreters  of  the  law — a  function 
belonging  to  the  Judicature,  and  which 
Parliament  had  never  before  undertaken. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  the  proposition  of 
the  Government  appeared  the  only  rea- 
sonable way  in  which  the  point  could  be 
brought  to  a  proper  decision,  and  he, 
therefore,  supported  it. 

LoBB  HENBY  SCOTT,  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the  2nd 
Besolution  to  the  effect — 

*<  That  it  if  necetMuy  that  the  aaid  Acts  be 
amended  in  order  to  entitle  tnoh  jmrton  to  make 
an  Affirmation  in  lieu  of  taking  an  Oath,*' 

denied  that  the  difficulty  in  which  the 
House  was  placed  was  due  to  the  action 
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of  the  Opposition.  From  the  moment 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  returned  it  was 
foreseen  that  the  difficulty  would  arise, 
and  it  was  a  great  pity  that  the  Liberal 
Party  gave  the  countenance  they  did  to 
his  candidature.  He  had  received  the 
open  patronage  of  the  Leaders  of  that 
Party,  and  a  noted  Nonconformist  tele- 
graphed to  the  electors  of  Northampton 
to  elect  him  rather  than  allow  a  Tory  to 
get  in.  When  he  presented  himself  and 
claimed  to  affirm,  the  Government  knew 
perfectly  well  that  he  did  not  come 
within  the  category  of  persons  entitled 
by  law  to  make  an  Affirmation  ;  and  if 
it  had  not  been  for  the  Party  bias  which 
they  and  their  supporters  imported  into 
the  matter  the  House  would  never  have 
been  placed  in  its  present  difficulty.  It 
had  been  said  that  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  ought  to  produce  some 
legislation  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
l£t,  Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat.  He 
submitted,  however,  that  this  was  not 
the  duty  of  the  Opposition.  He  main- 
tained that  it  was  not  possible  for  the 
House  to  do  anything  to  enable  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  take  his  seat  except  by 
legislation.  The  relief  which  the  law 
allowed,  to  make  an  Affirmation,  was 
confined  to  persons  who  held  some  re- 
ligious belief ;  and,  although  there  were 
persons  sitting  in  the  House  whose  views 
involved  the  negation  of  religious  be- 
lief, this  was  the  first  time  that  an 
avowed  Atheist  had  ever  come  into  the 
House  himself,  thrusting  his  objection- 
able opinions  under  the  notice  of  the 
House.  It  was  well  known  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  declared  in  a  Court  of 
Law  that  an  oath  would  not  be  binding 
on  his  conscience ;  but  because  a  learned 
Judge  allowed  him  to  affirm  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  that  was  no  reason 
why  Parliament  should  permit  him  to 
take  the  same  course.  If  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  ground  of  complaint  against  any- 
one it  was  against  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
Temment  for  not  adopting  the  manly 
and  straightforward  way  of  meeting  his 
claims  b^  legislation,  instead  of  trying 
to  get  him  into  the  House  by  a  baoS 
way.  The  Resolution  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  not  only  rescinded  that  at  which 
the  House  had  already  arrived,  but  it 
authorized  an  illegal  act,  or  one  of  very 
doubtful  legality,  to  be  done  by  Mr. 
Bradlauffh,  and  repeated  by  anyone 
else  holding  his  views  in  future.  This 
was  the  only  instance  on  record  in  which 
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an  attempt  had  been  made  to  make  m 
Standing  Order  which  would  allow  aji 
act  of  doubtful  legality  to  be  done.  Ha 
had  no  sympathy  with  Mr.  Bradlanffh  ; 
but  he  thought  the  Oovemment  had 
treated  him  with  gross  injustice  from 
beginning  to  end  of  this  matter.  If  th« 
Resolution  were  passed  he  would  still  b« 
liable  to  an  action  at  law ;  and  it  was 
but  the  beginning  of  a  long  oontroTTsy, 
which  he  (Lord  Henry  Scott)  would 
prefer  to  see  dealt  with  in  an  honest 
and  straightforward  manner,  and  not 
by  the  course  proposed  by  the  Gorem- 

ment.  

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH:  Sir,  as  I  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  on  the  for- 
mer occasion,  I  hope  the  House  will 
extend  its  indulgence  to  me  a  short  time. 
Now,  it  seems  to  me  that  neither  the 
Resolution  nor  the  Amendment,  nor  both 
together,  raise  the  true  issue.  It  is  im* 
possible  to  dissociate  the  personality  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  the  question  before 
the  House.  The  Motion  has  special 
reference  to  him  and  to  others,  n,  un- 
happily, such  there  be,  who  share,  or 
fancy  tiiey  share,  his  views.  If  this 
were  a  question  of  civil  and  religious 
liberty,  I  would  say — ''  Amend  the  Forms 
of  ParHament  for  the  acccommodation  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  throw  wide  yoor 
doors  for  the  admission  of  him  and 
others."  Civil  liberty  I  take  to  mean 
that  aU  men  in  this  country  are  equal 
in  the  eye  of  the  law ;  and  by  religions 
liberty  I  understand  the  right  of  every 
man  to  worship  Ood  according  to  his 
conscience.  No  one  proposes  to  deprive 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  any  civil  or  religious 
right;  but  Parliament,  having  been 
broadly  challenged,  is  bound  to  de- 
fend against  him  and  others  the  prin- 
ciple of  its  own  existence.  No  new  test 
is  sought  to  be  imposed.  The  test  of 
Theism  has  existed  always.  It  is  im- 
plied in  every  act  and  in  every  form  of 
rarliament.  It  pervades  the  whole 
body  of  the  Constitution,  of  which,  like 
the  soul  in  man,  it  is  the  animating  prin- 
ciple. Is  the  prayer  with  which  Parlia- 
ment opens  each  day  its  proceedings  an 
empty  formula ;  or  is  it  not  an  humble 
action  of  acknowledgment  of  its  absolute 
dependence  on  an  All-wise  Providence? 
Does  the  phrase  quoted  in  the  Preamble 
of  every  Act,  **  the  Lords  spiritual  and 
temporal,"  signify  only  the  union  be- 
tween Church  and  State,  and  not  the 
higher  and  better  union  between 
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and  tbe  law?  The  legislators  among 
the  most  ancient  peoples  sought  a  re- 
ligious sanction  for  their  laws  and  placed 
them  under  the  protection  of  their 
divinities.  Thus  it  was  among  the 
Egyptians ;  thus  it  was  with  Lycurgus 
among  the  Lacedemonians ;  thus  it  was 
with  Numa  among  the  Bomans.  A 
belief  in  the  Deity  under  the  idea  of 
Supreme  Legislator  has  always  existed. 
It  is  as  natural  to  man  as  social  life ; 
and  I  hold  that  a  man  who  repudiates 
that  belief,  and  becomes  the  active  pro- 
pagandist of  doctrines  as  subversive  of 
social  life  as  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
Bealm,  is  disqualified  to  discharge  the 
duties  of  a  legislator.  Parliament  is  not 
merely  a  political  machine ;  Parliament 
is,  in  its  highest  aspect,  a  religious  in- 
stitution, whose  every  act  must  be  a  con- 
formity with  the  moral  law,  the  founda- 
tion and  source  of  which  is  Gt>d.  Admit 
the  Atheist,  and  you  will  have,  in  course 
of  time.  Atheistical  legislation.  The 
legislators  of  one  generation,  perhaps 
the  present,  will  sow  the  wind;  and 
mankind,  in  the  next,  will  reap  the  whirl- 
wind. Thus  came  the  excesses  of  the 
French  Bevolution,  the  seeds  of  which 
were  sown,  in  the  first  instance,  by  the 
speculations  of  English  philosophers. 
Eight  years  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man then,  as  now,  Prime  Minister,  de- 
livered a  remarkable  address  before 
the  University  College  of  Liverpool,  in 
which  he  uplifted  the  strong  voice  of  a 
conscientious  man  in  defence  of  Chris- 
tianity assailed.  His  deep  conviction  of 
impending  danger  could  alone  have  in- 
duced the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  use 
the  language  of  solemn  warning  that 
obaraoteris€d  that  memorable  address. 
Within  these  eight  years  the  danger  has 
not  diminished.  The  wolf  is  at  the  gate; 
and  instead  of  uniting  to  drive  him  away, 
the  British  Legislature  discuss  the  for- 
malities with  which  he  shall  be  received 
within  the  fold.  A  Member  may  be,  or 
may  have  been,  returned  to  this  House 
who  cannot  find  it  in  his  oonsoienoe  to 
tolerate  Uie  Almighty;  and  we  are 
warned  in  the  name  of  religious  liberty 
that  in  order  to  satisfy  his  conscientious 
somples  we  must  efface  the  religious 
character  of  Parliament.  A  new  Affir- 
mation Book  shall  be  prepared  in  lieu  of 
the  Bible,  on  which  shall  oe  emblaconed 
the  legend — "  Gk>d  expunged  by  special 
desire;"  Party  nomenclature  shall  be 
eoriohed  by  the  addition  ^  tlM  Swearers 


and  the  Affirmers.  In  Oath  and  Affir- 
mation allegiance  to  the  temporal  So- 
verei^ty  is  obligatory ;  but  allegiance 
to  the  King  of  King^  is  a  matter  of  dis- 
cretion ;  and  this  is  religious  toleration, 
religious  liberty.  Material  progress  and 
political  improvement  apart,  the  dis- 
tinguishing characteristics  of  the  age 
are  a  decline  in  high  intellect  and  an 
increase  in  audacious  impiety.  I  trust 
that  the  House  of  Commons  will  not  be 
induced  to  alter  its  time-honoured  rule 
for  the  purpose  of  admitting  to  a  seat  in 
this  House  anyone,  no  matter  by  which 
constituency  returned,  who  shall  openly 
dispute  the  Divine  origin  of  the  moral 
law,  and  the  authoritative  sanctions  of 
its  behests.  Even  that  law  requires  for 
its  sustainment  the  aids  and  defences 
which  religion  alone  can  supply.  With- 
out them  it  would  fail,  the  idea  of  duty 
would  disappear,  and  mankind  would  be 
left  dependent  for  their  moral  govern- 
ment on  a  scientific  morality  sustained 
by  a  human  religion.  My  hon.  Friends 
and  Colleagues  from  Ireland,  whatever 
the  course  which  they  may  take  upon 
this  question,  will  be  mindful,  I  know, 
of  the  honour  of  their  country.  What- 
ever the  faults  of  our  countrymen — and 
they  are  many,  and  serious  enough — 
they  are  redeemed  by  the  fidelity  with 
which,  during  sorrowful  centuries,  they 
have  clung  to  their  nationality  and  re- 
ligion combined.  They  have  justified  the 
description  of  Burke — that  a  nation  is  a 
moral  essence,  not  a  geographical  defi- 
nition. So  long  as  that  essence  remains 
uncontaminated  and  undefiled,  the  nation 
lives,  though  it  may  be  in  chains.  But 
once  contaminate  it  by  foreign  mixtures, 
by  false  theories,  and  by  pernicious  doc- 
trines, the  process  of  national  decay  is 
rapid,  and  most  fatal,  perhaps,  in  its 
operation  amongst  Catholic  people  long 
subject  to  misgovern ment. 

Mr.  BOBLASE  :  The  apology  which 
it  is  fitting  and  customary  that  a  new 
Member  should  offer  who  ventures  for 
the  first  time  to  claim  the  attention  of 
this  honourable  House  is  rendered  more 
than  usually  necessary  in  the  present 
instance  by  the  almost  unprecedented 
g^vity  of  the  subject  in  debate.  Occa- 
sions there  may  have  been — and  doubt- 
less there  have  been  in  plenty — woea  a 
new  Member,  on  taking  his  seat,  finds 
himself  face  to  face  at  once  with  ques- 
tions vital  to  what  he  feels  and  knows  to 
be  his  country's  good ;  but  when  I  take 


1291 


ParliamenUuy 


(COMMONS) 


Affirmaium. 


12M 


into  aooount  the  daily-increasing  com- 
plexity of  those  sociid  problems  which 
are    unceasingly    stirring    around   us; 
when  I  bear  in  mind  that  it  is  scarcely 
too  much  to  say,  as  has  been  said,  that 
these  are  days  when  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion is  being  moved  on  every  subject, 
human  and  divine ;  when  I  look  to  the 
momentous    issues   which    may    result 
from  the  bare  consideration  of  a  question 
such  as  this — ^I  cannot  fancy  that — go 
back  how  far  soever  I  may  along  the 
lines  of  English  history — there  ever  can 
have  been  a  time  when,  on  a  new  Mem- 
ber's part,  there  was  greater  cause  for 
firm  resolution,  the  result  of  serious  re- 
flection and  anxious  care.    I  feel  sure, 
so  far  as  my  short  experience  has  enabled 
me  to  judee  of  the  general  tone  and 
t«nor  of  this  House,  that  I  shall  not  be 
expressing    the    sentiments    of   myself 
alone,  but  of  many  an  hon.  Member — 
new  and  old  alike,  on  this  side  and 
on  that — when  I  say  that  it  was  with 
a  sense  of  profound  responsibility  that 
we  have  approached  those  questions  to 
which  llie  unparalleled  conduct  of  the 
Member  for  Northampton  g^ve  rise  in 
the  earlier  stages  of  this  matter ;  but  if 
it  was  with  a  sense  of  responsibility  that 
we  approached  those  questions  which 
r^tecT  to    the   mere   appointment   of 
Committees  and  their  numerical  strength, 
it  is  now  with  a  sense  of  something  much 
more  akin  to  apprehension  that  we  draw 
near  to  the  subject  in  the  phase  which 
it  has  now  assumed— of  apprehension, 
not  lest  this  honourable  Mouse  should 
ultimately    adopt   a    course   of  proce- 
dure which  is  other  than   in  accord- 
ance   with   what    is  just    and    right, 
but   lest  the  community  itself  should 
suffer  irremediable  harm  from  the  pro- 
tracted discussion  in  this  place   of   a 
matter  which,  to  sav  the  very  least  of  it, 
must  be  fruitless  of  good.    Now,  Sir,  I 
have  to  claim  the  attention  of  the  House 
while    I  lay  before  it  a  view  of  this 
question  which,  while  it  is  a  simple  one,  is 
largely  entertained  in  the  country  gene- 
rally, and  has  the  advantage  of  being, 
stricUy  speaking,  neither  leffal  nor  sen- 
timental.   It  is  widely  held,  then,  that 
thronghout  the  debates  on  this  question 
there  has  been  a  want  of  clearness  in 
distinguishing  between  complicity  with 
a  man's  views  and  the  maintenance  of 
his  rights ;  between  active  participation 
in — nay,  mere  recognition  of — the  cause 
of  sttoh  and  such  a  speculative  agitator. 


and  the  duty  of  upholding  the  right  of 
every  English  citizen  to  the  benefit  of 
election  by  his  fellow-men.  With  ihm 
former.  Parliament  has  nothing  in  tk« 
world  to  do ;  while,  in  giving  effect  to 
the  latter,  it  is  simply  exercising  its 
natural  and  necessary,  its  ordinary  and 

gropor  function.    It  is  true  that  there 
as  been  good  cause  for  such  a  confnsioa 
of  ideas.    It  is  a  great  anomalv,  indeed, 
when  we  find  a  man  of  no  religion  at- 
tempting,   in   the    name    of  religioas 
liberty,  to  treat  any  precedent  of  Par- 
liament as  a  thing  of  no  effect;  but  a 
far  grater  anomaly  would  it  be  for  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  English  people, 
in  the  name  of  a  precedent  of  J?ani«- 
ment,  to  deny  to  any  English  oitixen  a 
right  which  is  his  oy  birth.     For  this 
reason,  I  shall  support  the  Resolution  of 
the    right    hon.  Gentleman.     Now,    it 
would  be  unbecoming  in  me  to  parUou- 
larize  any  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site who  in  previous  debates,  or  in  tnis 
one,  have  thought  it  a  conscientious  duty 
to  act  on  considerations  derived  from  an 
opposite  point  of  view ;    but  I  would 
merely  express  the  surprise  I  felt — ^I 
think  it  was  almost  on  my  first  entrance 
into  this  House^to  see  an  hon.  Qen* 
tleman — it  was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff) 
— standing  up  in  his  place,  as  a  duly 
elected  Member  of  this  House,  and  in- 
terposing between  another  equally  duly 
elected  Member  and  his  seat.    I  cannot 
but  think  that  that  is  a  species  of  ob- 
struction which  neither  this  House  nor 
this  nation  will  endure.   I  am  not  speak- 
ing of  obstruction  to  the  Public  Business 
of  this  House— though  that  is  bad  enough 
— but  of  obstruction  to  the  will  of  the 
English  people— obstruction  of  a  nators 
such  as  the  Constitutional  historian  of 
the  future  will  have  to  deal  with,  and 
with  which,  if  I  mistake  not,  he  will  not  • 
deal  too  tenderly.    If,  Sir,  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  choose  to  make  use  of  such 
methods  as  these,  most  assuredly  will 
they  find,  ere  many  years  have  passed 
away,  that  organized  obstruction  to  the 
inevitable  is  &e  surest  factor  which  can 
be  found  of  sudden,  and,  it  may  be,  of 
disastrous   change.     The    mill    stream 
never  runs  so  swiftly  as  when  sweeping 
the  mill  dam  away.    One  other  point  to 
which  I  feel  bound  to  allude  is  the  un- 
^nerous  and  unworthy,  base,  anduntrae 
insinuations  which  have  been  levelled  at 
the  Liberal  Pwrty,  and  at  the  Nonoon- 
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f  ormists  in  partioiilar,  in  respect  to  com- 
plioity  on  their  part  with  this  most 
atrodous  case.  As  an  individual  unit 
of  that  great  Party,  which  represents — as 
1  believe — the  immemorial  roirit  of  the 
English  people,  and  as  the  Kepresenta- 
tive  of  a  constituency  (East  Cornwall) 
largely  Nonconformist  in  that  part  of 
this  country  which  John  Wesley  specially 
made  his  own,  I  wish,  standing  here  in 
my  place,  in  such  poor  words  as  I  am 
capable  of,  most  indignantly  to  rebut  and 
to  repudiate  that  charg^.  It  is  framed 
in  the  same  mould  as  one  which  we  had 
to  deal  with  during  the  recent  Election, 
and  which,  appearing  in  a  letter,  which, 
from  the  prominence  of  its  author  and 
the  prominence  of  its  recipient,  was 
dignified  by  the  name  of  a  Manifesto, 
imputed  di^oyalty  by  implication  to  the 
Liberal  Party.  Both  alike  were  based 
on  individual  instances  devoid  of  truth  ; 
the  first  recoiled  on  those  who  made  it, 
and  the  second  will  do  the  same.  But, 
since  that  insinuation  has  been  made,  it 
must  be  answered ;  and  for  this  object 
I  have  in  my  mind  the  words  of  that 
chivalrous  and  far-seeing  man,  M.  de 
Tooqueville — 

**The  experience  of  all  a^os  has  shown  that 
the  moet  living  root  of  religious  belief  has  ever 
been  planted  in  the  heart  of  the  people.** 

Now,  in  the  first  place,  whatever  some 
philosophers  may  say,  even  if  there  were 
a  dozen  Mr.  Bradlaughs  in  this  House, 
the  fact  would  remain  that,  in  so  far  as 
the  community  is  concerned,  this  nation 
is  still  not  only  a  religious  but  a  Christian 
nation.  There  is  inherent  within  it  a 
reli^ous  expression,  which  alternately 
guides  and  controls,  and  is  g^ded  and 
controlled  by  the  civil  power;  and,  in 
the  second  place,  Liberalism,  if  I  know 
an  vthing  of  it,  is  the  expression  of  the 
voice  of  the  people's  heart.  In  the 
practical  politics  of  the  Party,  therefore, 
religion  still  lives,  and  moves,  and  has 
its  being.  It  is  unnecessary  for  me  to 
make  any  defence  for  Nonconformists. 
The  Wesleyans  have  sent,  as  a  protest 
to  this  House,  one  of  the  most  solemn 
documents  ever  laid  before  it, — on  the 
matter  of  the  Oath.  The  fact,  then, 
really  amounts  to  this — that  ail  this 
while  Liberals  and  Nonconformists  have 
been  seeing  what,  I  am  sorrv  to  say, 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the 
House  as  well  as  on  that  have  been  blind 
to— namely,  that  the  maintenanoe  of  a 


man's  rights  has  nothing  on  earth  to  do 
with  complicity  with  his  views.  In  con- 
clusion, I  will  say  that  fortunate,  most 
fortunate,  do  I  hold  it  to  be  that  the 
Leader  of  this  House  in  such  a  crisis  as 
this  is  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whom 
his  Queen  and  country  alike  have  called 
to  occupy  that  exalted  post.  In  him  all 
alike  can  place  reliance  when  the  cause 
of  religion  is  at  stake.  Not  unwilling 
will  he  be  that  I  should  recall  to  this 
House,  to  his  Party,  but  to  the  new 
Members  most  of  all,  words  which,  in 
1872,  he  used  in  an  address  to  students 
at  Liverpool — 

**  In  preparing  yourselves  for  the  combat  of 
life  I  beg  you  to  take  this  also  into  your  ac- 
count, that  the  spirit  of  denial  is  abroad,  and 
that  it  has  challenged  all  religion,  but  espedall  v 
the  religion  we  profess,  to  the  combat  of  life 
and  death.*' 

Having  regard  to  those  words,  and  to 
many  others  of  like  import  which  have 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  I  am  prepared  faithfully  and 
trustfully  to  follow  him  into  the  Lobby 
to  which  this  Resolution  will  lead,  be- 
lieving that — where  religion  is  in  ques- 
tion— if  I  may  use  the  old  simile  of  the 
ship  of  the  State,  no  counter  seas  will 
make  his  hand  to  waver  on  the  wheel, 
no  passing  clouds  divert  his  vision  from 
the  lode-star  of  our  ancient  faith. 

Mb.  NORTHCOTE  approached  the 
question  from  a  very  young  Member's 
point  of  view,  and  not  from  considera- 
tions ultra-legal  or  ultra-ecclesiastical. 
He  was  one  of  three  Conservative  Mem- 
bers who  supported  the  original  pro- 
position of  the  Government  that  the 
case  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee. He  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
about  the  allegations  that  the  Conserva- 
tive Party  nourished  some  personal  ani- 
mosity against  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and  that 
they  were  actuated  in  their  conduct  by 
a  desire  to  obtain  an  electioneering  ad- 
vantage. As  for  the  charge  of  personal 
animosity,  he  could  assure  the  House 
that  he  entertained  no  animosity  towards 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  With  regard  to  the 
second  allegation  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, he  would  remind  the  House  that 
it  was  not  the  Conservative  Party  who 
initiated  the  proceedings  against  Mr. 
Bradlaugh.  Tne  person  who  originally 
expressed  a  doubt  as  to  whether  Mr. 
Bnullaugh  could  or  could  not  affirm  was 
the  Speaiker  himself,  and  upon  such  doubt 
being  expressed,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
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ment  choee  a  Select  Oommittee  to  in- 
quire into  the  matter,  and  ascertain 
whether,  nnder  the  circnmstancee,  Mr. 
Bradlangh  was  in  a  position  tp  make  an 
Affirmation.  It  was  perfectly  open  to 
the  Oovemment  to  hare  accepted  that 
Beport ;  and,therefore,  the  GonsenratiTes 
coidd  hardly  be  blamed  for  loyally 
taking  up  the  Beport  of  a  Committee 
which  the  Gh>¥emment  itself  had  pro- 
posed. Then,  the  Conservatiye  Party 
were  charo^ed  with  endeavouring  to  keep 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of  the  House  for 
political  reasons ;  and  he  thought  before 
imputing  to  the  ConservatiTe  Party  that 
they  were  actuated  in  their  proceedings 
by  merely  an  electioneering  desire,  it 
would  be  more  regular  to  inquire  what 
the  real  circumstsuices  of  the  case  were. 
What  the  Conservative  Party  were  doing 
was  to  support  the  decision  arrived  at 
by  the  two  Committees  that  were  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  question,  and 
they  were  not  opposing  the  Besolution 
for  any  electioneering  purposes.  It  was 
hard  that  they  should  be  accused  of 
having  waited  till  the  eleventh  hour  be- 
fore taking  action.  Had  they  not  been 
told  that  they  had  no  right  to  take  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  previous  conduct  into  ac- 
count ?  Mow,  then,  could  they  do  other- 
wise than  assume,  until  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
conduct  showed  that  the  assumption 
was  wrong,  that  the  opinions  of  that 
gentleman  had  undergone  sufficient 
change  to  allow  him  to  go  through  the 

g roper  forms  before  taking  his  seat? 
o  fEir  as  he  understood  the  whole  ques- 
tion, he  could  not  see  how  the  Commit- 
tees could  have  come  to  any  other  de- 
cision than  the  one  they  did  arrive  at. 
In  conclusion,  he  protested  ag^ainst  the 
Conservative  Party  being  accused  of 
attempting  to  keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of 
the  House  to  suit  tbeir  own  purposes,  and 
stated  that  they  were  simply  supporting 
the  decisions  of  the  two  Committees, 
both  of  which  were  appointed  by  the 
Government.  If  the  Besolution  of  the 
Prime  Minister  was  not  passed,  and  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  was  unable  to  take  his  seat 
in  the  House,  a  very  simple  course  was 
open  to  the  Government — a  course  that 
had  been  advocated  by  almost  every 
newspaper,  and  many  persons  outside 
the  walls  of  that  House — namely,  that 
the  Government  should  introduce  some 
measure  the  effect  of  which  should  be 
to  permit  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  take  his 
seat.      If  that  course  were  adopted  by 

Mr.  NorthcoU 


the  QoTemment  there  would  be  m 
captious  oppodtion  &om  any  Oeiitlflsiuia 
on  that  side  of  the  House.  He  trusted 
that  the  House  would  support  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  Bazonfli 
the  Member  for  North  Devon. 

Me.  W.  COBBET  said,  that 
Irish  Catholic,  repreeenttng  a 
tuenoy   the   majority    of    whom 
Catholics,  he  felt  himself  under  a 
obligation  to  enter  his  eamert  and  un- 
qualified protest  against  any  measnro 
having  for  its  aim  or  object  the  facili- 
tating the  admission  of  lu.  Bradlaagli 
into  diat  House.    In  saying  that  he  be- 
lieved he  was  not  only  expressing^  iiia 
own  sentiments,  but  those  of  men    of 
every  shade  of  opinion,  religious  or  poli- 
tical, in  the  county  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  (Wicklow).    Concurring  mm 
he  did  to  the  fullest  extent  with  those 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  from  the  first 
declared  themselves  against  opening  the 
door  of  the  House  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
he  was  forced  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
right  hon.  (Gentleman  at  the  head  of 
the  Government,   whose  character    he 
(Mr.  Corbet)  held  in  the  highest  estima- 
tion, had  on  that  occasion  allowed  hia 
well-known  constitutional  liberality  to 
lead  him  to  overstep,  or  rather  to  wish 
altogether  to  obliterate,  the  broad  and 
distinct    line    of    demarcation    which 
existed,  and  which  it  was  to  be  hoped 
ever  would  exist,  between  hon.  Members 
of  that  House  and  those  classes  of  the 
community  with  whom  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  striven  so  effectuaUy  and  so  sucoeee- 
fully  to  identifv  himself.    In  his  earnest 
desire  and,  as  he  (Mr.  Corbet)  believed, 
anxiety  to  be  just  to  an  individual,  the 
Prime  Minister  was  pursuing  a  course 
calculated  to  give   mortal  offence  not 
merely  to  a  small  section  of  the  commu- 
nity,  but  to  the  whole  people  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  minus  the  demented 
electors    of    Northampton.      The    last 
thing  which   anyone  would   dream  of 
alleging  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  that  he  had  any  svmpathy 
with  Mr.   Bradlaugh's  Besantme   doc* 
trines  of  morality  or  avowed  Atheism. 
They  had    been    admonished   bv    the 
Treasury  Bench   to  avoid  introducing 
any  element  of  passion  into  the  discus* 
sion  of  that  most  odious  question  ;  but 
it  was  impossible  calmly  to  contemplate 
the  admission  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  into 
that  Assembly.     Outside  that  door  cla- 
mouring to  toke  his  seat,  not  amid  the 
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political  outcasts  of  fortane,  but  among 
the  upright  and  Tirtuoos  followers  of 
Her  ifajesty's  Oovemment,  there  was 
one  who,  judged  bj  his  own  antece- 
dents, out  of  his  own  lips,  and  by  his 
widely  disseminated  and  scandalous 
writings,  was  the  human  embodiment  of 
thereverseof  Tirtue.  Catholics  held  that 
there  was  but  one  infallible  authority  on 
earth  in  the  matter  of  faith  and  morals. 
Having  had  the  advantage  of  reading 
a  oelebrated  literary  production  and  of 
observing  the  course  taken  during  the 

Srogress  of  those  debates,  he  thought 
e  might  hacard  the  conjecture  mat 
that  authority  was  not  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment. 

Sib  HENBY  JAOKSON  expressed 
regret  that  there  should  be  imported 
into  every  discussion  upon  this  question 
so  much  pietistic  decuunation,  and  so 
much  abuse.  He  held  that  it  would  be 
altog^ether  more  consistent  with  the 
usages  of  the  Hoiise,  and  also  with  the 
practice  of  gentlemen,  if  they  were 
allowed  to  debate  that  matter  as  a  ques- 
tion of  principle,  avoiding  those  too  fre- 
quent personal  allusions  to  the  unfortu- 
nate individual  who  had  given  rise  to 
that  discussion.  This  had  been  an  un- 
fortunate affair  from  beginning  to  end. 
It  was,  no  doubt,  an  extreme  case.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the  House  were 
battling,  first  of  all,  for  what  they  con- 
sidered to  be  the  cause  of  civil  and  reli- 
gious liberty,  served  up,  he  owned,  with 
not  very  savoury  sauce  on  that  occasion. 
But  the  question  would  never  have 
arisen,  and  they  would  never  have  been 
put  on  their  mettle,  if  the  person  re- 
ferred to  were  an  ordinary  person  and 
one  who  would  be  welcome  to  the 
House.  Personal  objection  was  the 
cause  of  all  the  hot  debate  and  strong 
sentiments  they  had  heard.  He  pro- 
tested, however,  against  personal  dis- 
like being  substituted  for  the  real  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  to  the  considera- 
tion of  which  he  de^red  to  recall  the 
debate.  The  Motion  before  them  was 
intended  to  extricate  the  House  from  the 
difficult  position  in  which  it  had  been 
placed  bv  the  adoption  of  the  Besolution 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Launoeston  (Sir  Hardinge  Oiffard)  on 
the  22nd  of  June.  That  Besolution, 
which  now  stood  recorded  on  the  Jour- 
nals of  the  House,  declared  in  so  many 
words  that  Mr.  Bradlangh  should  not  b^ 


permitted  either  to  take  the  Oath  or  to 
make  the  Affirmation  mentioned  in  the 
Statute.  That  declaration  was  without 
any  limit  of  time  or  any  condition  what- 
ever. But  the  Statute  Law  of  the  country 
expressly  directed  that  every  Member  of 
the  House — a  term  which  clearly  included 
Mr.  Bradlaugh — was  to  do  one  or  other 
of  the  two  thiuffs  which  the  Besolution 
of  the  22nd  of  June  said  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
should  not  do.  The  Statute  was  p^ecUy 
plain.  It  in  simple  words  enacted  that 
the  Oath  should  be  taken  by  every 
Member  at  the  Table  in  the  middle  of 
the  House.  That  was  a  duty  thrown  upon 
every  Member,  and  there  was  only  one 
exception  to  its  obligation.  That  excep- 
tion was  found  in  this — ^that  the  Statute 
contemplated  the  possibility  of  some 
Members  objecting  to  take  the  Oath. 
It  was  passed  to  remove  difficulties  whidi 
had  arisen  in  practice  as  to  taking  the 
Oath ;  and  to  meet  and  provided  for  this 
difficulty  it  provide  that  if  a  Member 
objected  to  take  the  Oath,  there  was  an 
alternative  course  opened  for  him — that 
of  making  an  Affirmation.  But  either 
Oath  or  Affirmation  he  must  take.  From 
one  or  other  there  was  no  escape.  One  of 
the  most  unfortimate  features  m  the  his- 
tory of  this  controversy  was  that  there 
haa  been  separate  Beferenoes,  each  em- 
bracing only  one-half  of  thequestion,  to 
two  distinct  Committees.  He  could  not 
doubt  that  if  the  whole  question  had 
been  sent  to  one  Committee,  the  Beport 
of  that  Committee  would  have  adopted 
the  view  the  conclusion  to  which  the 
House  was  invited  to  come  by  the  Prime 
Minister — namely,  that  no  Member  was 
to  be  prevented  from  doing  that  which 
the  law  said  he  should  do — was  a  proper 
conclusion.  He  could  not  but  believe 
that  if  one  Committee  had  considered 
both  branches  of  this  question  together, 
and  as  a  whole,  they  must  have  deter- 
mined that  Mr.  Bradlauffh  could  and 
must  either  affirm  or  take  the  Oath. 
His  own  conviction  was  that  he  might 
affirm,  and  that  having  claimed  to  affirm 
he  could  not  take  the  Oath.  He  had 
also  a  strong  conviction  that  if  the  Beport 
of  either  of  these  Committees  had  been 
contrary  to  what  it  was,  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  have  asserted  the  right  of 
the  House  to  decide  for  itself  on  this 
matter.  ['*  Hear,  hear!"]  Well,  that 
was  the  very  thing  the  House  were  now 
asked  by  the  Government  to  do.  Unless 
they  modified  the  unfortunate  Besolution 
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which  now  stood  on  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  they  would  he  preventing  a  Mem- 
ber from  complying  with  the  obligations 
of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  He  was  bound 
to  admit  that  the  suggestion  of  the 
second  Committee,  that  the  matter  should 
be  left  to  be  decided  by  a  Court  of  Law, 
was  not  altogether  satisfactory.  It 
seemed  to  him  to  be  rather  a  flabby 
conclusion.  What  he  should  have  been 
glad  to  see  the  second  Committee  do 
was  to  have  stated  that,  in  their  judg- 
ment, the  first  Committee  had  not  con- 
sidered the  matter  adequately  as  a  whole, 
and  were  wrong  in  their  view.  Had 
they  taken  this  course  the  present  em- 
barrassment would  have  been  less ;  but 
even  as  it  was,  the  House  could  do  no 
harm  by  agreeing  to  the  invitation  of  the 
Prime  Minister.  Taking  the  Oath,  or 
making  an  Afl^mation,  was  not  intended 
as  a  religious  test,  but  only  as  a  decla- 
ration of  loyalty.  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was 
desirous  of  carrying  out  the  mandate  of 
his  constituents,  by  complying  with  the 
obligation  of  the  law  and  taking  his  seat, 
and  in  preventing  him  from  doing  it  in 
the  manner  prescribed  by  Statute  the 
House  itself  was,  in  his  (Sir  Henry  Jack- 
son's) opinion,  violating  the  law.  The 
law  said  he  should  not  do  it  until  he 
had  signified  his  allegiance  to  his  Sove- 
reign, and  that  this  oould  be  done  by 
an  action  purely  seouliur.  He  failed 
to  see  what  injury  Parliament  would 
sustain  by  dispensing  with  the  Oath  in 
this  case,  and  allowing  the  hon.  Member 
to  substitute  a  Declaration  of  his  alle- 
giance. 

Mb.  statelet  HILL  said,  that 
the  decision  of  the  first  Committee  was 
said  to  have  been  appealed  against,  and 
was  overruled  by  the  decision  of  the 
second  Committee.  He  could  only  say, 
as  was  said  by  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  (Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross),  that 
had  he  known  that  the  second  Com- 
mittee was  intended  to  be  an  appeal 
from  the  first  Committee,  he  should  not 
have  felt  it  his  duty  to  take  a  seat  in 
that  Committee.  The  only  proper  tri- 
bunal to  which  to  appeal  ^m  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  was  the  full  House 
itself ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  that  was  the 
proper  coarse  for  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  to  have  taken.  It  was  said  that 
the  recommendation  of  the  second  Com- 
mittee reversing  the  decision  of  the  first 
Committee  and  allowing  Mr.  Bradlaugh 

Sir  Eenry  Jackeon 


to  affirm,  had  been  carried  by  a  majority 
of  12  to  9,  while  the  Beport  of  the  fint 
Committee  had  been  carried  by  a  ma* 
jority  of  1 ,  but  to  this  9  should  be  added, 
the   Chairman    and    the  late  AttoriM^ 
General,  who  was  then  absent;  and  it 
would  be  seen  the  real  majority  in  tbe 
second  Committee  was  also  1 ;  and  the  fact 
was  that  that  majority  was  brought  about 
solely  by  the  change  of  side  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stodq^ort  (Mr. 
Hopwood).    It  appeared  to  him  quite 
clear  that  Mr.  Bradlaueh  oould  not  be 
permitted  to  take  the  Oath  or  make  an 
Affirmation.    If  at  the  Table   of    the 
House  he  had  not  made  the  daun  to 
affirm  by  virtue  of  the  Evidence  Amend- 
ment Act,  1869-70,  he  would  have  been 
able  to  take  the  Oath  without  a  question 
beine  raised ;  but,  seeing  that  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh called  the  attention  of  the  Speaker 
to  ms  claim,  the  House  had  a  riRht  to 
interfere.      His  (Mr.   Staveley    HiU'e) 
view  with  reg^ard  to  the  right  to  affirm 
was  this.     Originally  both  witnesses  in 
Courts  of  Law   and  Members  of  that 
House  were  required  absolutely  to  take 
the  Oath ;  but  the  rigid  rule  had  been 
gradually  relaxed,   both  in  Courts  of 
Justice  and  in  that  House,  in  favour  of 
those  who  entertained  religious  scruples 
against  taking  an  oath.     The  legisla- 
tion on  this  subject,  however,  had  never 
gone  so  far  with  regard  to  that  House 
as  it  had  with  regard  to  Courts  of  Jus- 
tice, and  the  law  allowing  Affirmations 
to  be  taken  in  that  House  not  only  with 
reference  to  this  promissory  Oath,  but 
even  to  the  Oath  of  testimony  also,  as 
shown  by  the  Act  of  1871,  only  went  as 
far  as  that  which    was    conceded    for 
Courts  of  Justice  in  1854.  He  denied  that 
it  was  possible  to  construe  one  set  of  Acts 
by  the  other  set.    He  was  of  opinion, 
therefore,  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  not  a 
person  entitled  under  the  A^  of  Parlia- 
ment to  make  an  Affirmation ;  and  if,  at 
the  same  time,  it  had  been  rightly  held 
that  he  could  not  take  the  Oath,  what 
course  should  be  followed?  The  bringing 
forward  of  this  subject  was  a  great  misfor- 
tune ;  but  if  Mr.Bradlaugh  had  not  himself 
raised  the  question,  he  oould  have  taken 
the  Oath,  and  nothing  more  would  have 
been  heard  of  him ;  but  he  (Mr.  Staveley 
Hill)  submitted  that  it  would  have  been 
impossible  for  hon.  Members  to  have  sat 
there  and  witnessed  an  act  which  in 
itself  would  have  been  utterly  ludicrous. 
The  Frimo  Minister  was  inaocurate  in 
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statinff  that  the  objection  had  originated 
with  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  because  all 
that  the  latter  had  done  had  been  to  ask 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  by  what  rieht  he  claimed 
to  afl&rm,  a  question  which  it  was  right 
and  necessary  to  put  to  those  claiming 
to  make  an  Affirmation.  The  Prime 
Minister,  who  had  not  completely  stated 
what  had  taken  place  on  previous  occa- 
sions, now  asked — **  What  else  can  we 
do  than  appeal  to  the  House?"  The 
Committee,  he  TMr.  Staveley  Hill)  sub- 
mitted, that  sat  last  to  consider  the  ques- 
tion, had  all  the  precedents  before  them 
relating  to  the  Parliamentary  Oath,  and 
it  was  proved  to  be  the  clear  practice  of 
Parliament  that  where  a  Member  de- 
clined to  take  the  Oath  when  it  was 
tendered  to  him,  or  was  unwilling  to 
take  the  Oath,  or  in  the  judgment  of  the 
House  was  not  a  proper  person  to  whom 
the  Oath  should  be  administered,  the 
course  had  always  been  to  declare  the 
seat  vacant,  and  to  issue  a  new  Writ. 
In  1620  occurred  the  precedent  of  Sir 
John  Lee,  who  had  been  in  the  House 
for  some  time  and  had  not  taken  the 
Oath.  In  spite  of  his  willingness  to  take 
the  Oath  a  new  Writ  was  issued.  An- 
other precedent  was  that  of  Sir  H. 
Monson,  in  1689,  in  whose  case  a  new 
Writ  was  issued  because  he  had  not 
taken  the  Oath,  and  had  not  attended 
the  service  of  the  House.  He  might 
mention  also  the  precedent  of  Lord  Fan- 
shawe  ;  but  the  best  case  in  point  was 
furnished  by  John  Archdale,  the  Quaker 
Member  for  Chipping  Wycombe  in  1698. 
In  his  case  the  Speaker  acquainted  the 
House  that  he  had  received  from  Arch- 
dale  a  sealed  letter,  to  the  effect  that  he 
had  not  opposed  the  wishes  of  the  bur- 
gesses when  he  found  them  desirous  of 
electing  him,  and  that,  if  the  House 
would  permit  him  to  do  so  without 
taking  tne  Oath,  he  was  ready  to  execute 
his  trust.  The  House  having  heard  the 
letter  read  and  the  Statutes,  Mr.  Arch- 
dale  came  in,  and  the  Speaker,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  House,  asked  him  whether 
he  would  take  the  Oath.  That  he  de- 
clined to  do  on  account  of  the  principles 
of  his  reli^on,  and  a  new  Writ  was 
ordered  to  issue.  Now,  as  far  as  Par- 
liamentaiy  requirements  went,  that  was 
the  oloeott  parallel  he  could  find  to  the 
case  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton. Having  regard  to  those  pre- 
cedents, the  course  that  the  Government 
ought  to  have  taken  was   soffloiently 


obvious.  All  further  trouble  would  have 
been  avoided  if  the  manly  course  had 
been  adopted  of  issuing  a  new  Writ. 
If  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  still  loved  by  the 
people  of  Northampton,  in  spite  of  his 
vagaries,  and  again  returned,  then  he 
could  have  walked  up  to  the  Table  and 
taken  the  Oath,  and  no  more  would  have 
been  heard  of  the  matter;  if  not  re- 
turned, the  contention  would  equally 
have  been  at  an  end,  and  the  House 
could  have  calmly  proceeded  to  legislate 
for  any  future  similar  case.  As  it  was, 
he  hoped  the  House  would  not  affirm 
the  Besolution  of  the  Prime  Minister- 
one  that  would  allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
by  a  sort  of  side  wind,  to  take  his  seat, 
and  so  frustrate  the  previous  Besolution 
it  had  arrived  at.  One  thing  was  clear, 
that  it  would  not  be  right  to  invite  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  affirm  at  his  own  periL 
If,  in  consequence  of  the  action  of  the 
House,  he  incurred  a  penalty,  the  House 
would  be  bound  in  conmion  fairness  to 
g^ve  him  an  indemnity. 

Mr.  butt  held  that  the  action  of  the 
House  had  not  been  in  accordance  with 
the  law,  and  hon.  Members  ought  to  be 
very  glad  at  the  eleventh  hour  to  recede 
^m  the  false  position  they  had  taken 
up.  The  Oath  of  Allegiance  was  never 
designed  for  the  purposes  to  which  it 
had  been  diverted  by  the  recent  Beso« 
lution;  for  the  House,  by  excluding 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  would  practically  con« 
vert  it  into  a  religious  test.  No  one 
could  help  thinking  it  strange  that  the 
law  itselfshould  be  invoked  in  order  to 
prevent  the  hon.  Member  from  comply- 
ing with  its  reauirements.  Sir  Erskine 
May  had  stated  distinctiy  that  there  was 
no  precedent  for  refusing  to  allow  a  man 
who  presented  himself  at  the  Table  to 
take  the  Oath  ^m  taking  it.  There 
were  certain  oaths  at  present  which  a 
man  was  entiUed  to  take  in  the  Courts 
of  Law,  even  although  he  were  an 
Atheist.  Until  a  very  recent  period 
every  answer  in  Chancery  had  to  be 
sworn  by  the  defendant.  Was  the  sug« 
geetion  ever  made  that  a  man  upon  whom 
the  law  imposed  the  duty  of  making 
his  answer  in  Chanoeiy  upon  oath  was 
prevented  from  doing  so  because  he  was 
an  Atheist  ?  The  principle  which  under- 
lay the  whole  matter  was  that  when  the 
law  enjoined  that  an  oath  should  be 
taken  it  would  not  step  in  to  prevent  its 
being  taken.  Tatflor  on  Evidence,  the 
highest  authority  in  England  upon  the 
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subject,  quoted  without  disapproval,  or 
rather  with  approval,  an  American  au- 
thority who  laid  down  that  whether  a 
person  about  to  be  sworn  was  an  Atheist 
or  not,  the  question  could  never  be  raised 
by  anyone  but  the  adverse  party.  In 
another  place,  the  same  authority  said 
that  there  was  nothing  to  prevent  an 
Atheist  from  taking  an  oath  of  office,  or 
from  swearing  a  complaint  before  a 
magistrate,  or  from  making  oath  in  his 
answer  in  Chancery.  Was  he  (Mr.  Butt) 
not  right,  therefore,  in  saying  that  when 
the  law  enjoined  on  a  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment to  tiure  the  Oath,  it  could  not  in 
the  same  breath  say — ''You  shall  not 
be  allowed  to  take  it  ?  "  The  authority 
which  he  had  already  quoted  also  said 
that  the  law  never  allowed  an  objection 
of  infidelity  to  be  raised  aeainst  any  man 
seeking  his  own  right  before  a  Court  of 
Justice.  On  what  did  the  House  pro- 
ceed ?  On  its  own  notion  that  the  Oath 
had  no  binding  effect  on  a  person  enter- 
taining the  opinions  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh. 
The  House  was  in  danger  of  doing  great 
injustice,  when  it  prevented  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  from  doing  that  which  he  said  he 
was  prepared  to  do.  It  was  said  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  obtruded  his  opinions  on 
the  House.  Holding  the  opinions  he  did, 
Mr.  Bradlaujgh  did  not,  perhaps,  think 
himself  justified  in  coming  to  the  Table 
and  swallowing  the  Oath  without  raising 
any  question,  or  he  might  have  raised 
the  question  in  order  to  make  political 
capital  out  of  it.  But,  if  it  were  so,  it 
was  no  reason  why,  if  he  was  other- 
wise minded  to  take  the  Oath,  the  House 
should  prevent  him.  If  notoriety  were 
his  object,  the  whole  action  of  the  House 
was  aiding  and  abetting  him  in  his  de- 
sire. Was  it  fair,  legal,  or  right  towards 
his  constituency  to  prevent  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh taking  ttie  Oath  ?  Could  any  hon. 
Member  doubt  that  in  a  contest  between 
the  House  and  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  consti- 
tuency the  House  would  ultimately  be 
beaten  ?  If  the  views  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  entertained  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh's  aims  were  correct,  they  were,  by 
the  action  they  took,  playing  most  com- 
pletely into  his  hands,  and^the  longer 
they  kept  him  out  of  the  House  the 
greater  would  be  his  ultimate  triumph 
when  he  took  his  seat,  as  he  assuredly 
would.  It  was  for  the  interest,  dignity, 
and  honour  of  the  House  that  it  should 
adopt  some  Besolution,  putting  an  end 
to  the  present  situation. 


Mr.  PABNELL  said,  it  was  with  tbe 
utmost  reluctance  that,  as  an  Irish  Pro- 
testant, a  member  of  the  Synod  of  the 
Protestant  Church  of  Ireland,  and  tlie 
parochial  nominator  of  his  parish,  chosen 
oy  the  votes  of  his  fellow-Protestants  to 
that  office,  he  wished  to  explain  his  reA* 
sons  for  the  vote  which  he  intended  to 
give  for  the  Besolution  of  the  Prime 
Minister.    He  could  not  reoollect  any 
time  when  he  had  felt  g^reater  timidity, 
less  confidence  in  the  result  of  the  action 
which  he  was  about  to  take,  or  less  con- 
fident in  the  belief  that  the  mass  of  the 
Irish  people  were  behind  him  than  upon 
the  present  occasion.    In  his  past  poli- 
tical life -he  had  always  felt  that  hia  ac- 
tion would  be  understood  and  appre- 
ciated by  his  constituents;  but,  npon 
the  present  occasion,  he  was  bouna  to 
believe  there  was,  at  all  events,  very  great 
risk  of  its  being  misunderstood.     His 
religion,  however,  taught  him  to  be  jnst 
and  fear  not;  and  although  a  man  might 
be  placed  under  a  temporary  doud  or  a 
temporary  disqualification,  he  thought 
and  felt  convinced  that,  in  the  long  run, 
if  he  acted  according  to  the  just  dictates 
of  his  own  conscience,  every  right-think- 
ing man  at  home  in  Ireland  would  ulti- 
mately come  to  his  support.    Now,  why 
did  he  intend  to  vote  for  the  Resolu- 
tion of  the  Prime  Minister?    Because 
he  believed  that  the  law  entitled  Mr. 
Bradlaugh    to   take   his  seat    in  that 
House,  and  he  objected  to  that  method 
of  making  law  by  Parliamentary  Beso- 
lution.   If  those  Qentlemen  on  the  Op- 
position side  of  the  House  desired  to 
keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of  the  House— 
and  who  said  they  desired  to  do  so,  be- 
cause the  law  was  against  his  views — ^if 
they  desired  what  they  said,  why  did 
they  not  legally  test  the  question  f    But 
what  had  they  done?    They  had  pre* 
vented  any  legfal  test  from  beine  taken ; 
they  had  deliberately  prevented  the  ac- 
tion of  the  ordinary  Law  of  the  land ; 
and  they  had  deliberately  prevented  an 
important  constituency  like  Northamp- 
ton from  having  its  right  of  representa- 
tion in  the  House  of  Commons.    Now, 
a  cry  had  been  raised  ag^ainst  him  (Mr. 
Pamell)  in    Ireland    that    he  was  an 
Atheist,  because  he  voted  for  the  admis- 
sion of  Mr.  Bradlauffh.     He  wished  to 
say   that    Mr.    Bradlaugh's    religious 
tenets  and  his  doctrines  with  reference 
to  over-population  were  abominable;  but 
because  he    (Mr.  Pamell)  objected  to 
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that  OenUeman's  doctrines  on  those 
questions  was  not  a  sufficient  reason 
why  he  should  go  contrarr  to  the  law. 
Catholic  Members  for  Ireland  had  felt 
rery  strongly  on  the  question — veiy 
strongly,  indeed — and  they  had  been  told 
that  they  ought  to  recollect  that  it  was 
once  sought  to  keep  them  out,  just  as  it 
was  now  sought  to  keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
out.  But  he  would  ask  the  Cathouc 
Members  what  did  they  fear?  Did 
they  fear  that  their  religion  would  be 
injured  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  introduc- 
tion to  the  House  ?  [•*  No,  no ! "]  If 
they  did  not,  then  upon  what  principle 
did  they  proceed?  He  had  listened 
carefully  to  many  of  the  speeches  of  his 
CSatholic  Friends  ^m  Iroland,  and  it 
had  appeared  to  him  that  they  had 
argued  that  it  was  their  duty  as  Catho- 
lics to  keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of  the 
House  lest  their  religion  should  be  in- 
jured by  his  introduction.  [*'  No,  no ! "] 
Then,  for  what  other  reason  did  they  ob- 

i'ect  to  his  coming  there?  An  appeal 
lad  been  made  to  Catholic  Ireland. 
They  had  been  told  that  that  little  Island 
was  the  last  country  that  had  resisted 
the  inroads  of  Continental  infidelity,  and 
that  unless  they  desired  that  that  odious 
thing  should  creep  into  Ireland,  they 
must  keep  Mr.  Bradlaugh  out  of  the 
House.  Well,  that  surely  seemed  to  in- 
dicate a  fear  on  the  part  of  Irish  Catho- 
lics that  their  religion  might  be  injured 
by  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  introduction  into 
the  House;  but  were  they  entitled  really 
to  look  at  it  from  that  point  of  riew  ? 
Were  they,  as  Catholics,  entitled  to  say 
— '*  Because  we  are  Catholics,  we  object 
to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ?  "  For  they  must 
recollect  exactly  the  same  argument  was 
used  aninst  their  own  admission.  Why 
were  &iholics  deprived  of  their  dvu 
rights  for  centuries?  Why  were  they 
prevented  from  coming  into  that  House  ? 
It  was  because  Protestants  feared  that 
the  adnuBsion  of  Catholics  would  injure 
the  Protestant  religion,  and  it  was  be- 
cause the  majority  of  Protestants  began 
to  see  that  even  if  they  had  that  fear, 
it  was  an  unworthy  fear,  and  a  fear  that 
they  ought  not  to  allow  to  influence 
them  in  considering  the  civil  rights  of 
their  fellow-men,  that  Catholics  were  at 
last  admitted  to  the  same  civil  and  re- 
ligious rights  as  Protestants.  Thev 
must  never  forget  that,  in  dealing  with 
this  subject,  if  they  once  admitted  the 
principle  that  they  were  entitled  to  ob- 


i'eet  to  a  man  because  his  doctrines  were 
ikely  to  injure  their  religion,  they 
struck  at  the  very  root  of  civil  and  re- 
ligious liberty,  and  that  was  why  he  felt 
it  his  duty  to  do  that  which  was  per- 
sonally odious  to  him.  It  was  a  per- 
sonally odious  task  for  him  to  undertake 
to  vote  for  the  admission  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  TMr.  Brad- 
laugh) to  that  House ;  but  if  he  had  to 
waUc  through  that  Lobby  by  himself,  he 
should  feel  himself  a  coward  if  he  re* 
fused  to  do  so. 

Ma.  A.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  be  able  to  follow  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  who  had  spoken  last,  in 
order  to  assure  him  that  he  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  should  be  sorry  if  any  Catholic 
Member  from  Ireland  rose  to  reply  to 
him,  and  used  a  single  word  which 
would  imply  a  failure  to  appreciate  his 
honesty,  his  devotion,  his  smcerity,  and 
his  patriotism.  The  liberality  of  his 
(Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan's)  co-reUgionists 
who  elected  a  Protestant  Gentleman  like 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  to  represent 
them  would  be  only  hypocrisy  ana  sham, 
if  they  expected  their  Member  to  speak 
on  a  question  like  this  otherwise  than  as 
a  conscientious  Protestant ;  and  no  one 
would  be  more  ready  to  defend  the  hon. 
Member  against  anv  such  aspersions  as 
he  had  anticipated  than  would  his 
Catholic  fellow-Members.  His  hon. 
Friendf  however,  had  spoken  in  the  same 
way  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Leader  of  the  House  had  spoken  the 
other  night  for  the  abolition  of  tests, 
and  not  on  the  question  before  the 
House ;  and  in  the  spirit  of  that  speech 
he  invited  the  hon.  Member  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  he  fMr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  had  placed  on  the  l^aper.  But 
the  speech  was  beside  the  question  now 
before  the  Chair.  He  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  had  listened  to  the  speech  of 
the  Prime  Minister  that  night,  and  it 
was  a  serious  speech  and  a  critical  one 
for  him,  for  the  House,  and  for  the  conn- 
try.  The  onus  lay  upon  the  rig^t  hon. 
Gentleman  to  justify  to  the  House  the 
proposition  he  had  submitted  for  their 
consideration.  The  House  had  ere  now 
rescinded  Besolutions  and  abolished  or 
modified  its  religious  or  political  tests ; 
but,  he  asked,  had  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman in  his  speech  been  able  to  quote 
one  single  precedent  where  a  Besolution 
of  the  House  had  been  rescinded  by  such 
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a  side  wind  as  he  now  proposed  ?     He 
had  not  even  fortified  the.  consciences  of 
his  devoted  followers    hj    citing   one 
single  precedent  during  500  years  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  show  where  a  re- 
ligious test  had  been   abolished  in   a 
manner  at  all  comparable  to  that  now 
submitted  to  the  House  ?      There  was 
great  danger  in  dealing  with  a  question 
introduced  by  the  Prime  Minister,  be- 
cause of  his  eloquence  and  skill  and  the 
admiration  most  of  them  had  for  him. 
But  he  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
whether  this  was  a  Motion  to  satisfy  an 
individual,  or  to  remove  the  grievance 
of  a  class?    Was  it  a  capitmation  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  ?  If  it  was  not  a  capitula- 
tion to  threats  of  violence  and  disorder, 
then  was  it  an  amendment  of  the  law, 
which  amendment  experience  had  shown 
to  be  necessaiT  and  right  ?    The  police 
motive  avowedly  animated  the  present 
proposition.    But,  consider  the  view  of 
the  case  which  was  academically  taken 
in  the  country — ^namely,  that  this  was  a 
removal  of  a  grievance  which  oppressed 
a  class — what    class  was    oppressed? 
They  were  told  in  a  novel  that  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  was  informed  that 
the  Cork  Militia  was  in  the  Castle  yard, 
and  when  he  went  out  to  inquire  for  it, 
a  single  voice  responded — "  Here  I  am, 
your    Excellency."     What    class    was 
aggrieved  by  their  present  rules  ?  '  *  Here 
I  am,"  might  respond  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man sitting  under  the  Gallery.    That 
was  the  dass.    What  other  class  had 
petitioned  declaring  that  they  were  with- 
out representation?     He    would  never 
vote  for  excluding  any  appreciable  sec- 
tion of  the  nation  from  fair  representa- 
tion.   The  oppression  of  minorities  had 
been  the  comer  stone  of  tyranny  in  the 
history  of  Europe.    Where  was  the  class 
that  was  oppressed  now  ?     It  was  no- 
thing but  an  individual.    If  there  had 
been  a  class,   it  would  have  imitated 
other  classes  in  petitioning  for  represen- 
tation for   ten,   or  five,  or  two  years. 
They  would  have  imitated  other  classes 
for  whom  the  House  had  waived  tests. 
Whenever  before  in  the  history  of  their 
proceedings  had  the  House  responded  to 
the  first  knock  of  a  dass  or  of  an  indi- 
vidual ?      Did  the  first  Catholic  find  a 
Prime  Minister  to  admit  him  in  the  first 
instance  ?    Or  did  the  first  Jew  who  was 
BO  conscientious  that  he  was  excluded  for 
▼ears  ?    For  30  years  his  oo-religionists 
had  tied  the  thorny  path  leading  to  Catho- 

Mr.  A.  M.  SulUran 


lie  Emancipation,  during  which  period 
successive  Ministries  were  made  and  un- 
made upon  the  question  ;  and  yet  when  a 
Catholic  came  to  the  Table  ana  could  not 
take  the  Oath  he  represented  a  nataon 
of  8,000,000.  But  he  had  a  conacieaee, 
and  once  he  said  he  would  not  swear  he 
did  not  swear.  Even  after  Emancipation 
was  passed,  O'Connell  had  to  go  baek 
to  Clare  and  be  re-elected,  beoaoae  the 
Act  was  not  retrospective.  But  wma 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  who  represented  him- 
self, to  be  dealt  with  in  a  more  libetal, 
tolerant,  and  generous  way?  Then 
there  were  the  Jews.  He  supposed  he 
should  be  classed  with  the  UltranuHi- 
tane  bigots — [** Hear,  hear!"] — ^he  un- 
derstood that  cheer;  but  he  snoke  of 
the  emancipation  of  the  Jews,  becanae 
he  had  read  with  sympathy  and  with 
respect  of  the  struggles  of  that  cruelly- 
oppressed  race,  and  he  was  proud  to 
think  that  the  Irish  Members  of  that  day 
supported  their  emancipation.  Bi:^ 
when  Alderman  Salomons  came  into  the 
House  no  Prime  Minister  rose  to  pro* 
pose  not  merely  an  amendment  of  the 
law,  but  a  retrospective  Besolution.  That 

g?eat  honour  was  reserved  for  Mr.  Brad- 
ugh.  The  Prime  Minister  rested  his 
case  very  little  on  there  being  a  daas 
grievance;  but  he  based  it  mainly  <m 
police  considerations.  An  avowal  had 
been  made  that  night  by  the  Pr^nier  of 
England  which,  two  years  ago,  he  (Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan)  would  have  thought  to 
be  impossible — namely,  that  the  proper 
way  wnereby  the  House  should  prevent  a 
Gentleman  forcing  his  way  to  the  maoe 
and  remainingthere  as  long  as  he  pleased 
was  to  let  him  have  what  ne  demanded. 
If  that  were  not  done,  and  if  the  House 
did  not  pass  under  the  Caudine  forics, 
they  were  told  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
evening  after  evening,  might  come  there 
and  bully  them — the  Commons  of  the 
Empire.  Why,  since  the  bauble  was 
removed  from  the  Table,  and  armed 
men  scattered  the  Members  of  the 
House,  no  such  outrage  as  that  had 
been  committed  on  it.  Was  the  reign 
of  rowdyism  again  to  be  introduced,  so 
that,  on  the  threat  of  disorder  and  phy- 
sical violence,  they  were  to  go  on  their 
knees  and  say — "  Dear  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
spare  us  from  such  scenes,  and  for  pouce 
considerations  you  shall  have  all  that 
you  require  ?  "  His  Friend,  Mr.  Plim- 
soil,  gained  something  by  standing  in 
the  midst  of  the  floor  and  shaking  his 
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fist  at  the  then  Premier;  but  if  Mr. 
Plimeoll  were  then  a  Member  of  the 
Houae,  he  (Mr.  A.  M.  SoUivan)  could 
tell  him  that  if  he  only  threatened  to 
come  down,  grasp  the  maoe,  and  say — 
"  Let  me  see  who  is  able  to  put  me  out/' 
the  Prime  Minister  would  counsel  the 
House,  with  a  yiew  to  escape  from  scenes 
of  disorder  and  yiolence,  they  should  pass 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Bill.  That  was 
the  only  reason  lot  the  Motion  before 
the  House.  [•'No,  no!"]  If  that 
was  not  the  animating  motive  of  the 
Besolution,  why  should  the  Ooyemment 
hesitate  to  accept  his  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sulli- 
van's) Amendment,  which  adopted  their 
own  yiew,  but  applied  it  prospectively, 
not  retrospectively.  For  himself,  he 
was  opposed  to  tests  where  they  were  de- 
signea  to  disfranchise  any  section  of  the 
nation ;  therefore  it  was  that  he  placed 
his  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  He 
would  appeal  to  that  section  of  the 
Liberal  Party  which  sat  opposite,  who 
were  really  at  one  with  him  on  the  ques- 
tion^  to  support  him.  They,  too,  as  he 
did,  desired  to  abolish  religious  tests; 
and  if  Party  compulsion  were  removed 
from  them,  they  would  make  the  pro- 
posed emancipation  consonant  with  all 
precedent ;  for  never  before  had  it  been 
retrospective.  He  thought  that  it  was 
mure  manly  to  honestly  avow  that  he 
was  conscious  that  he  was  moved  in  this 
matter  by  what  some  might  call  religious 
prejudices,  than  to  pretend  that  he  was 
not  moved  by  some  such  feeling;  but 
they  were  not  prejudices  of  that  narrow 
kind  which  would  make  a  bigot  seek 
to  oppress  all  those  who  were  not  of 
his  own  religious  belief.  His  was,  he 
hoped,  a  broader  and  a  wider  view. 
He  looked  abroad,  and  he  confessed  his 
mind  was  overshadowed  by  a  gloomy 
fear  that  there  were  days  in  store  for 
Europe  darker  than  any  which  had  gone 
by  for  probably  some  hundreds  of  years. 
The  very  basis  of  the  social  edifice  in 
every  land  was  being  ruthlessly  assailed 
~and  assailed  by  Uie  stealthy  step  of 
men  like  him  on  whose  behalf  they  were 
now  asked  to  change  the  British  Con- 
stitution. It  was  not  because  of  Mr. 
Bradlaugh's  religious  opinions  alone — 
though  these  were  to  him  abhorrent — 
that  he  would  refuse  to  violate  all  /ule 
and  precedent  in  extending  to  him  the 
privileges  of  a  Member  of  the  House ; 
It  was  because  of  other  of  his  principles, 
which,  taken  in  conjunction  with  his 
Atheistic  opinions,  struck  fatally  at  the 


foundation  of  civil  society,  as  they  knew 
it ;  and,  therefore,  he  said  that  the  Beso- 
lution  would  mark  a  turning  point  in 
the  Parliamentary  history  of  England. 
What  the  House  was  about  to  do  was, 
not  to  accomplish  a  triumph  for  the  prin- 
ciples of  religious  liberty,  but  to  register 
high  on  the  door-post  of  the  House  of 
Oommons  the  flood-mark  of  unbelief  and 
infidelity.  Yet,  would  it  not  be  well 
when  Nihilism  in  Russia,  Communism 
in  France,  Socialism  in  Germany,  and 
Atheism  in  many  lands,  were  threatening 
Thrones  and  Constitutions,  if  they  in 
England — Jews,  Protestants,  and  Catho- 
lics— ^were  to  join  hands  in  holy  reverence 
round  the  shrine  of  religious  belief,  and 
act  upon  the  grand  old  Constitutional 
principle— Honour  the  King  and  wor- 
ship God  ? 

Mb.  BICHARD  :  Sir,  I  should  Hke  to 
be  allowed  to  make  a  few  observations  on 
the  subject  before  the  House,  because, 
with  the  exception  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
TMr.  John  Bright),  I  think  no  Nonoon- 
formist  has  yet  taicen  part  in  these  dis- 
cussions. I  have  listened  to  the  speech 
of  my  hon,  and  learned  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan) 
with  great  admiration  for  its  eloquence, 
but  with  unspeakable  astonishment  at 
the  principles  it  enunciated.  Indeed, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Qentleman  seems 
to  base  his  objection  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh's 
claims  on  no  principle  whatever.  It  is 
with  him  a  mere  question  of  number 
and  time.  He  appears  to  think  that  the 
admission  of  men  to  the  enjoyment  of 
their  civil  and  political  rights  depends 
upon  how  many  they  are.  Mr.  brad- 
laugh  is  only  one  man;  therefore,  he 
must  be  rejected.  But  surely  one  man 
is  as  much  entitled  to  justice  as  100,000 
men.  Then,  says  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend,  you  ought  not  to  admit  him  at 
once.  If  he  perseveres  long  enough, 
and  knocks  at  the  door  of  the  House 
year  after  year,  then  my  hon.  and  learned 
IPriend  wiU  eo  himself  and  open  the  door 
to  him.  Indeed,  he  carried  this  curious 
theory  of  keeping  men  waiting  for  their 
rights,  so  far  that  he  seemed  actually  to 
justify  the  course  taken  by  the  Protes- 
tants of  this  country  in  shutting  out  so 
long  his  own  fellow-religionists  from  this 
House.  But  how  can  that  which  is  wrong 
now  become  right  six  or  seven  years 
hence?  There  have  been,  throughout 
this  debate,  two  questions  constantly 
cropping  up  of  veiy  unequal  significance 
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are  advertising  Mr.  Bradlangh  and  his 
doctrines  over  the  conntry  and  over  the 
world.  They  have  raised  him  to  a  pin- 
nacle if  not  of  popularity,  at  least  of 
notoriety,  which  makes  him  the  ohsenred 
of  all  observers.  They  are  enabling 
him  to  pose,  if  such  be  his  ambition,  as 
a  hero  and  a  martyr  before  his  own  fol- 
lowers. Nay,  they  have  done  more.  I 
do  not  know  how  other  Members  have 
fared.  But  within  the  last  two  or  three 
weeks  I  have  been  deluged  with  pam- 
phlets and  papers  containing  extracts 
from  the  writings  of  Mr.  Bradmugh  and 
his  associates — the  most  offensive  the 
compilers  cotdd  find — and  very  offensive 
some  of  them  are.  And  these  are,  I 
suppose,  scattered  broadcast  through 
the  country ;  and  thus  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  most  unwittingly  and  uninten- 
tionally, I  am  sure,  but  practically  and 
in  effect,  are  becoming  the  agents  and 
missionaries  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  am 
told  there  is  a  great  rush  of  demand 
for  his  publications,  and  I  am  quite  cer- 
tain of  this,  that  there  is  no  town  or  city 
in  this  country  in  which,  if  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  were  announced  to  speak,  a  room 
would  be  found  largo  enou^  to  hold  the 
people  who  would  flock  to  see  and  hear 
him.  I  formerly  voted  for  the  Motion  of 
the  sitting  Member  for  Northampton, 
and  I  shaU  nowvote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
PrimeMinister  without  the  slightest  hesi- 
tation, and,  in  doing  so,  I  am  not  voting 
for  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  I  am  voting  for  a 
great  principle,  for  which  the  Noncon- 
formists have  been  contending  for  200 
years ;  and  if  that  be  not  the  principle 
for  which  they  have  been  contending,  I 
do  not  know  what  it  is— namely,  this — 
that  we  have  no  right,  as  a  con<Ution  of 
admitting  a  man  to  the  enjoyment  of  his 
civil  and  political  rights,  to  take  into  ac- 
count his  opinions  on  religion  at  all. 
For  my  part,  I  should  be  glad  if  the  whole 
system  of  swearing  in  admitting  Mem- 
bers to  this  House  could  be  dispensed 
with.  To  many  of  us  it  seems  little 
better  than  a  solemn  farce,  or  rather  a 
farce  not  at  all  solemn,  but  with  a  pain- 
ful touch  of  profanity  in  it.  No  man 
who  watched  what  was  going  on  on 
the  first  day  of  the  present  Parliament, 
when  hon.  Members  were  crowding  and 
squeezing  around  the  Table  laid  out  in 
the  centre  of  the  House,  and  scrambling 
for  the  New  Testaments  that  were  scat- 
tered upon  it,  amid  jokes  and  good- 
humoured  merriment— no  man,  I  say, 
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could  have  watched  that  scene  and  be- 
lieved that  what  we  were  doing  had 
anything  about  it  of  the  solemnity  of  a 
religious  act.  I  disclaim  utterly  the 
idea  of  serving  the  cause  of  Chris- 
tianity  by  any  amount  of  swearing.  I 
think  I  have  more  faith  in  the  vitality 
of  the  Christian  religion  than  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  I  believe  its  ex- 
istence and  prevalence  in  the  world  do 
not  depend  much  upon  anjrthing  that 
Courts  or  Parliaments  or  Govemmeats 
might  do  or  abstain  from  doing.  If  we 
look  back  to  its  past  history  we  shall 
find  that  its  earliest  and  noblest  triumphs 
were  achieved  when  it  had  all  the  Courts 
and  Governments  and  Parliaments  of  the 
world  against  it.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),  in 
the  very  able  and  effective  speech  he 
delivered  early  in  these  discussions,  said, 
referring  to  the  Book  which  is  the  in* 
strument  of  the  Oath,  that  he  hoped 
it  is  a  Book  we  all  revere.  Wd^  I 
hope  so  too.  But  I  venture  to  suggest 
to  him  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  XhaX 
there  is  a  better  way  of  showing  our  re- 
verence to  that  Book  than  by  kissiuR  its 
binding,  and  that  is  by  giving  heed  in 
our  national  life  to  its  principles  and  pre- 
cepts. We  are  told  that  we  ought  to 
maintain  our  character  as  a  Christian 
nation.  But  how  can  we  become,  or 
how  can  we  remain,  a  Christian  nation  ? 
Not  by  putting  Christianity  into  an  Act 
of  Parliament.  Not  by  formal  acts  of 
homage  as  a  part  of  a  public  pageant. 
No !  but  by  imbuing  the  national  senti- 
ment with  a  Christian  spirit,  by  fashion- 
ing our  public  policy  in  accordance  with 
Christian  principles.  What  is  the  value 
of  a  formal  acknowledgment  made  by 
the  lip,  or  bv  certain  acts  of  pompous 
ceremony,  wnen  all  that  may  oo-exist 
with  a  policy  which  is  in  utter  contempt 
of  the  essential  principles  of  that  very 
religion  to  which  this  elaborate  outward 
reverence  is  rendered,  with  unequal  and 
oppressive  laws,  with  unjust  wars,  with 
restless  and  reckless  aggression  on  the 
rights  and  territories  of  other  nations, 
with  a  policy  of  ambition,  selfishness 
and  grecNl  ?  If  we  would  be  a  Christian 
Legislature,  let  us  g^de  our  delibera- 
tions by  a  Christian  spirit,  and  fashion 
our  policv  according  to  a  Christian  stan- 
dard, and  by  such  means  we  shall  do 
more  to  deserve  and  secure  for  ourselvea 
that  character  than  by  all  the  oaths  ever 
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inTonted  and  imposed  upon  the  unwill- 
ing consoiences  of  mankind. 

Bib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  (who 
spoke  amid  much  and  continued  inter- 
ruption) said,  that  he  had  never  lavished 
anathemas  upon  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  and  that 
he  had  confined  himself  exclusively  to 
the  legal  question  as  to  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  or  was  not  entitled  to  take 
the  Oath.  His  own  opinion  was  that 
the  difficulties  in  which  the  House  was 
involved  were  entirely  owing  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment, who  had  been  endeavouring 
from  the  first  to  evade  the  responsibili^ 
of  his  position  and  to  throw  it  upon 
others.  At  the  outset  of  the  proceedings 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  in  the 
House ;  but  his  Delegate  moved  that  a 
Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  question  of  Mr.  Bradlau^h's 
right  to  affirm.  That  Committee  decided 
against  him,  and  when  the  hon.  Member 
presented  himself  at  the  Table  for  the 
purpose  of  taking  the  Oath,  he  (Sir  H. 
Drummond  Worn)  had  deemed  it  his 
duty  to  object  to  his  doing  so.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  then  again  shifted  the 
responsibility  to  the  shomders  of  another 
Committee,  and  when  the  Beport  of  that 
Committee  was  presented,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  allowed  the  sitting  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  to 
take  the  matter  into  his  own  hands. 
Later  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  again 
abdicated  his  functions  as  Leader  of  the 
House.  Li  the  Besolution  he  now 
brouffht  forward  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  even  venture  to  affinn  any 
doctrine,  but  attempted  to  shift  the  re- 

risibility  of  his  position  upon  some  on 
side  of  the  House— to  some  common 
informer — who  was  to  be  left  to  assert 
the  privileges  of  Parliament,  because  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  evaded  the  respon- 
sibility of  his  position.  [  Uproar.']  He 
should  insist  on  his  right  to  be  beard. 

t'*  Oh ! "]  He  should  not  be  put  down 
V  clamour.  The  Prime  Minister  would 
allow  the  Member  for  Northampton  to 
affirm  with  the  collusion  of  the  House ; 
but  if  he  were  to  be  allowed  to  do  so,  he 
could  not  speak  or  vote  in  the  House 
without  having  a  millstone  round  his 
neck ;  for  his  every  act  would  be  illegal, 
and  he  might  be  subjected  to  great  and 
grievous  penalties.  He  TSir  H.  Drum- 
mond Wolff)  was  perfectiy  ready  to  sub- 
mit to  the  verdict  of  the  oountiy  on  the 
sobjedy  beoause  he  was  satisfied  that  the 


views  which  he  held  on  this  question  were 
the  views  of  the  mass  of  the  people  of  this 
country.  He  was  convinced  vie  Prime 
Minister  was  running  with  the  hare  and 
hunting  with  the  hounds.  Li  the  past 
when  any  question  of  the  admission  of  a 
Member  arose,  the  case  was  decided 
either  by  a  Committee  or  by  legislation ; 
but  the  Prime  Minister  would  not  follow 
either  of  these  precedents.  He  would 
allow  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  affirm,  though 
two  Committees  had  decided  against 
him.  ["No,  no!"]  He  ought  either 
to  have  accepted  the  decisions  of  the 
Committees,  or  have  brought  in  a  Bill 
to  allow  Atheists  to  sit  in  Parliament. 

Mr.  M'COAN  said,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  debate,  he  had  no  inten- 
tion of  taking  any  part  in  it,  and,  as  a 
new  Member,  he  should  not  long  detain 
the  House.  He  respected  and  admired 
the  courage  and  honesty  of  the  Member 
for  Cork  Gty  (Mr.  Pamell),  whose  speech 
he  had  listened  to  with  pleasure;  but 
he  did  not  think  his  views  would  be 
popular  in  Lreland.  ["  Oh,  oh !  "]  Li 
saying  that,  he  spoke  as  being  him- 
self a  Protestant  Member,  represent- 
ing a  county  of  considerable  size.  He 
was  intimately  acquainted  with  the  feel- 
ings of  the  North  and  the  East  of 
L*eland,  and  the  opinion  of  Lreland,  he 
believed,  would  be  against  the  Besolu- 
tion. ["  No !  "]  B[e  regretted  that  the 
subject  had  been  turned  into  a  question 
of  mere  iVm  Frtus.  They  had  had  too 
much  of  legal  argument,  and  ho,  there- 
fore, eliminated  that  element  altogether, 
and  came  to  what  seemed  to  him  the 
real  question.  The  issue  before  the 
House  was  clear — whether  the  doors 
of  that  Christian  Legislature  should  be 
thrown  open  and  Atheism  invited  to  come 
in.  The  particular  issue,  indeed,  was 
even  more  than  that.  It  was  not  simply 
Atheism,  but  Atheism  in  its  most  re- 
voltiug  form,  in  the  person,  teaching, 
and  character  of  the  Member  for  North- 
ampton. He  had  no  wish  to  indulge  in 
rhetorical  abuse;  but  nowhere  could 
there  be  found  a  more  ofi'ensive  repre- 
sentative of  Atheism  than  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh.    P'Oh.  oh!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  should  be  guarded  in 
his  language.  The  person  to  whom  he 
was  alluding  was  a  Member  of  that 
House,  and  should  not  be  referred  to  in 
such  a  manner. 

Mb.  M*C0AN  said,  he  bowed  to  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  would  withdraw 
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the  expression  complained  of.  The  ques- 
tion was  not  whether  the  Legislature 
should  be  un-Christianized,  but  whether 
the  highest  element  of  authority  should 
be  eliminated  irom  it,  and  it  should  cease 
to  be  a  Legislature  fitting  to  rule  a 
Ohristian  country.  In  connection  with" 
the  question,  he  could  not  help  com- 
plaining that  many  false  analogies  had 
been  raised  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House.  The  position  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
had  been  likened  to  the  former  position 
of  Boman  Catholics,  Jews,  and  Quakers ; 
but  he  saw  no  analogy  whatever  between 
thecases,  because  the  present  was  notpro- 
perly  a  religious  question  at  all.  Having 
listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Merthyr  Tydvil  (Mr.  Hichard),  who 
spoke  as  a  Nonconformist,  he  (Mr. 
M^Coan)  must  say  that  he  failed  to  recog- 
nize in  it  the  Nonconformity  of  which  he 
had  any  knowledge ;  and  it  was  incon- 
ceivable to  him  how  a  Gentleman  of 
the  hon.  Member's  antecedents  could  ex- 
press the  opinions  he  had  done,  for  they 
seemed  to  him  nothing  more  nor  less  than 
an  attempted  palliation  of  Atheism.  He 
concluded  by  asking  whether  any  con- 
stituency, be  it  that  of  Northampton  or 
any  other,  had  the  right  to  foist  upon 
the  House  of  Commons  a  person  against 
whom  their  highest  instincts  revolted  ? 

The  eOLICITOR  GENERAX  (Sir 
Fabrer  Hebsohell)  said,  he  believed 
the  course  suggested  by  tbe  Hesolution 
of  the  right,  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) was  the  course  best  adapted  for 
relieving  the  House  from  the  position  of 
serious  embarrassment  in  which  they 
found  themselves.  He  did  not  think 
there  could  be  any  doubt  that,  as  a  result 
of  the  vote  g^ven  a  week  ago,  the  House 
was  placed  in  a  position  of  great  em- 
barrassment. [**  No,  no !  "1  Some  hon. 
Members  opposite  seemed  to  dissent 
from  that  view.  All  he  could  say  was, 
that  they  did  not  seem  to  have  any  Be- 
presentatives  in  the  Press  of  this  coun- 
try, or  anywhere  outside  the  House. 
Article  upon  article  had  been  published 
by  journalists  of  every  shade  of  politics, 
commenting  upon  the  difficulty  of  the 
position  in  which  the  House  was  placed. 
He  was  astonished  that  any  persons  who 
remembered  the  scene  that  took  place 
last  Wednesday  week  should  represent 
that  the  House  was  not  embarrassed  in 
consequence  of  the  vote  to  which  he  had 
referred.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Sir  Stafibrd  Northcote)  had 
moved  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  committed 
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to  custody,  and  next  evening  had  moved 
for  his  release ;  but  what  sugprestion  had 
he  g^ven  for  relieving  the  House  from 
the  daneer  of  a  repetition  of  such  scenee 
as  had  been  witnessed  ?  He  wanted  to 
know  what  remedy  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  sugg^t  ?  Supposing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  presented  himself  at  the 
Table  on  the  nieht  after  his  release, 
what  course  would  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  have  advocated?  Would 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  have  been  committed  to 
the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  for 
the  remainder  of  the  Session  ?  ['*  Hear, 
hear ! '']  Some  hon.  Members  said 
* 'Hear,  hear!  "  but  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  that  course  would  have 
been  really  expedient  and  calculated 
to  further  the  interests  of  the  House. 
What  was  the  situation?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh) having  been  elected  by  the  con- 
stituency, and  being  willing  to  adopt 
either  of  the  courses  which  the  statute 
prescribed,  the  House  refused  him  per- 
mission to  do  so,  and  thus  refused  to  let 
him  take  his  seat.  Did  hon.  Members, 
then,  suppose  that  it  was  probable  that 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  remain  tranquilly 
contentwith  mat  stateof  things?  Did  they 
think  it  probable  that  the  constituency 
of  Northampton  would  be  content  with 
that  state  of  things  ?  The  constituency 
had  elected  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  represent, 
not  their  religious  views,  but  their  poli- 
tics ;  and  they  had  not  elected  him  in  con- 
sequence of  his  own  religious  views. 
According  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  it  was 
in  the  highest  degree  to  be  deprecated 
that  thev  should  allow  a  class  of  any 
appreciable  extent  to  be  unrepresented. 
But  it  seemed  to  be  of  no  importance 
whatever  to  him  if  they  prevented  a  con- 
stituency from  being  represented  by  the 
Member  of  its  choice.  The  constituency 
of  Northampton  bad  chosen  their  Mem- 
ber, and  if  the  law  did  not  deny  him  the 
right  of  representing  them,  it  was  an  in- 
justice bom  to  the  constituency  and  to 
the  man  whom  they  had  elected  to  keep 
him  out  of  the  House.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  question  had  been  settled 
by  the  decision  of  a  Committee.  It, 
however,  was  never  sent  to  a  Committee 
for  decision.  When  the  Committee  was 
moved  for,  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Launceston  (Sir  Hardinee  Gifbrd) 
insisted  that  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee could  not  bind  the  House,  and 
appealed  to  him  (Uie  Solioitor  Qeneotal) 
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to  say  whether  it  was  intended  that  it 
should  bind  the  House,  and  obtained 
from  him  an  acknowledgment  on  behalf 
of  the  Government  that  it  would  not  do  so. 
All  that  the  question  was  sent  to  the  Com- 
mittee for  was  in  order  that  they  might 
assist  the  House  with  their  opinion.  The 
Committee  were  almost  equally  divided. 
All  that  they  did  was  to  express  their  opi- 
nion, and  that  opinion  was  one  of  a  most 
doubtful  and  doubting  character;  and 
he  asked  the  House  to  bear  this  in  mind, 
that  if  the  minority  of  the  Committee 
were  right— and  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site would  aUow  that  that  was  at  least  pos- 
sible— then  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  now,  by 
the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood,  legally 
entitled  to  sit  in  that  House,  and  was 
kept  out  and  prevented  from  taking  his 
seat  in  violation  of  his  legal  right  given 
to  him  by  the  statute  law.  If  that  were 
so,  ought  he  to  be  deprived  of  that  right 
because  of  the  view  which  some  of  them 
took  of  his  religious  opinions  ?  However 
much  they  might  dislike  Mr.Bradlauffh's 
opinions,  it  would  be  a  violation  of  their 
duty  to  prevent  him  from  having  his 
legal  riffhts.  Some  hon.  Oentlemen  had 
urged  them  to  admit  no  Atheist,  but  to 
bar  the  door  against  him,  unless  he 
knocked  very  loudly,  and  then,  perhaps, 
they  would  open  it  to  him.  f'^No, 
no!"]  But  whether  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
was  an  Atheist  or  not  was  entirely 
beside  the  question  if  he  had  a  legtu 
right  to  sit  in  that  House.  He  trusted 
that  no  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
again  contend  that  because  they  hated 
'ilr.  Bradlaugh's  Atheism,  he  was  to  be 
deprived  of  any  legal  right  he  had. 
TVell,  the  law,  at  any  rate,  was  very 
doubtful.  Some  thought  it  was  one  way, 
others  that  it  was  another.  What,  then, 
wastobedone?  Did  hon.  (Gentlemen  really 
think  that  in  a  doubtful  question  of  the 
construction  of  a  statute,  on  which  a  man's 
leeal  rights  depended,  that  House,  after 
a  heated  religious  discussion,  was  the 
best  tribunal  to  decide  the  matter  by  a 
rote?  It  was  profoundly  important 
that  they  should  do  that  which  was 
just,  but  it  was  almost  equally  impor- 
tant that  they  should  seem  to  do  it. 
If  they  led  men  to  think  that  they  had 
not  done  that  which  was  past,  but  had 
been  actuated  to  do  ii^ustice  by  passion 
and  prejudice,  they  would  excite  in  the 
minos  of  public,  who  did  not  love  more 
than  they  did  the  opinions  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laughi  a  feeling  that  he  had  suffered 


wrong ;  they  would  arouse  a  sentiment 
of  sympathy  for  him,  and  induce  people 
to  feel  a  certain  leaning  towards  him, 
and  to  desire  his  success.  They  would, 
in  fact,  be  playing  his  game  and  extend- 
ing his  power  and  influence,  because,  if 
there  was  one  thing  more  deeply  rooted 
than  another  in  the  breasts  of  tne  people, 
it  was  a  love  of  justice,  a  love  of  fair 
play,  and  a  desire  that  every  man,  how- 
ever obnoxious  his  opinions  might  be  to 
others,  might  have  no  less  than  justice 
done  to  him.  Did  hon.  Members  think 
that  the  mass  of  the  people  would  ima- 
gine that  justice  had  been  done  when 
Uiere  was  a  doubt  as  to  the  legal  right 
of  a  man  to  sit  in  that  House,  and  the 
House  by  its  own  vote  irrevocably  and 
without  appeal  determined  against  that 
right,  after  hearing  arguments  addressed 
to  its  passions  and  its  prejudices  in  a 
heated  debate?  The  B^lution  of  the 
Prime  Minister  pointed  out  how  com- 
plete justice  might  be  done,  and  people 
be  at  the  same  time  convinced  that 
justice  had  been  done.  It  proposed 
to  give  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh  no  more 
than  his  strict  legal  rights.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  if  they  refused  to  pass 
this  Sesolution,  they  might  be  depriv- 
ing Mr.  Bradlaugh  of  nis  legal  and 
statutory  rights.  If  he  were  allowed  to 
affirm,  and  the  law  turned  out  to  be 
what  hon.  Members  opposite  said  it  was, 
he  would  subject  himself  to  a  penalty, 
and  his  seat  would  be  vacated.  Legis- 
lation by  Besolution  had  been  spoxen 
of ;  but  that  House  could  not  legislate  by 
Besolution,  and,  therefore,  if  they  passed 
this  Besolution,  it  would  not  give  to 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  in  the  eye  of  the  law, 
one  single  right  which  he  had  not  before, 
but  it  would  enable  him,  if  he  had  a 
right,  to  keep  his  seat,  and  if  he  had 
not  a  right  to  lose  it,  in  due  course  of  law. 
It  had  been  said  that  to  pass  this  Beso- 
lution would  be  contrary,  in  some  way  or 
other,  to  the  dignity  of  the  House.  He 
was  wholly  unable  to  follow  that  rea- 
soning. He  believed  there  could  be  no 
falser  dignity  than  Tor  the  House  to  as- 
sume that  they  were  the  best  tribunal  to 
decide  a  question  of  law — the  best  body 
to  perform  functions  eminently  unfit  for 
a  Legislature.  He  denied  that  it  was 
any  breach  of  the  dignity  of  the  House 
to  suggest  that  the  construction  of  a 
very  £fficult  and  doubtful  point  of 
law,  which  the  House  had  warmly  dis- 
cussed, should  be  referred  to  a  legal 
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tribunal.  A  doubt  had  been  suggested 
whether  a  Court  of  Law  could  decide 
this  question.  He  was  unable  to  under- 
stand how  such  a  doubt  existed.  He 
asserted  with  the  utmost  confidence  that 
if  Mr.  Bradlaugh  were  sued  for  penal- 
ties, no  Besolution  of  that  House  could 
for  a  moment  stand  in  the  way  of  those 
proceedings.  It  was  said — "Once  get 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  into  the  HousCi  and  no 
one  will  sue  him  for  penalties."  Those 
who  said  so  must  have  very  little  confi- 
dence in  their  view  of  the  law.  Did  they 
reallybelievethatno  one  would  speculate 
upon  their  law,  with  £500  as  a  prize  ?  It 
was  said  that  it  was  an  indignity  to  ask 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  to  come  and  make  an 
Affirmation,  and  leave  him  afterwards  to 
be  sued  for  it.  This  Besolution  did  not 
invite  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  he  wished  to 
come  and  make  an  Affirmation.  All 
that  the  Besolution  said  was — ''  If  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  comes  here  to  affirm,  this 
House  will  no  longer  stand  in  his  way." 
Hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  suggested  that 
there  should  be  legislation  on  this  sub- 
ject. Was  that  suggestion  seriously 
made  ?  If  a  Bill  were  introduced  would 
they  support  it  ?  If  they  would  not, 
then  the  suggestion  was  made  not  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  the  House  out  of 
a  difficulty,  but  with  the  benevolent  in- 
tention of  getting  the  Oovemment  into 
one.  With  one  breath  hon.  Members 
opposite  implored  them  to  shut  the  door 
against  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ;  with  the  next 
they  said — **You  ought  to  legislate." 
He  might  be  forgiven,  then,  if  he  doubted 
the  sincerity  of  some  of  the  observations 
which  had  come  from  the  Opposition. 
They  were  marked  by  want  of  sincerity 
and  of  straightforwardness,  and  were 
made  rather  with  the  view  of  embarrass- 
ing the  Government  than  of  relieving 
the  House  from  the  difficult  position  in 
which  it  was  placed.  Did  hon.  Gentle- 
men mean  that  if  a  Bill  was  introduced 
to  admit  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  they  would  sup- 
port it?  [**No,  no!"]  It  had  been 
said  that  if  the  Oovemment  would 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  the  subject,  it  would 
meet  no  factious  opposition;  but  that 
meant  that  it  would  be  opposed,  possibly 
at  every  stage.  He  was  convinced  that 
such  a  meastire  would  be  opposed  to  an 
extent  that  would  prevent  the  Govern- 
ment from  carrying  any  other  of  their 
measures.  [^LaughterJ]  He  understood 
the  meaning  of  Uiat  laugh,  and  he  now 
understood  better  than  ever  why  hon. 

The  8oKcitor  General 


Members  opposite  desired  that  the  Gh>* 
vernment  should  introduce  such  a  Bill. 
What  was  to  be  g^ned  by  a  prolonga* 
tion  of  this  controversy  ?  The  course 
proposed  by  the  Prime  Minister  would 
relieve  the  House  from  a  great  difficulty, 
and  would  relegate  the  question  to  the 
calm  atmosphere  of  the  Courts  of  Law. 
The  Government  were  actuated  by  a 
desire  to  do  what  was  right,  wise,  and 
prudent  in  this  matter.  He  therefore 
trusted  that  the  House  would  yet  ex* 
hibit  not  only  dignity  in  its  proceedings, 
but  practical  wisdom  and  good  sense,  by 
adopting  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Sib  E.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
several  hours  ago  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prune  Minister  had  re- 
commended that  this  debate  should  be 
conducted  in  a  calm  and  judicial  spirit ; 
and,  for  his  part,  he  hoped  that  the 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened 
would  not  lead  them  to  forget  that  re- 
commendation. He  hoped,  also,  that 
the  House  would  come  to  the  condosion 
that  nothing  would  be  gained  by  the 
prolongation  of  this  discussion .  Which- 
ever side  of  the  House  was  right  or 
wrong,  they  clearly  understood  the  ques- 
tion at  issue.  He  should  not  have  felt 
it  necessary  to  make  the  observations 
that  he  now  felt  it  his  duty  to  make,  had 
it  not  been  for  one  or  two  sentences  which 
fell  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Prime  Minister  at  the  opening  of  the 
discussion.  In  his  opinion,  the  question 
whether  the  House  had  ajiything  to  do 
with  the  case  of  a  Member  who  came  up 
to  the  Table  in  the  ordinary  way  and 
asked  to  be  sworn,  did  not  enter  at  all 
into  the  subiect  before  them.  Thev  were 
not  discussing  the  question  of  we  in- 
quisitorial power  of  the  House,  though 
the  second  Committee  had  distincUy 
stated  that  the  House  had  no  power  to 
interfere  in  such  cases.  They  nad  de- 
clared that  the  House  had  no  power  to 
put  any  question  to  a  Member  coming 
up  to  be  sworn,  if  he  did  not  make  any 
statement  of  his  own.  He  did  not  wish 
to  use  the  word  in  an  offensive  sense ; 
but  he  could  not  help  saying  that  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  had  flaunted  or  paraded  his 
opinions  upon  the  House,  and  be  was 
sure  that  that  was  a  statement  which 
nobody  could  deny.  He  was  sorry  to 
say,  however,  that  no  less  an  authority 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime 
Minister  bad  denied  the  accuracy  of  that 
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statement.  It  was,  at  all  eyents,  beyond 
doubt  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  to  the 
Table  with  the  avowed  purpose  of  stating 
there  that  he  was  an  Atheist.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh,  wishing  to  test  the  question,  acted 
in  such  a  way  as  to  practically  place  be- 
fore the  House  the  fact  that  he  was  an 
ayowed  Atheist.  He  desired  to  state  the 
matter  as  dearly  as  possible.  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  said — **  I  am  an  avowed  Atheist, 
and,  as  such,  I  believe  it  is  my  right  to 
affirm,  and  I  daim  my  right.''  That 
was  what  Mr.  Bradlaugh  stated  when  he 
first  came  to  the  Table.  But  for  the  ob- 
servation of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Prime  Minister,  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  should  not  have  troubled  the 
House  with  any  remarks  upon  this  part 
of  the  case.  It  was  sug^sted  by  him 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  not  assumed 
that  attitude.  Wh^?  Because  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
did  not  state  this  until  he  was  asked  a 
question  by  the  Olerk  at  the  Table.  That, 
however,  was  what  he  should  call  special 
pleading.  The  right  hon.  Oentfeman 
apparently  forgot  that,  after  the  letter 
wluch  was  written  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  to 
the  Speaker,  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  was 
bound  to  ask  him  under  what  statute  he 
claimed  to  affirm.  This  was  not  done 
in  an  inquisitorial  manner.  It  was  the 
consequence  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh's  own 
act.  it  was  only  just  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
to  say  that  he  came  up  as  of  right,  and 
for  the  purpose  of  trying  the  question ; 
and  he  ^Sir  B.  Assheton  Cross)  found  no 
fault  with  him  in  consequence  of  his 
claiming  to  affirm  under  that  particular 
statute.  It  must  not  be  supposed,  there- 
fore, that  they  were  even  suggesting  that 
the  House  had  anv  right  to  make  an  in- 
quiry of  its  own  if  a  Member  presented 
himself  to  take  the  Oath  without  bring- 
ing to  the  Notice  of  the  House  such 
matters  as  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  referred 
to.  This  matter  had  been  carefully  in- 
quired into  by  Select  Committees,  and 
the  universalopinionof  thoseCommittees, 
in  which  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  joined,  was  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh 
claimed  to  affirm  in  consequence  of 
having  been  allowed  to  make  affirma- 
tion in  a  Court  of  Justice,  and  that  he 
thereb^jT  stated  that  he  had  proved,  to 
the  satiBfaction  of  the  presiding  Judge, 
that  he  was  an  Atheist.  The  next  point 
upon  which  he  wished  the  House  to  be 
clear  was  this — ^that  this  was  no  inter- 
lerenoe  with  the  choice  of  any  consti- 


tuency. He  thought  he  could  prove,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House,  that  there 
was  no  such  interference.  No  one  wanted 
to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  any  con- 
stituency ;  but  a  constituency  was  bound 
to  elect  only  such  persons  as  they  were, 
by  law,  entitled  to  elect.  For  instance, 
a  constituency  could  not  persevere  in  re- 
turning a  convict,  aclergyman,  or  a  public 
officer  who  was  debarred  from  sitting  in 
Parliament,  because  the  statute  limited 
the  choice  of  the  constituency,  and  ex- 
cluded those  persons.  It  was  likewise 
provided  by  statute  that  no  person  could 
take  his  seat  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
although  he  might  have  been  elected, 
unless  he  took  the  Oath  of  Allegiance, 
except  in  those  particular  cases  in  which 
for  conscience  sake  the  Legislature  had 
allowed  him  to  affirm.  Therefore,  they 
must  dismiss  altogether  from  their  minds 
the  idea  that  the  House  was  by  any 
Besolution  of  its  own  attempting  to  in- 
terfere with  the  choice  of  a  constituency. 
A  constituency  might  elect  whom  it 
would,  provided  that  the  person  was  one 
of  those  not  debarred  by  statute  from 
sitting  in  Parliament,  and  provided  that 
he  made  the  Oath  or  Affirmation  accord- 
ing to  law.  The  only  question,  there- 
fore, was  whether  the  person  who  had 
been  elected  for  Northampton  could  take 
the  Oath  or  make  the  Affirmation  which 
the  statute  required.  There  was  another 
question  upon  which  there  should  be  no 
doubt  in  their  minds.  They  were  not 
then  discussing,  unfortimately,  perhaps, 
the  Bill  which  he  held  in  his  hand 
brought  in  by  the  sitting  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  A 
great  detd  had  been  said  on  both  sides 
which  would  be  apposite  if  they  were 
discussing  that  Bill.  The  arguments  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  Tydvil 
(Mr.  Bichard)  would,  no  doubt,  apply 
to  that  Bill;  but  they  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  now 
before  the  House.  The  grievances 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  mentioned 
were  not  relevant  to  the  case,  and  his 
whole  speech  would  have  been  more 
forcible  from  his  point  of  view  if  the 
House  had  been  discussing  the  Bill. 
As  things  were,  however,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
had  the  least  bearing  upon  the  question. 
The  law  had  made  a  broad  distinction 
between  the  Oath  and  the  Affirmation. 
By  the  Act  29th  Elizabeth,  the  Oath  of 
Allegiance  was,  as  it  wore,  tho  formal 
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part  of  the  Oath ;  the  essential  part  of 
it  being  the  appeal  to  the  Supreme 
Being  to  witness  the  keeping  of  the  pro- 
mise. What  was  an  affirmation?  It 
was  a  personal  promise  on  the  faith  and 
honour  of  a  human  being — at  all  events, 
he  did  not  employ  the  appeal  to  the  Su- 
preme Being,  unless,  indeed,  that  appeal 
was  included  in  the  adverb  ''solemnly." 
The  Legislature  having  made  that  distinc- 
tion, it  seemed  to  him  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  to  strike  some  hon.  Gentlemen  in  a 
peculiar  way.  He  would  take  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham's (Mr.  John  Bright's)  arguments, 
both  in  the  Committee  and  in  that 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
asked  what  difference  there  could  be 
between  the  Oath  and  the  Affirmation, 
if  both  were  equally  binding  on  the 
conscience,  and  had  ura^,  if  that  was 
the  case,  the  hon.  Member  in  question 
should  be  allowed  either  to  take  the 
Oath,  or,  if  he  preferred  it,  to  make  the 
Affirmation.  All  he  (Sir  B.  Assheton 
Cross)  could  say  was,  that  that  course 
was  not  in  acooi^dance  with  the  law.  If 
it  were  desired  to  alter  the  law,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  discuss  the  Bill  of  the 
sitting  Member  for  Northampton ;  but, 
if  not,  the  law  must  be  taken  as  they 
found  it.  The  right  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham  was  not  entitled  to  take 
the  law  as  he  would  wish  it  to  be.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister 
had  gone  even  further  during  this  series 
of  debates.  In  his  first  spe^^  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  argued  very  strongly 
that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  ought  to  be  allowed 
to  take  the  Oath,  and,  in  doing  so,  he 
had  completely  thrown  overboard  the 
opinions  of  his  own  Secretary  of  State, 
and  had  placed  himself  under  the  banner 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Preston  (Sir  John  Holker).  The  Com- 
mittee had,  however,  settled  that  ques- 
tion as  far  as  a  Committee  could  settle 
it,  and  had  decided  against  allowing  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  to  take  the  Oath  by  a  great 
majority.  The  evidence  of  Mr.  Brad- 
laueh  showed  that  there  was  no  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Being  in  his  mind.  Then 
the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  said  he  would 
take  the  other  side  of  the  question,  and 
see  if  the  House  would  allow  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh to  make  the  Affirmation.  It  would 
have,  perhaps,  been  wiser  for  the  rieht 
hon.  Gentleman  to  have  made  up  his 
mind,  in  the  first  instance,  as  to  which 
side  he  would  take.    It  was  clear  that, 
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as  the  law  stood,  a  man  could  no4» 
cording  to  his  own  preference,  take  th« 
Oath,  or  make  the  Affirmation,  becauae 
of  the  distinct  line  drawn  between  the 
two.    If  the    right,    hon.    Gentleman 
would  carry  his  memory  back,  be  would 
find  that  he  was  perfectly  willing,   in 
the  first  instance,  to  allow  Uie  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  to 
take  the  Oath  without  question,  and  then, 
when  the  question  was  raised  by  the  h<m. 
Member  for  Portsmouth  (Sir  H.  Drum* 
mond  Wolf),  had  said  that  it  was  a  very 
serious  matter  and  one  that  required  a 
judicial  tribunal  to  settle,  ana  that  it 
must  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee ; 
and  now  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
that  it  was,  after  all,  a  question  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  House.    That,  un- 
doubtedly, had  been  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  and  on  that  particular  point 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  only 
the  opinion  of  his  own  Law  Officers,  bat 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee,  that  the 
Oath  taken  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh  would  be 
no  Oath,  ana  further,  that  the  House 
had  jurisdiction  to  inquire  into  the  mat- 
ter.   He  did  not  wish  to  treat  this  ques- 
tion purely  as  a  legal  question;  but 
there  was  one  point  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  for- 
gotten in  the  course  of  this  discussion — 
while  the  Evidence  Acts  had  been  under 
discussion — and  that  was,  that  while  the 
Promissory  Oaths  Act  related  to  the 
whole  of  the  United  Kingdom,  the  Evi- 
dence Acts  had  reference  only  to  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.    It  was  clear,  there- 
fore, as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  Uie 
Member  for  ^e  University    of  Cam- 
bridge had  pointed  out,  that  these  Acts 
were  intended  simply  and  solely  for  the 
benefit  of  persons  who  could  not  other- 
wise bring  evidence  into  Courts  of  Law, 
and  that  they  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  preliminaries  of  taking  a  seat  in 
that  House.    Let  them  see  the  natural 
consequences  of  this.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  they  ought  to  pass 
this  Besolution.    Why  ?   It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
boimd  to   adduce  the   very    strongest 
reasons  for  passing  it,  because,  a  veiy 
few  days  ago,  they  passed  precisely  an 
opposite  Besolution.    Although  he  dif- 
iered  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Chatham  (Mr.  Gorst)  on  the 
point  of  Order  raised  by  him,  still  he 
must  say  that  the  precedents  showed 
that  it  was  on  the  rarest  possible  oooa- 
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aiouBf  and  only  nnder  a  pressing  neoes- 
aitj,  that  the  Honse  wonld  reeoind  a 
Heeolution  it  had  passed  a  few  days 
before.  What  were  the  grounds  upon 
whidithe  right  hon.  Oentleman  aslced 
the  House  to  rescind  the  Besolution? 
He  thought  they  were  as  peculiar 
nounds  as  bad  ever  been  presented  to 
ue  House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  the  only  object  he  had  in 
view  was  to  protect  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  to  insure  decency  and  order 
in  its  proceedings.  But  were  they  to 
turn  away  from  we  course  they  thought 
rightand  propersimply  because  they  were 
threatened  that  a  person  would  come 
forward  and  disturb  the  proceedings  of 
the  House  ?  What  would  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  have  done  had  he  led  the 
House  in  the  celebrated  Gbrdon  matter? 
Were  they  to  be  Mghtened  by  the  action 
of  one  man,  or  by  the  action  of  mobs  ? 
Was  the  House  to  change  its  course,  de- 
liberately taken,  because  it  was  fright- 
ened by  some  action  which  one  man 
might  take,  or  because  it  was  frightened 
by  the  action  of  a  mob  in  the  streets  ? 
Thai  would  not  be  maintaining  the 
order  and  decency  of  the  House.  It 
would  be  a  question  of  what  was  to  be- 
come of  all  ffovemment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  talked  of  presents ; 
but  if  they  were  asked  to  change  their 
course  because  they  could  not  maintain 
decency  and  order,  owing  to  the  im- 
proper conduct  of  one  single  man,  that 
was  a  precedent  he  would  never  have 
expected  to  be  recommended  by  any 
Minister  of  the  Crown.  Talk  of  dignity 
and  order !  He  could  conceive  no 
greater  indignity  imposed  upon  that 
House,  upon  the  Govemment--or  upon 
any  (Government — ihaxk  to  say  that  oe- 
cause  they  were  frightened  thev  were 
to  change  their  course.  He  would  have 
thought  the  only  course  to  be  foUowed 
would  have  been  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
solve  the  difficulty.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentlemen  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  said  that  this  matter  might 
have  been  left  to  be  decided  by  Courts 
of  Law ;  but  he  had  not  shown  how  the 
Courts  of  Law  could  deal  with  the  ques- 
tion. The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  stated  very  properlv  that  no  Besolu- 
tion of  the  House  ooula  affect  a  decision 
of  the  Courts  of  Law ;  but  if  Mr.  Brad- 
lauffh  were  to  come  in  by  a  Besolution 
of  the  House,  make  an  Affirmation,  and 
sign  the  Boll,  would  the  Court  of  liaw 


go  behind  that  Boll  to  ascertain  whether 
or  not  he  ought  to  have  been  sworn  ? 
That  was  a  very  difficidt  point.  But 
there  was  another  difficulty  which  it 
would  be  equally  difficult  for  the  House 
to  get  out  of.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlauffh)  took  his 
seat,  any  single  Member  might  get  up 
to  move  for  the  issue  of  a  new  Wnt 
on  the  ground  that  the  seat  was  vacant, 
as  if  the  hon.  Member  were  dead, 
because  he  had  taken  the  Affirmation 
improperly.  That  question  might  be 
properly  raised  not  only  on  one  day,  but 
on  any  day  of  the  Session.  The  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  said  that  there 
were  three  objections  to  legislation.  He 
supposed  that  if  there  were  more  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  men- 
tioned them.  The  first  objection  was 
that  they  could  not  discuss  the  matter  in 
cold  blood;  but  that  objection  applied 
precisely  with  the  same  force  to  the  Be- 
solution as  to  any  Bill  that  mi^ht  be 
brought  forward.  Another  objection 
was  that  legislation  on  this  subject 
would  involve  a  great  sacrifice  of  o&er 
measures.  He  must  say  he  deeply  syi|i« 
patbized  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  sacrifice  of  time;  but  they  miffht 
depend  upon  it  that,  whatever  the  fate 
of  this  Resolution  was,  it  would  not 
settle  the  question.  Legislation  must  be 
brought  forward,  whatever  the  sacrifice 
of  time.  Then  came  the  third  reason — 
namely,  the  dignity  and  decency  of  the 
House.  "Was  there  the  smallest  se- 
curity," said  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
*^  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton would  not,  day  by  day  during  the 
passing  of  the  Bill,  come  forward  and 
occasion  such  scenes  as  occurred  on 
Wednesday  week?"  Timidity  again! 
Twice  over  in  the  same  speech  the  same 
point  was  pressed.  He  hoped  they 
would  hear  no  more  of  such  arguments. 
K  this  Besolution  were  passed,  the  real 
effect  of  it  would  be  as  suggested  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solici- 
tor General,  to  say  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh, 
"  You  may  come  and  take  the  Affirma- 
tion at  your  own  peril,  and  we  will  shut 
our  eyes."  He  said  that  was  cowardly 
and  unfEur  towards  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  and 
it  was  a  solution  of  the  question  which 
would  inevitably  bring  the  House  of 
Commons  into  conflict  with  the  Courts 
of  Law.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  the 
effect  of  the  Besolution  was  to  protect 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  from  an  action  for  penal- 
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ties,  or  from  a  Motion  of  any  Member 
of  the  House  that  his  seat  was  yacant, 
for  that  was  the  statutory  right  of 
the  House,  then  he  (Sir  E.  Assheton 
Cross)  said  that,  bj  a  Kesolution  of  the 
House,  they  were  endeavouring  to  do 
away  with  Uie  Statute  Law  of  the  coun- 
try. He  hoped  that  the  House  would 
be  cautious  not  to  follow  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  in  that  matter.  He  had  led 
the  House  in  the  same  way  on  former 
occasions.  It  was  by  the  same  kind  of 
action  that  he  had  passed  the  Army 
Warrant,  and  it  was  by  a  similar  course 
of  proceeding  that  he  had  filled  up  the 
Ewelme  Bectory.  These  were  arbitrary 
acts,  done  by  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Oown,  on  the  advice  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  not  by  the  action  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  If  this  Besolution 
was  to  have  any  practical  effect,  it  would 
be  placing  the  act  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons above  that  of  the  other  branches 
of  the  Legislature.  Was  the  Prime  Mi- 
nister quite  sure  that  he  was  ^ning 
his  obj  ect  ?  Was  he  in  the  confidence  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  or  not?  What  did  he 
offer  to  Mr.  Bradlaugh? — "If  you  choose 
to  come  to  the  Table,  and  say,  '  I  want 
to  make  an  Affirmation,'  we  will  shut 
our  eyes,  and  let  you  affirm."  But  the 
last  action  of  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  to 
inform  Mr.  Speaker  that  he  no  longer 
wished  to  aflOfrm.  What  he  now  said 
was  that  he  wanted  to  take  the  Oath, 
and  he  insisted  on  that  as  his  right,  and 
he  asked  the  Prime  Minister  what  he 
should  do  ?  What  would  then  become 
of  the  dignity  of  the  House?  What 
would  become  of  the  decency  and 
the  order  of  their  proceedings,  if,  to- 
morrow, Mr.  Bradlaugh  came  down  and 
said  he  desired  to  take  the  Oath  ?  Were 
they  going  to  shut  their  eyes  while  they 
had  a  repetition  of  former  scenes.  So 
far  as  this  Resolution  went  it  would  not 
get  them  out  of  the  difficulty.    This 

auestion  would  require  legislation.  At 
ie  present  moment  he  admitted  that 
leg^ation  would  be  almost  impossible. 
He  agreed  that  it  would  take  a  long 
time ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  to  legis- 
late tliis  Session,  or  in  a  hurry.  Legis- 
lation might  be  very  good  in  itself,  but 
it  might  be  inopportune.  They  could 
have  no  stronger  instance  of  inopportune 
legislation  than  that  of  the  salutary  law 
for  preventing  conspiracies  to  murder. 
It  was,  in  the  first  instance,  brought 
forwazdby  oneof  the  strongest  and  most 
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popular  Prime  Ministers,  and  it  had, 
when  passed  some  years  afterwards^ 
worked  great  good;  but  it  cost  tlie  Prime 
Minister  loss  of  Office,  because  the  ooun* 
try  thought  it  was  brought  forward  mt 
the  dictation  of  a  foreign  Power.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  brought  for- 
ward a  Bill  now,  it  would  be  fut  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  in  the  ooontij, 
that  he  was  doing  it  to  let  in  an  Atheisty 
and  it  was,  therefore,  not  an  opportune 
time  to  legislate.  If  in  the  course  of 
time  there  were  a  dass  of  persons  who 
objected  to  take  the  Oath,  and  it  were 
proposed  to  legislate  alio  intuiiu,  it  might 
be  fairly  discussed ;  but  let  them  take 
care,  whether  they  proceeded  by  Beeo* 
lution  or  by  legislation,  that  they  were 
not  supposed  by  the  country  to  be  doiog 
it  for  the  purpose  of  letting  in  an  Atheist, 
or  because  they  were  not  strong  enough 
to  lay  aside  their  timidity,  or  doubted 
their  ability  for  preserving  the  dignity 
of  the  House  and  the  order  and  decency 
of  its  proceedings. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  obswra* 
tions  he  was  about  to  make  were  in  no 
way  calculated  unnecessarily  to  prolong 
the  discussion.  He  ventured  to  think, 
howeveri  that  from  the  action  which  he 
had  taken  on  former  stages  of  the  ques* 
tion  then  before  the  House,  and  from 
the  remarks  which  had  in  many  quarters 
been  passed  upon  that  action,  he  had 
some  claim  briefly  to  explain  himself. 
He  did  not  propose  to  go  into  any  lengthy 
argumentative  statement.  In  his  opi- 
nion, the  speech  to  which  they  had  just 
listened  had  completely  disposed  of  the 
legal  position  on  which  the  (government, 
to  his  reg^t,  had  rested  their  case.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
he  opposed  the  Besolution  of  the  Go- 
vernment because  it  was  an  open  attempt 
to  substitute  legislation  by  convention 
for  legislation  by  Parliament.  It  was 
as  distinctly  a  revolutionary  procedure 
as  could  be  carried  through  in  any  simple 
House,  without  any  division  into  estates 
of  the  Bealm,  upon  which  the  institutions 
of  this  country  were  founded.  He  would 
not  stop  to  consider  whether  that  revolu- 
tionary procedure  deserved  the  applause 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  pro- 
ceeding dictated  by  the  GK>vemment 
deprived  hon.  Members  of  all  their  right 
of  examining  this  question  at  due  length, 
and  of  properly  consulting  the  opinion 
of  the  country  on  that  most  grave  and 
fundamental  alteration.    The  humblest 
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and  most  insignificant  Bill  npon  the  most 
trivial  subject  would  necessarily  have 
more  opportunity  for  the  full  discussion 
of  the  petty  details  which  it  involved, 
than  hail  been  afforded  to  the  House, 
and,  above  all,  to  the  country  at  large, 
by  the  manner  in  which  the  Oovemment 
had  chosen  to  deal  with  this  Besolution. 
It  was  objected  against  the  opponents  of 
the  Besolution  that  thevhad  enaeavoured 
to  ptmish  a  man  for  his  speculative  opi- 
nions, that  they  had  endeavoured  to 
turn  cheap  speculative  Atheism  out  of 
the  House.  The  manner  in  which  the 
House  had  been  forced  to  consider  the 
Bort  of  side  issue  presented  to  them 
prevented  them  firom  examining  whe- 
ther or  not  it  was  true  that  they  were 
trying  to  keep  out  speculative  Atheism, 
or  whether  speculative  Atheism  ought 
to  be  kept  out  or  not.  He  ventured  to 
say  that  it  was  at  least  open  to  question 
whether  such  Atheism  as  this  was  specu- 
lative —  "  Christianity  is  an  eating 
cancer."  He  was  not  going  even  to 
answer  the  question  which  he  had  raised ; 
but  he  thought  it  right  to  put  it  before 
hon.  Memb^  opposite  who  had  accused 
the  opponents  of  the  Oovemment  pro- 
posal of  intolerance  of  opinion.  He  al- 
together declined  to  approach  the  con- 
mderation  of  the  subject  from  any  Party 
stand-point;  but  ventured  to  appeal  alike 
to  Dissenters,  who  held  in  reverence,  as 
all  did,  the  nure  zeal  of  Wesley  and 
Whitfield,  ana  to  members  of  the  Church 
of  England,  the  history  of  whose  Church 
contained  so  many  names  of  men  whom 
the  members  of  his  (Mr.  O'Donnell's) 
own  Church  honoured  as  defenders  of 
Christianity.  Was  it  speculative  Atheism 
to  teach  that  Christianity  was  an  eating 
cancer,  poisoning  the  whole  life-blood  of 
the  world ;  that  it  was  blasphemy  aeainst 
humani^,?  Was  it  speculative  Atheism 
to  teach  that  Christianity  was  a  natural 
production  like  typhus  fever?  Was  it 
speculative  Atheism  to  teach  that  Christ's 
mission  was  a  sham,  and  that  Christ  him- 
self was  a  coward  and  aoraven,  and  that 
the  atonement  stamped  God  as  an  in- 
human monster,  and  a  foul  and  bloody- 
minded  being?  [^Murmun.'^  He  took 
those  sounds  from  the  opposite  Benches 
to  be  expressive  of  horror  at  the  senti- 
ments expressed  by  Mr.  Bradlaugh.  If, 
then,  mien  grave  matters  were  involved 
as  were  included  in  the  question  which 
he  had  asked,  he  held  it  to  be  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  a  Chxistiaa  people 


to  offer  them  every  opportunity  for  ex- 
amining whether  or  not  it  was  mild 
speculative  Atheism  which  was  being 
attempted  to  be  brought  into  the  House, 
or  whetherit wasan  active  and  corrupting 
Atheism  disseminating  the  seeds  of  the 
worst  principles  amongst  the  people.  It 
might  be  that  both  speculative  Atheism 
and  practical  Atheism  were  entitled  to 
entrsmce  into  the  Legislature;  but  he 
held  that  Her  Majesty's  Government — 
whether  the  Cabinet  were  Liberal  or 
Conservative — were  bound  to  give  full 
opportunity  for  considering  the  question 
whether  or  not  men  who  claimed  to  be 
merely  animals — he  could  use  a  erosser 
word,  and  one  that  would  be  much  more 
applicable — had  a  right  to  sit  in  legisla- 
tion over  a  Christian  community  recog- 
nizing moral  responsibilities.  He  com- 
plained that  it  was  not  the  Bradlaugh 
question  or  the  Northampton  question 
which  was  before  the  House.  He  com- 
plained that  it  was  a  ouestion  relating  to 
the  justly-honoured  Head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  was  the  impul- 
sive and  ffenerous  action  of  that  man, 
himself  religious,  most  widely  revered 
and  honoured — ^by  no  one  more  than 
himself  (Mr.  O'Donnell) — that  distin- 
guished statesman,  which  had  made  the 
question  what  it  was.  The  whole  action 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  doubtless 
proceeding  from  conscientious  motives, 
had  been  calculated  to  stir  up  every 
possible  opposition  throughout  the  coun- 
try to  the  solemn  dedsion  of  the  House 
of  Commons ;  and  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  solemn  decision  referred  to  had 
not  been  arrived  at  under  any  pressure 
of  Party  terrors.  No  threat  had  been 
held  out  to  Members  on  that  occasion  to 
vote  under  pain  of  Dissolution.  It  had 
been  the  distinguishing  feature  of  the 
former  debate  that  there  was  perfect 
freedom  in  the  formation  of  the  opinion 
at  which  the  House  arrived.  He  was 
afraid  they  could  not  conceal  from  them- 
selves that  since  the  House  had  expressed 
itself  deliberately  and  freely,  an  element 
of  dictatorship,  so  far  as  dictatorship 
could  exist  there,  had  been  introduced 
into  the  House.  Whether  that  dictator- 
ship was  founded  on  the  esteem  and 
reverence  for  the  eminent  man  who 
exercised  it  was  quite  beside  the  ques- 
tion. The  vast  influence  of  that  states- 
man,  and  all  the  forces  of  his  Govern- 
ment, had  been  thrown  into  the  scale, 
in  order  to  obtain  the  virtual 
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of  a  ResolutioQ  passed  bj  the  firee  and 
unconstrained  judgment  of  that  House. 
If  they  looked  to  the  public  outside,  was 
there  a  man,  through  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  country,  who  would  for  a 
moment  weigh  in  the  balance,  and  judge 
to  be  of  equal  weight,  the  unconstrained 
Totesof  the  other  day,  and  the  constrained 
vote  which  the  Government  sought  to 
wring  by  their  Party  majority  that  even- 
ing ?  He  claimed  to  know  something  of 
the  workings  of  public  opinion  amone 
various  classes  in  the  country.  He  had 
had  to  deal  with  Englishmen  in  many 
towns,  and  of  many  classes  of  society,  in 
the  course  of  seveiul  years;  and  on  many 
occasions,  he  believed,  he  had  g^ne  as 
near  to  a  just  estimate  of  public  opinion 
in  this  country  as  some  of  his  Colleagues. 
He  paused,  for  a  moment,  to  suggest  to 
hon.  Members  that  if  they  wished  to  add 
weight  to  the  decision  they  were  about 
to  come  to,  they  would  do  well  not  to 
suppress  the  opinions  of  a  Colleague 
who  never  flinched  from  openly  ex- 
pressing his  views.  He  strongly  pro- 
tested against  the  idea  and  assertion 
that  there  was  any  agitation  in  the 
country  in  favour  of  the  course  which 
the  Government  had  adopted  worthy  to 
be  taken  into  the  consideration  of  that 
House.  The  people  of  England  had 
not  spoken.  It  was  only  the  wire- 
pullers who  had  done  so.  The  word 
had  gone  out  from  the  central  officers, 
and  fdl  the  local  officers  had  taken  up 
the  cry.  The  more  respected  leaders 
of  the  working  classes  entertained  no 
manner  of  doubt  as  to  the  real  character 
of  the  issue  which  the  elect  of  Northamp- 
ton had  sought  to  force  upon  the  House, 
but  which  could  never  nave  been  put 
forward  without  the  assistance  of  hon. 
Gentlemen.  There  was  no  leader  of 
the  working  classes  in  England  more 
widely  respected  than  George  J.  Holy* 
oake.  In  mentioning  his  name,  he 
mentioned  one  who  had  worked  in  the 
cause  of  the  working  man's  emancipa- 
tion, and  was  the  sympathetic  historian 
of  the  co-operative  movement — a  man 
for  whose  aedining  years  his  fellows, 
the  working  classes,  had  raised  a  sum 
sufficient  to  provide  him  with  a  pension. 
Mr.  Holyoake  had,  then,  expressed  his 
opinions,  which,  as  a  representative  of 
the  working  classes,  had  the  greatest 
weight — 

*'  The  reason  why  the  elect  of  Northampton 
did  not  M^  to  afficn,  and  did  not  leek  to  ftweaj> 
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right  away,  without  forcing  his  peculiar  cfpaaoom 
on  the  House,  and  endeavouring  to  niake  ua 
accomplices  in  these  opinions,  was  that  therv 
would  have  been  no  scene,  and  no  Bnufiaoglk 
Committee,  and  no  discnssaon  in  which  the  con- 
stituency of  Northampton  would  hare  beea 
engaged  with  regard  to  the  personal  opiaioens 
wm<£  the  Members  miffht  hold.  If  any  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  haa  raised  an  objectiQa  to 
Mr.  firadlauffh  making  an  AfBnitttioc,  tha 
country  would  have  been  with  him,  ae  a  po^oo 
who  was  being  persecuted  for  his  opiniooa.  But 
when  he  challenged  the  opinion  of  the  Hooae  to 
his  views,  he  provoked  discussion  upon  them.** 

Again,  Mr.  Holyoake  said — 

**  I  affree  that  when  Mr.  firadlaugh  propoacd 
taking  we  Oath  he  was  justified  in  ffiving  tbe 
House  the  information.  He  was,  so  uu*,  acting 
honourably;  but  he  must  have  known  that  it 
was  impossible  for  the  House  to  allow  him  to 
take  the  Oath ;  that  would  be  to  make  the  whole 
thing  into  a  farce,  and  convert  the  House  into  a 
company  of  spectators  to  witness  it.  How  could 
he  stand  up,  and  utter  the  closing  words  and 
kiss  the  Bible  in  the  presence  of  hundreds  of 
English  gentlemen  who  have  a  recard  for  self- 
respect  ?  The  House  would  never  forget  a  soens 
like  this,  and  there  were  many  gentlemen  in  tbe 
House,  although  their  actions  might  not  always 
be  of  Uie  most  creditable  character.'* 

Such  was  the  speech  of  a  man  whose 
name  would  be  honoured  by  the  working 
classes  of  the  country  long  after  the 
names  of  the  wire-pullers  who  had 
climbed  up  on  their  shoulders  had  been 
forgotten.  Mr.  Holyoake  went  on  to 
say — 

'*  Mr.  Bradlaugh  lost  prestige  in  the  House  as 
soon  as  he  proposed  to  take  the  Oath.  An  oath, 
and  the  formal  '  So  help  me,  Ood,'  means  no- 
thing to  him.  He  has  always  protested  a^^ainat 
it ;  and  yet,  now  finding  that  it  stands  in  his 
way,  he  oflers  to  swallow  it." 

The  opinion  thus  expressed  was  oertainly 
not  that  of  a  Conservative  working  man, 
or  of  a  warm  defender  of  the  Church  of 
England ;  but  of  a  man  who  deeerved 
to  be  called  the  representative  leader  of 
the  working  classes.  The  Prime  Minis- 
ter had  declared  the  other  day  that 
nothing  could  be  interposed  bletween 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  and  the  Oath;  but  he 
was  not  quite  sure  that  Affirmation  was 
the  correct  way  to  approach  the  question. 
The  proposal  of  the  riffht  hon.  G^nUe- 
man  had  been  markea  with  vacillation 
and  indecision;  and  the  distingniiihing 
mark  of  his  policy  had  been  an  mttom^ 
which  the  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  Oeneral  (Sir  Farrer  Her- 
schell)  described  as  actuated  by  pru- 
dence, and  which  had  been  oharaoteiued 
on  that  side  of  the  House  as  actuated  by 
cowardice.     But,  whether  or  not  that 
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-was  60,  his  policy  had  been  to  keep  the 
znain  and  particular  ieaues  from  the  con* 
aideration  of  the  Chamber.  Leaving 
aside  altogether  the  argumentative  ques- 
tions, which  bad  been  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed and  made  quite  clear  to  the  mind 
of  the  House,  he  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  ven- 
tured to  add  a  few  words  of  what  might 
T>e  called  a  personal  explanation.  He 
liad  been  in  a  special  manner  singled 
out  as  a  bigot  by  the  supporters  of  the 
Government  proposals.  The  leading 
organs  of  the  Oovemment  had  gone  so 
far  as  to  describe  him  as  a  bigot  of  the 
Spanish  type.  But  he  desired  to  state 
tliat  he  was  not  actuated  by  any  sectarian 
considerations  as  a  Catholic  in  the  action 
which  he  had  taken.  Had  he  acted  as 
a  sectarian  Catholic,  he  would  have  been 
carrying  out  the  policy  of  the  Church  of 
Some,  and  as  it  were  the  narrow  policy 
which  some  hon.  Members  inaugurated, 
by  supporting  the  proposal  to  destroy 
the  Christian  character  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Protestant  England.  But,  be- 
lieving as  he,  and  as  multitudes  outside 
the  Bfouse  did,  that  they  were  on  the 
very  verge  of  the  blackest  act  of  public 
apostacy,  had  he  been  a  mere  narrow 
C&tholio  he  might  well  have  contented 
himself  with  taunting  the  supporters  of 
such  a  proposal  by  tdling  them  to  go  to 
their  meetings  for  the  propagation  of 
the  (jK>spel,  to  assemble  in  their  May 
Meetings  and  denounce  the  corruptions 
of  Bome.  He  might  have  said  that,  as 
a  Catholic,  he  could  not  regret  the  course 
adopted  by  the  (Government  of  that  great 
Protestant  England,  whose  Missions  trod 
so  closely  upon  the  Missions  of  the 
Catholic  Church  throughout  the  world ; 
and  he  could  have  warned  them  that  no 
long  time  would  be  allowed  to  elapse 
before  the  most  distant  tribes  and  people 
learned  that  a  deliberate  vote  of  the 
House  of  Commons  had  erased  England 
from  the  list  of  Christian  Kingdoms. 
But  he  had  been  actuated  by  no  Catholic 
sectarianism,  if  such  a  word  were  ap- 
plicable. He  had  preferred  to  act  legally 
with  his  Colleagues  of  every  faith,  and 
had  chosen,  and  still  chose,  to  raise  and 
reap  whatever  odium  might  be  thrown 
upon  him  for  his  action  in  this  matter. 
He  believed  no  one  could  more  bitterly 
regret  than  the  Prime  Minister  the  con- 
clusion to  which  he  was  forcing  the 
House.  As  for  the  particular  individual 
sought  to  be  introauoed,  he  sank  into 
insignifioance  compared  with  the  vast- 


ness  of  the  principle  involved.  But  if 
the  Besolution  of  the  Oovemment  were 
passed,  England  would  be  stripped  of 
every  right  to  be  considered  a  Christian 
country,  and  the  little  seed  that  was 
sown  to-day  would  be  found  to  attain  to 
vast  proportions  before  many  years  had 

passed  away.  

Mb.  HTJ8SEY  VIVIAN  said,  that  he 
had  no  intention  of  trespassing  long 
upon  the  time  of  the  House  at  that 
hour.  But  he  had  risen  on  four  or  five 
occasions  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
and  had  not  been  fortunate  enough  to 
catch  the  eye  of  Mr.  Speaker.  His 
reason  for  rising  was  that  many  hon. 
Members,  who  wought  as  he  did,  had 
requested  him  to  state  their  views  upon 
this  matter.  The  question  upon  which 
they  were  going  to  vote  was  widely  dif- 
ferent from  that  upon  which  they  had 
voted  before.  This  Besolution  affirmed 
abroad  and  sound  principle — it  affirmed 
that  the  House  haa  no  right  to  put  any 
question  to  any  Member  desirous  of 
taking  the  Oath  or  Affirmation,  in 
regara  to  his  religious  opinions,  and 
upon  that  broad  principle  he  should 
record  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Besolu- 
tion. That  was  a  broad  principle  widely 
differing  from  anything  which  was  in- 
cluded in  the  narrow  and  miserable  Be- 
solution upon  which  they  were  called  on 
to  vote  the  other  night.  If  that  Besolu- 
tion had  been  pas^,  they  would  have 
resolved  that  Mr.  Bradlaugh  had  a 
right  to  affirm.  He  should  be  very 
sorry  indeed  to  have  voted  for  a  Besolu- 
tion which  was  personal  to  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  and  sanctioned  his  right  to  affirm. 
Of  course,  he  admitted  that  this  Besolu- 
tion included  Mr.  Bradlaugh;  but  it 
was  a  broad  and  general  Besolution,  and 
laid  down  the  prmdple  that  the  House 
had  no  right  to  question  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber upon  his  religious  belief.  In  the 
House  there  was  no  presiding  Judge  as 
in  the  Courts  of  Law.  Mr.  Speaker  was 
not  in  the  position  of  presiding  Judge, 
and  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  was  pie 
servant  of  the  House.  The  presiding 
Judge  in  the  case  of  the  House  was  the 
conscience  of  every  hon.  Member  who 
came  to  the  Table  to  take  the  Oath.  If 
any  man  came  to  that  Table  to  take  the 
Oath  improperly,  he  rightly  subjected 
himself  to  the  pains  and  penalties  which 
followed  if  he  were  prosecuted  and  proved 
guilty.  While  approving  of  the  resolu- 
tion, he  could  not  agree  with  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  that 
there  was  no  danger  of  the  Order  of 
the  House  being  disturbed.  His  im- 
pression was  that  the  House  was  qmte 
strong  enough  to  preserve  its  own  Order. 
With  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  he  (Mr.  Hussey  Vivian) 
could  state  that  no  pressure  direct  or 
indirect  had  been  brought  to  bear  upon 
him.  Did  hon.  Members  opposite  doubt 
what  he  said  ?  He  most  distinctly  stated 
that  no  pressure  had  been  brought  to 
bear  upon  him.  He  entirely  agreed 
with  what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
OenUeman  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  that  legisla- 
tion must  follow  upon  this  subject.  The 
other  day  he  gave  Notice  of  a  Motion 
that  the  Oath  should  be  repealed,  and 
that  hon.  Members  should  make  one 
common  Affirmation.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had 
stated  that  legislation  of  this  kind  at  the 
present  moment  was  impossible.  They 
must,  therefore,  deal  wiw  the  question 
as  it  now  stood,  and  upon  the  broad  prin- 
ciple that  the  House  had  no  right  to  ask 
any  man  questions  as  to  his  reliirious 
belief. 

Gb3?bral  BUENABT:  It  has  been 
asked  what  the  State  has  to  do  with 
rdigion,  and  why  should  it  interfere 
with  the  direction  of  men's  consciences? 
The  State  has  no  concern  with  religion 
where  religion  has  no  concern  with  the 
State.  But  are  we,  in  the  laws  and 
customs  of  this  religious  country,  to  ex- 
clude all  consideration  of  religion ;  are 
we,  the  trustees  for  the  time  being  of 
this  august  Assembly,  to  suffer  Gt>d  to 
be  blasphemed  by  a  blasphemer,  and  to 
call  in  the  assistance  of  an  avowed 
Atheist  to  maintain  and  frame  laws  for 
believers  in  a  Supreme  Being?  The 
voice  of  this  Assembly  has  already  de- 
cided this  important  issue,  and  I  have 
heard  no  fresh  arguments  adduced 
within  the  House  to  alter  that  decision ; 
whilst,  outside  it,  I  read  and  hear  of 
numbers  without  end  who  support  that 
decision  and  regard  with  horror  the  idea 
of  proposing  to  rescind  it.  It  so  hap- 
pens that,  under  the  Administration  of 
Lord  Palmerston,  I  was  employed  on 
special  service  in  Syria  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  justice  to  Christian,  Druse, 
Jew,  and  Qx^ek;  and,  in  the  fulfilment  of 
those  duties,  I  was  naturally  brought 
amongst   religious    communities^    and 
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have  since  mixed  fireely  among^  those  of 
my  own  country,  a  circumstance  whiek 
led  me  to  obtain  opinions  from 
religious  authorities  upon  the 
issue.  An  eminent  Moravian  has 
to  me,  to  say  that — 

<*The  action  beine  taken  to  introduce  am 
avowed  Atheistin  to  me  House  of  Cominons  fa** 
not  his  lanction  or  approvaL" 

The  Bishop  of  London  writes  to   say, 
that — 

<<  He  cotild  not  give  any  sanctioo  to  tKt 
attempt  to  force  an  avowed  Atheist  upon.  Puiia- 
mont.  * 

I  was  also  desirous  to  obtain  the  opinion 
of  Bishops    of    the    Boman    Catholie 
Ohurch  in  Ireland,    and  therefore   ap- 
pealed to  several.  The  Bishop  of  Oasoiy 
says  that — "  The  people  of  Ireland  are 
quite  indignant  at  the  attempt  to  insta] 
Atheism  in  Parliament ;"  addmg,  that  it 
was  an  old  saying  that  *'  the  man  tltat 
is  not  true  to  God  will  not  be  trae  to 
his   county."      Next,    what   did    the 
Bishop  of  Kaphoe  say?  He  stated  that — 
''  He  nad  no  sympathy  with  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  supported  Mr.  Bradlau^h.'' 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  he  desired 
to  point  out  to  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
that  he  was  not  entitled  to  read  his 
speech. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  roee  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  ask  whether 
it  was  not  competent  for  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  (General  Bumabj)  to 
read  extracts  from  telegrams  or  letter* 
addressed  to  him  by  other  persons? 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  not 
reading  his  speech. 

OEKEBix  BUBNABY  said,  that  he 
had  not  a  single  word  written  down  ex* 
cept  quotations.  He  was  reading  from 
replies  which  he  had  received  to  letten 
and  telegrams.  Therefore,  with  the 
permission  of  Mr.  Speaker,  he  would 
continue  to  read  some  of  the  replies 
which  he  had  received.  The  Bishop  of 
Baphoe  went  on  to  say  that — 

"  Mr.  Bradlaugh  was  endearoming  to  ma>« 
his  entry  into  Parliament  a  protest  against  Ood, 
and  that  snpportinff  him  in  that  coarse  was  to 
abandon  every  Catholic  principle.*' 

The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  said  that  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  voted  for  Mr. 
Bradlaugh  could  not  be  Cadiolios.  The 
Bishop  of  Gklway  was  also  opposed  to 
the  admission  of  Atheists  into  Pailia- 
ment,  and  said  that— 
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"  He  utterly  reprobated  the  oondnct  of  hon. 
Kembers  who  attempted  to  force  an  avowed 
Atheist  upon  Parliament.  Such  c<mduct,"  he 
added,  "  was  very  reprehensible." 

The  Bishop  of  Downe  and  Connor  says, 
that  his  opinion  is — **  That  some  security 
fihonld  be  had  to  preserve  the  Ohristian 
Parliament."  The  Bishop  of  Ardagh's 
opinion ' 


**  That  an  Assembly  of  Christian  gentlemen 
ought  to  be  able  to  exclude  from  their  body  a 
person  objectionable  to  their  sense  of  religion 
and  decency." 

His  Holiness  the  Pope  "  rives  no  sanc- 
tion to  such  a  proceeding.''  He  had  also 
elideavoured  to  obtain  the  opinion  of 
an  eminent  Baptist — Mr.  Spurgeon — 
who,  unfortunately,  was  not  at  home; 
but  the  person  fulfilling  his  duties  had 
written  to  state  he  should  certainly  think 
that  Mr.  Spurgeon  would  be  opposed 
to  any  attempt  to  introduce  an  Atheist 
into  Parliament.  The  Chief  Babbi  said 
that— 

"  He  did  not  deem  it  advisable  to  interfere 
in  political  questions  however  strongly  he  felt 
on  the  subject." 

The  Superior  of  the  Greek  Orthodox 
Church  said  that,  as  a  minister  of  a 
Christian  Church,  "he  could  not  but 
deeply  regret  every  Atheistical  prosely- 
tism."  Amongst  others,  a  letter  which 
I  have  received,  is  one  from  a  Presby- 
terian, who  said^ 

"I  deplore  the  election  of  one  holding 
avowed  Atheistical  opinions,  and  sympathize 
so  far  in  that  he  should  not  be  a  Member  of  the 
Legislature.  But  men  do  not  sit  there  on  the 
ground  of  their  religious  or  irreligious  views ; 
and  having  already  adopted,  as  I  think  this 
country  has  done,  the  position  that  religious 
belief  should  not  be  a  condition  of  Membership, 
it  seems  to  me  the  elect  of  Northampton  has  a 
clear  constitutional  right  to  his  seat.'^ 

And  he  adds  his  further  opinion  that — 

"  The  present  conflict  is  not  only  most  un* 
seemly,  but  is  actually  such  an  advertisement  of 
Mr.  Bradlaugh  in  the  guise  of  a  martjrr,  as  is 
really  scandaJons." 

While  I  a^iree  with  the  first  and  the 
latter  portions  of  this  Presbyterian's 
views,  I  do  not  with  the  other  portion, 
and  will  contrast  it  with  the  words  that 
fell  from  the  lips  of  the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
borough in  his  Cathedral  on  the  occasion 
of  the  Queen's  Aocesion,  his  text  being, 
"  Bender  unto  Caesar  the  thinfi;s  that  are 
Cnsar's,  and  unto  Ood  the  things  that 
areOodV    His  Lordship  said— 
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"  The  one  sentence  was  the  strength  of  autho- 
rity, the  other  was  the  ddfence  of  Uberty ;  and 
on  these  words  of  Christ  the  claims  of  peace  and 
order,  and,  on  the  other  hand,  of  liberty  of  re- 
ligion and  worship,  had  always  rested,  and  must 
rest,  to  the  very  end.  They  saw  of  what  precious* 
ness  religion  was  to  a  nation's  life,  to  a  life  that 
waspea^lul  and  settled,  to  a  life  of  righteous 
and  well  regulated  liberty.  They  could  see  and 
understand,  then,  what  an  immense  meaning 
the  Oath  of  Allegiance  so  frequently  adminis- 
tered to  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  various  ca« 
padties  possessed,  not  merely  as  regarded  the 
authority  of  the  Sovereign,  but  involving  also 
the  liberty  and  rights  of  the  subject.  "Wnen  a 
man  who  was  to  make  the  laws  of  his  country 
took  the  Book  in  his  hand  and  promised  alle- 
giance to  EngUmd's  Cssar,  he  did  it  in  the 
name  of  God;  and  when  he  said '  So  help  me  God,' 
he  invoked  as  the  witness  of  tiie  compact  be- 
tween him  and  his  Sovereign  the  common  Judge 
of  both.  Alasfor  our  liberty  and  order,  if  from 
the  public  acts  and  deeds  of  the  nation  we 
thereby  blotted  out  the  recognition  of  the  name 
of  God!" 

Sir,  I  have  completed  my  purpose,  and 
would  remind  hon.  Members  of  the  Prime 
Minister's  words  after  the  House  had 
patiently,  in  the  exercise  of  its  generous 
indulgence,  heard  Mr.  Bradlaugh,  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  moved  that  the  Kesolution 
of  the  preyious  day,  not  to  permit  Mr. 
Bradlaueh  to  make  an  Affirmation  or 
Declaration  instead  of  the  Oath  required 
by  lawy  be  rescinded.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  then  said — **  There  cannot  be 
the  smallest  possible  hope  that  the  House 
will  rescind  the  Besolution.  If  it  did,  it 
would  be  a  loss  of  digmty  which  he  did 
not  desire  under  the  circumstances.''  I 
also  am  of  the  latter  opinion.  I  believe 
that  by  rescinding  that  Besolution  the 
House  would  not  do  the  smallest  g^ood, 
but  would  entail  upon  itself  a  loss  of 
dignity  and  consistency  which  would  be 
greatly  to  be  deplored  in  this  moral  and 
religious  country. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  803 ;  Noes 
249 :  M^ority,  54. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adam,  rt.  hon.  W. 
A^ew,  W. 
Ainsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  G. 
Armitage,  B. 
Armitstead,  G. 


AYES. 

Arnold,  A. 
P.      Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  Sir  G. 
Balfour,  J.  8. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnes,  A. 
Barren,  J. 
Barry,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
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Bftxter,  rt  Hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  W.  B. 
Biddulph,  M. 
Biffgar,  J.  O. 
Bolton,  J.  0. 
BorlaM,  W.  C. 
Brand,  H.  B. 
BrasBoy,  H.  A. 
Braaaey,  T. 
Brett,  £L  B. 
Brigffs,  W.E. 
Bright,  J.  (Hancheater) 
Bright,  rt  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H* 
Bmoe,  rt  hon.  LordC. 
Bmoe,  hon.  B.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Bnaiard,  M.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  F.  W. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  O. 
Campbell,  B.  F.  F. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Oarbutt,  E.  H. 
Caiington,  hon.  R. 
Carington,  hon.  Col.W. 

Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Cauaton,  B.  K. 
Cavendiah,  Lord  £. 
Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cheetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt  hn.  H.  C.E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 
Collings,  J. 
Colmsin,  J.  J. 

Corbett,  J. 

Cotes,  C.  C. 

Cotirtaiild,  G. 

Courtney,  L.  H. 

Cowan,  J. 

Cowen,  J. 

Craig,  W.  Y. 

Creyke,  R. 

Cross,  w.  A. 

Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 

Currie,  D. 

Davey,  H. 

Davies,  D. 

Davies,  R. 

Davies,  W. 

De  Ferrieres,  Baron 

Bilke.  A.  W. 

Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 

Dillwyn,  L.  L. 

Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt  hon.  J.  Q. 

Buff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E.  Q. 

Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 

Earp,  T. 

Edwards,  H. 

Edwards,  P. 


Egerton*  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farqnharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
FenFUSon,  xt 
Ffblkee,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Fitewilliam,  hn.  H.  W. 
Flower,  C. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt  hon.  w^.  £• 
Fort,  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fowler,  W. 

Fry,T. 

Gladstone,rt  hn.  W.K 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Glyn,  hon.  8.  C. 
Gk>rdon,  Sir  A. 
Gk>rdon,  Lord  D. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gk>wer,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grey^  A.  H.  G. 
Haxnilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hardcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock-Allan,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  V. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  £. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,T.  R. 
Holland,  8. 
Hollond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
niingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  R. 
Jenkins,  D.J.   . 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Joicey,  Colonel  J. 
Kingscote,  CoL  R.  N.  F. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  8. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 
Law,  rt  hon.  H. 
Lawley,  hon.  B. 


Lawrance,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Laycock,  R. 
Leake,  R. 
Tifiatham,  E.  A. 
T«eathani,  W. 
Lee,  H. 
Leeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  8. 
Leigh,  hon.  G.  H.  C. 
Litton,  K  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
Lymington,  T^scount 
Macdonald,  A. 
Mackie,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
Madiver,  P.  8. 
H'Arthur,  A. 
M*  Arthur,  W. 
McCarthy,  J. 

M'Intyre,  M.  J. 
M'Xiaren,  C.  B.  B. 
H'Laren,D. 

H'Minnies,  J.  G. 

Magniac,  C. 

Maitland,  W.  F. 

Mappin,  F.  T. 

Blarjoribanks,  Sir  D.  C. 

Marjoribanks,  E. 

Marriott,  W.  T. 

Mason,  H. 

Massey,  rt  hon.  W.  K. 

Maxwell,  J.  H.  M. 

Mellor,  J.  W. 

Metge,  R.  H. 

Middleton,  R.  T. 

Milbank,  F.  A. 

Monk,  C.  J. 

Moreton,  Lord 

Morgan,  rt  hon.  G.  O. 

Morley,  A. 

Mundella,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 

Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 

Norwood,  C.  M. 

0*Beime,  Major  F. 

O'Connor,  T.  P. 

0*€k)rman  Mahon,  Col. 
The 

O'Kelly,  J. 

Otway,  A. 

Paget,  T.  T. 

Pabner,  C.  M. 

Palmer,  G. 

Palmer,  J.  H« 

Parker,  C.  8. 

Pamell,  C.  S. 

Pease,  A. 

Pease,  J.  W. 

Peddie,  J.  D. 

Peel,  A.  W^. 

Pennington,  F. 

Philips,  R.  N. 

Pla3rnur,  rt.  hon.  L. 

Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 

Potter.  T.  B. 

Powell,  W.  R.  H. 

Power,  J.  0*0. 

Price,  Sir  R.  G. 

Pugh,  L.  P. 


Pulley,  J. 
Ralli.  P. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Ramsden,  8ir  J. 
Reed,8ira 
Reed,  £.  J. 
Reid,R.T. 
Rendel,8. 
Ridiaid,H. 
RichaHson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Robertson,  H. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
RoUisdLnd,8irK.]Lds 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  G.  W.  S. 
Russell,  Locd  A. 
Rylandis,  P. 
St.  Aubyn,  &  J. 
Samudson,  B. 
Qamudson,  BL 
Seel^,  C.  (Nottmghaa) 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 

Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfefd,  rt  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 
Stevenson,  J.  C. 

Stewart,  J. 
Story.Maskelyne,M.H. 

Summers,  W. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompaon,  Sir  H.  M. 
Thompson,  T.  C 
TiUett,J.H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  8.  A 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Waugh,K 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbure,  Sir  D. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbiead,& 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wie«n,  H. 
WiIUams^B.  T. 
Williams,  8.  C.  E. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  8. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
WiUyams,  E;  W.  B. 
Wilson,  C.  H. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehonse,  £.  R. 
Woodall,W. 
Woolii;  8. 

TBLLBBS. 

Grosvenor,  Lora  B. 
KsnsJBgton,  Lord 
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W.A.T. 
AxcUale,  W.  H. 
Ajtmad-Bflitlett  E. 
A  jlmor,  J.  E.  F. 

Bftlfbv,A.J. 
Bsnng,  T.  C. 
Bme,  F.  St.  J.  X. 
Bottdot,  Sir  W.  B. 
BAteno^SirT. 


Beuh,  W.  W.  B. 
BeTKngham,  A.  H. 
Bentinck,  It.  bon.  G.  C. 
Beotindc,  O.  W.  P. 
Beitttfbrd,  G.  de  b  P. 
HiddeU,W. 
Birkbeck,£. 
Biricj,  H. 

BlaaLbmne,  CoL  J.  I. 
Blake,  J.  A. 
Boord,T.  W. 
Boorke,  xi^^  hon.  B. 
Bme,S.  B. 
Broadkr,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodncl,  hon.  W.  St, 

J.F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Broofci,  W.  C. 
Brace,  Sir  H.  H. 
Brymer,  \^.  E. 
Bnry^faley,  Lord 
Bnraabr,  General  E.  8, 
Bunell,  Sir  W.  W. 
Baxtoo,  Sir  R.  J. 
Byrne,  G.  M. 
Callan,  P. 
Ouneron,D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 
Castlereagh,  Viicoant 
C«aJ,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaise,  J. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
Clire,  CoL  hon.  G.  W. 
Cloae,kLC. 
Cobbold,  T.  C. 
Coddinjj^,  W. 
Cole,  Tucooni 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Cony,  J.  P. 
Cotton,  W.  J.  R. 
Crompton-Robeita,  C. 
Croat,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cabitt,  rt  hon.  G. 
Btly.J. 

Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dtwnay ,  CbL  hon.  L.  P. 
De  Worma,  Baron  H. 
Dickion,  Major  A  G. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
DonaldaonoHudaon,  C. 
Dooglai,  A  Akers- 
Dyke,rt.hn.8irW.H. 
Dyott,  Colonel  R. 
Egcrton,  Sir  P.  G. 
lEgexton,  hon.  Yf» 


Eklio,Lovd 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Emng^ton,  G. 
Estcoort,  G.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewin^,  A.  O. 
F<i]dCTi,Maj.-Gen,  R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Biseet,  H. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
I^nch,  G.  H. 
Fitzp«tnck,hn.  B.  £3. 
FitzwiUiamy   hon.    C. 

W.  W. 
Fletcher,  Sir  H. 
Floyer,  J. 
Fbley,  J.  W. 
Folkefltone,  Yiscount 
Foreater.  C.  T.  W. 
Foeter,  W.  H. 
Fowler,  R.  N. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Galway,  Viflcoimt 
Garfit,T. 
Gardner,  R,  Richard* 

•on- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 
Gibaon,  rt.  hon.  E. 
Gifiard,  Sir  H.  S. 
Goldney,  Sir  G. 
Gooch,  Sir  D. 
Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 
Gorst,  J.  £. 
Grantham,  W. 
Greene,  £. 
Greer,  T. 
Gregory,  G.  B. 
Hall,  A.  W. 
Halsey,  T.  F. 
Hamilton,  I.  T. 
Hamilton,   right  hon. 

LordG. 
Harconrt,  E.  W^. 
Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 
Helmuey,  Yiaooont 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hermon,  £. 
Hicks,  £. 
HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 
HiU,  Lord  A.  W. 
HiU,  A.  S. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 
Holker,SirJ. 
Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 
Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.J.  B.  B. 
Hubbard,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
Johnstone,  Sir  F. 
Kennard,  Col.  £.  H. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Knight,  F.  W. 
KnighUey,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  T. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Leamy,  £. 

Lechmero,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 


Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,*S. 
TiBnnox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lerer,  J.  O. 
Lewis,  C.  K 
Lewisham,  Yiscount 
Lindsay,  CoL  R.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Loder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lyons,  R.  D. 
llacartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iyer,  P. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M*Coan,  J.  C. 
M'Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Btakins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Martin,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUee,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Moore,  A. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 

Mowbray,rt.hn.SirJ.R« 
MolhoUand,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Musgrave,  Sir  R.  C. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  H.  8. 
Northcoto,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

8.  H. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
Onslow,  D. 
Palliser,  Sir  W. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  R, 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 


Poleaton,  J.  U. 
Rankin,  J. 
Redmond,  W.  A 
R^nd1*^^^"*i  liord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
St  Aubyn,  W.  M; 
Sandon,  Yiscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sdater-Booth,  rthn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.J. 
Sereme,  J.  E. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Sm3rth,  P.  J. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storer,  G. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sulliran,  A.  M. 
Sykoe,  C. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,rt.hn.CoLT.E. 
Thomson,  H. 
Thomhill,  T, 
Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
ToUemache,hon.  W.  F, 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Tyler,  Sir  H.  W. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  CoL  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watkin,  Sir  E.  W. 
Watney,  J. 

Welby-Gregory,8irW. 
Whitley,  E. 
Wihnot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wortley,  0.  B.  Stuart- 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TELLERS. 

Crichton,  Yiscount 
Winn,  R. 


YOL.  OCUIL    [third  siKiza.] 


Main  Question  proposed, 

"  That  every  person  returned  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  who  may  claim  to  be  a  person  for 
the  time  being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a 
solemn  Affirmation  or  Declaration  instead  of 
taking  an  Oath,  shall  henceforth  (notwithttand« 
ing  so  much  of  the  Resolution  adopted  by  this 
House  on  the  22nd  day  of  June  last  as  relates 
to  Affirmation)  bo  permitted,  without  question, 
to  make  and  subscribe  a  solemn  Affirmation  in 
the  form  prescribed  by  *Tho  Parliamentary 
Oaths  Act,  1866,*  as  altered  by  •  The  Promis- 
sory Oaths  Act,  1868,*  subject  to  any  liability 
by  statute.**— (ifr.  Oladstont,) 
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societies  which  had  hitherto  distributed 
relief  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  be  convinced  that  every 
effort  made  by  the  Government  to  relieve 
distress,  by  means  of  the  Poor  T^aw  or- 
ganization alone,  would  fail.  In  the 
first  place,  it  would  fail  because  many 
of  the  small  farmers  would  rather  starve 
than  apply  to  the  Poor  Law  Boards  at 
all.  Tney  would  have  to  make  up  their 
minds  to  permitting  relief  to  be  dis- 
tributed by  private  Committees,  and 
there  was  no  good  in  discussing  the 
question  in  a  political  or  an  economical 
point  of  view,  so  long  as  it  was  clear 
that  the  small  farmers  would  rather 
suffer  the  greatest  extremities  than  re- 
ceive relief  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment officials.  Moreover,  there  was  a 
difficulty  on  account  of  the  disinclination 
of  the  Poor  Law  Boards  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  powers  given  to  them.  There 
was  a  very  violent  prgudice  on  the  part 
of  many  of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in 
any  shape.  That  did  not  apply  so  much 
in  cases  where  the  poor  rate  was  very 
high;  but  instances  were  within  his 
knowledge  where  the  poor  rate  was  as 
low  as  10(f.  in  the  pound,  and  yet 
where  the  Guardians  entirely  refused  to 
^ant  out-door  relief.  If  that  state  of 
thiuRS  were  allowed  to  continue,  all  the 
mischief  would  be  done  before  it  was 
possible  to  remedy  it.  The  Mansion 
Mouse  Fund  had  gone  down  to  about 
£8,000,  and  in  another  fortnight  it  would 
be  exhausted.  Then  what  could  the 
Poor  Law  system  do?  He  was  con- 
vinced the  Government  were  not  making 
sufficient  provision.  They  had  already 
been  obliged  to  supersede  two  or  three 
Poor  Law  Boards  by  paid  Commissioners ; 
but  where  were  tne  men  to  be  got  to 
administer  the  others  ?  He  thought  the 
proposal  was  the  most  immediate  that 
could  be  adopted,  and  certainly  speed 
was  of  the  essence  of  this  question.  It 
was  certain  that  unless  the  Government 
adopted  some  speedy  method  outside  the 
Poor  Law  system  there  would  be  starva- 
tion within  a  week  or  two.  They  knew 
that  if  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
ooidd,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  relieve  the 
distress  in  Ireland,  he  would  do  so ;  but 
he  oould  not  attend  to  all  the  details 
throughout  the  country  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Orty)  believed  the  whole  of  the  ma- 
dkinery  existing  at  present  was  in« 
iBdequate.  He  deeply  regretted  that 
Um  pcopoMd  had  bwx  throim  aside. 


He  did  not  say  that  it  might  not  h% 
capable  of  improvement ;  but,  unless  im- 
mediate grants  were  given  through  some 
other  organization  wMch  could  act  with* 
out  too  much  red  tape,  they  would  not 
be  able  effectually  to  cope  with  the  dis- 
tress. He  asked  attention  to  the  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  made,  which  was, 
that  in  view  of  the  distress,  and  in  Tiew  of 
the  large  burdens  which  must  of  neces- 
sity be  oast  upon  the  ratepayers,  thst 
the  Government  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  postponing  for  the  next   1% 
mondis  the  payment  under  the  Seeds 
Act.      This  would  do  more  to  reliere 
the  distress  than  any  other   proposal 
except  the  free  erant  of  public  monej, 
because  it  would  relieve  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  of  burdens  which  had  been 
intolerable.    This  money  was  not  re- 
payable to  the  Board  of  Public  Works 
oefore  August,  1881 ;  but  the  tenant  to 
whonx.  the  money  was  advanced  must 
pay  it  back  immediately  after  the  har- 
vest.   It  had  been  said  that  if  there  was 
a  good  harvest  there  was  no  debt  which 
could  be  more  legitimately  demanded 
than  that  for  the  seed  which  had  pro- 
duced that  harvest.    That  was  perfect 
true ;  and  although  he  had  put  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  for  the  remission  of  Uie 
debt,    findmg   that   public  opinion  in 
Ireland  would  not  support  him  in  that 
proposal,    he   intended   to   remove    it 
m)m  the  Paper.    There  was  among  the 
small  farmers  in  Ireland  a  strong  con- 
viction that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
pay  this  debt,  together  with  the  enor- 
mous liabilities  which  had  accumulated 
upon  them,  during  the  vear.     It  had 
been  said  that  the  sum  aavanced  was  so 
small  it  could  easily  be  paid  if  the  har- 
vest were  eood.    But  if  it  were  good« 
there  would  be  some  serious  debts  of 
other   kinds  for  the  farmers  to  meet. 
They  were  already  overwhelmed  with 
debts.    The  first  condition  of  receiving 
this  seed  must  have  been  that  they  were 
in  such  a  distressed  state  that  they  oonld 
not,  either  bv  credit  or  by  means  of  other 
resources,  ootain  money  to  stock  their 
land.    They  were,  therefore,  in  a  bank- 
rupt condition  when  the  seed  was  re- 
ceived;   since    which   they   had   beui 
living  on  charity,  or  upon  such  credit 
as  th^  could  obtain.    They  not  only 
owed  their  rent,  in  most  cases,  but  were 
steeped  in  debt  to  the  local  shopkeepers, 
and  there  were  three  or  fbur  oreaitofs 
watching  every  small  fanner  to  pounce 
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upon  him,  if  the  harvest  was  a  successful 
one.  Therefore,  it  would  be  impossible 
to  meet  the  demands  that  would  be  made 
upon  them  after  the  harvest;  and  no 
greater  relief  could  be  given  than  if  they 
failed,  for  fail  they  must,  to  meet  their 
obligations,  than  by  postponing  the  seed 
debt  for  12  months.  If  it  was  thought 
fit,  let  interest  be  exacted,  even  at  3^ 
per  cent.  But  he  was  convinced,  further, 
that  if  the  debt  were  postponed  it  would 
be  a  great  benefit  to  the  Treasury  in  a 
financial  sense,  because  the  debt  would 
be  able  to  be  gathered  with  much 
greater  facility.  He  trusted  the  Govern- 
ment woiild  not  discard  his  proposal 
without  taking  it  into  full  considera- 
tion. He  spoke  with  some  authority 
upon  this  subject,  because  he  had  acted 
as  Chairman  of  a  large  Company  which 
had  to  consider  the  best  mode  of  re- 
lieving the  distressed  small  farmers. 
In  his  opinion,  nothing  better  coidd  be 
done,  witn  the  exception  of  a  free  grant 
of  public  money,  to  relieve  the  distress. 
He  was  also  convinced  that  some  such 
suggestion  as  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  should  be  considered — 
that  was  to  say,  an  immediate  grant  to 
be  administered  by  some  other  method 
than  by  the  Poor  Law  cnrstem,  in  order 
to  prevent  the  distress  which  must  come 
within  the  next  four  or  five  weeks,  imless 
something  were  done. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  said,  though  objec- 
tions might  be  made  to  the  manner  in 
which  it  was  proposed  to  distribute  the 
grant  to  be  maoe  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  it  occurred  to  him  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  concede  the  main 
principle  of  the  measure.  It  was  ad- 
mitted that  severe  distress  existed,  and 
was  likely  to  increase,  in  Ireland,  and 
that  the  charitable  associations  which 
had  heretofore  relieved  destitution  and 
warded  off  the  approaches  of  famine 
were  now  without  funds.  Under  those 
circumstances,  he  thought  it  was  not 
unreasonable  that  they  should  obtain  a 
grant  in  aid  of  that  diistress  from  funds 
belonging  of  right  to  the  Irish  people. 
It  had  nghtly  been  pointed  out  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlow  that  the  ex- 
ample of  the  Canadian  Parliament  was. 
one  which  it  was  fitting  that  this  country 
should  follow.  It  dia  not  redound  to 
the  credit  of  England  that  alleviation 
for  the  distress  in  Ireland  should  have 
been  obtained  from  the  charity  of 
America  and  funds  granted  by  a  Colonial 


Pai'liament,  and  that  now  the  Govern- 
ment should  refuse  not  merely  to  give 
any  aid  as  proposed,  but  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  should  listen  in 
silence  to  the  suggestions  which  had 
been  made  by  his  non.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  County  (Mr.  Gray).  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  force  the  Irish  Members  to  divide 
upon  the  Bill.  He  thought  it  would  be 
viewed  as  a  most  unfortunate  thing  in 
Ireland  if  they  were  driven  to  take  a 
division  upon  a  Bill  of  that  character. 
Let  him  (Mr.  Martin)  remind  the  Go- 
vernment that  in  introducing  a  Bill  of 
the  exceptional  character  of  that  which 
gave  the  distressed  tenant  compensation 
in  case  he  was  evicted  for  non-payment 
of  rent  out  of  the  pocket  of  tlie  Irish 
landlord,  they  admitted  the  prevailing 
distress  was  of  a  character  not  to  be 
encountered  or  overcome  by  ordinary 
rules.  If  it  was  right  to  transfer  thus  the 
burdens  horn  one  class  to  another  class, 
imder  the  state  of  circumstances  which 
existed  in  Ireland,  it  was  surely  reason- 
able that  the  State  should  contribute 
towards  this  exceptional  distress  occa- 
sioned by  the  visitation  of  Providence. 
The  postponement  of  the  payment  of  the 
instalments,  under  the  Seeds  Supply 
Act,  would  not  be  a  very  serious  tax  on 
Imperial  resources,  and  would  be  of 
very  great  assistance  in  many  localities. 
Even  in  many  of  those  Unions  not  sche- 
duled under  the  Act  for  the  Belief  of 
Distress,  the  poor  rates  had  been  not 
less  than  is.  in  the  pound  during  the 

East    year.     The    distress    throughout 
reland  was,  unfortunately,  not  confined 
to  Galway,  Mayo,  or  Donegal. 

Mb.  call  an  said,  he  believed  it 
woiild  be  a  substantial  benefit  to  the 
tenants  and  small  farmers  in  Ireland  if 
the  payment  for  the  seeds  were  deferred 
for  12  months,  and  was  glad  that  the 
discussion  which  had  taken  place  upon 
the  Bill  had  afforded  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  the  opportunity 
of  making  such  a  good  suggestion. 
There  had  been  four  relief  funds  in 
Dublin ;  but  his  own  county,  where  there 
had  been  aspreat  amount  of  distress,  had 
not  receivea  a  penny  from  any  one  of 
those  funds.  It  would  be  setting  an 
evil  precedent  to  hand  over  the  sum  of 
£200,000  to  such  bodies,  notwithstand- 
ing they  had  every  confidence  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  charitable  funds  by 
the  Mansion  House  Committee.    They 
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societies  wbicli  had  hitherto  distributed 
relief  in  Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  be  convinced  that  every 
effort  made  by  the  Government  to  relieve 
distress,  by  means  of  the  Poor  Law  or- 

fanization  alone,  would  fail.     In  the 
rst  place,  it  would  fail  because  many 
of  the  small  farmers  would  rather  starve 
than  apply  to  the  Poor  Law  Boards  at 
all.    They  would  have  to  make  up  their 
minds  to  permitting  relief  to  be  dis- 
tributed  by  private    Committees,  and 
there  was  no  good  in  discussing  the 
question  in  a  political  or  an  economical 
point  of  view,  so  long  as  it  was  clear 
that  the  small  farmers    would  rather 
suffer  the  greatest  extremities  than  re- 
ceive relief  at  the  hands  of  the  Govern- 
ment officials.    Moreover,  there  was  a 
difficulty  on  account  of  the  disinclination 
of  the  Poor  Law  Boards  to  avail  them- 
selves of  the  powers  g^ven  to  them.  There 
was  a  very  violent  prejudice  on  the  part 
of  many  of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians  in 
any  shape.    That  did  not  apply  so  much 
in  cases  where  the  poor  rate  was  very 
high;  but  instances  were    within    his 
knowledge  where  the  poor  rate  was  as 
low  as   lOd.    in  the    pound,   and   yet 
where  the  Guardians  entirely  refused  to 
grant  out-door  relief.    If  that  state  of 
things  were  allowed  to  continue,  all  the 
mischief  would  be  done  before  it  was 
possible  to  remedy  it.     The   Mansion 
Mouse  Fund  had  gone  down  to  about 
£8,000,  and  in  another  fortnight  it  would 
be  exhausted.     Then  what  could  the 
Poor  Law  system  do?    He  was  con- 
vinced the  Government  were  not  making 
sufficient  provision.    They  had  already 
been  obliged  to  supersede  two  or  three 
Poor  Law  Boards  by  paid  Commissioners ; 
but  where  were  the  men  to  be  fi^t  to 
administer  the  others  ?    He  thought  the 
proposal  was  the  most  immediate  that 
could  be  adopted,  and  certainly  speed 
was  of  the  essence  of  this  question.    It 
was  certain  that  unless  the  Government 
adopted  some  speedy  method  outside  the 
Poor  Law  system  there  would  be  starva- 
tion within  a  week  or  two.    They  knew 
that  if  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
could,  by  a  stroke  of  the  pen,  relieve  the 
distress  in  Ireland,  he  would  do  so ;  but 
he  could  not  attend  to  all  the  details 
throughout  the  country  in  which  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  believed  the  whole  of  the  ma- 
chinery   existing    at    present  was   in- 
adequate.    He  deeply   regretted  that 
the  proposal  had  been  tlm>wii  aside. 

iff.  Gra]f 


He  did  not  say  that  it  might  not  be 
capable  of  improvement ;  but,  unless  im- 
mediate grants  were  given  through  some 
other  organization  which  could  act  with- 
out too  much  red  tape,  they  would  not 
be  able  effectually  to  cope  with  the  dis- 
tress.  He  asked  attention  to  the  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  made,  which  was, 
that  in  view  of  the  distress,  and  in  view  of 
the  large  burdens  which  must  of  neces- 
sity be  cast  upon  the  ratepayers,  that 
the  Government  would  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  postponing  for  the  next  12 
months  the  payment  under  the  Seeds 
Act.      This  would  do  more  to  relieve 
the  distress  than  any  other    proposal 
except  the  free  grant  of  public  money, 
because  it  would  relieve  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  of  burdens  which  had  been 
intolerable.    This  money  was  not  re- 
payable to  the  Board  of  Public  Works 
before  August,  1881 ;  but  the  tenant  to 
whom^  the  money  was  advanced  most 
pay  it  back  immediately  afber  the  har- 
vest.   It  had  been  said  that  if  there  was 
a  good  harvest  there  was  no  debt  which 
could  be  more  legitimately  demanded 
than  that  for  the  seed  which  had  pro- 
duced that  harvest.    That  was  perfectly 
true ;  and  although  he  had  put  a  Notice 
on  the  Paper  for  the  remission  of  tiie 
debt,    finding    that   public  opinion  in 
Ireland  would  not  support  him  in  that 
proposal,    he    intended   to    remove    it 
from  the  Paper.    There  was  among  the 
small  farmers  in  Ireland  a  strong  con- 
viction that  it  would  be  imposeible  to 
pay  this  debt,  together  with  the  enor- 
mous liabilities  which  had  accumulated 
upon  them,  during  the  year.     It  had 
been  said  that  the  sum  advanced  was  so 
small  it  could  easily  be  paid  if  the  har- 
vest were  good.    But  if  it  were  good, 
there  would  be  some  serious  debts  of 
other   kinds  for  the  farmers  to  meet 
They  were  already  overwhelmed  with 
debts.    The  first  condition  of  receiving 
this  seed  must  have  been  that  they  were 
in  such  a  distressed  state  that  they  could 
not,  either  by  credit  orbymeansof  oti^er 
resources,  obtain  money  to  stock  their 
land.    They  were,  therefore,  in  a  bank- 
rupt condition  when  the  seed  was  re- 
ceived;   since    which    they   had    been 
living  on  charity,  or  upon  such  credit 
as  they  could  obtain.    They  not   only 
owed  their  rent,  in  most  cases,  but  wwe 
steeped  in  debt  to  the  local  shopkeepem^ 
and  there  were  three  or  four  creditors 
watching  evexy  ismall  fanner  to  pounoe 
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tions  for  relief  in  Ireland,  and  had 
pointed  out  that  the  reports  of  indi- 
viduals had  covered  that  country  Teith  a 
network  of  relief  Committees,  and  that 
it  was  not  wise  of  the  Oovemment  to 
shut  their  eyes  to  that  organization. 
All  that  he  had  heard  since  upon  the 
matter  had  only  confirmed  him  in  his 
opinion  that  what  might  be  called  the 
official  machinery  for  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress in  Ireland  was  inadequate  for  the 
purpose.  He  could  not  see  any  moral  or 
absolute  reason  why  the  grants  of  public 
money  should  not  be  distributed  by  an 
organization  individually  initiated  and 
epontaneously  offered.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  the  millions  of  monev  raised 
for  the  relief  of  distress  in  India  could 
have  reached  their  destination  so  well, 
but  for  the  manner  in  which  the  officials 
of  the  Government  cordially  co-operated 
with  individual  effort.  He  had  had 
representations  made  to  him  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  difficulty  of  getting  Boards 
of  Guardians  to  grant  relief;  and  he 
trusted  the  Government  would  not  allow 
it  to  be  thought  that  they  had  made  up 
their  minds  upon  the  subject.  In  a  few 
weeks  it  would  be  too  late  to  supple- 
ment the  official  machinery  and  establish 
a  supplementary  system  of  relief  out  of 
loans  and  out  of  the  rates  and  taxes. 
There  must  be  a  firee  grant,  and  there 
ought  to  be  use  made  of  the  organiza- 
tion of  individual  effort  which  had  al- 
ready worked  so  well,  and  which,  tmder 
Govemmentsupervision,  would,  nodoubt, 
work  better. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  under  the  cir- 
cumstanoes,  he  thought  it  better  to  be 
wearv  than  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
shoiild  starve.  The  people  in  his  part 
of  the  conntxT  had  complained  that  the 
time  of  the  House  had  been  wasted  in 
debates  upon  the  Bradlaugh  question, 
while  there  had  been  little  or  no  atten- 
tion paid  to  the  question  of  distress  in 
Ireland.  There  was  no  necessity  to 
quarrel  about  the  maohineir  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  fund,  K>r  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
said  he  was  auite  wiUing  the  Govern* 
ment  should  choose  its  own  machinery. 
He  had  a  letter  from  a  magistrate  and 
grand  juror  in  the  county  of  Galwa^, 
who  said  there  was  great  distress  m 
his  neighbourhood,  and  there  were 
also  10  Sunilies  affected  by  fever.  That 
manstrate,  who  would  have  to  pay  a 
goM  deal  to  the  rates,  pointed  out  that 


the  Poor  Law  Guardians  had  not  done 
their  duty.  Some  machinery  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  adopted  by  the  right  hoif. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land of  another  kind.  He  thought  it 
would  be  well  to  take  a  division,  if  thefe 
were  no  reasonable  probability  of  bring- 
ing the  Bill  forward  on  Saturday.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter would  agree  to  that. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  that  he  did  not  wish 
to  detain  the  House  at  that  hour  of  the 
morning;  but  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
call  attention  to  two  or  three  facts  in 
connection  with  the  manner  in  which 
out-door  relief  was  distributed  by  private 
Committees.  He  doubted  very  much 
whether  any  machinery  could  be  found 
which  would  effect  the  purpose  in  view 
better  than  the  charitable  organizations 
now  existing  in  the  distressed  districts 
of  Ireland.  In  the  first  place,  they  had 
had  such  experience  with  regard  to  the 
distressed  districts  that  they  could  not 
be  imposed  upon.  Persons  concerned 
in  the  administration  of  the  charitable 
funds  were  usually  clergymen,  resident 
doctors  in  the  district,  and  other  persons 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  wants  of 
the  locahty;  and  the  information  they 
possessed  as  to  those  actually  needing 
relief  was  much  greater  than  could  be 
acquired  by  other  persons.  These  gentle- 
men, moreover,  had  been  engaged  in  the 
work  of  distribution  for  a  long  period. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  could  not 
but  consider  that  in  the  distribution  of 
any  relief  they  could  not  do  better  than 
intrust  it  to  the  hands  of  the  same  per- 
sons who  had  hitherto  administered  the 
charitable  funds  in  Ireland. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  he  understood 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
Pamell)  to  state  that  if  this  debate  were 
adjourned  it  could  not  be  taken  at  any 
hour  on  another  evening  now  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds) 
had  moved  to  reject  the  Bill.  At  the 
same  time,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  in- 
convenience of  having  a  discussion  then 
was  so  very  great,  that  he  would  sug- 
gest that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stockton 
should  withdraw  his  Amendment  that 
the  Bill  should  be  read  a  second  time 
that  day  three  months,  in  order  that  the 
Bill  might  be  brought  on  at  any  period 
of  the  evening  on  another  occasion.  He 
would,  therefore,  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stockton  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 
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Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  was 
very  sorry  not  to  be  able  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland ; 
but  he  was  quite  sure  it  was  perfectly 
possible  for  the  Government  to  meet  dis- 
tress through  the  Poor  Law  machinery 
without  the  grant.  At  the  present  time, 
the  Poor  Law  Quardians  were  giving 
out-door  relief  in  some  cases,  and  where 
they  did  not  respond  to  the  appeal  to 
give  relief  loans  were  offered  to  them. 
Me  did  not  see  what  difference  it  woiild 
make,  whether  they  were  giving  a  grant, 
or  whether  they  offered  loans  for  two 
years.  He  could  not  advise  to  assent  to 
the  plan  proposed,  for  it  would  be  an  ac- 
knowledgment of  the  utter  failure  of 
the  Poor  Law  to  meet  an  emergency. 
If  this  course  which  had  been  suggested 
were  adopted  it  woiild  complete  the 
abolition  of  the  Poor  Law.  If  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  his  proposal  he  had  better 
take  it  that  evening,  and  the  Motion  for 
adjournment  had  better  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  he  should  like  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  whether  or  not  it  was 
proved  that  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland 
had  broken  down.  It  was  within  his 
knowledge  that  many  families  who  were 
in  the  most  distressed  condition  had  the 
greatest  possible  repugnance  to  make 
known  their  distress  to  the  Government 
officials.  But  for  the  action  of  the  re- 
lief Committees,  numberless  families 
throughout  Ireland  would  have  been 
dead  by  the  present  time.  Again,  in  the 
county  which  he  had  the  honour  to  re- 
present, which  was  a  scheduled  coimty, 
there  were  cases  of  persons  suffering  the 
extremity  of  famine  and  not  applying 
for  relief.  Some  unfortunate  persons 
who  had  received  potatoes  unaer  the 
Relief  Act  had  been  compelled  to  dig  up 
again  the  seed  which  haa  been  planteo, 
for  the  purpose  of  sustaining  lue.  No 
doubt,  it  was  against  the  law;  but 
Guardians  could  not  find  it  in  their 
hearts  to  prosecute  those  unfortunate 
persons.  He  could  understand  the  ob- 
lection  of  the  Government  to  the  distri- 
bution of  public  funds  through  private 
Conunittees,  and  he  would  suggest  that 
some  kind  of  coa^iromise  on  the  sub- 
ject be  adopted.  Why  diould  the  Go- 
vernment not  allow  half  the  money  to 
be  distributed  by  the  Poor  Law  Guar* 
dians  and  half  the  money  through  the 


relief  Committees  ?  In  that  way  tliej 
would  insure  the  £200,000  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Gty  of  Cork  de- 
sired should  be  granted  being  properlj 
expended. 

Mb.  METGE  said,  that  if  they  eould 
obtain  a  pledge  from  the  Government  to 
adopt  the  moderate  proposal  of  the  haa* 
Member   for   the  City   of   Cork  they 
would  be  happy  to  take  the  course  sug- 
gested by  me  Gt)vemment.      He  be- 
ueved  that  the  proposal  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  told  them  he  was  going  to  bring 
forward  was  simply  one  for  the  relief  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.    He  did  not 
believe  that  it  would  meet  the  distreaa 
amongst  the  poor.     When  the  Govern- 
ment came  ju>rward  with  a  Relief  Bill 
for  Ireland  of  the  nature  of  that  intro- 
duced by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary,  in  his  (Mr.  Metge'a) 
opinion,  it  was  the  duty  of  Irishmen  to 
sit  there  till  that  time  to-morrow,  if  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  obtain  a  proper 
measure.    Were  they  to  consent  to  the 
proposal  of  the  Government  they  would 
be  altogether  renouncing  their  proper 
responsibility.     It  was  the  clear  outy  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  from  Ireland  to  insure 
proper  legislation  for  her  interests,  no 
matter    what   inconvenience  to    them- 
selves. 

Mb.  LITTON  said,  he  denied  that  it 
was  the  right  of  any  hon.  Member  on  the 
opposite  Benches  to  sit  there  from  that 
time  until  the  same  hour  the  next  day 
for  the  purpose  of  repeating  the  same 
arguments  over  and  over  again.  The 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
CorK  City  TMr.  Pamell)  had  been  met  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds)  that  the  Bill  be 
read  a  third  time  that  day  three  months. 
It  was  only  by  that  means  that  this  dis- 
cussion could  be  brought  to  an  end. 
Hon.  Member  after  hon.  Member  had 
risen  in  his  place  on  the  opposite  side 
and  had  repeated  the  same  arguments. 
He  denied  that  it  was  the  right  of  any 
hon.  Member  to  treat  the  House  in  that 
way.  The  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  asked  that  £200,000  might 
be  handed  over  to  private  societies  to 
distribute  to  the  poor  of  Ireland ;  and  if 
that  principle  were  adopted,  the  Govern- 
might  as  well  hand  over  to  those  socie- 
ties the  government  of  Ireland  alto- 
S^ther.  It  would  be  impossible  for  any 
oremment  to  carry  on  the  Public 
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Bosiness  of  Ireland,  if  they  were  so  to 
abdicato  their  functions,  and  to  hand 
them  over  to  any  private  individual  or 
private  society.  It  would  be  a  direct 
abdication  of  their  functions  to  hand 
over  a  large  sum  of  money  like  this  to 
private  distribution.  He  had  personally 
every  confidence  in  some  of  the  societies 
which  had  been  concerned  in  the  relief 
of  the  distressed.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  the  Committee  presided  over  by  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Carlow  (Mr.  Qray)  had  done  a  deal 
of  good;  but  there  were  other  Com- 
mittees in  which  he  had  not  a  like  con- 
fidence. He  believed  there  was  in  the 
minds  of  a  great  many  hon.  Members  of 
that  House  a  considerable  want  of  con- 
fidence in  some  of  those  Committees ; 
but  it  was  not  a  question  whether  they 
were  or  were  not  worthy  of  confidence. 
A  question  of  principle  was  involved, 
ana  the  only  way  to  bring  the  matter  to 
a  conclusion  was  to  persevere  in  the 
Amendment  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third 
time  that  day  three  months. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  it  was 
hardly  fair  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  to  argue 
that  he  had  asked  for  this  money  to  be 
handed  over  to  voluntary  societies.  He 
had  expressed  his  perfect  willingness  to 
permit  this  money  to  be  distributed  by 
means  of  the  Poor  Law  machinery. 
After  that  concession,  it  became  illogical 
to  represent  as  his  argument  that  this 
money  should  be  handed  over  to  volun- 
tary societies.  What  they  asked  was 
that  public  money  should  be  given  to 
the  Local  Qovemment  Board  for  dis- 
tribution in  such  Unions  as  required  a 
grant  instead  of  a  loan.  With  respect 
to  that  proposition,  there  was  good 
reason  for  considering  it  was  absolutely 
necessary.  On  all  sides  they  had  an  ex- 
pression of  opinion  from  Irish  Members, 
mcluding  that  of  the  Conservative  Mem- 
ber for  TjTone  (Mr.  Macartney),  that 
something  of  the  nature  of  a  grant 
was  necessary.  The  only  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  had  not  concurred  in  that 
opinion  were  the  Liberal  Member  for 
lyrone  TMr.  Litton),  and  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Louth  (Mr.  Gallan).  TMr. 
Callak  said,  that  he  made  no  objec- 
tion to  the  grant.]  He  (Mr.  0*Shaugh- 
Tiom)  was  glad  to  hear  that  there  was 
an  aosolute  consensus  of  opinion  amount 
the  Irish  Members  on  this  point,  with 
the  exception  of  the  Liberal  Member 


for  Tyrone.  Oreat  objections  were  made 
to  public  money  being  handed  to  volun- 
tary societies ;  but  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  was  willing  to  withdraw  that 
part  of  his  proposal,  and  to  consent  to 
its  being  handed  over  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board.    The  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  required  something  more 
than  they  had  hitherto  had.    It   was 
necessary  to  put  in  their  hands  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  money,  in  order  that  they 
might  encourage  Poor  Law  Guardians  to 
give  out-door  relief.    The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  should 
take  power  for  the  Local  Government 
Board   to    have    a    certain    sum    of 
money   for    distribution    among   such 
Unions  as    might    be    selected.      Let 
the  principle  oi  the  grant  be  grafted 
on  the  Belief  Bill  of  the  Government, 
and  a  great  deal  would  -then  have  been 
done  to  meet  the  objections  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork.   They  did 
not  want  to  disturb  the  ordinary  Poor 
Law  machinery  of  the  country,  and  were 
quite  willing  to  allow  the  grant  to  be 
distributed  by  the  Local   Government 
Board.    They  knew  the  way  in  which 
Boards  of  Guardians  in  Ireland  acted. 
It  was  well  known  in  Ireland  that  the 
prospect  of  having  to  repay  the  prin- 
cipal of  the  large  sums  of  money  that 
might  be  lent  to  them  to  distribute  out- 
of-doors    had    hitherto    prevented   the 
Boards  of  Guardians  from  giving  out- 
door relief  to  any  extent.    To  obviate 
that  objection  on  the  part  of  the  Guar- 
dians the  present  Bill  had  been    in- 
troduced.   The  great  principle  for  which 
they  contended  was  that  a  grant  should 
be  made  to  the  Guardians,  and  they 
would  be  quite  satisfied  if  that  were  en- 
grafted upon  the  Government  measure. 
Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  per- 
haps the  House  would  allow  him  to  state 
that  no  limit  would  be  imposed  upon 
the  expenditure  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  the  event  of  any  emer- 
gency short  of  £  1 ,500,000.   The  sugges- 
tion that  the  money  should  be  given  to 
the  relief  Committees  now  seemed  to 
have  been  dropped ;  and  the  sole  ques- 
tion, therefore,  was  between  the  loan 
and  the  grant.    Surely,  that  might  be 
perfectly  well  discussed  upon  the  Go- 
vernment Bill  on  Saturday,  and  it  was 
unnecessary  to  occupy  the  House  longer 
on  the  present  occasion.    He  must  not, 
however,  be  understood  as  in  any  way 
assenting  to  the  proposal  made,  for  he 
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would  rather  stop  there  till  any  time 
than  have  a  compromise  of  that  kind 
extorted  from  him. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  that 
he  fullj  agreed  with  the  observations 
that  had  been  made,  that  they  ought  to 
sit  there  till  that  time  to-morrow,  if  by 
doing  so  they  should  contribute  to  the 
relief  of  their  distressed  countrymen  in 
Ireland.  It  did  not  seem  to  hun,  how- 
ever, that  there  was  anything  in  the  pro- 
posals of  the  Government  hostile  to  the 
Principle  for  which  they  were  contending, 
'herefore,  he  should  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  to  allow 
the  matter  to  come  to  a  harmonious  con- 
clusion. Neither  his  great  respect  for 
the  present  Government,  nor  their  great 
majority,  nor  the  distinguished  character 
of  me  Minister  who  led  it,  would  induce 
him  to  deviate  one  inch  from  what  he  con- 
sidered tobe  the  proper  course  to  be  taken. 
But  he  could  not  regard  the  Government 
as  hostile  to  their  views.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  they  were  pursuing  the  same 
object  as  themselves,  and  that  it  was 
only  a  question  of  machinery.  He 
thought  tne  suggestion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  that  the  question  should  be 
discussed  on  Saturday,  was  a  reasonable 
one. 

Mr.  FARNELL  said,  he  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  that  the  debate 
might  be  now  adjourned.  But  it  should 
be  remembered  that  he  had  proposed 
that  plan  at  the  beginning,  although  he 
feared  he  had  been  misunderstood  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  He 
had  proposed  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman shoiild  adopt  the  principle  of  a 
g^ant  reserving  to  nimself  the  right  of 
administration  by  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
and  it  was  only  at  that  moment  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  pointed 
out  how  it  could  be  done. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  said,  without  any  wish 
to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House,  or  put 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  desired  to  state  that  he  under- 
*  stood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  not  to  object  to  the  ad- 
journment of  the  debate  until  Saturday. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  had 
stated  that  the  questions  raised  that 
evening  could  be  raised  upon  the  Bill 
on  Saturday  next.  He  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  had 
not  understood  that. 

Mr.  W^  B.  F^nter 


Mb.  BIGK^AR  said,  he  must  ha^ra 
misunderstood  the  right  hon.    Oentle* 
man,  who,  he  confessed,  was  not  very 
lucid  in  his  statement.    He  did  not  see 
why,  although  the  Government  had  ar- 
ranged not  to  put  down  any  other  Bub- 
ness  on  the  Paper  for  Saturday,  tiiej 
should  be  precluded  from  puttings  down 
this  Bill  for  the  same  day.     Of  coQx«e, 
if  the  whole  Sitting  were  occupied  with 
the  Government  BiU,  there  would  be  no 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  Irish  BiU. 
It  was  simply  a  matter  of  conveniettc^ 
for  all  parties,  and  he  raised  the  ques- 
tion as  indicating  a  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty.   He  desired  to  make  reference  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  £ar 
Louth  (Mr.  Callan)  with  regard  to  the 
Irish  Land  League.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  brought  some  very  dark  charges 
against  that  body,  and  had  gone  into 
detail,  alleging,  at  the  same  time,  that 
in  one  of  the  national  Committees  some 
irresponsible  parties  had  led  persons  to 
believe  that  they  woiild  get  grants  of 
potatoes  if  they  voted  in  a  particular 
way. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  have  clearlv  nothing 
to  do  with  the  subject  before  the  House. 

Mb.  biggar  said,  there  was  not  the 
slightest  foundation  for  the  statement 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Louth.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  (Mr.  litton) 
had  said  that  the  same  arguments  had, 
over  and  over  again,  been  advanced 
with  regard  to  this  Bill,  and  upon  that 
point  he  woidd  remark  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  succeeded  in  repeating 
himself  several  times  in  the  course  of 
the  debate. 

Question  put,  and  agrnd  to. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
see  the  block  Motion  token  off  the  Paper 
for  Saturday,  and  would  move  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  on  that  day. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Debate  be  adjourned  till 
Saturday.'*— (ifr.  PamelL) 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he  would 
put  it  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamell)  that  there  had  not 
been  a  question  raised  that  niffht  that 
could  not  be  raised  upon  the  debate  on 
the  Bill  next  Saturday.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to  admit  that  himself,  and 
he  (Mr.  Forster)  wondered  that  he  had 
not  seen  it  from  the  beginning.    The 
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Oovemment  were  under  an  enragement 

not  to  take  any  Business  on  Saturday, 

except  the  Oovemment  Bill ;  therefore, 

lie  could  not  understand  why  there  should 

l>e  an  attempt  made  to  brinff  on  the  pre- 
sent  Bill  on  that   day.    He  repeated 

there  was  no  question  which  had  been 

raised  that  evenine  which  could  not  be 

brought  up  next  Saturday  on  the  Qo- 

"vemment  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would 

appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Pamell) 

to   take    into  consideration    the    point 

raised.  He  was  afraid  there  was  no 
chance  of  the  Oovemment  Bill  getting 
through  on  Saturday.  They  were,  there- 
fore,  merely  wasting  time  on  a  matter 
of  form,  because  the  Bill  could  not  be 
reached  on  Saturday.  If  he  thought 
otherwise,  he  should  support  his  hon. 
Friend ;  but  his  advice  was  to  concen- 
trate their  minds  upon  the  Oovemment 
measure,  and  endeavour  to  convert  the 
proposed  loan  into  a  grant. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  said,  he  did  not  wish, 
in  the  smallest  degree,  to  criticize,  at 
that  moment,  the  merits  of  the  Govern- 
ment Bill ;  but  merely  wanted  to  point 
out  that  the  portion  of  the  Government 
Bill  in  competition,  so  to  speak,  with 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell), 
was  at  a  stase  of  the  Bill  which  was 
not  likely  to  oe  reached  on  Saturday. 
He  suggested,  as  a  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty, that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stock- 
ton (Mr.  Dodds)  shoiild  withdraw  his 
Amendment  against  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Biggar)  are  quite 
beside  the  Question  before  the  House, 
which  is  simply  as  to  the  day  when 
the  second  reamng  of  this  Bill  can  be 
taken. 

Mb.  BIGK}AB  said  it  was  so  difficult 
to  get  on  with  the  Bill  of  a  private 
Member,  when  it  was  stopped  by  a  Go- 
vernment Motion,  that  it  would  be  well 
if  they  had  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  measure  on  friday  night. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  22 ;  Noes 
62 :  Majority  40.— (Div.  List,  No.  36.) 

Debate  adfoumed  till  Monday  next. 

Houie  adjourned  at  Four  oMoclc 

in  the  morning. 
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Public  Bvllh— First  JReadinff^Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Ashford,  &c.)* 
(116) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Betiiesda,&c.)»(116). 

Second  Reading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment  (Scotland)Provisional  Order  (Bronghly 
Ferry)  ♦  (99) ;  Elementanr  Education  Provi- 
sional  Orders  Ck>nfirmation  (Cardiff,  &c.)* 
(100). 

TAf  rrf  JJwrfin^—Great  Seal*  (90);  Universities  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge  (Limited  Tenures)* 
(111) ;  Universities  and  College  Estates  Act 
Amendment*  (92),  and j7<im^. 

INTEMPEBANOE— REPORT    OF    THE 
SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

QX7ESTI0K.      OBSBEVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  ONSLOW,  in  rising 
to  call  attention  to  the  Beport  of  the 
Select  Committee  of  the  House  on  In- 
temperance^  and  to  inquire.  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment  intend  to  in- 
troduce any  further  measure  to  carry 
into  effect  the  recommendations  of  that 
Committee  ?  said,  he  had  to  regret  that 
some  more  important  Member  of  their 
Lordships'  House  had  not  called  atten- 
tion to  the  matter.  The  Committee  in 
question  was  appointed  in  1876,  on  the 
Motion  of  the  most  rev.  Primate  (the 
Archbishop  of  Canterbury).  Since  the 
Committee  reported,  three  of  its  most 
important  Members,  including  the  noble 
Du&e  who  was  its  Chairman,  had  be- 
come Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment. This  fact  was  a  further  in- 
ducement to  him  to  ask  what  were  the 
intentions  of  the  Government  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recommendations  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Archbishop  of  Canterbury 
had  moved  in  the  matter  in  consequence 
of  a  Memorial  to  the  Bishops  irom  a 
very  large  body,  both  of  the  clergy  and 
laity,  of  the  Established  Church.  There 
was  no  question  that,  at  that  time,  the 
consumption  of  intoxicating  liquors  had 
increase  in  the  countiy;  and  during 
the  year  1877  there  were  no  less  than 
200,000  persons  ohara;ed  with  being 
drunk  and  disorderly ;  but  these  did  not 
include  those  who  were  too  drunk  to  be 
disorderly  or  not  drunk  enough  to  be 
inof^ble.    It  was  fair  to  say  that  the 
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consumption  of  tea  and  sugar  had  in- 
creased to  a  still  larger  extent  in  pro- 
portion to  the  population ;  but  there 
could  be  no  douot  of  the  fact  that  in- 
temperance increased  with  the  advance 
of  wages,  and  that  the  crimes  of  violence 
increased  in  proportion  to  the  apprehen- 
sions for  drunkenness,  though  they  were 
not  actually  coincident  with  the  in- 
crease of  drunkennesSi  but  subsequently 
to  it,  as  if  it  required  some  years  of  hard 
drinking  to  bring  the  working  classes  to 
their  greatest  depravity.  It  was  one  of 
the  results  of  habitual  intoxication.  The 
Acts  of  1869  and  1872,  supplemented  by 
the  Act  of  1874,  had  materially  im- 
proved the  condition  of  things ;  order  in 
the  public  streets  had  increased,  as  had 
the  vigilance  of  the  police;  and  the 
severer  penalties  imposed  made  the 
publicans  more  careful  in  the  conduct  of 
their  houses.  But  much  remained  to  be 
done,  and  the  Select  Committee,  which 
had  collected  a  great  deal  of  information 
and  statistics,  made  numerous  recom- 
mendations. One  was  that  some  legis- 
lative facilities  should  be  given  to  those 
Local  Bodies  who  were  desirous  of  mak- 
ing an  experiment  in  the  direction  of 
repressing  drunkenness  in  the  localities 
for  which  they  acted.  It  was  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  this  had  any  reference 
to  the  Permissive  Bill.  The  whole  spirit 
of  the  Beport  was  antagonistic  to  the 
Permissive  Bill ;  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee  aimed  rather  at  the  pos- 
sibility of  giving  a  trial  to  some  such 
scheme  as  the  Qothenburg  or  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's. The  former  consisted  of  giving 
the  municipality  power  to  sell  the  whole 
of  the  licences  in  the  town,  which,  in  the 
case  of  Gbthenburg,  they  did  to  certain 
philanthropic  persons,  who  conducted 
the  business  solely  on  the  principle  that 
no  individual  should  derive  any  profit 
whatever  from  the  sale  of  intoxicating 
drinks;  the  only  advantage  they  were 
allowed  to  derive  being  from  the  sale  of 
food  and  non-intoxicants.  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's scheme  differed  slightly  from 
that,  as  he  proposed  that  instead  of  the 
Corporation  selling  the  licences  to  a 
company  they  should  become  the  pur- 
chasers and  managers  of  the  houses. 
The  Committee  were  not  convinced  that 
either  of  these  schemes  would  be  an 
infallible  remedy ;  but  they  thought 
powers  ought  not  to  be  refused  to  those 
local  Bodies  who  were  prepared  to 
try  them,  so  that,  if  they  were  found  to 
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be  successful  in  a  limited  area,  diey 
might  be  extended  to  the  whole  countr^r. 
As  he  had  said,  the  Committee  declined^ 
in  any  way,  to  recommend  the  permiA- 
sive  system,  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Onaloir) 
concurred  in  that  view,  because  He 
thought  that  such  a  system  was  opposed 
to  the  whole  spirit  of  our  legistatioii ; 
but  there  was  much  to  be  said  in  farour 
of  some  such  plan  as  the  Gothenburg 
system,   or  a  modification  of  it.     Tlie 

Srinciple  of  giving  power  over  tlie 
cences  was  not  a  new  one.  In  1836, 
Lord  John  Sussell  introduced  in  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Beform  Bill 
a  clause  to  enable  municipalities  to  ob* 
tain  the  control  of  licences.  That  clause 
was  rejected ;  but,  now  that  munioipali* 
ties  were  allowed  to  purchase  gaswox^s 
and  waterworks,  and  were  intrusted  with 
great  powers  under  the  Artizans'  Dwell* 
ings  Act,  there  seemed  to  be  no  good 
reason  why  they  should  not  be  allowed 
to  conduct  a  trafiB.c  which  was  prodactiTO 
of  great  increase  to  the  rates,  and  which 
might  be  most  injurious  to  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  locality.  Why  shoidd  they 
not  be  enabled  to  purchase  public- 
houses,  to  insure  good  management, 
and  that  nobody  should  be  tempted  to 
drink  to  excess?  The  merits  of  this 
plan  were  that  it  would  provide  due 
compensation  for  existing  interests,  and 
would  enable  the  public  to  supply 
their  wants  at  houses  conducted  in  the 
most  respectable  manner.  He  did  not 
mean  to  assert  that  any  one  of  the  dif- 
ferent schemes  for  municipal  action  in 
the  matter  woiild  be  effectual;  but  he 
maintained  that  power  should  be  given 
to  the  municipalities  to  make  the  experi- 
ment, while  the  Legislature  should  stand 
by,  watch,  and  gain  experience  from  their 
experiments.  Another  branch  of  the 
subject  which  had  engaged  considerable 
attention  on  the  part  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee was  that  of  grocers'  spirit  li- 
cences, which,  though  they  had  been  a 
convenience  in  some  respects,  had,  it 
was  feared,  promoted  in  other  respects 
drinking  habits.  The  number  of  grocen' 
licences  had  increased  from  3,546,  in 
1871,  to  5,821  at  the  present  time. 
Those  licences  could  be  refused  only  on 
four  statutable  grounds  —  either  that 
the  person  or  the  house  was  not  quali- 
fied for  such  a  licence.  Hitherto  they 
had  trusted  to  the  high  price  of  the 
grocers'  licences  to  restrict  their  abuse, 
Uie  grocer  having  to  pay  £28  He.  on  a 
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<£100  house,  as  against  £15   lOi.  ^d, 
paid   by  the    licensed  victualler  on   a 
Aouse  of  the  same  value;   but  under 
'Hxe  new  system  of  licensing  duties  now 
piroposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
oliequer  this  would  be  materially  modi- 
fied, and  the  two  classes  of  licence  placed 
on  an  equal  footing,  as  the  publicans' 
licence  would  be  increased  to  £30,  whilst 
t;lie  grocers'  would  remain  at  £28  14«.  It 
Appeared  to  him  that,  under  these  cir- 
oumstances,  there  was  a  danger  of  a  very 
large  increase  in  the  number  of  grocers' 
licences.  There  was  an  objection  to  those 
licences  being  granted  by  magistrates, 
'because  of  the  invidious  position  in  which 
these  functionaries  must  oe  placed  if  they 
liad  two  applicants  of  equal  respectability 
£rom  the  immediate  neighbourhood;  but 
he  should  be  willing  to  see  a  power 
given  to  magistrates  to  fix  the  maximum 
number  of  grocers'  licences  which  they 
would  permit  within  a  district,  and  to 
put  all  those  licences  up  to  public  tender, 
00  that  the  fullest  value  would  be  paid 
by  the  grocer  for  his  privilege.    In  that 
way  the  number  of  grocers  selling  spirits 
would  be  kept  down.     It  was  a  con- 
venience to  many  persons  to  be  able  to 
buy  spirits  in  the  shops  of  their  grocers  ; 
but  it  had  been  statea,  in  evidence  to  the 
Select  Committee,  that  much  mischief 
was  caused  by  the  facility  for  the  pur- 
chase of  spirits  which  the  shops  afforded 
to  women,  and  that  some  of  tiie  grocers 
consented  to  enter  as ''  goods"  the  spirits 
hadbv  women.    Indeed,  one  gentleman 
told  the  Committee  that  this  was  so  com- 
mon in  Scotland  that  whenever  he  found 
the  entry  "goods  "  in  a  grocer's  account 
he  at  once  understood  it  to  mean  "  bads  " 
— that  was  to  say  "  drink."  Beferring  to 
another  point,  he  believed  that  public 
opinion  was  at  this  moment  ripe  for 
some  slight  increase  in  the  restrictions 
on   the  trade,   especially   as  regarded 
Saturdays.     He  thought  it  womd  not 
be   too  much   to  oblige  publicans   to 
dose  their  houses  at  an  earlier  hour  on 
Saturdav  evenings,  when  the  working 
people  left  off  work  earlier,  and  had 
more  cash  to  spend.    It  was  stated  that 
women  in  Glasgow  said  they  never  got 
their  eyes  blackened  on  Satiurday  nignts 
till  after  10  o'clock.    He  did  not  think 
this  oountiy  was  prepared  for  Sunday 
closiog.    In  Ireland  there  was  a  strong 
feeling  expressed  by  the  publicans  in 
Ikvoitr  of  it ;  bat  there  had  oeen  no  such 
maaifMation  of  public  feeling  in  this 
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country.  One  important  question  was  as 
to  giving  greater  power  to  magistrates  to 
refuse  the  renewid  of  licences  where  the 
character  of  the  premises  had  been  al- 
tered ;  such,  for  instance,  as  in  the  cases 
where  proprietors  of  old  inns  had  taken 
the  adjoining  premises,  and  converted 
them  into  gin  palaces,  which  proceeding 
had  been  ruled  not  to  be  an  inmngement 
of  the  licence.  He  thought  that  they 
should  have  greater  power ;  above  all, 
he  looked  to  the  results  of  the  establish- 
ment of  counter  attractions  to  public- 
houses.  The  opening  of  coffee  public- 
houses,  working  men's  clubs,  and  even 
temperance  music  rooms  was  to  be  re- 
garded with  pleasure ;  but  he  sincerely 
hoped  that,  whatever  legislation  might 
be  undertaken  in  this  matter,  none 
of  those  who  had  so  earnestly  and  suc- 
cessfully laboured  for  this  object  would 
relax  their  efforts.  Legislation,  on  its 
present  lines,  had  been  carried  almost 
to  the  limit,  and  he  did  not  believe  it 
would  be  possible  to  carry  restrictions 
very  much  further.  If  liey  were  to 
have  legislation  on  this  subject,  it  must 
be  an  entirely  new  departure.  The 
subject  was  one  which  was  attracting 
considerable  attention  throughout  the 
country ;  and  after  the  utterances  of  the 
Premier  in  Mid  Lothian  on  this  subject, 
which  he  trusted  he  had  no  idea  of 
retracting,  he  hoped  for  a  favourable 
reply  from  the  Government.  He  begged, 
in  conclusion,  to  ask  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

The  Bishop  of  OAEUSLE  said,  the 
Committee  was  appointed  on  a  Motion 
of  the  most  rev.  Primate  the  (Arch- 
bishop of  Canterbury)  as  the  result 
of  a  very  extensively  signed  Peti- 
tion by  the  clergy.  That  JPetition,  in 
effect,  asked  the  Bishops,  as  such,  to 
introduce  further  legislation  upon  the 
subject.  It  was  universally  felt  by  the 
Episcopate  that  it  was  not  for  them  to 
introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. It  did  not  seem  to  them  that  the 
Episcopal  Bench  was  the  most  hopeful 
quarter  from  which  such  a  Bill  should 
proceed ;  but  they  also  felt  that  it 
was  impossible  to  turn  a  deaf  ear  to 
a  Petition  made  so  heartily  and  disin- 
terestedly in  relation  to  a  subject  upon 
which,  if  any  portion  of  the  community 
was  well  informed,  it  would  certainly  be 
the  clergy,  seeing  that  they  had  very 
ample  opportunities  of  knowing  the 
mischief  caused  by  intemperance.    The 
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noble  Eaii  (the  Earl  of  OdbIow)  had 
ferred  to  the  fact  that  there  had  been  a 
change  in  the  oondition  of  Parties  since 
then,  and  that  several  of  the  most  dis- 
tinguished Members  of  the  Committee 
now  occupied  the  other  sideof  the  House. 
That  was  a  yerj  important  point  to  refer 
tO|  because  it  was  not  right  to  consider 
that  the  question  of  temperance  or  in- 
temperance belonged  to  one  side  more 
than  the  other.  It  was  a  monstrous 
supposition  that  a  Party  of  one  colour 
was  more  interested  in  temperance  than 
a  Partr  of  a  different  colour,  and  he  did 
not  beUeve  there  was  in  that  House  any 
such  division  of  the  two  sides  with  re- 
gard to  this  question.  But  it  so  hap- 
pened that  a  number  of  distinguished 
statesmen  who  were  now  on  the  Go- 
yemment  side  of  the  House  were  at  that 
time — if  he  might  use  the  expression 
— out  of  work,  and  were  available  to 
serve  on  the  Committee,  and  he  could 
bear  testimony  to  the  admirable,  labo- 
rious, and  conscientious  manner  in  which 
they  went  into  the  subject.  He  trusted 
that  noble  Lords  on  that  side  of  the 
House  would  now,  in  their  prosperity, 
not  despise  the  child  of  their  adversity. 
A  great  many  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Select  Committee  were  so  simple 
and  obvious  that  he  did  not  see  any  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  their  adoption.  Why 
should  not  the  entering  of  spirits  as 
**  Roods  "  be  treated  as  a  fraud,  punish- 
able by  loss  of  licence,  as  it  now  was  in 
Scotland  ?  and  why  should  not  the  sell- 
ing of  spirits  to  boys  or  girls  under  the 
age  of  16  be  made  penal  in  Ireland  and 
Scotland  as  it  was  m  England  ?  Then 
there  was  a  recommendation  concerning 
the  bond  fide  traveller.  It  was  frequently 
assumed  that  the  definition  of  such  tra- 
veller was  a  man  who,  on  the  preceding 
night,  had  slept  at  a  distance  of  not  less 
than  three  miles  than  the  place  at  which 
he  was  served ;  this  was  not  really  so ; 
it  was  still  left  to  the  judgment  of  the 
magistrates  to  determine  whether  a 
man  was  a  bond  fide  traveller  or  not; 
and  the  Lords'  Committee  recommended 
that  this  point  should  be  made  dear. 
There  coula  be  no  doubt  that ' '  Local  Op- 
tion "  created  g^at  interest  throughout 
the  country,  and  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  a  Besolution  in  its  favour 
had  recently  been  carried ;  but  the  ques- 
tion now  to  be  decided  was  what  local 
option  meant.  There  was  a  wide  dis* 
tmotion  between  law  and  Lawson,  and 
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when  Local  Option  came  tobeoonwerted 
into  a  hard  law  then  would  oome  tfa* 
difficulty.    Sir  Wilfrid  Lawaon 
like  to  translate  his  Besolution  at 
into  the  Permissive  Bill ;  but  the^ 
allagree  that  that  translation  wai 
a  possible  nor  a  desirable  thing, 
was  a  form  of  Local  Option  which   the 
Committee  in  their  Beport  called  "  local 
adoption,''  which  was,  perhaps,  a  more 
suitable  term;  but  he  (tiie  Bishop  of 
Carlisle)  confessedhewasnot  very  hopeful 
as  to  that  recommendation,  althongu  tlie 
experience  of  the  Gothenburg  syatem 
in  Sweden,  where  it  had  been  adopted 
in  town  after  town,  was  a  very  strong 
practical  argument  in  -  its  favour.     The 
proposal  made  before  tiie  Committee  "wtbm 
not  so  much  the  Gbthenbuxg  qrstem.  as 
that  modification  of  it  which  was  devieed 
by  Mr.  Chamberlain,  which  was  tliat 
the  towns  should  have  the  power,  ilihBfj 

? leased,  to  buy  up  the  interests  of  the 
licensed  Yictuallers,  and  should  take  the 
whole  business  into  their  own  hands,  aa 
was  now  the  case  in  many  towns  with 
respect  to  gasworks  and  waterworks. 
Having  heard  the  evidence  given  on 
that  plan,  he  did  not  go  the  length  of 
asserting  that  it  was  possible;  but  he 
did  say  that  it  was  very  well  worth  the 
consideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment,  and  that  he  did  not  see  any  better 
method  of  dealingwith  the  liquor  traffic 
in  large  towns.  The  evil  of  the  exig- 
ence of  a  very  unnecessary  number  of 
public-houses  in  some  of  those  towns 
was  great.  A  case  was  brought  before 
the  Ck>mmittee  in  which  a  sailors'  home 
had  been  established,  and  in  which  eveiy 
avenue  leading  to  that  institution  was 
lined  with  public-houses.  As  to  Sunday 
closing,  after  the  decision  in  the  other 
House  regarding  Wales,  the  Legisla- 
ture seemed  distinctly  to  be  committed 
to  a  consideration  of  the  question,  al- 
though he  did  not  think  it  was  simply 
one  of  the  suppressions  of  intemperance, 
Sunday  being  by  no  means  tne  most 
drunken  day  of  the  week.  It  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion of  the  rich  man  against  the  poor 
man,  but  was  the  question  of  the  poor 
man  defending  himself  against  an  evil, 
the  pressure  of  which  he  knew  finom 
experience.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  there  was  a  growing  opinion  that 
it  would  be  an  advanta^  to  have  the 
publio*houses  dosed  on  that  day.  It 
had  been  shown  that  of  the  whole  num- 
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ber  of  hooseholders  canvassed  on  that 
pointy  amounting  to  nearly  800,000, 
640,000  were  in  favour  of  Sunday  dos- 
ing, 80,000  against  it,  and  60,000 
neutral.  That  result  showed  a  very  large 
majori^  for  the  measure,  while,  no  doubt, 
a  very  Larffe  minority  would  have  to  be 
considered  as  not  being  of  that  way  of 
tliinking.  It  was  a  remarkable  fact,  how- 
ever, that  the  majority  for  the  greater 
part  was  oomposea  of  working  people, 
and  not  of  persons  who  had  their  wine 
cellars  and  dubs.  He  did  not  think 
public  opinion  was  far  enough  advanced 
in  that  direction  to  warrant  the  belief 
that  a  measure  for  the  entire  dosing  of 
public-houses  on  Sunday  would  be 
generally  acceptable;  but  he  believed 
that  the  moderate  recommendation 
of  the  Select  Committee  might  be 
adopted  —  that  the  hours  shoiild  be 
shortened  —  and  in  some  parts  of  the 
country  there  might  be  entire  dosing. 
Those  recommendations  were  were  so 
simple  and  so  full  of  common  sense  that 
he  could  not  conceive  there  could  be  any 
difficult  in  introducing  them  into  any 
Bill  which  miffht  hereafter  be  brought 
forward  on  the  subject.  He  sincerely 
trusted  that  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
would  have  due  consideration  from  the 
Government  whenever  thev  had  the  op- 
portunity of  going  into  the  question ; 
and  that  early  next  Session  they  would 
have  some  proposal  to  legislate  upon  it. 
Lord  COTTESLOE,  as  a  Member  of 
the  Committee  which  had  sat  upon  the 
question,  hoped  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  state  to  the  House  whether  they 
intended  to  take  up  that  question.  It  was 
highly  desirable  that  they  should  speak 
out  upon  the  point,  for  it  was  a  matter 
of  too  much  importance  for  anybody  else 
to  take  up.  So  long  as  it  was  doubtful 
whether  they  were  going  to  deal  with  it, 
therefore,  the  reticence  of  the  Govern- 
ment prevented  any  progress.  He  be- 
lieved that  there  was  no  question  of 
ffreater  importance  affecting  the  well- 
being  of  such  a  large  body  of  the  people. 
The  interest  in  the  question  was  shown 
by  the  large  number  of  temperance 
sodeties  w&ch  had  been  established, 
the  meetings  which  had  been  hdd,  and 
the  money  which  had  been  subscribed 
for,  among  other  things,  the  establish- 
ment of  coffee-houses  and  labourers' 
dubs  throughout  the  countiy;  there- 
fore, he  trusted  that  the  matter  might 
be  taken  fairly  in  hand  by  the  Qovem- 


ment ;  but  he  must  confess  that  he  had 
his  misgivings  on  that  point,  in  conse* 
ouence  of  the  inaction  on  the  part  of 
the  Executive  which  had  followed  the 
labours  of  other  Select  Committees  and 
of  Boyal  Commissions.  His  experi- 
ence was  that  Committees  and  Commis- 
sions were  appointed  readily  enough, 
but  that,  unfortunately,  no  legislation 
resulted  from  their  labours.  There  had 
been  a  Committee  on  Bailws^  Acci- 
dents and  one  on  Noxious  Vapours; 
but,  beyond  the  collection  of  evidence, 
where  was  the  legidation  on  either 
subject  ?  There  were  many  among  the 
20  recommendations  made  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  Intemperance,  the  adop- 
tion of  which  might  be  effected  with 
ereat  public  advantage  and  without 
delay  or  difficulty.  Such  were  the  re- 
commendation that  beer  licences  should 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  as  spirit 
licences ;  that  transfers  of  licences  should 
be  refused  on  the  same  grounds  as  re- 
newals were  now ;  that  no  transfer  of  a 
licence  should  be  granted  without  an 
opportunity  of  objection  having  been 
afforded  to  the  inhabitants  of  the 
locality ;  that  there  should  be  a  further 
restriction  as  to  the  hours  at  which 
public-houses  were  open  in  the  early 
morning,  when  they  afforded  a  tempta- 
tion to  men  going  to  work;  and  the 
question  of  Sunday  closing  should  be 
dealt  with.  He  thought  that  the  prac- 
tice of  taking  out  six-day  licences  could 
only  be  earned  out  by  a  general  law, 
for  it  was  hardly  to  be  expected  that  a 
landlord  would  take  out  a  six-day 
licence  when  all  his  rivals  took  out  one 
that  would  enable  them  to  supply  his 
customers  on  Sunday.  Such  a  system 
should  be  made  general ;  and  he  was 
also  of  opinion  that  all  convictions,  as  a 
matter  of  record,  ought  to  be  endorsed 
on  the  licences.  The  recommendations 
of  their  Lordships'  Committee  were  plain 
and  simple,  andcouLd  be  easily  included 
in  a  short  Bill  which  would  receive  the 
support  of  the  country. 

The  Earl  of  FIFE  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  House  was  one  of 
those  the  importance  of  which  the  Go- 
vernment felt  as  stronffly  as  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  opened  the  discussion 
(the  Earl  of  Onslow).  The  Report  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  alluded 
emanated  from  a  Committee  of  their 
Lordships'  House,  composed  of  men  who 
had  sat  for  three  Sessions,  and  given 
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great  attention  to  tlie  difficult  and  deli- 
cate social  questions  involved  in  this 
matter,  and  whose  opinion  could  but 
carry  great  weight  in  their  Lordships' 
House.  He  must,  however,  confess 
that,  on  rising  from  the  perusal  of  that 
Beport,  one's  feelings  were  of  a  some- 
what mixed  nature,  and  he  might  even 
add  of  some  confusion.  There  were  in 
this  voluminous  Beport  no  less  than  20 
recommendations ;  but  the  one  winch 
seemed  to  him  both  the  shortest  and  the 
clearest  was  undoubtedly  number  7, 
which  said  in  rather  less  than  a  line  that 
a  considerable  increase  should  be  made 
in  the  licence  duty.  Those  of  their 
Lordships  who  had  followed  the  Finan- 
cial Statement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
would  be  aware  that  that  recommenda- 
tion had  been  acted  upon  at  the  very 
earliest  opportunity,  and  that  it  was 
now  proposed  to  make  a  very  consider- 
able increase  in  the  licence  duties.  On 
one  point  they  must  all  be  of  one  mind, 
and  that  was  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  mitigate 
the  evils  of  drunkenness  that  were  only 
too  prevalent  in  this  country.  Upon 
that  point  everyone  agreed ;  but  when 
they  arrived  at  that  point  of  agreement, 
temperance  reformers  joined  issue  on 
almost  every  detail.  Some  were  in  fa- 
vour of  total  suppression  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  others  were  in  favour  of 
what  was  called  free  trade  in  liquor ; 
while  others  again  put  forward  schemes 
of  varying  complexity,  such  as  the 
Gothenburg  system,  and  the  more  prac- 
ticable proposals  connected  with  licens- 
ing boards.  However  interesting  and 
admirable  the  Beport  was,  unfortu- 
nately it  was  hardly  possible  to  find  in 
it  any  one  complete  scheme  which  tbe 
Legislature  were  invited  to  adopt.  The 
entire  suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic 
was  hardly  possible  or  practicable  in 
the  present  state  of  the  public  mind,  nor 
would  the  policy  of  perfect  freedom  be 
likely  to  recommend  itself  to  any  large 
section  of  the  community.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  hours  of  closing  was  one 
which  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  successive  Governments,  and  was 
one  in  which  they  had  introduced  many 
alterations  of  various  sorts.  For  his 
own  part,  he  very  much  doubted  whether 
these  changes  really  very  much  affected 
the  general  questions  of  the  temperance 
or  intemperance  of  the  people.    Widi 
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regard  to  the  Gothenburg  S3r8tein,  of 
wmch  we  had  heard  so  mudi  latdj, 
that  seemed  to  him  one  more  intereetinff 
to  study  than  easy  to  adopt.  He  begged 
their  Lordships  to  consider  for  one  mo- 
ment the  enormous  difficulties  surround- 
ing  such  a  scheme.  They  were  all 
aware  of  the  complicated  queetions 
which  arose  on  the  comparatively  simple 

Eroposal  to  buy  up  tne  eight  Water 
lompanies  of  the  Metropous.  Oonld 
anyone  imagine  calmly  the  gigantio  di- 
mensions of  a  proposal  to  buy  up  and 
manage  the  thousands  of  pubuo-houset 
in  the  same  area  ?  Perhaps  the  most 
promising  part  of  the  subject  was  that 
which  was  connected  with  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  licensing,  and  how  far  the  power 
of  granting  licences  should  be  vested 
in  the  ratepayers,  or  in  Boards  directly 
electodbythem.  The  last  General  Electien 
had  shown  that  the  temperance  forces  in 
the  country  had  considerably  increased, 
and  that  there  was  a  growing  feeling  in 
favour  of  some  sort  of  Local  Option,  and 
possibly  in  favour  of  some  restrictions 
m  the  Sunday  liquor  traffic.  But  he 
would  venture  to  say  tbat  it  was  hardly 
fair  or  reasonable  to  expect  that  a  Go- 
vernment which  had  been  so  short  a 
time  in  Office,  and  had  had,  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  affairs,  so  many  and 
such  great  questions  pressing  simul- 
taneously for  immediate  solution,  could 
have  already  elaborated  a  legislative 
proposal  on  a  subject  which  had  pre- 
eminently baffled  the  ingenuity  of  succes- 
sive Administrations.  Those  who  were 
most  earnest  in  the  cause  of  temperance 
reform  would  admit  that  it  was  hardly 
one  of  those  questions  in  which  it  would 
be  wise  to  go  far  ahead  of  public  opinion, 
as  any  excess  in  the  direction  of  restraint 
might  have  the  opposite  effect  to  that 
which  they  all  wished,  by  causing  a  re- 
action to  set  in.  For,  after  all,  they  must 
not  lose  sight  of  the  redeeming  features 
of  this  distressing  subject.  Becentlegisla- 
tion,  upon  the  whole,  had  had  a  beneficial 
effect  throuehout  the  country  by  produc- 
ing good  order  in  the  streets,  and,  pro- 
bably, it  was  possible  to  do  still  more 
in  that  direction.  Drunkenness  had  not 
increased  in  the  rural  districts  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland,  nor  in  Ireland.  As 
a  rule,  the  higher  classes  of  artisans 
were  becoming  more  sober,  drunkenness 
being  more  confined  to  the  lowest  grades 
of  the  community,  where  education  had 
not  yet  kept  pace  with  the  growth  of 
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wag^.  It  XDiiBtalso  be  recollected  thatthe 
police  arranp^ements  were  far  better  than 
vn  former  years,  and  that,  consequently, 
they  heard  of  more  apprehensions  for 
dnmkenness.  While,  on  the  one  hand, 
ii?ith  increasing  prosperity,  the  expendi- 
ture in  alcohoUc  liquors  per  head  of  the 
population  had  undoubtedly  increased, 
yet,  on  the  other,  the  consumption  of  tea, 
Bugar,  meat,  and  tobacco  had  increased 
in  a  fiir  more  notable  ratio.  The  Select 
Committee  itself,  indeed,  pointed  out 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  increase 
was  owing  to  commercial  prosperity,  and 
to  the  increased  consumption  of  alcoholic 
drinks  by  those  who  might  be  described 
as  temperate  drinkers.  In  conclusion,  he 
wishea  to  say  that  the  Oovemment  were 
both  earnest  and  anxious  in  this  ques- 
tion,  in  the  direction  of  its  advancement. 
The  whole  matter  was  under  their  con- 
sideration. They  were  noting  the  va- 
rious changes  which  had  taken  place,  and 
were  now  taking  place  in  public  opinion, 
and  they  hoped  at  no  distant  date  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  which  might  mitigate 
some  of  the  worst  features  of  this  lament- 
able evil. 

LoBO  ABERDABE  said,  he  had  for 
a  long  time  taken  a  deep  interest  in  this 
subject,  and  would  be  rejoiced  to  see  it 
dealt  with  in  a  large  and  comprehensive 
measure.  They  must  all  feel  the  neces- 
sity of  watching  carefully  all  those 
changes  in  legislation  which  were  being 
made  with  regard  to  the  opportunity  of 
making  local  experiments  respecting  the 
timeofopeningandclosingpublic-houses, 
and  it  was  essentially  desirable  that 
public  opinion  should  be  consulted  in 
this  matter  as  much  as  possible.  The 
early  dosing  movement  in  Liverpool 
had  been  attended  with  great  success. 
He  did  not  ask  the  Oovemment  for  any 
declaration  of  their  intentions  with  re- 
spect to  any  future  legislation  they  might 
have  in  view  upon  the  subject,  for  he 
thought  it  was  far  better  at  present  that 
they  should  not  be  called  upon  to  express 
any  opinion  whatever,  seeing  that  they 
had  not  yet  had  sufficient  time  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  the  subject  before 
their  Lordships.  He  (Lord  Aberdare) 
quite  shared  in  the  difficultv  with  which 
tke  question  was  surrounded.  In  his 
opinion,  there  were  insuperable  obstacles 
to  the  adoption  of  the  Gothenburg  system 
in  this  country.  All  he  wished  at  pre- 
sent was  that  localities  where  a  desire 
existed  for  the  trial  of  experiments,  such 
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as  those  which  had  been  carried  out  in 
Birmingham  and  Liverpool,  should  be 
empowered  to  gratify  their  wishes,  for 
it  was  only  by  means  of  experiments 
that  they  coula  hope  to  arrive  at  a  prac- 
tical solution  of  the  existing  difficulties. 
The  Eael  of  KIMBEELEY  said,  he 
was  veiy  grateful  to  his  noble  Priend 
(Lord  Aberdare)  for  saying  that  he  did 
not   wish   the  Government   to   pledge 
themselves  to  any  particular  course  of 
action  in  connection  with  the  Licensing 
Laws.    The  subject  was  one  of  consider- 
able complexity,  and  though  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  it  had 
been  able  to  make  a  number  of  small, 
but  not  uncalled  for,  recommendations  of 
a  not  unimportant  character,  there  still 
remained  several  points  upon  which  it 
was  very  much  more  difficult  to  form 
a  conclusive  opinion.    Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  question  of  Local  Option, 
and  the  position  which  that  question 
had  assumed  had  been  pointed  out  to 
their  Lordships.    One  thing  only  was 
certain  with  regard  to  it — namely,  that 
there  was  a  very  great  and  increasing 
desire  throughout  the  country  that,  in 
some  shape  or  other,  power  should  be 
given  to  the  inhabitants  of  a  town  to  de- 
termine how  many  licences  ought  to  be 
granted  in  the  locality.    Beyond  this 
point  the  question  as  yet  had  not  passed. 
Everyone  who  had  examined  the  ques- 
tion thought  that  the  wishes  and  opinions 
of  the   inhabitants  of  a  locality,   and 
especially  of  the  working  classes,  ought 
to  be  very  fully  considered ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  no  one  had  yet  suggested  a 
practical  scheme  for  satinactorily  carry- 
ing this  principle  into  effect.    The  Com- 
mittee were  unable  to  make  such  a  sug- 
gestion ;  and,  therefore,  they  declined  to 
publish  any  positive  recommendation  on 
the  subject.     One  suggestion  made  to 
the  Committee  was  that  power  similar 
to  that  exercised  in  the    Gothenburg 
scheme  should  be  given  to  a  municipality 
to  deal  with  local  licences  by  purchase. 
He  had  voted  against  that  recommenda- 
tion, because,  though  some  such  scheme 
might  work  in  laree  towns,  in  smaU  ones 
its  successful  appucation  would  be  very 
doubtful.    One  thing  would  be  apparent 
to  anyone  who  read  through  the  evidence 
that  came  before  the  Committee — nan\ely , 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  establish 
a  conclusive  theorv  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  prevalence  of  arunkenr  It  was 

important  that  this  point  suuuld  not  be 
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great  attention  to  tlie  difficult  and  deli- 
cate social  questions  involved  in  this 
matter,  and  whose  opinion  could  but 
carry  great  weight  in  their  Lordships' 
House.  He  must,  however,  confess 
that,  on  rising  from  the  perusal  of  that 
Report,  one's  feelings  were  of  a  some- 
what mixed  nature,  and  he  might  even 
add  of  some  confusion.  There  were  in 
this  voluminous  Beport  no  less  than  20 
recommendations;  but  the  one  wlHch 
seemed  to  him  both  the  shortest  and  the 
clearest  was  undoubtedly  number  7, 
which  said  in  rather  less  than  a  line  that 
a  considerable  increase  should  be  made 
in  the  licence  duty.  Those  of  their 
Lordships  who  had  followed  the  Finan- 
cial Statement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Glad- 
stone in  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
would  be  aware  that  that  recommenda- 
tion had  been  acted  upon  at  the  very 
earliest  opportunity,  and  that  it  was 
now  proposed  to  make  a  very  consider- 
able increase  in  the  licence  duties.  On 
one  point  they  must  all  be  of  one  mind, 
and  that  was  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  mitigate 
the  evils  of  drunkenness  that  were  only 
too  prevalent  in  this  country.  Upon 
that  point  everyone  agreed ;  but  when 
they  arrived  at  that  point  of  agreement, 
temperance  reformers  joined  issue  on 
almost  every  detail.  Some  were  in  fa- 
vour of  total  suppression  of  the  liquor 
traffic,  and  others  were  in  favour  of 
what  was  called  free  trade  in  liquor ; 
while  others  again  put  forward  schemes 
of  varying  complexity,  such  as  the 
(Gothenburg  system,  and  the  more  prac- 
ticable proposals  connected  with  licens- 
ing boards.  However  interesting  and 
admirable  the  Heport  was,  unfortu- 
nately it  was  hardly  possible  to  find  in 
it  any  one  complete  scheme  which  the 
Legi^ature  were  invited  to  adopt.  The 
entire  suppression  of  the  liquor  traffic 
was  hardly  possible  or  practicable  in 
the  present  state  of  the  public  mind,  nor 
would  the  policy  of  perfect  freedom  be 
likely  to  recommend  itself  to  any  large 
section  of  the  community.  The  ques- 
tion of  the  hours  of  closing  was  one 
which  had  been  under  the  considera- 
tion of  successive  Governments,  and  was 
one  in  which  they  had  introduced  many 
alterations  of  various  sorts.  For  his 
own  part,  he  very  much  doubted  whether 
these  changes  really  very  much  affected 
the  general  questions  of  the  temperance 
or  intemperance  of  the  people.    With 
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regard  to  the  Gk>thenburg  system,    of 
wluch  we  had  heard  so  much   lat^j-, 
that  seemed  to  him  one  more  interestise 
to  study  than  easy  to  adopt.   He  b^g^gM 
their  Lordships  to  consider  for  one  mo- 
ment the  enormous  difficulties  surround- 
ing   such    a   scheme.    They  were    all 
aware    of    the    complicated  questioBs 
which  arose  on  the  comparatively  simple 
proposal  to  buy  up  tne  eight  Water 
Companies    of    the  MetropoUs.     OonM 
anyone  imagine  calmly  the  gigantic  di- 
mensions of  a  proposal  to  buy  up  and 
manage  the  thousands  of  pubuo-houses 
in  the  same  area  ?    Perhaps  the  most 
promising  part  of  the  subiect  was  that 
which  was  connected  with  the  wholeques- 
tion  of  licensing,  and  how  far  the  power 
of  granting  licences  shoiild  be  vested 
in  £e  ratepayers,  or  in  Boards  directly 
electedbythem.  The  last  General  ElectioB 
had  shown  that  the  temperance  forces  in 
the  country  had  considerably  increased, 
and  that  there  was  a  growing  feeling  in 
favour  of  some  sort  of  Local  Option,  and 
possibly  in  favour  of  some  restrictions 
m  the  Sunday  liquor  traffic.     But  he 
would  venture  to  say  that  it  was  hardly 
fair  or  reasonable  to  expect  that  a  Go- 
vernment which  had  been   so  short  a 
time  in  Office,  and  had  had,  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of   affairs,  so  many  and 
such    great  questions   pressing  simul- 
taneously for  immediate  solution,  could 
have  already   elaborated  a  legislative 
proposal  on  a  subject  which  had  pre- 
eminenitly  baffled  the  ingenuity  of  succes- 
sive Administrations.     Those  who  were 
most  earnest  in  the  cause  of  temperance 
reform  would  admit  that  it  was  hardly 
one  of  those  questions  in  which  it  would 
be  wise  to  go  far  ahead  of  public  opinion, 
as  any  excess  in  the  direction  of  restraint 
might  have  the  opposite  effect  to  thai 
which  they  all  wished,  by  causing  a  re* 
action  to  set  in.  For,  after  all,  they  must 
not  lose  sight  of  the  redeeming  features 
of  this  distressing  subject.  Becentlegisla- 
tion,  upon  the  whole,  had  had  a  beneiScial 
effect  throughout  the  country  by  produc- 
ing good  order  in  the  streets,  and,  pro* 
bably,  it  was  possible  to  do  still  more 
in  that  direction.     Drunkenness  had  not 
increased  in  the  rural  districts  of  £ng* 
land  and  Scotland,  nor  in  Ireland.    As 
a  rule,  the  higher  classes  of  artizans 
were  becoming  more  sober,  drunkenness 
being  more  confined  to  the  lowest  grades 
of  the  community,  where  education  had 
not  yet  kept  pace  with  the  growth  of 
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WH^,  It  XDUstalso  be  recollected  ihatthe 
police  arranp^ements  were  far  better  than 
in  former  years,  and  that,  consequently, 
ihey  heard  of  more  apprehensions  for 
dnmkenness.  While,  on  the  one  hand, 
with  increasing  prosperity,  the  expendi- 
ture in  alcohoUc  liquors  per  head  of  the 
population  had  undoubtedly  increased, 
yet,  on  the  other,  the  consumption  of  tea, 
sugar,  meat,  and  tobacco  had  increased 
in  a  far  more  notable  ratio.  The  Select 
Oommittee  itself,  indeed,  pointed  out 
that  a  large  proportion  of  the  increase 
was  owing  to  commercial  prosperity,  and 
to  the  increased  consumption  of  alcoholic 
drinks  by  those  who  might  be  described 
as  temperate  drinkers.  In  conclusion,  he 
wishea  to  say  that  the  Oovemment  were 
both  earnest  and  anxious  in  this  ques- 
tion, in  the  direction  of  its  advancement. 
The  whole  matter  was  under  their  con- 
sideration. They  were  noting  the  Ta- 
rious  changes  which  had  taken  place,  and 
were  now  taking  place  in  public  opinion, 
and  they  hoped  at  no  distant  date  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  which  might  mitigate 
some  of  the  worst  features  of  this  lament- 
able evil. 

LoBO  ABERDABE  said,  he  had  for 
a  long  time  taken  a  deep  interest  in  this 
subject  and  would  be  rejoiced  to  see  it 
dealt  with  in  a  large  and  comprehensiye 
measure.  They  must  all  feel  the  neces- 
sity of  watching  carefully  all  those 
changes  in  legislation  which  were  being 
made  with  regard  to  the  opportunity  of 
making  local  experiments  respecting  the 
timeofopening  andclosingpublic-houses, 
and  it  was  essentially  desirable  that 
public  opinion  should  be  consulted  in 
this  matter  as  much  as  possible.  The 
early  closing  movement  in  Liverpool 
had  been  attended  with  great  success. 
He  did  not  ask  the  Government  for  any 
declaration  of  their  intentions  with  re- 
spect to  any  future  legislation  they  might 
have  in  view  upon  the  subject,  for  he 
thought  it  was  far  better  at  present  that 
they  should  not  be  called  upon  to  express 
any  opinion  whatever,  seeiog  that  they 
had  not  yet  had  sufficient  time  to  come 
to  a  conclusion  on  the  subject  before 
their  Lordships.  He  (Lord  Aberdare) 
quite  shared  in  the  difficultv  with  which 
tne  question  was  surrounded.  In  his 
opinion,  there  were  insuperable  obstacles 
to  the  adoption  of  the  Gothenburg  system 
in  this  country.  All  he  wished  at  pre- 
sent was  that  localities  where  a  desire 
existed  for  the  trial  of  experiments,  such 
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as  those  which  had  been  carried  out  in 
Birmingham  and  Liverpool,  should  be 
empowered  to  gratify  their  wishes,  for 
it  was  only  by  means  of  experiments 
that  they  could  hope  to  arrive  at  a  prac- 
tical solution  of  the  existing  difficulties. 
The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
was  veiy  grateful  to  his  noble  Eriend 
(Lord  Aberdare)  for  saying  that  he  did 
not   wish   the  Government   to   pledge 
themselves  to  any  particular  course  of 
action  in  connection  with  the  Licensing 
Laws.    The  subject  was  one  of  consider- 
able complexity,  and  though  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  it  had 
been  able  to  make  a  number  of  small, 
but  not  uncalled  for,  recommendations  of 
a  not  unimportant  character,  there  still 
remained  several  points  upon  which  it 
was  very  much  more  difficult  to  form 
a  conclusive  opinion.    Allusion  had  been 
made  to  the  question  of  Local  Option, 
and  the  position  which  that  question 
had  assumed  had  been  pointed!^  out  to 
their  Lordships.    One  thing  only  was 
certain  with  regard  to  it — ^namely,  that 
there  was  a  very  great  and  increasing 
desire  throughout  the  country  that,  in 
some  shape  or  other,  power  shotdd  be 
given  to  the  inhabitants  of  a  town  to  de- 
termine how  many  licences  ought  to  be 
granted  in  the  locality.    Beyond  this 
point  the  question  as  yet  had  not  passed. 
Everyone  who  had  examined  the  ques- 
tion thought  that  the  wishes  and  opinions 
of  the  inhabitants  of  a  locality,   and 
especially  of  the  working  classes,  ought 
to  be  very  fully  considered ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  no  one  had  yet  suggested  a 
practical  scheme  for  satisfactorily  carry- 
ing this  principle  into  effect.    The  Com- 
mittee were  unable  to  make  such  a  sug- 
gestion ;  and,  therefore,  they  declined  to 
publish  any  positive  recommendation  on 
the  subject.     One  suggestion  made  to 
the  Committee  was  that  power  similar 
to  that  exercised  in  the    Gothenburg 
scheme  should  be  ^ven  to  a  municipality 
to  deal  with  local  licences  by  purchase* 
He  had  voted  against  that  recommenda- 
tion, because,  though  some  such  scheme 
might  work  in  laree  towns,  in  small  ones 
its  successful  application  would  be  very 
doubtful.    One  thing  would  be  apparent 
to  anyone  who  read  through  the  evidence 
that  came  before  the  Committee — namely, 
that  it  was  almost  impossible  to  establish 
a  conclusive  theorv  as  to  the  causes  of 
the  prevalence  of  arunkenr  It  was 

important  that  this  point  Suuuld  not  be 
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lost  sight  of,  because  people  were  very 
apt  to  adopt,  in  accordance  with  their 
predilections,  cut  and  dried  theories  as 
to  the  causes  of  drunkenness,  and  forth- 
with to  imagine  that  it  was  in  their 
power  to  furnish  a  remedy.  In  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee 
would  be  found  a  strong  corrective  to 
such  views.  The  Committee,  in  the 
first  place,  found  that  drunkenness  was 
to  a  great  extent  geographical,  and  that 
a  curious  line  might  be  drawn  from 
East  to  West,  to  the  North  of  which 
drunkenness  was  very  prevalent  in  large 
towns,  and  to  the  Souta  of  which  it  was 
much  less  prevalent.  Another  point 
worth  attention  was,  that  while  it  was 
generally  assumed  that  drunkenness 
must  vary  in  proportion  to  the  number 
of  public-houses  m  any  particular  place, 
the  evidence  before  the  Committee  by 
no  means  verified  the  notion.  Judging 
from  the  statistics  relating  to  apprehen- 
sions for  drunkenness,  tne  Committee 
found  that  there  were  striking  instances 
in  which  a  very  large  proportion  of 
public-houses  in  a  town  was  not  aocom- 
panied  by  a  relative  proportion  of  drun- 
Icenness.  That  showed  that  a  mere 
diminution  of  the  number  of  public- 
houses  was  not  BO  certain  a  cure  for 
drunken  habits  as  some  supposed.  One 
of  the  most  valuable  results  of  the  deli- 
berations of  the  Committee  was,  that 
they  had  shown  that  the  measure  intro- 
duced by  his  noble  Friend  behind  him 
(Lord  Aberdare)  was,  on  the  whole,  a 
most  successful  police  measure.  The 
next  point  to  which  he  would  refer  was 
one  in  which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
who  sat  on  the  Woolsack  took  great 
interest.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl 
of  Onslow)  had  said  that  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  evidence  from  constables, 
clergymen,  and  others  as  to  the  great 
mischief  done  by  shopkeepers'  licences. 
Well,  he  was  bound  to  say  that,  in  his 
opinion,  and  in  that  of  the  majority  of 
the  Committee,  the  evidence  given  be- 
fore them  completely  failed  to  prove 
that  any  appreciable  increase  of  orun- 
kenness  could  be  ascribed  to  those  par- 
ticular licences.  They  were  licences 
which  were  possibly  liable  to  attack 
on  various  grounds ;  but  no  direct  evi- 
dence had  yet  been  produced  of  an  im- 
mediate connection  between  them  and 
the  prevalence  of  drunkenness.  He  had 
not  found  the  assertions  with  regard  to 
alleged  increase  of  drunkenness  among 
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women  supported  by  the  evidence,  and 
as  to  grocers'  licences,  they  ^nrere  only 
some  5,000  out  of  a  total  of  nearly  100,000 
licences  for  the  sale  of  intoTin^rng 
drinks.  He  merely  made  these  re- 
marks to  show  the  noble  Lord  that 
he  had  not  lost  his  interest  in  the 
subject.  He  did  not  now  think  it  deotr- 
able  to  express  any  decided  opinions  oa 
the  subject,  as  he  wished  to,  come  un- 
fettered to  the  consideration  of  the 
matter,  if  the  Government  should  think 
it  proper  to  bring  in  a  Bill. 

CYPRUS —  THE   HARBOUR     OF 
FAMAG0U8TA. 

QUESTION.      0B8EBVATI0K8. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET,  in  riiiaf 
to  call  attention  to  the  Beport  of  Ifr. 
Ormiston  on  the  Harbour  of    Fama- 
gousta,   which  had  been  laid  on   the 
Table  of  the  House ;  and  to  aak,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  hnre 
decided  upon  the  execution  of  the  works 
proposed  r  said,  that  if  it  was  intended 
to  convert  the  harbour  into  a  militaxT 
harbour,  then  there  must  necessarilj  be 
the  further  expense  required  forfoztiff- 
ing  it.    He  was  not  at  all  satisfied  with 
the  tenure  upon  which  we  held  CyproSy 
for  it  was  repugnant  to  one's  ideas  of 
propriety  that  the  Queen  of  England 
should  hold  the  Island  as  a  tributaiy 
of  the  Sultan  of  Turkey.    Further,    it 
was  not  only  a  serious  derogation  to 
our  position,  but  also  a  serious  injury 
to  the  people  of  Cyprus,  for  we  had 
to  contribute  to   the  Sultan  £100,000 
a-year  in  respect  of  Cyprus — that  was, 
that  we  haa,  for  him,  to  act  aa  tax- 
gatherer  over  the  people.     We  had,  it 
was  said,  taken  the  Island  as  a  model  to 
show  how  well  we  could   govern  the 
ooiintry;    but  the  facts  were  that  we 
were  obliged,  in  order  to  pay  this  tribute, 
to  tax  every  fruit,   every  crop,   every 
sheep,  every  goat,  and  we  prevented  the 
gathering  of  the  crops  until  the  taxes 
had  been  paid ;    so  that  we  interfered 
with  the  wnole  industry  of  the  people. 
We  had  to  do  this  in  order  to  carry  out 
the    mischievous    financial    policy    of 
Turkey.  It  would  be  well  that  we  should 
consider  our  position,  especiallv  in  refer- 
ence to  the  expenditiire  upon  the  Island. 
There  would  be  a  much  larger  commerce 
carried  on  by  the  Greeks,  Turks,  and 
Armenians  if  they  knew  that  we  were 
goingto  remain  in  possession  of  the  ter- 
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ritory ;  but  in  the  present  uncertain  con- 
dition of  things  these  people  were  pre- 
vented from  making  any  outlay.  They 
knew  that  we  had  handed  over  the  Ionian 
Jslands  to  (Greece ;  and  it  was  not  known 
that  we  might  not  hand  over  Cyprus  to 
Turkey  or  to  some  other  country.  He 
thought  that,  as  they  had  had  possession 
of  the  Island  for  two  years,  the  Gk)yem- 
xnent  ought  to  be  able  to  state  something 
aa  to  their  policy  with  regard  to  it.  He 
regretted  that  the  noble  EJu*!  the  Secre- 
ta^  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Granville)  was  not  in  the  House.  He  un- 
derstood there  was  a  plan  to  hand  oyer 
the  Island  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies ;  but  that  plan  had  not  yet 
been  fully  carried  out.  The  laying  of  the 
Heport  upon  the  Table  would  be  a  good 
opportunity  for  such  a  statement  being 
made.  He  should  be  glad  to  know  what 
the  policy  of  the  Ooyemment  was,  or,  in 
other  words,  what  was  the  intention  of 
the  Government  with  regard  to  the 
Beport  which  had  been  laid  on  the  Table. 
Perhaps  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  would  give  them 
some  information  on  the  subject.  The 
estimated  cost  of  the  improvement  of  the 
harbour  in  question  was  from  £270,000 
to  £350,000,  and  that  would  not  be 
sufficient  to  make  it  an  effective  mili- 
tary harbour. 

Lord  LILFOED  said,  that  he  took 
great  interest  in  the  Island  of  Cyprus, 
and  had  done  since  the  commencement 
of  their  occupation  of  it.  He  had  made 
some  remarks  some  time  ago  upon  the 
question,  and  he  still  maintained  that 
their  occupation  was  one  of  the  wisest 
acta  ever  done  by  a  British  Oovemment ; 
but  he  agreed  with  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset^  that  the  manner  in 
which  they  now  held  the  Island  was  most 
unsatisfactory.  Some  people  said  it  was 
a  bad  bar^n ;  but  he  (Lord  LiHbrd) 
did  not  think  so.  He  should  be  glad  to 
know  from  the  Oovemment  whether 
they  had  made  any  arrangement  for  dis- 
charging the  annual  payment  now  made 
to  the  Sultan  by  paying  down  a  lump 
sum  ?  His  own  acquaintance  with  the 
Island  was  not  that  it  was  exactly  a  Gar- 
den of  Eden  ;  but  it  might  be  made  very 
productive.    What  was  wanted  was  irri- 

Ction,  drainage,  and  so  on ;  and  he 
d  no  doubt,  with  British  enterprize, 
under  an  intelligent  Oovemment,  and 
with  money  spent  upon  it,  the  Island 
might  be  made  very  productive,  and  in 


a  few  years  it  would  be  made  a  rich  and 
flourishing  Colony  of  England.  He  was 
glad  to  hear  that  the  management  of  the 
Island  was  to  be  handed  over  to  the 

Colonial  Office.    

The  Eabl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  in 
the  absence  of  his  noble  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Oranville),  it  fell  to  him,  as  presump- 
tive heir  to  the- Island,  as  he  might  be 
called,  to  reply.  He  had  never  had  any 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  mode  in 
which  Cyprus  was  acquired  was  most 
unfortunate,  and  that  the  tenure  by 
which  the  Island  was  held  most  em- 
barrassing and  disagreeable*  But 'if 
the  Island  was  handed  over  to  the 
Colonial  Office,  no  opinion  that  he  held 
on  these  points  would  prevent  him  doine 
the  best  he  could  to  render  the  Island 
prosperous  and  a  valuable  possession — 
if  he  might  say  so,  seeing  the  conditions 
under  wnich  it  was  held — to  this  coun- 
try. Although  one  might  be  anxious  to 
make  the  best  of  a  bad  bargain,  as  he 
(the  Earl  of  Kimberley)  was  in  this  case, 
yet  it  was  impossible  to  convert  a  bad 
bargain  into  a  good  one  at  will.  If  this 
was  an  ordinary  Colony,  there  might  be 
many  modes  by  which  money  could  be 
raised  for  improvements  in  the  Colony, 
and  for  the  creation  of  a  military  har- 
bour ;  but  to  embark  upon  a  large  ex* 
Eenditure  on  an  uncertam  tenure  would 
e  a  difficult  operation,  and  would  re- 
quire much  consideration.  The  estimate 
of  £350,000  for  the  works  which  had 
been  referred  to  would  represent  but  a 
small  proportion  of  the  sum  which  it 
would  be  necessary  to  expend  in  order 
to  construct  a  great  military  harbour, 
because,  if  they  created  a  harbour  in 
which  ships  of  war  were  to  lie,  it  would 
be  to  the  last  degree  imprudent  not  to 
defend  it  against  an  enemy,  otherwise 
they  might  have  the  place  seized  and 
turned  against  themselves.  Therefore, 
the  Beport,  which  had  been  made  by, 
he  believed,  a  very  competent  engineer, 
only  touched  one  portion  of  the  subject. 
Then,  besides  the  fortifications,  there 
was  the  healthiness  of  the  position  to  be 
considered.  If  the  spot  was  really  an 
unhealthy  one,  it  would  hardly  be  a 
desirable  place  in  which  to  post  a  gar- 
rison ;  ana,  on  the  other  hand,  without 
a  earrison  the  harbour  would  not  be 
sa&.  It  was  a  question  whether  Fa- 
magousta  could  be  converted  into  a 
heuthy  position;  and,  if  so,  at  what 
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cost.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  the 
whole  subject  of  Cyprus,  whether  as 
regarded  their  tenure  of  tiie  Island,  or 
as  regarded  the  possibility  of  rendering 
it  useful  as  a  g^eat  military  or  nayal 
station,  or  for  any  other  purpose  what- 
ever, seemed  to  him  to  oe  so  difficult, 
and  toinyolye  considerations  of  so  various 
a  character,  that  he  hoped  their  Lord- 
ships would  excuse  him  if  he  did  not 
now  pledge  himself  to  the  course  which 
should  be  taken.  All  he  could  say  was, 
that  his  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  had  fully  before 
his  eyes  the  difficulties  they  were  placed 
in  with  respect  to  their  relations  with  the 
Porte,  and  that,  for  his  own  part,  if  he 
had  to  undertake  the  Administration  of 
the  Island,  he  would  give  the  whole 
subject  his  best  consideration  with  a  due 
sense  of  its  importance. 

Viscount  CkANBEOOK  said,  it 
was  clear,  from  the  observations  of  the 
noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  (the  Earl  of  Kimberley),  that 
that  was  a  very  inconvenient  occasion  on 
which  to  enterinto  a  full  discussion  of  the 

Question  relating  to  Cyprus.  But  when 
ie  time  came  that  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site should  have  the  subject  fully  under 
his  consideration,  if  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset)  should  then  bring 
it  forward,  it  would  probably  be  desir- 
able for  the  Members  of  the  late  Qo- 
vemment  to  take  part  in  the  discussion. 
At  present,  he  (Viscount  Cranbrook) 
contented  himself  with  simply  reserving 
their  right  to  take  part  in  su^  a  discus* 
sion  hereafter. 

NAVY— THE  TYPE  OF  TRAININO  SHIPS. 

QUESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

The  Eabl  of  RAVENSWOETH  rose 
to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
Whether,  after  the  bitter  experience  of 
the  loss  within  two  years  of  tiie  train- 
ing ships  <<Eurydice  "  and  **  Atalanta," 
the  Board  of  Admiralty  contemplate 
building  one  or  more  sioling  ships  ex- 
pressly for  "  training  "  purposes ;  and, 
if  so,  what  is  the  type  of  ship  they  pro- 

Cto  build?  He  observed  that  the 
of  those  two  ships,  with  600  gadlant 
young  lives,  was  a  calamity  which  had 
sunk  very  deep  into  the  heart  of  the  na- 
tion. But  there  was  mingled  with  the 
sense  of  national  sorrow  at  that  sad 
event  something  akin  to  the  feeling 
of  doubt  and   apprehension  in  many 
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quarters  whether  we  had  at  our   dis- 
posal the  best  possible  ship  for  training 
purposes.  It  was,  therefore,  with  a  Tiew 
to  ally  such  doubts  and  apprehenaioiw 
that  he   had  put  his  Question  on  the 
Paper;  and  he  hoped  that  satisfiactovy 
information  on  the  point  might  be  sup- 
plied from  the  highest  official  aooroe. 
It  was  well  known  that  seamen  to  be 
properly  trained  must  be  on  board  sail- 
ing ships;  and  if  there  were  any  attempt 
to  comoine  steam  and  sail  they  mnst 
sacrifioe  some  advantage  or  other.     He 
assumed,  therefore,  that  they  most  con- 
tinue to  employ  sailing  ships  for   the 
purpose  of  training  their  young  seamen, 
if  they  intended  to  keep  up  the  reputa- 
tion of  this  country  for  seamanship.    His 
own  opinion  was  that  they  must  emjdoy 
smaller  sailing  ships.    The  very  aise  of 
the  vast  structures  in  our  Navy  rendered 
them  unsuitable  for  this  purpose.    Per- 
fection had  by  no  means  been  jet  at- 
tained in   shipbuilding;  but  prob«ibly 
the  introduction  of  st^l  as  a  material 
for  ships  would  very  materially  tend  to 
solve  the    problem  in  reference  to  ac- 
quiring lightness  and  speed.    It  woaM, 
however,  be  a  calumny  to  say  that  we 
had  not  in  the  Navy  the  most  magnifi- 
cent type  of  sailing  ships  that  the  world 
had  ever  seen ;  but  if,  however,  there 
were  not  now  to  be  found  either  in  com- 
mission or  in  reserve  vessels  in  every 
respect  adapted  for  training  ships,  he 
thought  that  no  time  ought  to  be  lost 
in  constructing  one  or  more.    He  meant 
by  perfect  in  every  respect  that  th^ 
should  be  perfect  in  seaworthiness,  per- 
fect as  to  accommodation,  and  perflect  in 
the  possession  of  every  applianoe  whidi 
art  and  science  oould  suggest  for  ob- 
viating the  dangers  of  the  sea.    Of  this 
he  felt  certain,  that  whatever  the  highest 
ingenuity  might  contrive  in  regard  to 
the  construction  of  the  ships  of  the  Boyal 
Navy,  we  should  have,   whenever  the 
hour  of  trial  came,  to  depend,  as  we  had 
depended   hitherto,  on   the    skill,  the 
smartness,  and  the  pluck  of  the  British 
sailor ;  and  his  contention  was  that  if 
the  interests  of  the  Navy  were  to  be 
maintained,  thev  would  never  be  able  to 
dispense  with  that  part  of  the  sailors' 
education  which  was  conducted  onboard 
of  a   sailing  vessel.    The  noble  Earl 
concluded   bv  asking  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  STotice. 

Thb  RiHL  OF  NOBTHBBOOK  said, 
he  fully  appreciated  the  motives  of  his 
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noble  Priend  (fcbe  Earl  of  Bayonsworth) 
in  bringing  tiie  subject  forward.  In 
answer  to  the  Question  which  he  had 
been  asked,  he  had  to  say  that  the 
Admiralty  were  not  about  to  build  a 
sailing  ship  for  training  purposes.  The 
programme  of  shipbuilding  for  the 
present  year  had  for  some  time  been 
settled,  and  it  was  impossible  to  make 
any  considerable  alteration  in  that  pro- 
gramme. The  matter,  however,  did  not 
press.  The  Board  of  Admiralty  thought 
that  the  decision  of  the  question,  whe- 
ther any  change  should  be  made  in  the 
manner  of  training  seamen  for  the 
Fleet,  should  be  de^rred  until  the  Be- 
port  of  the  Committee  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  loss  of  the  AialatUa  had 
been  presented.  The  inquiry  of  that 
Oomnuttee  would  not  be  made  specifi- 
cally into  what  was  the  best  kmd  of 
ship  to  be  used  for  the  training  of 
seamen,  because  that  was  a  suoject 
which  he  thoueht  would  be  best  deter- 
mined upon  the  responsibility  of  the 
Board  of  Admiralty.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  possible  that  the  question  might 
be  affiscted  to  some  extent  by  the  Be]^>rt 
of  the  Committee.  In  the  meantime,  he 
was  not  able  to  give  any  further  answer 
to  his  noble  Friend,  except  to  assure  him 
that  that  subject  was  one  which  the 
Board  of  Admiralty  deemed  to  be  of 
Tory  great  importance,  and  one  to  which 
they  would  direct  their  most  serious 
attention. 

House  a4Joiimed  at  a  quarter  paet 

Seyen  o'clock,  till  Monday 

next,  Eleren  o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
lyUof,  2nd  JMfy,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MIKXJTE8J— Niw  Wmir  Imuxd— Jbr  Ere- 

•ham^.  ]5aniel  Rowlineon  BatolilTe,  eequire, 

Toid  Election. 
Kbw  Mxmbbb  8womH--Sir  Sydney  Waterlow, 

Daionet.ybr  OtaTeeend. 
Parr  ATI  Buxa  (^  0rd4r)^0tmiider$dM9  am^tUUd 

— KSngt  Lynn  Corporation*;   Kottingfaam 

Cotporation*. 
Prauc  BnjjB — CWm  iV^f#— EmployorB*  Liability 

(ri««MiM.)  [209],  de^te  mffomfntf* 


R$port — Incloflure  Provisional  Order  (Abbotside 
Common)*  pi 81;  Local  Government  (Lre- 
land)  Provisional  Orders  (Ballinasloei  &c.)  • 
[220] ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Aberavon,  &c.^*  [126];  Local  Government 
Provisional  Oraers  (Eastbourne  &c.)  ♦  [189]  ; 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Fleet- 
wood, &c.)  ♦  [199] ;  Artizans'  and  Labourers' 
Dwellings  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
(Leith)  ♦  [200]. 

Mr.  Chableb  Brablatjoh,  one  of  the 
Members  for  the  Borough  of  Northamp- 
ton, claiming  to  be  a  person  for  the  time 
being  by  Law  permitted  to  make  a 
solemn  Affirmation  or  Declaration  in- 
stead of  taking  an  Oath,  made  and  sub- 
scribed a  solemn  Affirmation  in  the  form 
prescribed  by  **  The  Parliamentary  Oaths 
Act,  1866,"  as  altered  by  **  The  Promis- 
sory Oaths  Act,  1868.*' 

CONTBOYEBTED  ELECTIONS. 

Mr.  Speaxbb  informed  the  House,  that  he  had 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Benman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in 
pursuance  of  The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act, 
186S,  for  the  Trial  of  Election  JPetitions,  a  Cer- 
tificate and  Report  relating  to  the  Election  for 
tho 

Borough  of  Thirsk/ 

And  the  same  were  read,  as  foUoweth : — 

THIRSK  ELSCTIOX. 
Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 
To  The  Right  Honblew 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Honble.  George  Denman,  and  Sir 
Henry  Lo^,  kt.,  Judges  for  the  trial  of  Elec* 
tion  Petitions  in  England,  do  hereby  certify 
that  upon  the  30th  dav  of  June  1 880,  and  the 
following  day,  We  held  a  Court  at  York  for  the 
trial  of,  and  did  try,  the  Election  Petition  for 
the  Borough  of  Thirsk,  between  Samuel  Brad- 
ley Willcock,  Robert  Skilbeck,  Thomas  Humph- 
rey, and  David  Meek,  Petitioners;  and  the 
Honble.  Lewis  Payn  Dawnay,  Respondent. 

And  we  certify  that  the  said  Respondent  was 
duly  elected  and  returned. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  at  the  said 
Election  of  corrupt  practices  having  been  com- 
mitted at  the  said  Election,  we^  in  further  pur- 
suance of  the  said  Act,  report  m  writing  to  you 
as  follows : — 

1.  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  bv  or  with  the  Knowledge 
or  consent  of  any  Candidate  at  the  said  Elec- 
tion. 

2.  That  we  have  reason  to  believe  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the  said 
Election. 

GlOROB  DEmfAX. 

Hbicrt  C.  Lopas. 
York, 
Jnly  1st  1880. 
And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 
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PARLIAMENT  — TEWKESBURY    WRIT. 
LoBD     EICHAED     GEOSYENOR 
xnoved — 

<*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  New 
Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of 
Tewkesbury,  in  the  room  of  William  Edwin 
Price,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  deter- 
mined to  be  void." 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  reminded  the 
House  that  in  the  case  of  the  Evesham 
Election  Petition  the  learned  Judges  ap- 
pointed to  try  it  had  reported  that  they 
•had  no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt 
practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the  late 
Election,  and  that  they  confined  them- 
selves strictly  to  the  evidence  before 
them.  The  Attorney  General  in  that 
case  submitted  a  Motion  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of 
the  evidence,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering it.  Now  the  case  for  Tewkes- 
bury was  the  same  as  that  for  Evesham, 
with  this  exception,  that  the  Judges  did 
not  state  that  they  had  confined  them- 
selves to  the  evidence  before  them.  The 
two  cases  were  evidently  to  be  governed 
by  the  same  principle,  and  should  stand 
or  fall  together.  He  should  propose, 
therefore,  that  thd  Writ  be  suspended 
until  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
evidence  were  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers, and  that,  should  it  then  appear  to 
the  House  to  be  necessary,  a  Select 
•  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  evidence. 

SiK  QEOEGE  CAMPBELL  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  the  House 
ought  to  be  in  possession  of  the  facts  of 
the  case.  He  shoiild,  therefore,  move 
as  an  Amendment — 

*•  That  the  Writ  be  postponed  till  the  Short- 
hand Writers*  Notes  of  the  proceedings  on  the 
Election  Petition  are  printed. ' 

The  law,  notwithstanding  the  powers  of 
the  Judges,  was  not  effectual  for  the  dis- 
covery and  punishment  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. He  begged  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Eeport  of  the  Election 
Judges  in  this  case,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Evesham  Petition,  did  not  report  that  no 
oorrupt  practices  prevailed,  but  that  £rom 
the  evidence  before  them  there  was  no 
reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
extensively  prevailed.  It  was  quite  dear 
this  peculiar  form  of   words  was  used 


as  warning  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  suspicion  connected  with  the    caae. 
Tewkesbury  and  Evesham  were  two  of 
the  smallest  boroughs  in  England,  mud 
it  was  most  desirable  to  show  that  soA 
constituencies  were  not  corrupt.    Of  late 
years  the  expenses  of  contested  rieciion* 
had  been  enormously  increased,  and  the 
last  Election  was  the  most  expenaiTe  that 
ever  occurred.     Yery  soon  the  ECouae 
would  be  driven  to  consider  the  matter, 
because  if  the  expenses  of  eleotionB  -were 
to  increase  at  their  present  rate  none  but 
a  rich  man  coiild  possibly  obtain  a  seat 
in  Parliament.  The  evil  effect  of  this  was 
seen  in  the  fact  that  landed  sqairee, 
manufacturers,  and  the  rich  men  were 
those  who  resisted  the  various  measures 
of  the  Government  though  professinf^  to 
be  Liberals.    The  mode  of  oondficting' 
Election  Petitions  now-a-da3rs   was   to 
establish  one  or  two  cases,  prove   the 
agency,  then  shake  hands  all  round,  and 
withdraw  from  the  case.    His  Motion 
might  be  objected  to  on  the  score  of  ex- 
pense, and  he  might  be  referred  to  the 
manuscript  evidence.    He  had  aeesi  the 
manuscript  evidence  about  an  hour  be- 
fore; but  ne  submitted  that  in  view  of  the 
facts  he  had  stated  the  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  carefully  con- 
sidering the  evidence,  and  to  that  end 
he  begged  to  submit  the  Motion  in  his 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "  to  tb€ 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"the  Writ  be  postponed  till  the  Shorthand 
Writers*  Notes  of  the  Proceedings  on  the  Elec- 
tion Petition  are  printed," — (Sir  Otorgt  Cmm»» 
bell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

The  ATTORNEY  general  (Sit 
Henby  Tames)  said,  he  should  not  at- 
tempt  to  deal  with  the  minor  questions 
often  mixed  up  with  the  one  under  con- 
sideration— such  as  the  disfranchisement 
of  small  boroughs,  or  the  growth  of  elec- 
tion expenses ;  but  he  was  going  to  ask 
the  House  to  lay  down,  by  its  vote  on 
the  Motion  before  it,  some  general  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  should  proceed  in  all 
such  cases ;  for  if  they  were  to  act  on 
vague  worlds  contained  in  an  Election 
Petition  Report,  it  was  obvious  they 
must  involve  themselves  sooner  or  later 
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In  some  yery  unsatisfactorj  conclusions. 
When  a  Beport  by  the  examining 
Judges  contained  the  statement  that  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed  a  Com- 
mission was  issued,  ana  until  thie  Eeport 
of  the  Commissioners  was  received  the 
Writ  was  not  issued.  But  if  the  Judges 
were  silent  on  the  subject,  or  reported 
that  there  was  no  reason  to  believe  that 
corrupt  practices  had  extensively  pre- 
vailed, the  House  had  proceeded,  after 
two  day's  Notice,  almost  without  excep- 
tion, to  order  that  the  new  Writ  be  issued. 
The  reason  for  that  course  was — ^first, 
that  the  constituency  should  not  be  de- 
prived of  its  riffht  of  election,  and  also 
that  there  should  not  be  interposed  any 
long  period  of  excitement  in  the  con- 
stituency. When  the  Motion  for  the 
issue  of  the  Evesham  Writ  was  made, 
the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke) 
called  attention  to  the  words  of  the 
Judges,  that — 

**  From  the  evidence  before  us,  to  which  we 
have  confined  our  attention,  there  is  no  reason 
to  bebeve  that  corrupt  practices  extensively  pre- 
vailed in  the  said  election." 

These  words  were  somewhat  peculiar; 
and,  therefore,  the  Government,  when 
their  attention  was  called  to  them, 
yielded  to  the  suggestion  that  there 
should  be  a  delay  in  the  issue  of  the 
Writ.  WeU,  that  delay  had  occurred, 
the  evidence  in  relation  to  the  Evesham 
Election  Petition  had  been  printed,  and 
now,  when  the  present  Motion  was  de- 
cided, a  Motion  was  about  to  be  made 
to  issue  a  new  Writ  for  Evesham.  He 
hoped  hon.  Members  had  read  the 
evidence  in  the  Evesham  case.  He  had 
himself  read  it,  and  he  confessed  he  had 
never  read  a  weaker  case  for  the  sup- 
position that  corrupt  practices  had  exten- 
sively prevailed  at  the  late  Election.  The 
Evesham  Writ  had  been  withheld  for  14 
days  in  order  to  enable  them  to  know 
what  was  the  meaning  of  the  words  used 
by  the  learned  Judges.  In  the  case  of 
Tewkesbury,  the  Beport  contained  words 
not  usually  found  in  these  Beports,  and 
he  must  sav  he  did  not  know  what  the 
learned  Judges  meant.  They  could  not 
act  upon  suspicion  like  his  hon.  Friend. 
The  Jndg^  were  bound  to  confine  their 
attention  to  Uie  evidence;  if  they  did 
not,  they  were  wandering  ^way  from 
the  duty  east  upon  them.  If  this  Motion 
was  not  conceded  the  House  should 
understand  its  position.     If  it  deter- 
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mined  to  proceed,  not  on  evidence,  but 
on  newspaper  reports,  and  said  there 
was  sometning  in  those  reports  that 
should  induce  them  to  withhold  the 
Writ  for  an  indefinite  time,  that  would 
be  treacherous  ground  to  take  action  on. 
If  the  Judges  niiled  to  report  that  cor- 
rupt practices  extensively  prevailed,  the 
House  ought  not  to  listen  to  newspaper 
reports  or  gossip  in  the  Lobby.  In 
justice  to  the  constituency,  he  thought 
the  House  should  agree  to  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord. 

Mr.  J.  B.  YOBKE  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  speech  illus* 
trated  the  extremely  unsatisfactory  state 
of  the  law.  If  he  understood  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
it  came  to  this — that  unless  the  Judges 
had  legal  evidence  that  corrupt  practices 
extensively  prevailed  they  were  to  be 
silent.  But  it  was  well  known  that 
parties  to  Election  Petitions  tried  to 
minimize  such  matters,  and  counsel 
on  each  side  ended  by  complimenting 
each  other.  It  was  actually  made  a 
subject  of  compliment  the  other  day  that 
a  gentleman  did  not  enter  the  witness- 
box  to  deny  certain  acts  of  bribery  attri- 
buted to  him.  In  the  case  of  Tewkes- 
bury the  Judges  were  even  more  em- 
phatic than  in  the  case  of  Evesham,  for 
they  said,  having  regard  to  the  evidence 
to  which 

''  We  have  strictly  confined  ourselves,  there 
is  no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
extensively  prevailed.'' 

Thp  Judges,  in  fact,  had  endeavoured 
to  invent  a  formula  which  would  give 
the  House  to  understand  the  impression 
left  upon  their  minds.  He  tnought^ 
therefore,  that  a  Special  Committee 
ought  to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  whole  circumstances  before  a  new 
Writ  was  ordered  to  be  issued.  What 
he  contended  was  that,  if  the  House  had 
reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
had  extensively  prevailed,  then  it  should 
act  upon  that  belief.  The  Attorney 
General's  argument  was  that,  though 
the  Judges  had  reported  in  somewhat 
significant  terms,  since  they  had  not 
distinctly  stated  that  corrupt  practices 
had  extensively  prevailed,  the  House 
could  not  take  action  upon  it.  He  ven- 
tured to  submit,  however,  that  the 
House  had  not  parted  with  its  final 
jurisdiction  in  the  matter.  If  the  House 
wished  to  put  down  corrupt  practices,  it 
must  alter  the  grossly  imsatisfactory 
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PARLIAMENT  — TEWKESBURY    WRIT. 
Lord     RICHAED     GROSYENOR 
moved — 

**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  iaaue  hia  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  New 
Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to  serve  in 
this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough  of 
Tewkesbury,  in  the  room  of  William  Edwin 
Price,  esquire,  whose  Election  has  been  deter- 
mined to  be  void." 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE  reminded  the 
House  that  in  the  case  of  the  Evesham 
Election  Petition  the  learned  Judges  ap- 
pointed to  try  it  had  reported  that  they 
•had  no  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt 
practices  extensively  prevailed  at  the  late 
election,  and  that  they  confined  them- 
selves strictly  to  the  evidence  before 
them.  The  Attorney  General  in  that 
case  submitted  a  Motion  for  the  produc- 
tion of  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of 
the  evidence,  in  order  that  the  House 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering it.  Now  the  case  for  Tewkes- 
bury was  the  same  as  that  for  Evesham, 
with  this  exception,  that  the  Judges  did 
not  state  that  they  had  confined  them- 
selves to  the  evidence  before  them.  The 
two  cases  were  evidently  to  be  governed 
by  the  same  principle,  and  should  stand 
or  fall  together.  He  should  propose, 
therefore,  that  the  Writ  be  suspended 
until  the  shorthand  writer's  notes  of  the 
evidence  were  in  the  hands  of  Mem- 
bers, and  that,  should  it  then  appear  to 
the  House  to  be  necessary,  a  Select 
•  Committee  should  be  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  evidence. 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  the  House 
ought  to  be  in  possession  of  the  facts  of 
the  case.  He  shoiild,  therefore,  move 
as  an  Amendment — 

<'  That  the  Writ  be  postponed  till  the  Short- 
hand Writers'  Notes  of  the  proceedings  on  the 
Election  Petition  are  printed. 

The  law,  notwithstanding  the  powers  of 
the  Judges,  was  not  effectual  for  the  dis- 
covery and  punishment  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. He  begged  to  call  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  Report  of  the  Election 
Judges  in  this  case,  as  in  the  case  of  the 
Evesham  Petition,  did  not  report  that  no 
corrupt  practices  prevailed,  but  that  from 
the  evidence  before  them  there  was  no 
reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  practices 
extensiveljir  prevailed.  It  was  quite  clear 
this  peculiar  form  of   words  was  used 


as  warning  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  suspicion  connected  with  the  case. 
Tewkesbury  and  Evesham  were  two  of 
the  smallest  boroughs  in  England,  and 
it  was  most  desirable  to  show  that  sacih 
constituencies  were  not  corrupt.  Of  late 
years  the  expenses  of  contested  eLections 
had  been  enormously  increased,  and  the 
last  Election  was  the  most  expensive  that 
ever  occurred.  Very  soon  the  House 
would  be  driven  to  consider  the  matter, 
because  if  the  expenses  of  elections  were 
to  increase  at  their  present  rate  none  bat 
a  rich  man  ooiild  possibly  obtain  a  seat 
in  Parliament.  The  evil  effect  of  this  was 
seen  in  the  fact  that  landed  squires, 
manufacturers,  and  the  rich  men  were 
those  who  resisted  the  various  measures 
of  the  Government  though  professing  to 
be  Liberals.  The  mode  of  conducting 
Election  Petitions  now-a-days  was  to 
establish  one  or  two  cases,  prove  the 
agency,  then  shake  hands  all  round,  and 
withdraw  from  the  case.  His  Motion 
might  be  objected  to  on  the  score  of  ex- 
pense, and  he  might  be  referred  to  the 
manuscript  evidence.  He  had  seen  the 
manuscript  evidence  about  an  hour  be- 
fore ;  but  ne  submitted  that  in  view  of  the 
facts  he  had  stated  the  House  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  carefully  con- 
sidering the  evidence,  and  to  that  end 
he  begged  to  submit  the  Motion  in  hia 
name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'<  the  Writ  be  postponed  till  the  Shorthand 
Writers'  Notes  of  the  Proceedings  on  the  Elec- 
tion Petition  are  printed," — (Sir  Owra9  C^mp* 
bell,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

The  ATTOENEY  general  (Sir 
Henry  Tahes)  said,  he  should  not  at- 
tempt to  deal  with  the  minor  questions 
often  mixed  up  with  the  one  under  con- 
sideration— such  as  the  disfranchisement 
of  small  boroughs,  or  the  growth  of  elec- 
tion expenses ;  but  he  was  going  to  ask 
the  House  to  lay  down,  by  ite  vote  on 
the  Motion  before  it,  some  general  prin- 
ciple on  which  it  should  proceed  in  all 
such  cases ;  for  if  they  were  to  act  on 
vague  words  contained  in  an  Election 
Petition  Report,  it  was  obvious  they 
must  involve  themselves  sooner  or  later 
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Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  misrepresented  his 
argument.  What  he  haa  urged  was 
that  the  House  ought  to  reserre  to  itself 
the  power  of  considering  the  evidence  in 
each  case,  and  that,  if  necessary,  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  matter ;  not,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  it,  that  in  eyery  case  a  Com- 
mittee snould  be  appointed — that  would 
be  absurd. 

Mb.  GOEST  observed,  that  the  At- 
torney General  had  specially  invited  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion  to  lay 
down  a  general  rule,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Torke)  was  only  following  the  lead  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  refer  to 
the  mischievous  Act  of  last  Session ;  but 
the  Actreceived  the  supportof  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  [Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  :  No, 
no!]  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  payment  of  cabs  ought  either  to  be 
made  a  corrupt  practice  or  it  must^  be 
legalized,  and  te  did  not  care  which. 
The  late  Government,  following  the 
hon.  Baronet's  advice,  had  resolved  to 
legalize  the  payment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that^the  Ques- 
tion before  the  Chair  was  the  issue  of  a 
new  Writ  for  Tewkesbury. 

Mb.  GOBST  said,  that  he  would,  of 
course,  obey  the  ruling  of  the  Chair ; 
but  he  had  been  led  into  the  di^ession 
by  the  example  of  the  Prime  Minister. 
Another  reason  why  they  should  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  these  matters  was 
to  see  how  far  these  corrupt  practices 
were  influenced  by  the  Circular  issued 
by  the  Liberal  Party,  and  for  which  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
Bonr  Bench  were  responsible.  In  the  case 
of  Tewkesbury  the  Judges  had  made  an 
extraordinary  Beport.  It  was  neither 
affirmative  nor  negative.  It  stated  that, 
80  far  as  the  evidence  was  placed  before 
them — and  they  had  strictly  confined 
their  attention  to  it — no  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  prevailed.  There  was  ^reat 
danger  that  only  a  small  fraction  of  the 
case  had  been  brought  before  the 
Judges.  It  would,  therefore,  be  wise, 
he  thought,  that  a  Committee  should  in 
such  cases  be  appointed. 

Mb.  H.  SAMuELSON  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chatham   (Mr.   Gorst)   had  misrepre- 


sented the  Attorney  General,  who  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  lay  down  a  general 
rule  on  the  present  occasion,  but  only 
to  foUow  the  rule  hitherto  observed.  It 
was  not  the  duty  of  Election  Judges  to 
make  fishing  inquiries,  but  to  take  the 
evidence  that  came  before  them,  and 
upon  that  to  make  their  Beport  to  the 
House.  It  would  be  an  endless  pro- 
ceeding if  they  were  to  begin  to  go 
behind  the  judgments  of  Election  Judges. 
If  the  proceedings  in  their  Courts  were 
unsatisiactory,  the  only  thing  to  do  was 
to  revise  the  law  under  which  the  trial 
of  Petitions  was  conducted,  and  on  that 
view  there  was  nothing  exceptional  in 
this  case.  A  jud^ent  had  been  given 
at  Plymouth,  which  struck  many  people 
as  extraordinary ;  but  they  did  not  find 
hon.  Members  opposite  rising  to  oppose 
the  issue  of  a  Writ  for  that  place. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  were,  however, 
always  eager  to  oppose  the  issuing  of 
Writs  for  Liberal  boroughs,  and  the 
effect  of  their  doine  so  was  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  Puluic  Business ;  but  the 
country  would  understand,  as  the  House 
did,  why  such  a  course  was  resorted  to, 
especially  when  it  observed  who  some  of 
the  Members  were  who  took  a  leading 
part  in  such  discussions.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  consent  to  the  tem- 
porary disfranchisement  of  the  borough 
of  Tewkesbury  by  refusing  to  issue  the 
Writ. 

Mb.  WABTON  protested  against  the 
insinuations  made  By  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  did  not 
approve  of  the  action  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke) ;  but  he  was  convinced 
that  his  motives  were  perfectly  pure. 
The  only  reason  why  liberal  Writs 
came  before  tiie  House  so  frequently 
was  that  twice  as  many  Liberal  Mem- 
bers were  unseated  for  bribery  as  Con- 
servatives. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  ^  Ayes  238; 
Noes  63:  Majority  185. — (Div.  List, 
No.  37.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordendt  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  hia 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  New  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to 
icrve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough 
of  Tewkesbury,  in  the  room  of  William  Edwin 
Price,  esanire,  whose  Election  hat  been  deter« 
mined  to  be  void. 


1891 


Parliam$ni — 


(OOMMONS)        Tewhwhury  Writ. 


\m 


f 


state  of  the  law  as  regarded  the  consti- 
tuencies! which  in  nine  cases  out  of  ten 
were  in  fault  rather  than  the  candidates. 
Election  after  election  was  conducted  by 
persons  who  rejoiced  in  their  iniquity, 
and  the  impunity  with  which  their  prac- 
tices were  attended,  and  the  tradition  was 
handed  down  to  their  descendants. 

Mb.  rod  well  was  of  opinion  that 
the  House  would  run  very  gpreat  danger 
if  it  adopted  the  course  recommended 
by  his  hon.  Friend,  because  then  they 
would  take  it  upon  them  to  review  the 
decision  of  the  Judges.  It  would  be 
very  unfortunate  for  that  House  to  con- 
stitute itself  a  sort  of  Court  of  Appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Judges,  because 
they  could  only  deal  with  the  same  evi- 
dence which  the  Judges  had  before 
them.  In  former  times,  whenever  they 
had  reason  to  suspect  that  evidence  was 
withheld,  the  law  gave  them  power  to 
issue  a  Commission,  and  the  Speaker  had 
authority  for  appointing  counsel  to  in- 
quire into  the  whole  circumstances  of 
the  case.  A  corresponding  power  was 
now  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  House 
when  the  Judges  reported  that  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  extensively  prevailed.  The 
proposition  laid  down  by  the  Attorney 
General  was  the  only  sound  and  proper 
one. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  thought  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Gloucester  (Mr.  J.  R. 
Yorke)  deserved  all  possible  praise  for  his 
zeal  as  to  the  repression  of  corrupt  prac- 
tices. During  the  lifetime  of  the  present 
Parliament  there  would,  no  doubt,  be 
ample  opportunity  for  the  development 
of  that  zeal ;  but  it  was  to  be  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  show 
the  same  zeal  in  preventing,  at  the  close  of 
the  last  Parliament,  the  hurried  passing 
of  a  most  mischievous  measure  bearing 
on  corrupt  practices.  The  question  now 
before  the  House  was  whether  it  was 
convenient  that  every  Motion  for  the 
issue  of  new  Writs  should  be  made  the 
occasion  of  a  discussion  as  to  the  general 
principle  on  which  they  ought  to  pro- 
ceed with  regard  to  corrupt  practices. 
At  the  present  moment  it  was  inconve- 
nient, and  ereatly  interrupted  the  pro- 
gress of  Public  Business,  that  they  should 
have  rambling  discussions  of  this  na- 
ture, which  appeared  to  aim,  not  at  the 
establishment  of  general  rules,  but  at 
f^P^ptio^  proce^E^gs,  bringing  into 
question,  if  not  the  istjegrity,  certainly 
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the  judgment,  of  the  Judges  to  irhm 
they  had  intrusted  this  very  importaat 
matter,  and  really  constituting  an  ob- 
stacle to  the  House  arriving  at  anj 
right  decision.  The  proposal  of  the  At- 
torney General  was  that  they  Bhooid 
proceed  by  eeneral  rules ;  but  the  sag- 
gestion  of  me  hon.  Member  was  that 
when  Beports  of  this  kind  were  presented 
to  the  House  a  Select  Committee  ahodd 
be  appointed  to  make  an  inqniiy,  the 
Writ  being  meanwhile  suspended. 

Mr.  J.  K.  YOEKE :  I  rise  to  explain. 
[''Order!"] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  in  possession  of  me  House. 

Mr.  J.  R.  YORKE :  I  merely  wkh 
to  make  an  explanation.    [ '*  Order ! "] 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  If  the  hon.  Member 
desires  to  make  an  explanation  he  can 
do  BO,  with  the  indulgence  of  theHonee, 
at  the  close  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
remarks. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  It  was  necessary 
that  they  should  have    some  definite 
method  of  procedure  with  regard  to  in- 
dividual cases,  and  that  definite  meihod 
of  procedure  they  were  not  establishing 
now  for  the  first  time.    The  trial  d 
Election  Petitions  hy  Judges  had  been 
in  force  during  the  existence  of  two 
Parliaments;  and  he  believed  it  had 
been  a  uniform  rule  to  institute  a  Oom- 
mission    when    the    Judges    reported 
that  corrupt  practices  had  extendTely 
prevailed.    When,  however,  the  Judges 
reported  that    there    was  no  evidence 
of    corrupt    practices     having    exten- 
sively prevailed,  the  House,  bearisg  in 
mind  that  the  proceedings  were  penai  as 
well  as  remedial,  had  felt  bound  not  to 
o£fer  obstacles  to  the  issae  of  a  Writ 
That  was  the  rule  under  which  numbers 
of  Writs   had    been    issued  wiA  th® 
general  assent  and  concurrence  of  the 
House.     Whether  that  rule  should  be 
altered  or  not  was  a  grave  question ;  but 
it  was  a  question  which  should  he  raised 
in  an  independent  way,  and  at  a  time 
when  it  could  be  sufficiently  condderedf 
and  no  good  object  could  be  gained  by 
raising  it  on  a  Motion  with  reference  to 
a  particular  borough  which  presented  no 
exceptional  circumstances.    He  hoped, 
therefore,  the  opinion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the   Attorney  General 
would  be  followed,  only  observing  that 
the  Government  asked  nothing  but  that 
the  general  Eules  of  the  House  should 
be  maintained  and  adhered  to. 
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Mb.  J.  B.  YOBKE  said,  that  the 
Prime  Minister  had  misreDreeented  his 
argoment.  What  he  haa  urged  was 
that  the  House  ouffht  to  reeerre  to  itself 
the  power  of  consiaering  the  evidence  in 
each  case,  and  that,  if  necessary,  a  Com- 
mittee should  be  appointed  to  consider 
the  matter ;  not,  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman put  it,  that  in  every  case  a  Com- 
mittee snould  be  appointed — that  would 
be  absurd. 

Mb.  GOEST  observed,  that  the  At- 
torney General  had  specially  invited  the 
House  on  the  present  occasion  to  lay 
down  a  general  rule,  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  B. 
Yorke)  was  only  following  the  lead  of  the 
hon.  and  leamea  Gentleman.  He  was  sur- 
prised to  hear  the  Prime  Minister  refer  to 
the  mischievous  Act  of  last  Session ;  but 
the  Aotreoeived  the  supportof  the  present 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs.  [Sir  Chables  W.  Dilke  :  No, 
no!]  The  hon.  Gentleman  said  that 
the  payment  of  cabs  ought  either  to  be 
made  a  corrupt  practice  or  it  must  be 
legalized,  and  m  did  not  care  which. 
The  late  Government,  followiDg  the 
hon.  Baronet's  advice,  had  resolved  to 
legalize  the  payment. 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that^the  Ques- 
tion before  the  Chair  was  the  issue  of  a 
new  Writ  for  Tewkesbury. 

Mb.  G0B8T  said,  that  he  would,  of 
course,  obey  the  ruling  of  the  Chair ; 
but  he  had  been  led  into  the  digression 
by  the  example  of  the  Prime  Minister, 
ioiother  reason  why  they  should  insti- 
tute an  inquiry  into  these  matters  was 
to  see  how  far  these  corrupt  practices 
were  influenced  by  the  Circular  issued 
by  the  Liberal  Patty,  and  for  which  hon. 
and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Trea- 
Bunr  Bench  were  responsible.  In  the  case 
of  Tewkesbury  the  Judges  had  made  an 
extraordinary  Beport.  It  was  neither 
affirmative  nor  negative.  It  stated  that, 
80  far  as  the  evidence  was  placed  before 
them — and  they  had  strictly  confined 
their  attention  to  it — no  corrupt  prac- 
tices had  prevailed.  There  was  ereat 
danger  that  only  a  small  fraction  of  the 
case  had  been  brought  before  the 
Judges.  It  would,  therefore,  be  wise, 
he  thought,  that  a  Committee  should  in 
such  cases  be  appointed. 

Mb.  H.  SAmuELSON  said,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Chatham   (Mr.   Qorst)   had  misrepre- 


sented the  Attorney  General,  who  did 
not  ask  the  House  to  lay  down  a  general 
rule  on  the  present  occasion,  but  onW 
to  foUow  the  rule  hitherto  observed.  It 
was  not  the  duty  of  Election  Judges  to 
make  fishing  inquiries,  but  to  take  the 
evidence  that  came  before  them,  and 
upon  that  to  make  their  Beport  to  the 
Mouse.  It  would  be  an  endless  pro- 
ceeding if  they  were  to  begin  to  go 
behind  the  ju^nents  of  Election  Judges. 
If  the  proceemngs  in  their  Courts  were 
unsatistactory,  the  only  thing  to  do  was 
to  revise  the  law  under  which  the  trial 
of  Petitions  was  conducted,  and  on  that 
view  there  was  nothing  exceptional  in 
this  case.  A  jud^ent  had  been  given 
at  Plymouth,  which  struck  many  people 
as  extraordinary ;  but  they  did  not  find 
hon.  Members  opposite  rising  to  oppose 
the  issue  of  a  Writ  for  that  place. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  were,  however, 
always  eager  to  oppose  the  issuing  of 
Writs  for  Liberal  boroughs,  and  the 
effect  of  their  doine  so  was  to  obstruct 
the  progress  of  Puluic  Business ;  but  the 
country  would  imderstand,  as  the  House 
did,  why  such  a  course  was  resorted  to, 
especially  when  it  observed  who  some  of 
the  Members  were  who  took  a  leading 
part  in  such  discussions.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  not  consent  to  the  tem- 
porary disfranchisement  of  the  borough 
of  Tewkesbury  by  refusing  to  issue  the 
Writ. 

Mb.  WABTON  protested  against  the 
insinuations  made  By  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  sat  down.  He  did  not 
approve  of  the  action  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  East  Gloucestershire 
(Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke) ;  but  he  was  convinced 
that  his  motives  were  perfectly  pure. 
The  only  reason  why  liberal  Writs 
came  before  the  House  so  frequently 
was  that  twice  as  many  Liberal  Mem- 
bers were  unseated  for  bribery  as  Con- 
servatives. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  238 ; 
Noes  63:  Majority  185. — (Div.  list, 
No.  37.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordertd^  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issae  hia 
Warrant  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make 
out  a  New  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to 
serve  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the  Borough 
of  Tewkeabury,  in  the  room  of  William  Edwin 
Price,  ewmire,  whose  Election  hat  been  deter* 
mined  tobe  void. 
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PARUAMENT—EVESHAM  WRIT. 

LoED  RICHAED  GROSVENOR 
moved  that  a  new  Writ  be  issued  for 
the  election  of  a  Member  for  the  boroueh 
of  Evesham,  in  the  room  of  Mr.  Daniel 
Rowlinson  Ratclifife,  whose  election  has 
been  determined  to  be  void. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
after  the  last  division  it  would  be  use- 
less to  oppose  this  Motion.  The  matter, 
however,  was  one  in  which  he  took  great 
interest.  The  Attorney  General  must 
be  a  sanguine  man  if  he  thought  that 
many  Members  had  read  the  evidence 
which  was  adduced  at  the  trial  of  the 
Election  Petition  recently.  It  had  only 
been  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  two 
days,  and  as  the  evidence  was  volu- 
minous, probably  not  one  Member  in 
a  hundred  had  mastered  it.  He  dif- 
fered entirely  from  the  Attorney  General, 
who  seemed  to  suggest  that  there  was 
not  the  slightest  suspicion  of  extensive 
corrupt  practices  attaching  to  the  borough 
of  Evesham.  Whether  corrupt  practices 
had  extensively  prevailed  or  not,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  the  election  was  won  by  money. 
He  did  not  know  whether  the  money 
was  given  in  charity  or  from  corrupt 
motives ;  but  his  surprise  as  to  a  gen- 
tleman who  dropped  his  sovereigns 
about  80  indiscrimmately  was  that  one- 
half  the  borough  constituencies  in  Eng- 
land did  not  invite  him  to  stand.  He  could 
not  say  whether  it  was  the  candidate  or 
the  constituency  that  had  been  cor- 
rupt It  was  possible  that  the  candi- 
date gave  his  money  without  any  cor- 
rupt motive ;  but  the  voters  of  Evesham 
appeared  to  be  like  the  innocent  little 
birds  they  had  seen  who  opened  their 
mouths  whenever  they  thought  any- 
thing was  likely  to  fall  into  them. 
Either  the  House  had  a  discretion  in  the 
matter  or  it  had  not.  If  the  House  had 
no  discretion,  then  legislation  was  ur- 
gently required,  because  there  was  no 
public  tribunal  by  which  these  corrupt 
practices  were  sifted.  If  the  House  had 
a  discretion  it  ought  to  exercise  it  and 
appoint  a  Committee  to  make  further 
inquiries.  His  individual  opinion  was 
against  the  Motion ;  but  he  would  not 
divide  the  House  on  the  subject.  He 
hoped,  however,  that,  in  order  to  a£fbrd 
the  necessary  time  for  careful  pecusal  of 
the  evidence,  the  Motion  for  issuing  the 
Writ  would  be  postponed  until  next 
Monday. 


Mb.  ONSLOW  supported  the  appeal 
for  delay.  This  case  was  very  di£^rent 
from  that  of  Tewkesbury,  as  to  which  he 
voted  with  the  Government.  He  ap- 
pealed to  the  Government  to  give  the 
House  further  time  for  reading  the  evi- 
dence taken  at  the  time  of  the  trial  of  the 
Evesham  Election  Petition.  At  the 
present  time  he  would  venture  to  say  not 
a  single  Member  had  read  the  Paper 
now  laid  before  the  House,  but  wmch 
had  not  as  yet  been  circulated  to  Mem- 
bers. He  knew  Evesham,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  that  no  more  corrupt  consti- 
tuency existed  in  the  whole  of  England. 
A  gentleman  whom  everybody  would 
like  to  see  in  the  House,  not  long  ago 
visited  the  place,  as  he  had  been  asked 
to  contest  the  seat;  but  he  was  so  horrified 
at  what  was  expected  of  him,  that  he 
shook  the  dust  from  his  feet,  and  would 
have  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  the 
place.  It  was  a  scandal  that  a  borough 
of  this  kind  should  continue  to  be  en- 
franchised, and  ho  thought  this  was  a 
case  which  the  House  ought  to  take  up. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henky  Jakes)  said,  he  could  not  under- 
stand what  practical  course  was  intended 
in  asking  for  delay.  Some  Members 
had  already  read  the  evidence — among 
them  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy, 
who  made  no  Motion.  Were  they  to 
appoint  a  Committee  to  review  the  ded- 
Bion  of  the  Judges,  who  had  reported 
that  corrupt  practices  had  not  exten- 
sively prevailed  ?  Having  looked  at  the 
evidence,  he  believed  there  was  no  g^und 
for  delaying  the  issue  of  the  Writ 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  also  thought  it  not 
unreasonable  that  the  issuing  of  the  Writ 
should  be  delayed  until  Monday,  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  might  have  a  further 
time  to  read  the  evidence  taken.  He  had 
personally  only  had  time  to  skim  the 
evidence  and  the  Report ;  but  he  could 
not  help  thinking,  as  the  result  of  such 
perusal,  that  the  facts  disclosed  showed 
a  necessity  for  further  inquiry.  He  was 
not  going  to  move  that  the  Writ  should 
be  suspended,  because  it  was  not  impro- 
bable that  before  the  Election  Petitions 
were  altogether  disposed  of  some  start- 
ling disclosures  would  be  made,  and  he 
might  then  find  it  necessary  to  bring  the 
whole  matter  before  the  House.  He  now 
submitted  that  sufficient  time  had  not 
been  allowed  for  the  House  to  consider 
this  subject. 

Motion  ofTHd  to. 
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INTERNATIONAL  DISABMAMENT. 

Mb.  BICHAED  asked  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  with 
reference  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to  the  effect 
that  an  endeayonr  was  made  in  1869  by 
Ix>rd  Clarendon,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Gt>yemment  of  which  the  right  honour- 
able Gentleman  was  the  head,  to  set  in 
motion  some  measure  to  be  at  least  a  be- 
ginning of  disarmament,  Whether  there 
are  in  the  Foreign  Office  any  records  of 
the  negotiations  that  then  took  place; 
and,  if  so,  whether  there  will  be  any  ob- 
jection to  lay  them  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  made  the 
reference  mentioned  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
as  he  will  perfectly  well  understand,  not 
in  the  nature  of  any  contentious  or  po- 
lemical argument  in  defence  of  the  Go- 
vernment ;  but,  as  I  may  with  truth  say, 
historically  and  for  the  purpose  of  pay- 
ine  what  I  thought  was  a  very  just 
tribute  of  honour  to  the  memory  of  a 
yery  distinguished  statesman  and  a  most 
valued  Colleague.    Therefore  it  was  that 
I  felt  myself  justified  in  making  that 
reference  to  his  memory.  The  exact  state 
of  the  case  is  this.    The  records  show 
that  I  was  mistaken  in  giving  the  date 
as  1869  ;  it  should  have  been  1870.    Li 
the  Foreign  Office  are  to  be  found  records 
of  the  proceedings  which  concern  the 
communication  between  Lord  Clarendon 
and  the  Government  of  the  Emperor  of 
the  French.     The  ulterior  portion  of  the 
proceedings  —  the  communications  be- 
tween Lora  Clarendon  and  the  German 
Government — are  not  to  be  found  in  the 
Foreign  Office.    I  have  no  doubt  what- 
erer  of  what  the  meaning  of  that  is — 
namely,  that  Lord  Clarendon,  with  very 
good  ludgment  and  discretion,  having 
to  make  a  proposal  to  the  German  Go- 
yemment,  determined  to  feel  his  way  in 
the  first  instance  unofficially,  and,  as  I 
intimated  in  the  debate,  he  then  disco- 
yered  that  no  practical  progress  could  be 
made.    In  these  circumstances,  and,  in- 
deed, on  general  grounds,  I  hope  my 
hon.  Friend  will  not  press  for  the  pro- 
duction of  these  Papers,  which  are  in  the 
Foreign  Office,  and  which  are  essentially 
one-sided.    Moreover,  the  production  of 
them  might  possibly  seem  like  raising 
some  controversy,  or  casting  some  impu- 
tatioas  on  the  one  Government  or  the 
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other.  That  was  as  fSar  as  possible  ^m 
my  intention,  for  I  do  not  think  that  any 
fair  ground  for  imputation  rests  on  one 
side  or  the  other. 


FRANCE— EXPULSION  OF  THE 
JESUITS. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Afiiairs, 
If  Her  Majesty's  Government  have  re- 
monstrated, or  intend  to  remonstrate, 
with  the  French  Government  against 
their  removing  from  tiieir  homes  and 
banishing  the  Jesuits  and  members  of 
other  reUgious  orders ;  and,  if  the  Go- 
vernment intend  taking  any  steps  for 
the  protection  of  those  subjects  of  the 
Queen  who  are  members  of  the  Jesuit 
order,  or  of  other  religious  communi- 
ties in  France  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  Sir, 
this  Question  having  been  placed  on  the 
Paper  only  last  night,  and  appearing 
onnr  this  morning,  we  have  had  very 
little  time  to  search  for  precedents ;  but, 
as  far  as  the  examination  has  yet  gone, 
it  has  been  found  that  on  the  numerous 
occasions  when  the  Jesuits  have  been 
expelled  from  various  European  States, 
no  remonstrance  had  ever  been  made 
by  the  British  Government  at  any  time. 
Owing  to  the  short  Notice  which  the 
hon.  Member  gave  of  his  Question  the 
examination  is  not  yet  complete;  but 
there  is  reason  to  suppose  that  no  re- 
monstrance has  in  any  case  whatever 
been  made  on  the  subject.  With  re- 
gard to  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
relating  to  British  subjects,  there  has 
been  no  remonstrance  made  or  address 
forwarded  to  the  Foreign  Office  by  any 
British  subject  affected  by  these  decrees. 

THE  BRITISH   BURMAH   COMMISSION. 

Mr.  WAETON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  several  voimg  civilians  from  India 
have  been  placed  in  the  British  Burmah 
Commission  over  the  heads  of  Military 
Officers  who  haye  served  in  that  Com- 
mission for  many  years,  and  who  had 
relinquished  their  position  in  the  Army 
on  the  faith  of  promises  of  assured  pro- 
motion in  the  said  Commission  ? 

Thb  Maequbss  of  HAETINGTON: 
No,  Sir ;  I  have  no  knowledge  of  the 
circumstance  referred  to  bv  the  hon. 
Member,  and  I  do  not  find  tnat  any  re- 
presentation has  been  made  on  the  sub- 
ject to  the  India  Office. 
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loss  of  life  is  alleged  to  hare  been  occaoooed, 
was  employed  in  a  common  employment  witb 
the  person  killed  or  injured,*' 

said,  he  had  no  intention  to  impede  tlie 
progress  of  the  Bill ;  but  it  was  desir* 
able  that  he  should  point  out  to  the 
House  certain  things  in  connection  witli 
the  subject  of  emfuojers'  liability  that 
peihaps  the  House  was  not  aware  of  or 
did  not  understand.  The  present  law 
inflicted  an  injustice  upon  the  workmen, 
and  it  was  very  desirable  that  some 
effectiye  measure  of  redress  should  be 
considered  and  passed.  In  this  country, 
and  in  eveiy  othmr  country,  the  meet 
dangerous  form  of  law  was  Judge* 
made  law,  and  for  the  reason  that  it  was 
continually  altering  and  changing,  and 
in  that  state  which  Ijord  Cairns  described 
as  maturing.  He  feared,  however,  that 
it  was  maturing  in  the  wrong  direction^ 
affecting  as  it  £d  the  liberties  and  rights 
of  the  people.  He  admitted  that  the 
case  of  Priestly  r.  Fowler,  which  was 
decided  by  a  sinele  Judge,  not  on  appeal 
by  the  House  of  Lords,  ruled  the  casee 
in  England ;  but  it  had  no  power  orer 
the  Scotch  Courts.  In  Scotland  the  law 
was  even  broader  than  the  Bill  brought 
in  by  the  Oovemment,  and  that  was 
seen  from  a  case  that  occurred  in  Scot- 
land many  years  ago.  In  that  case 
two  men  were  killed  in  consequence 
of  the  engineer  who  wound  them  up 
&om  the  pit  falling  asleep  in  the  middle 
of  the  operation.  That  case  came 
before  the  Scotch  Court,  and  was  de* 
cided  in  favour  of  the  wives  and  chil« 
dren  of  the  two  men.  It  was  then  re- 
moved to  the  House  of  Lords,  where  the 
decLsion  was  reversed  on  the  law  as  in- 
ternretedin  the  case  of  Priestly  r.  Fowler, 
and  the  Judge  whom  the  case  orimially 
came  before  said  that  might  be  the  law 
of  England,  but  he  hop^  and  trusted 
he  might  never  live  to  see  it  the  law  of 
Scotlamd.  In  another  case,  the  colliery 
manager,  who  acted  in  every  respect  as 
the  employer,  was  held  to  be  the  fellow- 
workman  of  the  man  who  had  been 
killed  ;«and,  therefore,  the  employer  was 
not  responsible.  The  argument  had 
been  used  that  if  the  doctnne  of  com- 
mon employment  were  removed  it  would 
be  oppressing  the  employer,  and  that 
capitalists  would  take  tneir  money  else- 
where, and  thus  damage  the  intmets  of 
thecotmtry.  He  did  not  believe  that  such 
would  be  the  case,  because  tiie  capitalists 
were  wise  enough  not  to  take  their  capital 


WAYS    AND     MEANS  —  INLAND    RE- 
VENUE—THE INCOME  TAX. 

Mb.  NORTHCOTE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury,  If  it  is  the  case 
that  Income  Tax  at  the  rate  of  6d,  in 
the  £1  has  been  deducted  from  the 
saleuies  of  permanent  Civil  Servants  of 
the  Crown  for  the  quarter  ending  June 
30th,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  the 
Supplementary  Budget  has  not  yet 
received  the  sanction  of  this  House ; 
and,  if  so,  on  what  grounds  this  deduc- 
tion has  been  made  in  the  case  of  Civil 
Servants,  whilst  the  Bank  July  Dividends 
bear  a  charge  of  only  5d,  in  the  £1  ? 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH: 
Sir,  the  deduction  of  Income  Tax  ^m 
the  Salaries  of  Civil  Servants  for  the 
quarter  ending  June  30  has  been  made, 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  17  of  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue  Act,  1879,  at  the  rate  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Resolution  of  this  House 
which  was  passed  on  the  11th  of  June 
last.  The  reason  why  the  Bank  July 
Dividends  bear  a  charge  of  only  5d.  in  the 
pound  is  that  the  books  of  the  Bank 
having  been  already  made  up,  it  would 
be  extremelv  inconvenient,  with  so  larg^ 
a  number  of  payments  concerned,  to  re- 
quire them  to  be  re-adjusted  to  the  new 
rate  at  so  short  a  notice.  The  deduction 
in  the  next  payment  will  be  made  at  the 
rate  of  7  J. 


ORDER   OF  THE  DAT. 

EMPLOYEES'  UABILITT  {.re^eommiHid) 

BILL.— [Bill  209.] 

(Jfr.  Dodson,  Mr.  Chambfrlaiftf  Mr,  Attot^ney 

Oeneralf  Mr,  Brastey.) 

COKHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Dodson,) 

Mr.  MACDONALD,  in  rising  to 
move — 

"That  no  measure  deaUng  with  the  Em- 
ployen*  Liability  for  Injuries  sustained  by  their 
Berranta  can  be  acceptea  as  a  satisfactory  solu- 
tion  of  the  question  which  admits,  as  a  ground 
of  defence  in  any  action  or  proceeding  brought 
for  the  recovery  of  damages  or  for  compensa- 
tion in  respect  to  bodily  inj  ury  or  loss  of  life,  that 
the  person  by  whoso  negligence  the  injury  or 
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away  from  the  country  where  they  could 
find  the  be^  nse  for  it.  Then  it  had  been 
aaid  that  if  the  law  were  altered  in  the 
direction  he  had  indicated,  and  the  doc- 
trine of  common  employment  were  taken 
away,  that  there  would  be  an  increase 
of  litigation  without  number.  But  they 
were  not  without  experience  upon  that 
matter,  and  a  high  authority  had  said 
that  experience  was  their  best  teacher. 
It  was  recorded  as  the  law  of  France  a 
considerable  time  ap;o  that  employers 
oould  plead  the  doctrme  of  common  lia- 
bility for  accidents  to  the  workmen.  A 
case  happened  in  the  year  1842  in 
France,  where,  in  the  highest  Court,  it 
was  decided  to  the  effect  that  it  ought 
to  be  no  bar  to  a  workman  to  make  a 
daim  for  compensation  that  the  injury 
was  done  by  a  fellow-workman.  What 
was  the  case  ?  litieation  was  scarcely 
known  of  since.  In  France,  Italy,  and 
Belgium  no  litigation  took  place,  and  in 
the  case  of  Germany  the  laws  had  been 
modified  from  time  to  time,  and  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  introduced  by  him 
into  the  House  of  Commons  this  Session 
was  being  considered  by  the  (German 
Parliament,  and  the  object  of  that  Bill 
was  to  destroy  the  possibility  of  liti- 
gation, and  to  declare  that  it  was  no 
bar  to  the  daim  of  a  man  that  he  was 
a  common  workman.  He  moved  his 
Amendment  in  no  spirit  of  hostility  to 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  introduced  by 
the  Qoremment.  That  Bill  went  a  con- 
siderable distance  ;  but  he  wished  that  it 
could  have  gone  f^urther.  In  matters  of 
that  kind,  he  believed  that  a  compro- 
mise was  the  best  way  out  of  the  diffi- 
culty; therefore  he  accepted  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  in  the  hope  that  the 
Goyemment  would,  from  the  expressions 
ther  had  heard  that  day,  take  courage 
and  go  forward  until  the  doctrine  of 
common  employment  was  erased  from 
the  Statute  Book  and  the  decisions  of 

the  Courts.        

Mb.  INDEBWICK  said,  that,  in  se- 
conding the  Amendment,  he  had  no 
desire  to  impede  the  progress  of  the  Go- 
remment  measure.  His  object  was 
rather  to  strengthen  the  hanas  of  the 
Gh)Temment,  and,  if  possible,  to  enable 
them  to  give  to  the  measure  before  the 
House  substance  and  vitality,  and  an 
element  of  finality  which,  at  present,  it 
did  not  appear  to  him  to  possess.  Its 
object  was  to  settle  a  difficulty  of  a 
•ooiwhal  serioos  character  between  em- 


ployers and  employed,  in  which  it  was 
belieyed  that  oapital  had  an  advantage 
over  labour,  llie  workmen  said  that 
they  were  in  an  exceptional  position, 
because,  while  strangers  were  entitled 
to  demand  compensation  for  injury, 
workmen  could  not  do  so  unless  they 
charged  masters  with  personal  negli- 
gence; and  this  was  a  grievance  from 
which  they  desired  to  be  relieved.  He 
found  it  suggested,  in  documents  that 
had  been  circulated,  that  this  was 
a  sentimental,  and  not  a  substantial 
grievance ;  but  he  believed  that  it  was 
a  substantial  one.  He  did  not  believe 
that  workmen  were  treated  with  a  want 
of  kindness  or  liberality.  That  charge 
was  not  made  against  emplovers  as  a 
dass.  The  other  day,  at  a  railway  sta- 
tion, he  saw  an  appeal  to  the  public,  on 
behalf  of  the  widow  and  family  of  a 
guard  who  had  lost  his  life  in  a  laud- 
able endeavour  to  save  that  of  a  passen- 
ger, and  the  Bailway  Oompatiy  headed 
we  appeal  with  a  very  handsome  sub- 
scription. What  the  men  said  was  that 
they  did  not  alleee  any  inhumanity  or 
unkindness ;  but  wey  desired  that  uieir 
position  should  be  strictly  defined,  and 
that  they  should  have,  by  law  and  right, 
that  for  which  they  were  obliged  to  ap- 
peal to  private  benevolence  and  public 
sympathy.  He  had  taken  an  impartial 
view  of  that  subject,  being  neither  asso- 
ciated with  the  capitalist,  nor  represent- 
ing what  might  be  called  a  working 
men's  constituency.  The  origin  of  the 
dispute  appeared  to  be  extremely  doubt- 
ful. The  matter  was  first  brought  to  a 
head  about  1887,  when  the  decision  was 
eiven  that  common  employment  was  a 
legal  defence.  The  matter  was  then 
brought  to  the  House  of  Lords  from 
ScoUand,  and  from  that  time  the  law 
had  been  established  and  acted  upon. 
There  had  been  circulated  a  pampnlet 
by  Lord  Justice  Bramwell,  who  had  dis- 
cussed the  matter  at  considerable  length, 
and  whose  opinion  was  entitled  to  very 
great  weieht,  not  only  because  he  was 
a  disting^uished  Judffe,  but  also  because 
he  was  a  worthy  and  kindly  gentleman. 
He  was,  however,  unable  to  arrive  at 
the  same  conclusion  as  the  learned  Lord 
Justice.  Of  the  rule  of  common  em- 
ployment he  found  no  trace  before  1837. 
No  doubt  the  Judges  acted  upon  what 
they  rightly  believed  to  be  a  tradition 
of  the  law  which  was  handed  down  to 
them.    He  could  well  understand  that 
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in  the  primitiye  ages  there  was  some  such 
rule  applicable  to  the  small  transactions 
of  life,  sndi  as  wood  cutting,  but  not 
in  the  same  sense  applicable  to  the 
present  conditions  of  society.  The  ori- 
gin  of  this  rule  was^  to  say  the  least, 
obscure ;  its  parentage  was  doubtful ; 
and  there  had  been  conflicting  decisions 
which  had  been  discussed  from  time  to 
time.  He  was  entitled  to  say  that  the 
law  as  laid  down  was  uncertain,  was 
difficult  of  application,  and  was  excep- 
tional in  character.  There  was  a  rule 
of  life  and  of  sound  common  sense  that 
a  man  was  responsible,  not  only  for  his 
own  acts,  but  &r  the  acts  of  those  per- 
sons whom,  from  the  necessities  of  his 
position,  he  engaged  to  carry  out  acts  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  perform  him- 
self. This  rule  was  of  no  recent  or  ob- 
scure origin ;  it  had  existed  as  far  back 
as  the  law  could  be  traced  on  the  subject. 
The  rule  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  (Mr.  Maodonald)  sought  to  set 
aside  was  an  exception  to  this  sound 
rule  of  law.  It  miffht  be  assumed  that 
there  was  a  general  agreement  that  the 
law  could  not  be  allowed  to  remain  in 
its  present  state.  When  a  proposition 
of  tnat  kind  was  established,  the  only 
statesmanlike  way  to  deal  with  the 
matter  was  to  abolish  the  exceptional 
rule  altogether,  and  to  relegate  the  per- 
sons affected  by  it,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  position  they  occupied  before  the 
rule  of  law  was  laid  down.  It  was  said 
there  was  no  necessity  to  abrogate  the 
rule,  because  the  object  desired  could 
be  attained  by  contract.  Theoretically 
that  was  an  answer ;  but  practically  it 
was  nothing  of  the  kind.  The  workman 
did  not  stand  upon  the  same  footing  as 
the  employer.  If  the  workman  proposed 
to  make  die  employer's  liability  a  con- 
dition of  seryice,  the  employer  would 
say — **  The  law  does  not  ^aoe  that  lia- 
bility upon  me,  and  why  should  I  take 
it  upon  myself?  "  The  result  would  be 
that  the  workman  must  accept  work  upon 
the  terms  of  the  employer,  or  else  he 
must  starye.  If  it  were  said  that  this 
was  not  quite  so,  because  workmen  com- 
bined and  acted  through  their  unions, 
he  replied  that  that  fact  made  it  all  the 
more  desirable  that  they  should  legis- 
late as  soon  as  possible,  and  that  their 
legislation  should,  as  far  as  possible,  be 
of  a  complete  and  final  character.  Eyery- 
thing  that  could  be  done  ought  to  be 
done  to  preyent  these  questions  becom* 

Mr.  Ini^rwick 


ing  burning  questions  between  combi- 
nations of  employers  and  employed.      Xt 
was  said  that  a  change  of  law  would 
lead  to  litigation ;  but  that  would  depend 
upon  circumstances.    If  the  relation  of 
employers  and  employed  were  placed 
upon  a  reasonable  footing,  he  saw  no 
reason  for  such  a  result ;  and  he  believed 
both  parties  would  endeayour  to  applj 
the  law  in  a  fair  and  temperate  spirit. 
He  could  understand  that  if  employen 
attempted  to  eyade  the  law  by  speoial 
contracts  or  notices,  and  thus  to  deprhre 
workmen  of  the  adyantages  which  the 
law  was  supposed  to  g^ye  them,  there 
would  be  great  dissatisfaction,  and  there 
might  be  serious  litigation ;  but  he  hoped 
the  law  would  be  carried  out  in  a  fair 
spirit,  and  that  there  would  not  be  any 
&;reat  amount  of  litigation.    It  would  not 
be  just  or  right  simply  to  abrogate  the  law 
of  common  employment  and  to  do  nothing 
more.     If  the  House  had  been  called 
upon  in  1837  to  pass  a  measure  in  the 
sense  adyocated  by  the  Amendment,  no 
one  would  haye  had  any  cause  to  oom- 
plain ;   but  with  the  immunity  of  em- 
ployers since  that  date  there  had  grown 
up  a  kind  of  yested  interest  which  would 
haye  to  be  compensated  to  some  extent. 
Seyeral  schemes  had  been  formulated  to 
meet  that  difficulty.    One  proposal  was 
that  the  liability  should  be  limited  to  the 
sum  of  £200;   and  a  further  proposal 
was  that  a  person  injured  should  haye 
his  ayerage  earnings  for  six  years — both 
of  which  propositions  he  objected  to. 
With  respect  to  the  question  of  insur- 
ance, he  doubted  the  propriety  of  an 
insurance  mutually  effected  by  the  work- 
men and  employer.    He  had  giyen  con- 
siderable attention  to  the  matter ;  and  he 
thought  the  desirable  course  to  take,  if  a 
scheme  of  insurance  were  considered  in- 
dispensable, would  be  to  ffiye  the  employer 
the  opportunity  of  relieying  himself  £rom 
liability  by  effeotine  such  an  insurance  on 
behalf  of  each  workman  as  would  insure 
to  the  workman  payment  of  compensa- 
tion in  case  of  accident,  and  woiild  afford 
to  the  employer  a  full  and  absolute  de- 
fence.   The  insurance  should  be  effected 
under  Ooyeniment  guarantee,   so   that 
the  payment  should  be  absolutely  se- 
cured.    If  the  master  chose  to  ayail 
himself  of  the  authorised  mode  of  insur* 
ance,  he  should  be  entirely  free  from 
liability.    The  man  injurea  would  be 
certain   of  his   compensation,  and  be 
might  not  haye  the  same  certainty  ia 
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case  of  mutual  insurance  in  companies. 
If  the  master  did  not  choose  to  avail 
himself  of  the  means  of  insurance  autho- 
rized, his  liability  should  be  unlimitedi 
and  he  should  be  bound  to  pay  to  his 
workmen  such  compensation  as  a  tri- 
bunal might  award. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  no  measore  dealing  with  the  Employers*  I^ 
hilities  for  I^juriet  sustained  by  their  Servants 
can  bo  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the 
question  which  admits,  as  a  ground  of  defence 
in  any  action  or  proceeding  brought  for  the  re- 
oovery  of  damages  or  for  compensation  in  respect 
to  bodily  injury  or  loss  of  hfe,  that  the  person 
hj  whose  negligence  the  injury  or  loss  of  life  is 
a&eged  to  have  been  occasioned  was  employed 
in  a  common  employment  with  the  person  killed 
or  lnjuied,"~(irr.  Macdonald,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words 

8 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUB,  who  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  to  the  follow- 
ing effect: — 

^  That  while  it  is  desirable  workmen  should 
be  placed  on  the  same  footing  in  regard  to  com- 
pensation for  accidents  as  the  general  public, 
equality  should  be  sought  rather  by  altering 
the  general  principle  on  which  compensation 
for  accidents  is  now.  awarded,  than  by  merely 
abolishing  or  modifying  the  existing  exceptions 
to  it," 

said,  that  neither  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  just  spoken  had  insisted  at  any 
length  on  the  grounds  which  had  in- 
fluenced them  in  calling  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  the  Amendment  which 
the^  had  advocated.  The  real  ground 
which  had  influenced  them  he  believed 
was  this— that  under  the  law,  as  it  stood, 
and  even  as  it  would  stand  when  modified 
bv  the  Government,  workmen  were  not 
placed  on  an  equality  with  the  general 
public,  in  the  matter  of  compensation  for 
accidents.  So  long  as  that  inequality 
existed,  this  question  would  never  be 
finally  or  satisfactorily  concluded.  So 
far,  then,  he  entirely  agreed  with  both  the 
Mover  and  Seconder  of  the  Amendment. 
But  while  he  so  far  agreed  with  them 
he  saw  the  greatest  objection  to  the  par- 
ticular solution  which  they  proposed, 
which  was  to  leave  the  law  as  it  was 
with  regard  to  the  outside  public,  but 
to  produce  the  desired  equality  by  modi- 
fying it  with  regard  to  workmen.  Now, 
either  the  wages  of  workmen  were  de- 


termined  with  reference  to  accidents  or 
without  reference  to  them.  If  insurance 
against  accidents  was  included  in  the 
present  rate  of  wages,  which  he  believed 
to  be  the  fact,  workmen,  by  the  opera- 
tion of  this  Bill,  would  be  paid  twice  for 
the  same  risk.  If  compensation  was  not 
included  in  the  wages  of  a  workman, 
then  practically  this  was  a  Bill  for 
modifying  the  consequences  which  re- 
sulted from  the  free  operation  of  contract 
between  master  and  workman.  How  far 
were  they  prepared  to  carry  such  a  prin- 
ciple ?  Many  employments  were  excep- 
tionally detrimental  to  the  health  and 
life  of  those  engaged  in  them,  not  be- 
cause they  were  liable  to  accidents,  but 
because  they  inevitably  produced  disease. 
Did  the  wages  of  those  workmen  include 
insurance  against  those  risks  ?  The  ad- 
vocates of  the  present  Bill  (if  they  were 
consistent)  must  hold  that  they  did  not. 
They  must  also  hold  that  the  masters  of 
such  workmen  ought  to  be  compelled  by 
law  to  insure  the  lives  of  their  workmen 
in  addition  to  paying  them  wages  at  the 
market  rate.  Was  that  a  course  which 
the  House  was  prepared  to  enter  on? 
The  solution  wmch  he  ventured  to  sug- 
gest, and  which  he  had  endeavoured  to 
embody  in  the  Amendment  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper,  was  to  produce 
equalihr  between  the  workman  and  the 
general  public,  not  by  placing  the  work- 
men in  the  position  of  the  general  public, 
which  was  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald^, 
but  by  placing  the  public  in  the  posi- 
tion now  occupied  by  the  workmen. 
He  admitted  that  this  would  produce 
a  very  large  change  in  the  existing 
law.  But  was  the  existing  law  either 
just  or  reasonable  ?  It  compelled  a  man 
to  pay  for  the  infliction  of  injuries  in 
which  he  neither  directly  nor  indirectly 
had  any  hand.  He  mi^ht  employ  the 
best  and  most  careful  woncmen,  he  might 
take  the  utmost  pains  to  secure  the  very 
best  machinery,  he  might  leave  no  stone 
unturned  to  secure  the  lives  of  his  work- 
men, and  yet  he  had  to  pay  damages  for 
injuries  for  which  he  was  in  no  sense 
responsible.  Such  a  law  could  not  be 
regarded  as  equitable ;  but  it  might  be 
thought  necessary  or  expedient.  It 
might  be  supposed  to  be  the  only  means 
of  making  employers  of  labour  careful 
of  the  lives  of  the  public.  So  regarded 
the  present  law  belonged  to  the  Onminal 
Oode  in  regard  to  its  objects,  though  to 
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the  Oiyil  Oode  in  its  procedure ;  and  was 
natorally  enongh,  therefore,  very  domsy 
in  its  operation.  Among  o^er  instances 
of  the  absurdities  to  which  it  led  was 
that  damages  were  awarded  not  at  all  in 

Proportion  to  the  carelessness  which  pro- 
uced  the  accidenti  or  even  to  the  amount 
of  injury  it  caused,  but  were  largely  de- 
termined by  the  position  of  the  persons 
who  suffered  by  it.  The  OoTomment 
should  take  into  consideration  the  whole 
state  of  the  law  as  it  existed.  Their 
present  proposal  combined  many  of  the 
evils  which  existed  under  the  present 
law,  and  many  of  the  evils  which  would 
be  introduced  into  it,  if  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Sta^ord  (Mr.  Macdonald^  had 
his  way.  The  Bill  would  unduly  inter- 
fere between  employer  and  employed, 
and  would  tend  to  promote  litigation, 
while  it  would  not  secure  that  fincu  solu- 
tion of  the  question  which  the  House  had 
a  right  to  expect. 

Sir  HENEY  JACKSON :  The  House 
is  placed  in  an  unfortunate  position  with 
regard  to  the  present  debate.  During 
the  debate  on  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill  complaint  was  made  that  we  were 
not  discussing  the  real  BDl ;  and  that 
complaint  has,  I  think,  proved  to  be 
well  founded.  In  what  position  are  we 
now  ?  A  Bill  has  been  read  a  second 
time  on  the  distinct  understandinethat, 
for  purposes  of  discussion,  the  House 
should  be  in  the  same  position  as  if  the 
real  Bill,  and  not  the  original  Bill,  was 
being  debated.  But  how  has  that  been 
carried  out  ?  Why,  a  real,  practical  dis- 
cussion is  prevented,  for  the  Motion  to  g^ 
into  Committee  is  met  by  an  Amendment 
which,  though  not  equivalent  to  the  nega- 
tiving of  the  second  reading,  at  any  rate 
prevents  the  House  from  expressing  its 
opinion  upon  the  substantial  question 
involved.  The  opponents  of  the  BiU, 
who  stood  by  on  this  promise,  and  let  it 
be  read  a  second  time,  object  that  the 
Bill  fl^oes  too  far ;  but  the  issue  raised 
by  the  Amendment  which  will  be  put 
from  the  Chair  is  not  whether  the  mil 
goes  too  far,  but  whether  it  goes  far 
enough,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Staf- 
ford who  moves  it  asserts  that  it  does 
not.  The  result  is  that  a  proposition,  to 
which  the  (Government  ao  not  assent, 
and  which  the  majority  of  the  House 
repudiate,  prevents  any  vote  on  any 
other  of  the  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
several  of  which  raise  questions,  and  sug- 
gest modes  of  dealing  with  this  leg^a- 
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tion,  of  the  highest  yalue.  The  aeoond 
reading  has  been  assented  to,  not  becaoae 
the  House  likes  the  Bill,  for  it  does  not ; 
the  feeling  of  the  House  is  against  it,  and 
its  true  supporters  are  few  and  far  be- 
tween. It  nas  been  submitted  to  as  a  ne- 
cessity that  cannot  be  avoided.  Mj  ideA 
is  that  so  strong  is  the  individual  feeling 
against  this  Bill,  that,  if  in  this  House 
we  voted  by  ballot,  the  result  would 
be  very  different  to  what  it  is.  For  m  j 
own  part,  however,  I  look  the  pomtion 
in  the  face ;  and  I  accept  the  neceasitj 
for  legislation  as  established  and  inevit- 
able— and  that  being  so,  I  disclaim  any 
intention  of  talking  this  Bill  out  or  &it- 
terine  away  its  provisions,  and  I  shall 
do  what  I  can  to  make  it  work  out  as  a 
settlement  of  this  most  serious  questiont 
but  with  due  regard  to  all  interests  in- 
volved. When  once  this  line  of  action 
is  resolved  upon,  it  becomes  important 
to  see  how  it  can  best  be  carrira  out ; 
and  I  concur  in  the  strong  desire  which 
exists  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
the  Bill  should  be  sent  to  a  Select 
Committee ;  but  that,  we  are  told,  the 
Forms  of  the  House  make  impossible.  I 
cannot  but  think  it  very  unfortunate  that 
such  should  be  the  position  of  a  most 
important  social  measure ;  but  as  the 
BiU  cannot  be  sent  upstairs  for  full  and 
calm  consideration,  there  is  aU  the  more 
necessi^  that  it  should  be  fully  discussed 
in  the  House.  What,  then,  will  be  the 
practical  effect  of  the  measure  upon  the 

Seat  industries  of  the  country?  The 
ouse  now  stands  as  arbiter  between 
two  great  factions.  On  the  one  hand  we 
have  the  capitalist,  whose  capital  is 
the  result  of  foresight,  economv,  courage, 
self-denial,  and  inaustry^-of  uie  exercise 
of  all  those  qualities  which  made  England 
what  it  is ;  on  the  other  hand  we  iiave 
the  working  classes,  whose  share  in  our 
economical  system  is  as  important  and 
necessary  as  that  of  the  capitalist,  and 
who  have  as  much  interest  as  we  have  in 
keeping  up  the  great  edifice  of  British 
prosperity.  The  capitalist  is  alarmed  at 
this  ^ill.  It  is  the  fashion  to  sneer  at  the 
proverbial  timidity  of  capital.  Admit  this 
timidity,  but  reoosfnize  it,  and  be  careful 
not  to  drive  capitafout  of  the  country.  The 
working  classes,  or  some  sections  of  them, 
have  tiULen  this  agitation  up,  and  with 
them  it  has  become  a  burning  question ; 
and  on  their  part,  as  well  as  amooff 
employers,  there  is  great  and  naturu 
anxie^  as  to  the  course  the  House  wSl 
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adopt.  With  the  working  classes  that 
anxiety  is  aegravated  by  the  mistaken 
notion  that  the  present  law  was  directed 
against  them  as  a  class.  I  have  always 
asserted  that  this  is  an  utterly  unfounded 
idea.  No  such  notion  is  to  be  found  in 
any  legal  conception  or  expression  of  the 
law,  and  does  not  exist  in  fact.  The 
present  law  is,  in  fact,  based  upon  this 
fundamental  ground — that  the  rule  of 
natural  justice  is  that  no  man  ought  to 
be  legally  responsible  for  any  misfortune 
resulting  from  an  act  for  which  he  is  not 
morally  responsible.  There  are  certain 
exceptions,  and  the  question  we  have 
really  to  consider  is  whether  those  excep- 
tions should  be  extended.  I  do  not  stop  to 
consider  whether  the  exceptions  are  new 
and  the  law  old,  or  the  law  is  old  and 
altered  by  new  exceptions.  That  discus- 
sion is  now  profitless,  and  will  only 
secure  more  or  less  contradiction  from 
some  hon.  and  learned  Members  near 
me,  whose  opinions  on  the  abstract 
question  differ  from  my  own.  I  recog- 
nize that  difference  of  opinion  ;  and, 
however  strong  my  own  views  may  be, 
I,  in  all  sincerity,  am  ready  to  admit 
that  they  may  have  been  warped  by  cir- 
cumstances, or  may  be  wrong.  I  feel 
that  I  am  right ;  but  I  concede  that  there 
is  a  considerable  amount  of  authorihr 
against  me.  And,  therefore,  I  adnut 
that  something  has  to  be  done.  The 
most  logical  solution  of  the  problem  is 
that  suggested  by  mv  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford;  but  I  fear  that 
is  the  least  practicable.  Indeed,  I  sup- 
pose that  my  hon.  Friend  himself  hardly 
imagines  that  the  law  can  now  be  altered 
in  the  direction  he  indicates.  He  would 
make  the  moral  and  the  legal  responsi- 
bility coincide.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  would  make 
every  employer  liable  for  everything 
whicn  happens  to  everybody  in  his  em- 
ployment or  out  of  it.  That  is  logical, 
too.  Indeed,  I  am  far  from  seeine  how 
the  interests  which  that  hon.  Meniber  is 
understood  to  represent  are  to  gainveiy 
much  by  this  Bill.  If  a  platelayer  is 
killed  on  Monday  by  the  negligence  of 
a  fellow-servant  in  authority,  and  gets 
compensation,  a  platelayer  who  is  hurt 
on  Tuesday,  bv  the  negligence  of  a  fellow- 
servant  not  in  authority,  will  not  get 
much  satisfaction  out  of  the  new  law ; 
and  we  mav  be  having  further  proposals 
to  meet  his  case,  and  to  inclose  em- 
ployers in  one  comprehensive  net  of  lia- 
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bility.  Is  the  object  to  insure  safety  ?  is 
the  proposed  law,  as  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hertford  has  asked,  a  police 
law  ?  If  by  fining  you  intend  to  make 
employers  more  careful  in  selecting  mate- 
rials and  superintendents,  why  do  you 
stop  at  fining  ?  Why  do  you  not  send 
them  to  prison  for  negligence  on  the  part 
of  assents,  which,  if  brought  home  per- 
sonally to  themselves,  would  be  criminal  ? 
But  is  such  a  Bill  as  this  to  be  carried 
through  at  a  Morning  Sitting  ?  I  do  not 
wish  to  stop  the  Bill.  I  will  be  party  to  no 
obstruction.  What  I  ask  is  that  adequate 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  to  the 
House  for  fully  discussing  it.  As  the 
result  of  a  hond  fide  discussion,  I  hope 
that  the  Bill  may  be  made  a  fair  and 
equitable  settlement  of  a  vitally  im- 
portant question  —  that  it  may  prove, 
not  the  mere  result  of  hustings  promises, 
but  the  deliberate  outcome  of  the  wisdom 
of  Parliament  applied  to  one  of  the  most 
difficult  of  social  problems.  There  seems 
to  be  considerable  diversity  of  opinion 
as  to  the  object  aimed  at.  Is  its  object 
to  protect  tne  lives  of  workmen  ?  If  I 
coiud  think  that  such  would  be  its  effect 
in  a  single  instance,  I,  for  one,  would 
withdraw  from  all  opposition,  and  would 
hurry  the  Bill  on ;  but  I  do  not  believe 
it  will  have  any  such  effect.  The  House 
must  remember  that  the  interests  that 
most  dread  the  Bill — the  mining  in- 
terest, for  example— are  carried  on — 
every  single  operation  of  every  day's 
work  is  performed  under  the  direct 
supervision  of  officers  appointed  for  the 
purpose  by  the  State.  It  is  not  unrea- 
sonable to  suppose  that  the  protection 
thus  afforded  is  sufficient,  or  as  much  as 
is  practicable.  But  it  is  said  that,  apart 
from  its  effect,  this  Bill  raises  a  question 
of  justice,  and  is  to  be  supported  on  that 
ground.  No  one  can  have  any  other 
feeling  in  reference  to  a  demand  for  jus- 
tice on  any  question  than  one  of  sym- 
pathy. But  on  a  matter  like  the  one 
oefore  the  House,  where  the  relations 
both  of  employers  and  of  workmen  are 
intimately  concerned,  questions  of  jus- 
tice or  injustice  are  not  simple  and 
easy,  but  of  great  difficulty  and  deli- 
cacv.  Both  sides  claim  justice,  and 
both  sides  allege  injustice ;  possibly  the 
truth  may  lie  between  them.  It,  there- 
fore, becomes  important  to  consider  whe- 
ther that  justice  which  is  desiderated  by 
both  cannot  be  obtained  by  means  of 
a  fair  compromise  which  would  have  the 
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effect  of  allaying  instead  of  aggravating 
the  differences    now  existing   between 
labour  and  capital,  to  the  disadvantage 
of  both.  I  cannot  admit  that  there  is  any 
compromise  in  one  side  merely  conceding 
half  of  what  is  asked.    There  must  be 
something  conceded  on  both  sides,  in 
order  to  bring  about  a  bargain  likely 
to  be  a  permanent  settlement  of  this 
difficult  and  delicate  question.  The  only 
course  open,  as  far  as  I  am  able  to  see, 
is  either  to  leave  the  existing  law  alone, 
or  to  amend  it  in  such  sort  that  the 
employia  may  be  satisfied  without  ter- 
rifying the  capitalists  whose  money  is 
invested  in  the  various  industries  in  this 
country.    This  is  without  doubt  a  danger 
of  this,  and  the  best  thing  to  be  done 
is  to  reduce  that  danger  to  a  minimum. 
After  much  deliberation,  I  have  come  to 
this    conclusion — that  if  this  new  lia- 
bility is  to  be  put  on  employers  it  must 
be  limited  in  amount,  so  that  the  em- 
ployers may  know  the  maximum  they 
may  have  to  provide  in  case  of  the  worst 
accident,  and,  knowing  it,  may  provide 
against    it    by  insurance.    I  wish  the 
House  to  understand  that  I  am  against 
compulsory    insurance.        Put  it    how 
you  will,  insurance  to  which  anyone  is 
compelled  to  contribute  is  only  a  tax  in 
disguise;  and  I  recognize  the  impossi- 
bility of  such  a  tax.    I  only  aslc  for 
facilities.    I  am  bound  to  admit  that  in 
the  Bill  now  before  the  House  the  Go- 
yemment  has  recognized  the  principle  of 
limiting  this  new  statutory  liability,  and 
I  desire  to  thank  them  for  this  conces- 
sion.    But  they  propose  to  carry  it  out 
by  confining  the  liability  of  employers 
to  the  amount  of  a  limited  number  of 
years'  earnings  of  the  person  injured ; 
but  I  do  not  think  that  this  means  of 
carrying  out  that  principle  is  a  wise  or 
satisfactory  one.    It  seems  to  me  that, 
notwithstanding  what  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Bye  has  said,  this  pro- 
]^8al  will  be  a  perennial  well  of  litiga- 
tion.   I  can  imagine  no  more  temptmg 
subject  for  unscrupulous  lawyers  than 
the  inquiry  into  three  years'  probable 
earnings  of  any  workman;  and  the  House 
must  not  lose  sight  of  this  practical  con- 
sideration— that  every  law-suit  would  be 
at  the  cost  of  the  employer,  who  would 
necessarily  have  to  pay  costs  when  the 
plaintiff  recovers,  and  who  never  receives 
any  costs  when  the  plaintiff  fails,  for  the 
simple  reason  that  no  plaintiff,   under 
this  Bill,  would  have  any  means  for  I 
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paying  costs.  Now,  the  only  hope  of 
escape  from  this  most  serious  practical 
difficulty  will  be  foiind  in  fixing  acnne 
maximum  sum.  In  the  Workmen's 
Trains  Acts,  the  sum  of  £100  has  been 
fixed,  and  that  has  worked  well  in  prac- 
tice. But  take  that,  or  any  other  just 
sum.    What   will,    then,    be  the    em- 

Eloyers'  position  ?    He  will,  at  any  rate, 
now  the  worst ;  and  it  will  then  be  f <r' 
him    to  secure  the  means  to  diachar^ 
this  new  liability  when  it  cornea.     Ha 
can  only  do  it  by  insurance ;  and  I  sup- 
pose that  the  course  he  will  take  will  ba 
to  ascertain  the  number  of  his  empUfia, 
and  multiplying  that  number  by  the  ex- 
treme limit  of  the  sum  fixed,  to  indnoo 
as  many  persons  in  the  same  peril  as 
himself  as  he  can  get  to  form  some  sort 
of  combination  by  which  they  may  oorer 
their  liabilities  up  to  the  amount  of  the 
maximum  sum  they  would  have  to  nay 
in  case  of  the  greatest  ima^^inable  ais- 
aster.    For  years  the  actuarial  value  of 
these  risks  will  be  doubtful ;  but  they 
will  eventually  be  discovered.    Large 
premiums  on  such  insurances  will  have 
to  be  paid,  and  the  capitalized  value  of 
those  premiums  will  represent  the  bur- 
den wnich  this  Gt)vemment  Bill  is  pro- 
posing to  put  on  the  struggling  industries 
of  tlus  country;    and  mat  at  a  time 
when,  according  to  my  information,  ihej 
are  least  able  to  bear  anv  additioniil 
weight.      Eventually,     doubtless,    this 
weight  will  fall  upon  the    consumer; 
and,  so  far  as  home  trade  is  concerned, 
will  adjust  itself.    But  the  interim  dis- 
turbance will  be  very  serious ;  and  I 
question  whether,  in  competition  with 
me  foreigner,  we  shall  ever  cease  to  feel 
it.    I  also  hope,  Sir,  that,  in  addition  to 
fixing  a  definite  maximum  sum,  the  Go- 
vernment will  admit  clauses  which  wfll 
facilitate  arrangements  for  insurance  be- 
tween employers  and  employed.    What 
could  be  more  simnle  than  such  a  pro- 
vision as  this?    Suppose  you  fix  £100 
as  the  limit  under  the  Act,  and  then  pro- 
vide that  if  the  master  and  workmen 
together  agree  to  effect  an  insurance  for 
any  equivalent  or  greater  sum,  such  in- 
surance shall  exclude  the  operation  d 
the  Act.    No  one  would  be  hurt  by  such 
a  provision,  and  it  is  obvious  that  it 
would  tend  to  promote  insurances,  which 
mean    providence   and   economy.    But 
under  the  vague  scheme  of  tibe  Ooveni- 
ment,  the  employer  would  be  unable  to 
know  the  funount  of  his  Uahili^   or 
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danger,  or  to  enter  into  any  agreement 
irith  the  employed  for  effecting  an  in- 
surance which  should  fr^e  him  from 
liability.  If  Her  Majesty's  Government 
Trill  intimate  that  they  have  no  objection 
to  the  principle  of  this  proposal,  and 
irill  consent  that  the  Bill  shall  be 
sent  to  a  Select  Committee,  which  I 
can  undertake,  on  the  part  of  those 
interested,  shall  sit  with  a  determina- 
tion to  forward  rather  than  retard  the 
passing  of  the  measure,  they  will  be 
remembered,  not  as  having  brought 
forward  this  Bill  for  political  purposes 
or  as  a  weak-kneed  concession  to  agita- 
tion, but  as  having  made  a  hond  fide 
effort  to  arrive  at  an  equitable  and 
reasonable  solution  of  one  of  the  most 
difficult  problems  ever  presented  to  Par- 
liament. I  do  not  think  that  they  will 
be  able  to  work  out  these  complicated 
proposals  on  the  floor  of  the  House  in 
Morning  Sittings  in  July ;  but  there  may 
be  some  hope  of  doing  it  if  the  Bill  is 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee.  The 
late  Gbremment  had  this  subject  forced 
upon  them,  and  they  have  seen  how  diffi- 
cult it  was  to  deal  with ;  but  it  has  by 
no  means  been  forced  upon  this  Oovem- 
xnent ;  they  have  rushea  at  it.  I  have 
heard  it  said  that  they  had  picked  up 
the  Bill  somewhere  about  the  platform 
of  the  Chester  Bailway  Station.  That, 
of  course,  is  a  piece  of  electioneering 
jocularity;  and  I  have  no  doubt  the 
Government  have  taken  the  matter  up 
seriously  and  honestly.  Still,  whatever 
may  have  been  the  intentions  of  the 
Government,  it  is  evident  that  they  have 
not  yet  quite  mastered  the  subject.  But, 
while  giving  them  credit  for  their  good 
motives,  I  trust  they  will  not  force  the 
Bill  on  without  giving  those  who  would 
be  most  affected  by  it  an  opportunity 
of  being  heard  by  a  Select  Committee 
of  the  House.  I  have  thought  it  right 
to  make  these  few  observations,  though 
I  have  not  thought  it  right  to  divide  the 
House;  and,  as  the  Notice  Paper  now 
stands,  it  will  not  be  possible  to  do  so 
on  the  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee. 

Tot  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
HsfBT  Jamss)  observed,  that  three 
classes  of  objections  had  been  raised  to 
this  measure  by  the  hon.  Members  for 
Stafford,  Hertford,  and  Coventry.  Those 
hon.  Members  agreed  that  some  legis- 
lation on  this  subject  was  necessary; 
but  they  took  different  views  of  what 
the  principle  of  that  legislation  should 


be.  The  position  of  the  Government 
was  this.  They  found  that  this  question 
had  been  before  the  House  and  the 
coimtry  for  years ;  that  a  Select  Committee 
had  t^en  evidence  bearing  upon  it  in 
1 877 ;  and  the  Government  had  done  their 
best  to  embody  in  the  Bill  the  principle 
which  was  the  most  consonant  with 
public  opinion.  What  were  the  objec- 
tions raised  to  the  measure  ?  The  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Macdonald) 
held  the  view  that  the  Bill  did  not  f^o 
far  enough,  and  that  the  defence  of 
common  employment  ought  to  be  abo- 
lished altogether,  so  that  the  employer 
would  be  liable  for  all  injuries  resulting 
to  workmen  fxom  the  negligence  of 
other  workmen  in  the  same  employ. 
He  (the  Attorney  General)  did  not  tnink 
the  House  was  prepared  to  accept  that 
view,  for  the  total  abolition  of  the  de- 
fence of  common  employment  would  cast 
such  a  burden  on  the  employer,  and 
cause  such  a  disarrangement  in  the  rate 
of  wages,  that  the  proposal  could  not  be 
regarded  as  practicable.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  took 
quite  a  different  view.  Instead  of  in- 
creasing the  liability  of  the  employer, 
he  woiSd  diminish  it,  and  woiud  say 
that  employers  should  not  be  liable  at 
all,  unless  they  had  been  themselves 
guilty  of  some  misconduct.  That  was 
a  suggestion  which  it  was  too  late 
to  consider,  for  the  existing  law  carried 
the  employers'  liability  beyond  that 
point.  More  important  matter  was  to  be 
foimd  in  the  arguments  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry 
(Sir  Henry  Jackson),  who  had  spoken  not 
only  as  a  lawyer,  but  apparently  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  subject  which  was  not 
entirely  theoretical.  Now,  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  admitted  the  necessity 
of  some  legislation.  His  propositions 
amounted  to  this  —  in  the  first  place, 
they  must  alter  the  law ;  and,  secondly, 
they  must  logically  either  let  the  law 
alone  or  accept  the  proposition  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford.  His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  apparently  did  not 
desire  to  leave  the  law  as  it  was. 
[Sir  Henbt  Jackson:  I  would  if  I 
could.]  Now  he  understood  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend.  But  why  should 
he  desire  that  result?  On  account  of 
the  iniustice  of  the  law?  If  that  were 
so,  why  was  any  alteration  inevitable, 
and  why  should  he  admit  that  alteration 
really  could  not  be  avoided  ?  Why  had  he 
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not  the  courage  of  his  opinions,  and  why 
did  he  not  endeavour  to  convince  the 
House  of  their  justice  ?     His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  position  was  untenable. 
He  gathered  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  disposed  to  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford, 
and  to  abolish  the  defence  of  common 
employment.     But  then  in  return  he 
asked  for  concessions  that  would  make 
the  concessions  granted  in  the  Bill  of  no 
value.     His  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had 
wished  to  appoint  a  fixed  sum  as  the 
maximum  amount    that  could   be  re- 
covered—  a  proposal  that  he,   for  his 
Eart,   thought   very   unjust.      Was  it 
kely  that  an  artizan  earning  40t.  a- 
week  would  think  himself  well  treated  if 
he  recovered  no  more  than  the  amount 
awarded,  perhaps,  to  a  boy  receiving 
10«.  or  12t.  ?    The  suggested  maximum 
of  £150  was  certainly  not  so  just  to  all 
parties  as  the  arrangement  by  which  the 
maximum  would  vary  in  accordance  with 
a  varying  scale  of  wages.   His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  second  suggestion  was 
one  that  seemed  to  have  satisfied  him 
that  the  views  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  were  acceptable.     His  answer 
to  the  Bill  had  been  contained  in  one 
word,  **  insurance ;  "  and  he  seemed  to 
wish  that  there  should  be  no  respon- 
sibility as  long  as  the  master  contributed 
to  the  common  insurance  fund.    Now, 
he  believed  that  that  idea  of  giving  the 
master  immunity  in  consequence  of  his 
part  in  an  insurance  scheme  was  a  matter 
that  could  not  be  manag^  by  legislation. 
No  doubt  it    was   desirable   that   the 
master  and  servant  should  enter  into  a 
contract,  as  they  easily  could  do  [Lord 
Elcho:  As  yet],  and  make  an  agree- 
ment, the  one  to  give  compensation,  and 
the  other  not  to  appeal  to  the  liability 
created  by  the  Bill ;  but  he  could  not 
imagine  how  the  law  was  to  give  any 
real  effect  to  an  insurance  scheme.  Were 
the  subscriptions  of  the  master  and  the 
workmen  to  be  levied  compulsorily,  or 
in  what  other  way?    He  thought  that 
the  question  of  insurance  could  be  settled 
bettor  by  personal  arrangement  than  by 
legislation ;  and  he  believed  that  even  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  if  he  attempted 
to  draw  clauses  that  would  get  rid  of 
responsibility  by  a  systom  of  insurance, 
would  find   the  extreme    difficiilty    of 
effecting  practical   legislation  on  that 
subject.     [Sir  Hbnbt  Jackson:  Make 
it  their  interest.]   That  was  not  a  matter  J 


of  legislation.    The  view  of  those 
chaige  of  the  Bill  was  that  insurance 
pended  upon  the  combined  action  of  ein* 
ployers  and  employed ;  and,  thougii  thej 
were  heartily  in  favour  of  it,  they  had 
not  embodied  it  in  their  Bill.     He  did 
not  think  that  there  was  any  reason  for 
sending  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
The  question  of  insurance  controlled  by 
legislation  had  come  into  existence   1^ 
virtue  of  the  Bill  being  placed  on  tibe 
Table.  ["Hear,  hear! "  Mnd  " No,  no ! "] 
At  all  events,  the  subject  had  not  erem 
been  suggested  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  1877,  or  a  change  in  the  law 
would  certainly   have   been  proposed. 
[Sir  HsNBT  Jacksok:  The^  suggested 
no  change  in  the  law.]    His  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  was  on  the  Committee, 
and  why  was  he  prepared  to  do  now 
what  was  not  suggested  then  ?    Hold- 
ing views  on  the  subject  such  as  he 
had  described,  he  could  not  think  that 
another  Select  Committee  would  be  use- 
ful or  necessary.    If  a  Select  Committee 
were  appointed,  the  Bill  would  still  have 
to  come  down  to  the  House,  where  matters 
of  detail  would  have  to  be  discussed. 
There  were  practical  men  in  the  House 
who  were  well  qualified  to  consider  any 
alterations  in  the  Bill  which  might  be 
necessary.    There  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Covemment  to  press  the  mea- 
sure without  due  consideration.     On  tiie 
contrary,  there  was  every  desire  on  their 
part  to  accept  suggestions  from  practical 
men.    His  hon.  and  learned  FHend  had 
said  that  if  the  votes  of  hon.  Members 
were  to  be  taken  by  baUot  the  Bill  would 
not  pass.    But  why  should  not  his  hon. 
and   learned   Friend    and  every  other 
Member  veto  according  to  their  opinions? 
Did  his  hon .  and  learned  Friend  mean  that 
he  and  other  Members  thought  one  thin^ 
and  their  constituente  thought  another? 
If  his  hon.  and  Friend  mean  that,  he 
ought  to  have  reooUeoted  that  he  was 
speaking  in  the  presence  of  a  great  many 
emplovers  of  labour  who  had  been  re- 
turned by  the  men  they  employed.    He 
believed  the  judgment  of  those    hon. 
Members  would  be  different  from  that 
of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  and  that 
they  would  sacrifice  what  they  believed 
to  be  their  own  interest  in  order  to  do 
justice  to  those  who  were  not  present  in 
the  House.     He  did  not  beuere  that 
those  hon.  Members  would  voto  for  what 
they  thought  to  be  unjust  as  if  it  were 
just,  or  that  if  they  were  to  vote  by  ballot 
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they  would  Tote  differently  from  what 
they  would  do  now.  He  trusted  before 
the  Session  concluded  that  the  Bill  would 
xeceive  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  in  order  to 
facilitate  the  Bill  going  into  Committee, 
after  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General,  he 
would,  with  the  leave  of  the  House, 
withdraw  his  Amendment.    [**  No ! "] 

Mb.  J.  W.  PEASE  said,  that  where 
this  Bill  came  from  everyone  knew.    It 
was  one  of  the  praiseworthy,  if  not  very 
successful,  attempts  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  Brassey) 
to  settle  a  very  difficult  question.    He  did 
not  know  whether  he  was  one  of  those  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  andleamed  Attorney 
General,  who  were  returned  by  the  men 
whom  they  employed ;  but  he  had  come 
from  a  contested  election,  and  he  could 
state  that  not  a  word  was  said  to  him  all 
the  time  about  employers'  liability.   But 
if  a  question  were  put  to  him  on  the  sub- 
ject, ne  would  say,  as  he  did  now,  that, 
as  no  one  could  say  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  was  satisfactory,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  deal  with  it.    In  endea- 
vouring to  deal  with  the  question,  how- 
ever, they  were  running  a  ^at  risk. 
This  Bill,  if  passed  into  law  m  its  pre- 
sent state,  would  do  a  great  deal  more 
harm    to    the  working  classes  of  this 
country  than    it  would  do    good.    At 
present  working  men  were  very  much 
protected  by  benevolent  and  insurance 
societies ;  but  the  moment  this  Bill  was 
passed  eveiy  man  would  think  that  the 
law  was  goinff  to  take  care  of  him,  and 
that  he  need  not  look  out  any  longer 
for  himself!     In  the  trade  with  which 
he  was  connected   there  were    117,000 
members  of  various  mutual  provident 
associations,  to  which  the  masters  sub- 
scribed as   well   as  the  men.     These 
117,000  were  very  nearly,  if  not  more 
than,    a  fourth    of  aU    the  men    em- 
ployed above  ground,  and  were  nearly 
one -third    of  those    employed   under 
ground   in    the  coalfields.    The  funds 
accumulated     already     amounted     to 
£112,000,  the  widows  supported  by  the 
fond  were  720,  the  children  1,400,  and 
the  disabled  class  19,000.    There  would 
always  be  a  difficulty  in  working  com- 
ptdsory  and  voluntary  funds  side  by  side. 
No  doubt  insurance  could  be  carried 
out  Tolontarily ;  but  might  it  not  be  en- 
couraged if  it  were  recognized  in  an  Act 
of  Parliament  ?    The  unfortunate  open- 


ing for  litigation  which  would  be  made 
by  the  Bill  in  reference  to  disputed 
causes  of  accident  would  bring  into  the 
mining  districts  that  greatest  of  pests, 
the  low-bred  attorney,  who  woula  pro- 
mote differences  between  masters  and 
men  which  did  not  now  exist.  In  his 
district,  happily,  trade  disputes  were 
obviated  by  appeal  to  the  Council  of 
Conciliation;  and  he  was  jealous  of 
opening  the  door  in  any  way  to  that 
class  of  attorney  that  would  produce 
conflict  between  capital  and  labour.  The 
door  would  be  closed  against  litigation 
by  encouraging  the  principle  of  in- 
surance ;  and  if  carried  out  properly  it 
would  do  much,  not  only  to  help  masters 
and  men,  but  to  relieve  the  ratepayers 
of  the  country.  As  the  Bill  stood,  it 
would  do  haim  to  the  working  classes 
and  to  the  ratepayers.  While  heartily 
assenting  to  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill,  he  earnestly  supported  the  views 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson),  though 
he  would  not  go  quite  so  far  in  opposi- 
tion ;  but  he  believed  it  was  essential  to 
the  success  of  the  Bill  that  it  should  deal 
with  the  question  of  insurance. 

Mb.  OEEGOBY  said,  he  heard  with 
regret  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  offered  no 
concessions  to  the  appeals  that  had  been 
made.  Practically,  this  Bill  had  not 
been  read  a  second  time,  for  this  was 
another  Bill  substituted  for  that  to  which 
a  second  reading  was  given.  It  was  a 
great  improvement ;  but  practically  it 
was  a  new  Bill.  For  one,  ne  could  not 
consent  to  abrogate  altogether  the  doc- 
trine of  common  employment.  He 
regretted  to  hear  it  said  that  provisions 
remting  to  insurance  were  incompatible 
with  the  princif)le  of  the  BiU,  and  must 
be  made  the  subject  of  private  arrange- 
ment. The  Bill  would  give  the  workman 
the  right  to  compensation,  on  which  he 
would  rely,  and  the  workman  who  had 
been  contributing  would  say  that  a  new 
law  had  come  into  operation  which 
ignored  his  former  contribution  and 
threw  the  liability  on  the  master.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  was  acquainted  with  the  doc- 
trine of  set-off,  and  had  heard  of  paying 
damages  by  anticipation.  Why  not 
apply  these  doctrines  to  insurance,  and 
let  the  employer  set  off  what  was  pro- 
vided by  insurance  ?  Under  the  Factories 
and  Mines  Acts  penalties  were  imposed 
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upon  employers  in  cases  of  injury  to 
workmen,  and  these  penalties  were  re- 
coverable by  the  workmen.  By  the  Bill, 
as  it  stood,  the  workmen  could  recoTcr 
these  penalties  as  well  as  compensation. 
These  were  matters  that  could  be  dealt 
with  only  in  a  Select  Committee ;  and  he 
believed  the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  such 
a  Committee  would  facilitate  its  being 
passed.  They  might  very  well  adopt  the 
principle  that  the  employer  should  be 
responsible  for  the  agents  he  employed ; 
but  they  could  not  make  him  responsible 
for  those  over  whom  he  could  not  exer- 
cise direct  control. 

Mb.  CRAIG :  Sir,  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  more  than  two  or  three 
minutes.  We  have  had  speeches  from 
several  hon.  Gentlemen;  but  with  the 
exception  of  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Durham  (Mr.  Pease),  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  ota£ford  (Mr.  Macdonald),  we 
have  had  none  from  practical  men.  I 
will  confine  my  attention  to  one  practical 
point.  I  am  one  of  those  who  dislike 
this  Bill.  It  is  neither  liked  by  em- 
ployers nor  employed.  Here  we  have  an 
Amendment  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford,  which  declares  that  it  will  not 
be  satisfactory  to  the  employed.  I  do 
not  dislike  this  Bill  on  account  of  the 
compensation  with  which  it  will  saddle 
the  employers.  What  I  dislike  is  that 
it  will  induce  litigation  to  a  g^at  extent, 
and  that  it  will  break  down  all  those 
kindly  relations  which  at  present  exist 
between  employer  and  employed.  I 
should,  as  an  employer,  much  prefer  the 
Bill  brought  in  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford.  I  have  always  declared  myself 
in  favour  of  some  measure  which  wiU 
relieve  those  serious  accidents  to  miners ; 
and  I  believe  that  the  measure  brought 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford, 
although  it  would  to  some  extent  swell 
the  contents  of  the  cup,  would  take 
away  that  poisonous  element  which  will 
destroy  the  good  feeling  between  em- 
ployer and  workman.  I  do  not  know 
any  man  who  endeavours  to  retain  the 
respect  of  his  neighbours  who  will  re- 
main in  the  profession  of  colliery  man- 
agement after  the  passing  of  the  Bill. 
I  think  the  great  defect  is  that  it  is 
applying  indisoiminately  a  general  prin- 
ciple to  all  the  trades  and  industries  of 
the  country.  Now,  Sir,  these  learned 
(Gentlemen  ought  to  have  known  that 
there  are  twodasses  of  trades — ^those  that 
are  dangerous,  and  those  that  are  not 

Mr.  Orttgorg 


dangerous.    When  an  accident  happenst 
in  some  cases  it  is  almost  impoe^bie  to 
discover  what  is  the  cause.    Look  at  the 
Coroners'  inquests  in  reference  to  TniTiiwgr 
accidents,  where  evidence  upon  evideiMM 
is  given,  and  yet  no  satisfactory  resnlt 
is  arrived  at.     How  much  more  diffi- 
cult is   it  to  foresee  and  prevent   an 
accident  ?    I  say  that  there  is  no  accident 
which  happens  but  what  leaves  behind  it 
some  trace  of  human  imperfection ;  de- 
pend upon  it  there  will  be  a  tendency  on 
the  part  of  the  employed  to  bring  actions 
against  the  employers  in  order  to  saddle 
the  manager  with  negligence,  and  to 
obtain  compensation.    There  ought  to  be 
a  distinction  drawn  between  those  em- 
ployments where  the  accident  can  be 
traced,  suchas  buildingand  otheremploy- 
ment  above  ground,  and  those  employ- 
ments below  ground,  where  it  is  almost 
impossible  to  ascertain  the  cause  of  the 
occurrence.    I  prefer  the  Bill  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Stafford,  because  it  is  more 
consistent  than  the  Bill  of  the  Oovem- 
ment.    I  also  prefer  it  because  it  would 
renfove  further  back  the  boundaries  of 
litigation  on  accidents  arising  from  neg- 
lect of  fellow- workmen,  and  will  bemndi 
more  to  the  point,  because,  under  it, 
there  would  not  arise  the  neceseify  of 
distinguishing  between  the  negligence 
of  one  class  of  workmen  and  that  of  an- 
other ;  and,  whatever  may  be  the  issue, 
I  am  sure  it  will  fall  considerably  below 
the  amount  that  would  arise  from  more 
litigation.     If  general  litigation  takes 
place  between  employer  and  employed, 
the  disarranging  effect  upon  every  trade 
will  be  very  serious.    I  think,  therefore^ 
this  Bill  requires  a   great  deal  more 
serious  consideration  uian  it  has  had; 
and  although  these  learned  Gentlemen 
may  give  reliable  opinion  as  regards  the 
law,  whenever  they  venture  on  practioal 
matters  they  are  mere  children.    I  have 
read  all  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  in  1877,  and  it  is  most  lucid 
and  trustworthy.    Lord  Justice  Bram- 
well,  so  long  as  he  confined  himself  to 
the  exposition  of  the  law,  was  clear ;  but, 
so  soon  as  he  gave  an  opinion  as  to  the 
practical  effect  of  the  proposed  legis- 
lation, he  sinks  down  below  the  rank  of 
a  practical  witness.    In  order  to  show 
how  very  necessary  it  is  that  this  qaea- 
tion  should  be  better  considered,  it  is 
desirable  to  refer  to  what  Lord  Justice 
Bramwell  says.  He  has  given  an  opinion. 
He  says  that  cases  of  negligence  bj 
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fellow-workmen  would  be  more  nu- 
merous, and  he  says  that  the  work- 
men would  be  in  a  better  position  than 
the  employers  for  detecting  negligence ; 
and,  therefore,  the  emp&yers  should 
not  be  made  liable  for  injuries  of  that 
sort.  The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  said 
to  him — "  Do  you  know  anything  of 
mines  ?  "  He  said—**  Very  little." 

**  Then  roa  do  not  know  that  the  work  of 
miners  is  defined  by  statute  ?  —  I  cannot  say. 
I  beliere  there  has  been  a  good  deal  of  statutory 
regulation,  and  miners  have  had  their  share 
of  It." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  said  that 
in  mines  where  300  or  500  persons  were 
employed,  they  were  required  to  remain 
in  their  own  particular  working  place, 
but  if  they  leitt  it  they  were  Gaole  to 
imprisonment.    He  asked — 

'*  How  can  it  be  said  that  these  men  have 
control  over  their  feUow-men  ?  —  I  cannot 
•ay  it  is  so.  I  think  you  have  aUeged  it  is  so. — 
No,  I  spoke  generally  of  masters  and  ser* 
▼ants,  not  particularly  of  miners.  It  would  be 
great  presumption  of  me  to  do  so  not  knowing 
about  miners.^' 

This  Bill  is  founded  on  the  recommenda- 
tion of  that  Beport.  It  is  on  all  fours 
with  it.  It  is  a  Bill  which  I  had  in  my 
hands  12  months  affo.  It  is,  in  reality, 
tiie  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings 
(Mr.  Brassey).  We  aU  considered  it, 
and  saw  that  it  was  really  a  dangerous 
Bill.  However  able  the  gentlemen  may 
have  been  who  drew  up  that  Eeport,  I  say 
it  is  not  what  we  should  have  expected 
it  would  be,  but  is  an  interference  with 
many  important  industries,  and  however 
learned  tne  drawers  of  the  Eeport  may 
be,  they  would  pn)bably  feel  puzzled  to 
state  in  detail  the  difference  between  em- 
ployment in  a  coal  mine  and  employment 
in  a  ootton  mill.  We  want  further  know- 
ledge as  to  this  Bill,  and  to  have  further 
discussion;  and,  depend  upon  it,  that 
would  not  take  a  long  time,  but  would 
be  all  the  better  for  the  Government, 
because  the  Bill  would  have  received 
due  attention  before  it  was  passed.  I 
do  not  intend  to  offer  any  opposition  to 
it.  I  think  it  is  very  desirable  to  have 
something  done.  It  has  been  a  long 
time  agitated ;  but  I  do  hope  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  seriously  consider  the  pro- 
priety of  referring  this  Bill  to  a  Select 
Committee  again,  in  order  to  have  the 
matter  fully  and  fairly  discussed,  and 
especially  to  consider  the  suggestions 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 


for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson),  with  a 
view  of  seeing  whether  in  these  dangerous 
employments  at  least  something  in  the 
nature  of  insurance  will  not  be  more 
desirable  than  the  provisions  which  ap- 
pear in  this  Bill  as  it  now  stands.  I  do 
not  think  that  in  this  House,  as  far  as  I 
am  able  to  ascertain,  there  is  any  em- 
ployer who  wishes  to  delay  the  passing 
of  a  measure  this  Session.  Ail  they 
want  is  a  Bill  that  will  not  bring  them 
into  daily  conflict  with  their  workmen. 
I  think  it  is  most  desirable,  especially  in 
regard  to  those  dangerous  employments, 
that  there  should  be  some  other  principle 
than  that  contained  in  the  Bill.  I  shall 
not  detain  the  House  longer  with  any 
observations  of  mine.  I  could  have 
spoken  on  other  points ;  but  as  time  is 
pressing,  and  there  are  probably  others 
who  would  like  to  speak,  I  will  only  say 
further  that  whatever  good  arises  out  of 
this  Bill,  whether  it  arises  in  this  House 
or  **  elsewhere,"  it  will  be  to  the  credit  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford ;  no  one 
else  ever  suggested  anything  relating  to 
a  change  in  t£e  law  either  to  secure  com- 
pensation or  relief  to  workmen  injured 
by  accident  during  his  employment  until 
he  did ;  but  I  do  maintain  that  it  is  an 
error  to  suppose  that  this  Bill  will  miti- 
gate accidents  when  it  is  passed.  I  believe 
it  will  increase  them,  because  it  will  drive 
from  the  profession  of  mining  the  .com- 
petent persons  who  are  now  in  it  as 
managers.  I  can  say  from  personal 
experience  that  I  have  never  known  a 
coDiery  manager  who  is  not  first  of  all 
anxious  for  the  safety  of  his  men.  They 
are  men  of  courage,  men  of  intelligence, 
men  who  are  educated  for  their  profes- 
sion, and  who  would  be  seriously  inter- 
fered with  if  what  is  proposed  in  this 
Bill  were  brought  about.  They  are  often 
said  to  be  careless,  and  it  is  often  said 
that  accidents  miffht  have  been  pre- 
vented by  them ;  but  these  things  are 
generally  said  b^  those  who  have  never 
ad  experience  m  coUiei^  management.  ^ 
There  is  another  groimd  that  will  show' 
conclusively  that  this  will  not  lessen 
accidents.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  say 
that  if  this  Bill  passes  and  gives  com- 
pensation it  will  induce  greater  care  on 
the  part  of  employers  and  managers. 
It  has,  on  the  other  hand,  been  said, 
I  know,  by  many,  that  if  men  had  this 
compensation  for  accidents  it  will  not 
make  them  less  careful.    That  I  endorse. 
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I  do  not  belieye  that  any  man  will  injure 
himself  in  order  to  obtain  compensation ; 
but  surely  if  this  is  the  case  with  regard 
to  the  men,  jou  will  allow  it  with  regard 
to  the  managers.  If  the  reception  of 
compensation  will  not  make  a  man  less 
careful,  upon  what  ground  can  we  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  payment  of  that 
compensation  will  make  managers  more 
careful  ?  The  Government  must,  I  think, 
take  some  other  means  of  dealing  with 
dangerous  employment  than  that  pro- 
posed in  this  Bill.       

Mr.  STAVELET  HILL  moyed  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (JTr.  Staveley  Hill) 

Mb.  DODSON  said,  that  the  altera- 
tions which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill 
were  matters,  not  of  principle,  but  of 
detail.  That  had  been  admitted  over 
and  oyer  again  in  the  course  of  the 
debate,  and  it  was  admitted  also  that  the 
House  were  anxious  that  the  question 
should  be  settled  and  that  the  Bill  should 
pass.  Taking  these  two  facts  together, 
he  appealed  to  the  House,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  to  allow  the  Speaker 
to  leave  the  Chair.  In  Committee  the 
details  of  the  Bill  could  be  fully  con- 
sidered. 

Mb.  WABTON  agreed  with  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson)  that  the 
present  law  was  satisfactory.  He  was 
further  of  opinion  that  in  bringing  on 
the  Bill  the  (iovemment  had  but  yiSded 
to  agitation. 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  thU  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting   at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 


ORDER    OF  THE  DAT. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 


CENTRAL    AFRICA  —  ALLEGED     OUT- 
RAGES   BY    MISSIONARIES, 

MOTION  FOB  Air  ADDBSSS. 

Db.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention to  recent  reports  of  outrages 
committed  by  missionaries  on  native  in* 
habitants  in  AMca  and  elsewhere  ;  and 
to  move — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  i>raying  Her  Majesty  to  take  mea- 
sures  to  prohibit  British  sobjects,  not  comiBxs- 
sioned  b^  Her,  from  assnming  rights  of  cnminal 
jurisdiction  over  the  natives  of  andvilized  oo«m* 
tries,  and  peipetratinff  upon  them  acts  oi  wmr ; 
and  praying  Her  further  to  cause  comnmnica- 
tions  to  be  entered  into  with  the  other  Great 
Powers  with  a  view  to  the  protection  of  mi- 
civilized  tribes  from  acts  of  violence  at  the 
hands  of  persons  not  commissioned  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  which  they  owe  allegiance,** 


Mr,  Craig 


saidi  that  in  bringing  forward 
Amendment  he  was  actuated  by  no  un- 
friendly spirit  towards  missionary  enter- 
prize  ;  his  motive  was,  if  possible,  to  re- 
move from  that  enterprize  and  the  pro- 
ceedings of  travellers  a  blot  whidi 
threatened  to  impede  the  progrees  of 
Christianity  among  savage  tribes,  and 
the  march  of  exploration  and  research. 
He  intended  to  oe  as  brief  as  poesiUe, 
and  to  confine  his  observations  to  acts 
committed  by  missionaries  and  travellers 
which  constituted  crimes  against  the 
laws  of  this  country,  and  which  would 
subject  the  perpetrators  to  penalties  if 
they  were  tried  in  this  country.  What 
made  it  more  necessary  to  draw  attention 
to  the  subject  was  the  fact  that  the  mis- 
sionaries who  had  done  these  things  did 
them  apparently  under  the  impression 
that  they  were  doing  no  harm,  and  were 
acting  in  a  manner  which  was  for  the 
advancement  of  justice  and  the  benefit 
of  missionary  enterprize.  Now  the  law 
upon  the  subject  was  very  simple.  It 
was  laid  down  in  the  24  &  25  VM. 
c.  100,  s.  9,  that  whenever  a  murder  or 
manslaughter  was  committed  in  any 
part  of  the  world,  whether  under  the 
jurisdiction  of  Her  Majesty  or  not, 
upon  a  person  whether  a  subject  of 
Her  Majesty  or  not,  the  person  com- 
mitting that  murder  or  manslaughter, 
or  im^cated  as  accessory  in  it,  might 
be  tned  in  this  counti^  under  pre- 
cbely  the  same  laws  as  if  the  offence 
had  been  committed  in  this  country. 
Beports  had  recently  reached  this  ooun* 
try  of  extraordinary  doings  on  the  part 
of  missionaries  established  at  the  ^lan« 
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tyre  MiBsion,  Central  Africa ;  and  thej 
recently  formed  the  subject  of  a  paper  by 
Mr.  Andrew  Chimside,  a  Fellow  of  the 
Boyal  Geographical  Society.  His  state- 
ments had  caused  considerable  excite- 
ment  in  the  country.  It  was  said  he  had 
been  rather  hard  upon  the  missionaries ; 
but  he  should  found  his  arguments  en- 
tirely upon  the  admissions  of  the  mission- 
aries themselves,  and  upon  such  admis- 
sions he  should  argue  the  necessity  of 
some  such  Resolution  as  he  should  submit 
for  the  judgment  of  the  House.  Mr. 
Chimside's  statements  were  to  the  effect 
that  the  Blantyre  missionaries  had  as- 
sumed a  criminal  jurisdiction  over  the 
people  in  whose  midst  they  resided ;  that 
on  a  certain  occasion  two  persons  being 
suspected  of  murder,  in  Mr.  Chirnside's 
opinion  erroneously,  the  missionaries 
held  upon  them  a  sort  of  trial,  and  they 
were  condemned  to  death ;  one,  however, 
escaping,  and  the  other  being  shot.  He 
need  not  dwell  upon  the  circumstances 
which  characterized  the  execution  ac- 
cording to  Mr.  Chimside.  The  man 
was  shot  upon  by  a  large  firing  party. 
This  volley  did  not  prove  fatal.  Another 
volley  was  fired  which  was  equally  in- 
effectual, upon  which  a  Native  Chief 
standing  by,  out  of  pure  compassion, 
snatched  a  gun  from  the  hands  of  a 
European  and  blew  out  the  brains  of 
the  unfortunate  man.  These  details 
were  denied ;  but  so  long  as  the  fact  of 
the  execution  was  admitted  they  were 
really  beside  the  question.  The  second 
charge  made  by  Mr.  Chimside  was  that 
a  Native  carrier,  suspected  of  having 
stolen  a  chost  of  tea  intrusted  to  his 
care,  was  tied  to  a  tree  and  received  200 
lashes  with  a  very  heavy  whip,  and  that 
in  consequence  of  this  he  died  within  a 
very  few  hours.  Mr.  Chirnside,  in  sup- 
port of  his  allegations,  brought  home 
the  whip  with  which  the  flogpng  was 
accomplished,  and  certainly  it  was  a 
most  formidable  weapon,  far  exceeding 
in  power  and  danger  any  of  the  nu- 
merous "cats'*  wiu  a  sight  of  which 
the  House  had  been  favoured  during  the 
flogging  debates  of  last  Session,  and  that 
instrument  had  been  deposited  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Under  l^eoretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs.  Ofoourse,  hedidnot 
desire  action  to  be  taken  upon  such  ex 
parte  assertions;  but  subsequently  a 
pamphlet  had  been  published  oy  a  Mr. 
Andrew  Biddell  in  defence  of  this  Mis- 
sion, and  a  Beport  had  been  made  by 


the  Committee  of  the  Church  of  Scotlandi 
to  which  the  Blantyre  missionaries  were 
responsible,  in  which  a  number  of  ad- 
missions were  made  on  behfdf  of  the 
missionaries.  Regarding  the  execution, 
that  was  admitted.  According  to  the 
statements  of  the  missionaries,  con- 
tained in  letters  sent  home  to  this  coun- 
try to  the  Mission  Committee  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  the  facts  of  the 
case  were  these : — ^A  woman  was  found 
murdered  on  the  26th  December  1878, 
and  shortly  before  that  event  a  slave  had 
taken  refuge  in  the  Mission.  Two  men, 
one  of  whom  was  her  owner,  were  sup- 
posed to  have  wished  to  have  revenge 
on  some  persons  connected  with  the 
Mission  for  having  afforded  her  eJielter. 
According  to  the  statements  made  in  de- 
fence of  the  missionaries,  it  was  supposed 
they  had  murdered  the  woman,  and  their 
triid  was  decided  upon. 

"  Anxious  deliberation  was  held,  and  autho- 
rities consulted  as  to  the  course  to  be  fol- 
lowed, and  there  was  a  general  concurrence  in 
the  conclusion  expressed  by  Dr.  Lawes,  that 
wilful  murder  must  be  punished  by  death,  and 
that  this  was  in  the  circumstances  unavoidable 
in  accordance  with  Divine  law." 

The  murderers  were  captured  and  tried 
before  a  jury  composed  of  Natives,  and 
presided  over  by  a  White  man  of  the 
Mission,  Dr.  Macklin.  That  gentleman 
appeared  to  have  presided  over  a  sort 
of  jury  composed  of  the  rest  of  the 
staff  and  the  headmen  of  the  Mission. 
**  Then  the  people  clamoured  for  their 
death ; "  but  it  seemed  the  missionaries 
shrank  from  any  responsibility  in  this 
direction.  However,  after  the  men  had 
been  kept  in  the  stocks  for  a  fortnight, 
according  to  Mr.  Biddell  one  of  them 
escaped,  and  it  was  resolved  to  execute 
the  other,  and  he  was  executed.  Then, 
as  to  the  charge  of  floggine,  that  was 
admitted  too.  The  missionanes  admitted 
that  the  man  who  was  flogged  had  died ; 
but  not,  according  to  the  opinion  of  the 
surgeon,  in  consequence  of  the  flogging, 
though  they  statedfthat  in  deference  to  the 
opinions  of  the  Natives  they  abstained 
from  making  apost-mortem  examination. 
After,  however,  the  200  lashes  which 
had  been  administered,  it  was  certainly 
no  wonder  that  the  man  had  died,  and 
the  fact  of  their  having  been  adminis- 
tered went  very  far  to  present  a  solu- 
tion of  the  cause  of  death.  Mr.  Chim- 
side had  told  them  that  these  pro- 
ceedings landed  the  missionayies  xa  a 
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little  war ;  and  that  gentleman  quoted 
extracts  from  a  miBsionarj  jonrnal  con- 
cerning various  skirmishes,  in  one  of 
which  two  men  were  killed,  and  in  an- 
other of  which  more  lives  were  lost — Mr. 
Ohimside  said  nine.  In  other  reports 
it  was  admitted  that  some  skirmishing 
had  occurred,  though  it  was  denied  that 
this  originated  in  their  attempted  juris- 
diction. When  this  matter  was  before 
the  Committee  on  Missions,  that  body 
sent  out  a  letter  pointing  out  that  they 
oould  not  give  their  missionaries  any 
criminal  jurisdiction  over  the  people 
among  whom  they  resided,  ana  that 
such  acts  were  likely  to  involve  them 
in  very  serious  responsibility.  Again, 
the  matter  had  been  debated  before 
the  General  Assembly,  and  some  speakers 
had  denoimced  the  acts  mentioned  as 
unjustifiable,  while  others  had  taken 
a  different  view.  It  was  because  of 
this  that  he  thought  it  necessary  to 
bring  forward  this  Motion  for ;  it  was, 
above  all  things,  necessary,  to  preserve 
our  missionaiy  enterprize  abroad,  that 
missionaries  should  be  made  aware  ex- 
actly how  far  they  could  go,  and  not,  as 
was  said  by  one  gentleman,  allow  them 
to  perform  their  duty  with  a  lash  in  one 
hand  and  a  halter  in  the  other.  The 
only  excuse  urged  for  the  missionaries 
was  that  their  settlement  was  not  merely 
a  Mission,  but  a  Mission  Settlement,  and 
that,  according  to  the  laws  of  the  people 
among  whom  they  resided,  they  nad  a 
sort  of  territorial  jurisdiction;  but  the 
illogical  nature  of  this  plea  was  shown 
by  the  fact  that  while,  on  the  one  hand, 
they  had  assumed  territorial  jurisdiction, 
and  power  of  life  and  death,  on  the  other 
they  had  refused  to  exercise  the  duties 
of  their  territorial  jurisdiction  when  it 
came  to  protecting  poor  savages  from 
the  venfl^eanoe  of  their  barbarous  Chiefs. 
He  need  say  no  more  about  that  matter. 
But  he  now  came  to  a  question  that  was 
far  more  serious,  and  he  referred  to  the 
New  Britain  Mission,  the  missionary 
being  Mr.  Brown.  The  Mission  was 
situated  in  a  group  of  islands  not  far 
from  Sydney,  and  the  Natives  frt)m  a 
neighbouring  island  set  upon  four  Native 
missionaries,  killed,  and  ate  them.  That 
was  followed  by  certain  hostile  demon- 
strations against  the  missionaries  gene- 
rally. A  Chief  had  taken  forcible  pos- 
session of  a  missionary's  wife,  and  the 
Chief  who  was  supposed  to  have  insti- 
gated the  murder  threatened  to  eat  Mr. 
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Brown,  one  of  the  leading  miswionaries, 
and  Mr.  Brown  stated  that  several  in* 
timations  to  that  effect  had  reached  him* 
Mr.  Brown,  who  was  in  one  of  the  oth^ 
islands,  proceeded  to  New  Britain,  and 
found  that  some  of  the  missionariee  in 
the  settlement  were  very  anxious  to 
avenge  themselves,  and  they  were  pre* 
paring  to  g^  on  an  expedition  for  the 
punishment  of  the  cannibals.  He,  how- 
ever, thought  that  would  not  be  desir- 
able, and  asked  them  to  take  his  advice, 
and  act  according  to  his  instructions. 
He  was  told  that  the  reputed  murderers 
had  come  to  the  Mission  Station  for  the 
purpose  of  murdering  those  who  were 
there,  and  he  said — ''The  story  we  knew 
to  be  true,  as  some  of  the  teachers  saw 
them  outside  the  place.''  He  found.that 
the  [teachers  were  planning  an  expe- 
dition that  night ;  but  he  felt  it  would 
fail,  and  be  attended  with  loss  of  life. 
So  he  begged  them  to  trust  the  matter 
to  him,  and  they  did  so.  He  held  a 
coimcil  of  war,  gathered  together  aa 
many  Europeans  as  he  could,  and  looked 
among  the  Natives  for  allies.  One  Chief, 
who  was  suspected  of  having  murdered 
a  Mr.  Jackson,  and  eaten  him,  was 
sought  as  an  ally  by  Mr.  Brown.  He 
spoke  of  the  missionaries  who  ^were 
murdered  as  being  under  his  protection, 
and  Mr.  Brown  sought  his  aid  in  avenfi^- 
ing  the  missionaries.  Mr.  Brown  told 
him  that  he  oould  not  allow  any  canni- 
balism, as  it  was  not  our  custom  to  eat 
men,  and  he  stated  that  the  Chief  looked 
at  him  in  a  way  that  indicated  surprise 
at  their  conduct  and  pity  for  their  zoUy. 
He  professed  himself,  however,  willing 
to  help  Mr.  Brown ;  but,  owing  to  the  re- 
striction put  on  their  warfare,  they  found 
the  Chief  was  not  much  to  be  trusted. 
An  expedition  was,  however,  started,  and 
hostihties  ensued .  In  the  first  encounter 
which  took  place  two  men  were  killed, 
and  Mr.  Brown  said  that  he  subseauently 
found  that  these  men  belongea  to  a 
friendly  tribe,  and  paid  for  them  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Chief.  After  killing 
some  20  or  30  persons,  some  seemed  to 
think  they  had  had  enough  of  revenge  ; 
but  that  was  not  the  opinion  of  others. 
Subsequently,  the  Chief,  who  had  held 
back,  was  induced  to  commence  hostili- 
ties; and  the  expedition,  which  com- 
menced on  the  16th  of  April,  went  on 
to  May.  According  to  Mr.  Brown's 
statement,  many  lives  were  lost,  "  pro- 
bably between  50  and  80 ; "  but  he  went 
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on  to  say  that  the  present  and  fntore 
good  of  thousands  would  far  outbalance 
that.  What  he  (Dr.  Oameron)  wished 
to  call  attention  to  was  that  in  this  ex- 
pedition there  was  a  number  of  men 
armed  with  rifles  fighting  against  savages 
who  had  no  weapons  but  slings ;  and  a 
painful  circumstance  in  the  case  was 
that  sereral  women  were  killed;  al- 
though, said  Mr.  Brown,  the  Natives 
did  not  care  about  that,  for  thej  de- 
clared that  the  women  were  worse,  both 
as  cannibals  and  in  exciting  hostilities, 
than  the  men.  What  were  Mr.  Brown's 
reasons  for  taking  the  punishment  of 
these  cannibals  into  his  own  hands? 
The  Pacific  Islands  were  under  the  juris- 
diction of  Commissioners,  and  men-of- 
war  were  not  unfrequently  in  those  seas. 
Why  did  not  Mr.  Brown  report  the  case 
to  Sydney,  and  wait  for  the  arrival  of  some 
man-of-war,  in  order  that  the  punishment 
might  be  inflicted  by  proper  authority  ? 
Mr.  Brown  said  that  he  did  not  think  that 
desirable,  because  he  did  not  think  the 
captain  would  interfere  unless  he  had 
strict  authority  to  that  effect ;  and,  se- 
condly, he  said  that  when  men-of-war 
came  upon  the  scene  the  most  they  would 
do  would  be  to  bombard  the  town. 
This  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Abo- 
rigines Protection  Society.  They  ap- 
pealed to  the  Colonial  Minister,  and  a 
tribunal  consisting  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon 
and  the  Chief  Justice  of  Fiji  was  directed 
to  investigate  the  case.  It  appeared 
that  the  Admiralty  had  instructoa  Cap- 
tain Purvis  to  proceed  to  New  Britain 
to  make  inquiries ;  and  he  had  drawn 
up  a  Report  which  reached  ^i  when  Sir 
Arthur  Gbrdon  was  there.  The  Beport 
exonerated  Mr.  Brown  from  blame,  and 
declared  that  his  responsibility  was 
shared  by  the  European  residents.  Ac- 
cording, however,  to  his  (Dr.  Cameron's) 
reading  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  all  the 
persons  connected  with  this  transaction 
were  guilty  of  murder  or  manslaughter. 
The  trial  of  Mr.  Brown  was  eventually 
fixed ;  but  the  day  before  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  called  Mr.  Brown  to  him  and 
said  he  had  read  the  statements  pre- 
pared, and  that  the  evidence  would  not 
nave  led  lum  to  institute  or  recommend 
a  criminal  prosecution.  Sir  Arthur 
Gordon  added — 

'*  I  cannot  but  hopo  the  eridence  to  be  ad- 
duced to-morrow  may  free  yoo  from  all  impota- 
tioni  of  oriminalitr,  and  enable  me  to  continue 
the  iBT«itigaUo&  that  hM  been  intennpied.'* 


He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
would  be  able  to  give  some  explanation 
of  the  circumstances  which  induced  one 
Judge  to  express  an  opinion  like  that 
without  consulting  his  Colleagues.  The 
result  was  that  the  Attorney  G^eneral  of 
Fiji  refused  to  prosecute,  and  Mr.  Brown 
was  not  tried  at  all.  That,  he  thought, 
demanded  the  most  careful  and  dispas- 
sionate judicial  inquiry.  Then,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  The  Chruttan  World 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
Biohard),  some  two  years  ago,  that  Gen- 
tleman remarked  that  the  The  Christian 
World  had  done  itself  honour  by  protest- 
ing against  the  conduct  of  a  missionary 
in  New  Guinea  who  shot  the  Natives 
because  they  would  not  receive  the  Gos- 
pel at  his  hands.  There  must  have  been 
some  foundation  for  that,  but  he  left  his 
hon.  Friend  to  give  details;  therefore, 
there  were  three  cases  in  which  mission- 
aries had  taken  upon  themselves  the  right 
of  putting  persons  to  death  and  com- 
mencing a  war.  Now  he  came  to  the 
second  part  of  his  Besolution,  which 
related  to  similar  acts,  but  not  committed 
by  British  subjects.  Mr.  Stanley  waged 
something  like  a  war  with  some  Nafive 
tribes  in  Africa.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
taking  of  life  in  self-defence ;  but  all  the 
instances  he  had  introduced  had  been 
instances  in  which  life  had  been  taken, 
not  in  self-defence,  but  in  exercise  of 
fiMwt-judicial  or  j^ua«i-sovereign  func- 
tions, against  the  assumption  of  which  he 
altogether  protested.  Mr.  Stanley's  de- 
scription of  the  affair  was  that  he  was 
threatened  by  a  tribe,  and  was  compelled 
to  kill  some  in  self-defence.  In  fact, 
there  were  14  of  the  Natives  killed  and 
wounded.  He  had  no  wish  to  challenge 
that;  but  what  he  did  challenge  was 
what  occurred  subsequently.  Mr.  Stanley 
managed  to  get  clear  away  from  the 
Natives ;  but  he  considered  it  necessary 
to  go  back  and  wage  war  upon  them,  so 
that  it  was  no  longer  a  question  of  self- 
defence.  In  the  second  encounter  42 
were  killed  and  over  100  were  wounded, 
whilst  only  two  of  Mr.  Stanley's  men 
suffered  irom  contusions  from  stones 
slung  at  them.  Mr.  Stanley  had  no 
right  to  do  that,  and  if  it  were  allowed 
they  would  be  having  other  travellers 
waging  war  upon  Native  tribes.  Lord 
Derby  had  been  written  to  on  the  sub- 
ject at  the  time,  but  had  expressed  him- 
self unable  to  interfere,  as  lir.  Stanley 
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was  not  a  British  subject.  Therefore 
the  necessity  for  the  second  portion  of 
hisBesolution.  In  conclusion,  he  thanked 
the  House  for  its  patient  hearing^,  and 
begged  to  move  the  Resolution  of  which 
he  had  giyen  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Qneetion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
'*an  homble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Itlajestyt  praying  Her  Majesty  to  take  measuzes 
to  prohibit  British  subjects,  not  commissioned 
by  Her,  from  assuming  rights  of  criminal  juris- 
diction orer  the  natives  of  uncivilised  countries, 
and  perpetrating  upon  them  acts  of  war ;  and 
praying  Her  further  to  cause  communications  to 
be  entered  into  with  the  other  Great  Powers 
witii  a  view  to  the  protection  of  uncivilised 
tribes  from  acts  of  violence  at  the  hands 
of  persons  not  commissioned  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  which  they  owe  allegiance," — {Dr. 
Camnvn,) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  did  not  rise 
to  ofiPer  any  opposition  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Olasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  for  he 
entirely  concurred  in  the  Amendment 
that  had  been  proposed.  The  Besolution, 
howeyer,  was  founded  upon  reports  of 
outrages ;  and  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
remarks  in  reference  to  one  of  the  Mis- 
sions mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  ask  the  House  not  to  form  a 
judgment  in  regard  to  the  charges  of 
cruelty  and  injustice  that  had  been 
brought  against  the  missionaries  until 
those  charges  had  been  thoroughly  in- 
quired into.  On  an  early  day  this 
Session,  in  reply  to  a  Question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  mentioned 
that  the  attention  of  his  Department  had 
been  called  to  the  report  of  cruelties  and 
outrages  in  connection  with  the  Blantyre 
Mission,  and  that  an  inquiry  had  been 
instituted  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Mozambique.  That  inquiry  was  now 
going  OD,  and  he  had  further  to  say 
that  the  Church  which  sent  out  the  Mis- 
sion— the  Church  of  Scotland — had 
instituted  an  investigation  on  her  own 
behalf,  in  order  that  the  truth  of  the 
matter  might  be  ascertained.  The 
Church  of  Scotland  was  sending  out  a 
special  Commissioner  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  circumstances  of  the  llission,  and 
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the  chai^^  that  had  been  made  against 
the  missionaries.  The  Conmiissioner,  he 
might  mention,  was  the  Bey.  Dr.  "Rankin, 
of  Muthill,  a  highly  esteemed  paziak 
minister,  a  man  of  ability  and  good  sense, 
who  enjoyed  the  full  confidence  of  his 
Church.  He  was  accompanied  by  a  lay- 
man, who  wentout  at  his  own  charges,  who 
also  had  the  confidence  of  his  Church, 
and  who  had  instructions  to  take  np  the 
Commission  in  the  event  of  Dr.  Rankin 
by  any  accident  being  prevented  from 
finishing  the  work.  These  gentlemen 
would  act  in  conjunction  with  Consul 
O'Neill,  so  that  the  House  and  the  coun- 
try had  every  assurance  that  there  would 
beathoroughand  impartial  inquiry.  The 
Motion,  however,,  as  his  hon.  Friend  was 
careful  to  say,  proceeded  not  upon  the 
charges  of  Mr.  Chimside,  as  if  these 
were  established,  but  upon  admissions 
made  by  the  Churdi  itoelf,  or  by  its 
missionaries.  Now,  he  granted  that, 
without  reference  to  charges  of  cruelty 
and  injustice,  there  was  enough  to  justify 
some  such  Motion  as  this.  There  was 
enough  to  justify  some  prohibition  of 
private  subjects  of  the  Queen,  whether 
missionaries  or  not,  from  assuming 
criminal  jurisdiction  in  uncivilized  coun- 
tries. But,  while  the  facts  which  were 
admitted  justified  this  Amendment,  he 
held  that  they  were  by  no  means  so 
compromising  as  would  be  supposed  from 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  in  which 
he  thought  the  charges  in  Mr.  Chim- 
side's  pamphlet  had,  to  some  extent,  been 
assumed  to  be  true.  He  was  unwilling 
to  enter  into  particulars ;  but,  as  the 
House  had  heard  of  the  execution  which 
took  place  at  Blantyre  in  the  spring  of 
last  year  as  an  act  of  very  questionable 
justice,  even  if  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  it  had  a  riffht  to  exercise  juris- 
diction, it  was  only  right  to  say  that 
there  was  another  view  to  be  taken  of 
it,  and  until  they  had  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  now  in  progress  before  them,  it 
would  be  hardly  fair  of  them  to  take  the 
worst  view  of  the  matter.  According 
to  the  accounts  received  by  the  Com- 
mittee at  home,  the  missionaries  were 
thoroughly  satisfied  as  to  the  sufficiency 
of  the  evidence  against  the  two  men,  one 
of  whom  was  executed.  As  to  the  exe- 
cution itself,  the  Committee  had  the 
assurance  of  the  missionaries  that  there 
was  no  cruelty  in  the  mode  of  execution. 
Then,  as  to  the  flogging,  the  Committee 
were  now  making  inquiry.    Dr.  ^^irii-n 
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He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
wonld  be  able  to  giye  some  explanation 
of  the  oircomstances  which  induced  one 
Jadge  to  express  an  opinion  like  that 
without  consulting  his  Colleagues.  The 
result  was  that  the  Attorney  Oeneral  of 
Fiji  revised  to  prosecute,  and  Mr.  Brown 
was  not  tried  at  all.  That,  he  thought, 
demanded  the  most  carefiil  and  dispas- 
sionate judicial  inquiiy.  Then,  in  a 
letter  addressed  to  The  Christian  World 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Merthyr  (Mr. 
iQchard),  some  two  years  ago,  that  Gen- 
tleman remarked  that  the  The  Christian 
World  had  done  itself  honour  by  protest- 
ing against  the  conduct  of  a  missionary 
in  New  Guinea  who  shot  the  Natives 
because  they  would  not  receive  the  Gos- 
pel at  his  hands.  There  must  have  been 
some  foundation  for  that,  but  he  left  his 
hon.  Friend  to  give  details ;  therefore, 
there  were  three  cases  in  which  mission- 
arieshad taken  upon  themselves  the  right 
of  putting  persons  to  death  and  com- 
mencing a  war.  Now  he  came  to  the 
second  part  of  his  Besolution,  which 
related  to  similar  acts,  but  not  committed 
by  British  subjects.  Mr.  Stanley  waged 
something  like  a  war  with  some  Nanve 
tribes  in  Africa.  He  did  not  object  to  the 
taking  o{  life  in  self-defence ;  but  all  the 
instances  he  had  introduced  had  been 
instances  in  which  life  had  been  taken, 
not  in  self-defence,  but  in  exercise  of 
fiMwt-judicial  or  j^tiati-sovereign  func- 
tions, against  the  assumption  of  which  he 
altogether  protested.  Mr.  Stanley's  de- 
scription of  the  affair  was  that  he  was 
threatened  by  a  tribe,  and  was  compelled 
to  kill  some  in  self-defence.  In  fact, 
there  were  14  of  the  Natives  killed  and 
wounded.  He  had  no  wish  to  challenge 
that;  but  what  he  did  challenge  was 
what  occurred  subsequently.  Mr.  Stanley 
managed  to  get  clear  away  from  the 
Natives ;  but  he  considered  it  necessary 
to  go  back  and  wage  war  upon  them,  so 
that  it  was  no  longer  a  question  of  self- 
defence.  In  the  second  encounter  42 
were  killed  and  over  100  were  wounded, 
whilst  only  two  of  Mr.  Stanley's  men 
suffered  irom  contusions  from  stones 
slung  at  them.  Mr.  Stanley  had  no 
right  to  do  that,  and  if  it  were  allowed 
they  would  be  having  other  travellers 
waging  war  upon  Native  tribes.  Lord 
Derby  had  been  written  to  on  the  sub- 
ject at  the  time,  but  had  expressed  him- 
self unable  to  interfere,  as  lir.  Stanley 


on  to  say  that  the  present  and  future 
g^ood  of  thousands  would  far  outbalance 
tliat.     What  he  (Dr.  Cameron)  wished 
to  call  attention  to  was  that  in  this  ex- 
pedition there  was  a  number  of  men 
armed  with  rifles  fighting  against  savages 
who  had  no  weapons  but  slings ;  and  a 
painful  circumstance  in  the  case  was 
that  several  women  were    kiUed;    al- 
though, said  Mr.  Brown,  the  Natives 
did  not  care  about  that,  for  they  de- 
clared that  the  women  were  worse,  both 
as  cannibals  and  in  excitinff  hostilities, 
than  the  men.    What  were  Mr.  Brown's 
reasons  for  taking  the  punishment  of 
these  cannibals  into  his  own  hands? 
The  Pacific  Islands  were  under  the  juris- 
diction of  Commissioners,  and  men-of- 
war  were  not  unfrequently  in  those  seas. 
Why  did  not  Mr.  Brown  report  the  case 
to  Sydney,  and  wait  for  the  arrival  of  some 
man-of-war,  in  order  that  the  punishment 
might  be  inflicted  by  proper  authority  ? 
Mr.  Brown  said  that  he  did  not  think  that 
desirable,  because  he  did  not  think  the 
captain  would  interfere  unless  he  had 
strict  authority  to  that  effect ;  and,  se- 
condly, he  said  that  when  men-of-war 
came  upon  the  scene  the  most  they  would 
do  would  be   to  bombard  the    town. 
This  matter  was  taken  up  by  the  Abo- 
rigines Protection  Society.      They  ap- 
pealed to  the  Colonial  Minister,  and  a 
tribunal  consisting  of  Sir  Arthur  Gordon 
and  the  Chief  Justice  of  Fiji  was  directed 
to  investigate    the  case.    It  appeared 
that  the  Admiralty  had  instruct^  Cap- 
tain Purvis  to  proceed  to  New  Britain 
to  make  inquines ;   and  he  had  drawn 
up  a  Report  which  reached  ^i  when  Sir 
Arthur  Gordon  was  there.    The  Beport 
exonerated  Mr.  Brown  from  blame,  and 
declared    that    his    res]>on8ibility  was 
shared  bv  the  European  residents.    Ac- 
cording, however,  to  his  (Dr.  Cameron's) 
reading  of  the  Act  of  Parliament,  all  the 
persons  connected  with  this  transaction 
were  guilty  of  murder  or  manslaughter. 
The  trial  of  Mr.  Brown  was  eventually 
fixed;  but  the  day  before  Sir  Arthur 
Oordon  called  Mr.  Brown  to  him  and 
said  he  had  read  the  statements  pre- 
pared, and  that  the  evidence  would  not 
have  led  him  to  institute  or  recommend 
a  criminal   prosecution.      Sir    Arthur 
Oordon  added — 

"  I  cannot  but  hope  the  evidence  to  be  ad- 
duced to-morrow  may  free  you  from  all  imputa- 
tions of  criminalitr,  and  enable  me  to  continue 
tht  tnTsrtigmtion  that  hat  been  •-* '-"  " 
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was  not  a  British  subject.  Therefore 
the  necessity  for  the  second  portion  of 
hisBesolution.  In  condusion,  he  thanked 
the  House  for  its  patient  hearing,  and 
begged  to  move  the  Kesolution  of  which 
he  had  giyen  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  '*  to  the 
end  of  the  Qoestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Hajesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  take  measures 
to  prohibit  Joritish  subjects,  not  commissioned 
by  Her,  from  assuming  rights  of  criminal  juris- 
diction over  the  natives  of  uncivilised  countries, 
and  perpetrating  upon  them  acts  of  war ;  and 
praying  Her  further  to  cause  communications  to 
be  entered  into  with  the  other  Great  Powers 
with  a  view  to  the  protection  of  uncivilised 
tribes  from  acts  of  violence  at  the  hands 
of  persons  not  commissioned  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  to  which  they  owe  allegiance," — {Dr, 
Cam$ronf) 

— ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 

Mr.  J.  A.  CAMPBELL  did  not  rise 
to  offer  any  opposition  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron),  for  he 
entirely  concurred  in  the  Amendment 
that  had  been  proposed.  The  Besolution, 
howeyer,  was  founded  upon  reports  of 
outrages ;  and  he  wished  to  make  a  few 
remaps  in  reference  to  one  of  the  Mis- 
sions mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  ask  the  House  not  to  form  a 
judgment  in  rej^ard  to  the  charges  of 
cruelty  and  injustice  that  had  been 
brought  against  the  missionaries  tmtil 
those  charges  had  been  thoroughly  in- 
quired into.  On  an  early  day  this 
Session,  in  reply  to  a  Question  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  mentioned 
that  the  attention  of  his  Department  had 
been  called  to  the  report  of  cruelties  and 
outrages  in  connection  with  the  Blantyxe 
Mission,  and  that  an  inquiry  had  been 
instituted  by  Her  Majesty's  Consul  at 
Mozambique.  That  inquiry  was  now 
going  on,  and  he  had  further  to  say 
fiiat  the  Church  which  sent  out  the  Mis- 
sion—  the  Church  of  Scotland— had 
instituted  an  investigation  on  her  own 
behalf,  in  order  that  the  truth  of  tiie 
matter  might  be  ascertained.  The 
Church  of  Scotland  was  sending  out  a 
special  Commissioner  to  inquire  mto  the 
whole  ciroumstanoes  of  theMiasioSi  and 

Dr.  CwMTon 


the  charges  that  had  been  made  againat 
the  missionaries.    The  Commissianer,  be 
might  mixtion,  was  the  Ber.  Dr.  Kanlrin, 
of  Muthill,  a  highly  esteemed  pariolL 
minister,  a  man  of  abQity  and  good  sense, 
who  enjoyed  the  full  confidence  of  Iub 
Church.    He  was  accompanied  by  a  lay- 
man, who  went  out  at  his  own  Qhwtm^imho 
also  had  the  confidence  of  his  Churoli, 
and  who  had  instructions  to  take  np  the 
Commission  in  the  event  of  Dr.  Kanlrin 
by  any  accident  being  prevented  from 
finishing  the  work.     These  gentlemen 
would  act  in  conjunction  with  Coneul 
O'Neill,  so  that  the  House  and  the  ooiiii« 
try  had  every  assurance  that  there  would 
be  a  thorough  and  impartial  inquiry.  The 
Motion,  however,,  as  nis  hon.  Friend  was 
careful  to  say,  proceeded  not  upon  the 
charges  of  Mr.  Chimside,  as  if  these 
were  established,  but  upon  admimriona 
made  by  the  Church  itself,   or  by  its 
missionaries.      Now,  he  granted  that, 
without  reference  to  charges  of  cmelty 
and  injustice,  there  was  enough  to  justify 
some  such  Motion  as  this.     There  was 
enough  to  justify  some  prohibition  of 
private  subjects  of  the  Queen,  whether 
missionaries    or   not,    from    assuming 
criminal  jurisdiction  in  uncivilized  coun- 
tries.   But,  while  the  facts  which  were 
admitted  justified  this  Amendment,  he 
held  that  they  were  by  no  means  so 
compromising  as  would  be  supposed  itam 
the  speech  of  his  hon.  Friend,  in  which 
he  thought  the  charges  in  Mr.  Chim- 
side's  pamphlet  had,  to  some  extent,  been 
assimied  to  be  true.    He  was  unwilling 
to  enter  into  particulars ;   but,  as  the 
House  had  heard  of  the  execution  which 
took  place  at  Blantyre  in  the  spring  of 
last  year  as  an  act  of  very  questionable 
justice,  even  if  those  who  were  respon- 
sible for  it  had  a  riffht  to  exeroiBe  juris- 
diction, it  was  only  right  to  say  that 
there  was  another  view  to  be  taken  of 
it,  and  until  they  had  the  result  of  the 
inquiry  now  in  progress  before  them,  it 
would  be  hardly  fair  of  them  to  take  the 
worst  view  of  the  matter.     According 
to  the  accounts  received  by  the  Com- 
mittee at  home,  the  missionaries  were 
thoroughly  satisfied  as  to  the  sufficiency 
of  the  evidence  against  the  two  men,  one 
of  whom  was  executed.    As  to  the  exe- 
cution itself,    the  Committee    had  the 
assurance  of  the  missionaries  that  there 
was  no  cruelty  in  the  mode  of  execution. 
Then,  as  to  the  flogging,  the  Committee 
were  now  making  inquiry.    Dr,  Maddin 
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the  cognizance  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  New  Britain  case  did  not.  It  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
"was  under  the  Colonial  Office.  With 
regard  to  the  Blantyre  case,  that  seemed 
a  bad  case,  so  far  as  the  circumstances 
were  known;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  go  into  this  matter  at 
length,  because  it  was  one  which,  as 
tlie  hon.  Member  for  the  TTniversities  of 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  had  shown  to  the  House, 
was  actually  under  investigation  at  the 
present  time.  The  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  very  temperate  observations  which 
he  had  made  on  the  matter,  also  ad- 
mitted that  the  investigation  was  being 
conducted^by  those  who  were  not  strongly 
hostile  to  the  missionaries.  There  was 
one  point  on  whicl^some  of  the  defenders 
of  the  action  of  the  missionaries  differed 
from,  others,  and  that  was  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  jurisdiction.  He  had  heard  a 
defence  of  the  Blantyre  Mission  to  the 
effect  that  the  missionaries  did  not  claim 
jurisdiction,  that  they  had  placed  a 
ITative  Chief  on  the  juries,  and  that  they 
sheltered  themselves  by  the  Chiefs  juris- 
diction. There  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Foreign  Office  to  be  a  party 
to  any  exercise  of  jurisdiction  by  Euro- 
peans in  this  indirect  manner.  But  at 
first  sight  he  was  bound  to  say  there  did 
appear  to  be  a  case  deserving  in  the 
highest  degree  of  careful  investigation, 
and  the  only  reason  why  he  declined  to 
enter  into  details  and  deal  with  it  was 
that  the  acts  which  had  been  com- 
mitted were  the  subject  of  investigation 
at  the  present  time.  The  foreign  Mis- 
sion, as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versities of  Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  had 
told  them,  had  sent  out  some  gentlemen 
to  inquire  into  the  affair,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Consul  at  Mozambique  had  been 
instructed  not  only  to  assist  them,  but  to 
proceed  to  the  spot  and  join  in  the  in- 
vestigation. It  would  be  an  impartial 
investigation,  and  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
would  endeavour  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
With  regard  to  the  New  Britain  case,  he 
believed  some  sort  of  approval  was 
given  to  the  conduct  of  the  mission- 
aries by  the, late  Board  of  Admiralty; 
BO  he  supposed  something  was  to  be 
said  for  them.  It  did  not  come  within 
the  Department  with  which  he  was 
connected,  and  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  give  the  House  any  informa- 
tion on  mat  subject.    The  third  case 


had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  mis- 
sionaries; although  he  could  not  help 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  case 
might  on  some  future  occasion  usefully 
form  the  subject  of  a  debate  in  the 
House.  He  did  not,  however,  think  the 
case  should  be  debated  now,  because  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Stanley  in  that  House 
would  not  have  been  really  informed  by 
the  terms  of  the  Notice  of  his  hon.  Friend 
that  it  was  intended  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House  that  evening.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  TTniversities  of 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  stated  that,  on 
the  whole,  he  concurred  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Glasgow  (Dr.  Cameron).  He  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  could  not  concur  in  the  actual 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  though  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  gave 
his  entire  support  to  the  doctrines  which 
had  been  enunciated,  that  being  not  only 
his  own  view  individually,  but  the  view 
of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Foreign  Office.  It 
had  been  the  desire  of  the  Foreign  Office 
not  only  to  discourage,  but,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  actually  prevent,  the  exer- 
cise of  jurisdiction  by  British  subjects 
over  whom  they  had  no  control.  The 
exercise  of  such  a  jurisdiction  was  not 
only  calculated  to  lead  to  acts  of  which 
they  disapproved,  but  to  involve  the 
country  in  serious  complications;  and 
such  a  thing  must  be  discouraged,  and, 
as  far  as  possible,  prevented  by  all  who 
had  to  do  with  the  direction  of  Colonial 
affairs.  If  the  Besolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend  merely  expressed  the  disapprqba- 
tion — he  might  say  the  extreme  disap- 
probation— ^with  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  viewed  the  exercise  of 
irregular  jurisdiction  by  British  subjects 
in  uncivilized  parts  of  the  world,  he 
should  give  his  cordial  assent  to  the 
Eesolution.  But  the  Besolution  did 
more  than  that.  In  the  second  part  of 
the  Besolution,  by  which  his  hon.  Friend 
expressed  his  wish  that  there  should  be 
a  communication  with  other  Great  Powers 
with  the  view  of  protecting  uncivilized 
tribes;  but  his  hon.  Friend  had  not 
brought  forward  a  sufficient  number  of 
cases,  or  sufficiently  strone  cases,  in 
which  foreign  Powers  would  be  likely 
to  interfere.  Except  Mr.  Stanley,  he 
knew  of  no  foreigner  who  had  been 
mentioned  in  this  matter;  and  Mr. 
Stanley  was  not  a  subject  of  any  of  what 
were  usually  called  tne  Great  Powers, 
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Member  had,  howeyer,  made  a  mistake 
in  his  statement  of  the  law,  inasmuch 
as  he  appeared  to  assume  tiiat  ahnost 
the  only  Act  bearing  on  the  question 
was  24  &  25  Ftet.  In  truth,  there  were 
several  other  statutes,  and  we  already 
possessed  considerable— ^he  might  say 
ample — powers  for  dealing  with  British 
subj  ects  out  of  the  j  urisdiction  of  civilized 
Powers.  Besides  this  Act  of  24  &  25 
Fiet.f  under  which  we  could  try  any  sub- 
ject for  murder  and  manslaughter  when 
the  offender  could  be  brought  to  trial  in 
the  United  Kingdom,  there  were  also 
Acts  tmder  which  they  could  try  an 
offender  even  if  he  had  not  been  brought 
to  trial  in  the  United  Kingdom.  Even 
if  he  was  caught  in  foreign  parts,  there 
was  power  of  trial  by  commission  to 
Oolomal  Court's  under  an  Act  of  George 
m. ;  but  the  Act  to  which  he  would 
specially  direct  attention  was  the  Act  of 
1878.  Under  the  operation  of  the  Juris- 
diction Act  of  1878  there  was  power  to 
issue  an  Order  in  Council  for  the  legal 
exercise  of  British  jurisdiction  over 
British  subjects.  This  was  a  very  unusual 
power,  and  it  was  one  which  up  to  the 

5 resent  time  had  not  been  exercised, 
'he  Act  had  only  just  come  into  force ; 
but  it  was  an  Act  which  could  be  put 
into  force,  and  might  be  exercised. 
Under  that  Act  they  could  claim  juris- 
diction even  over  British  subjects  in 
parte  of  Central  Africa  which  were  not 
subject  to  any  regular  Oovemment. 
Now,  what  were,  the  special  powers  as 
regards  Africa  which  affected  the  cir- 
cumstances in  this  case  ?  It  was  a  fact 
not  generally  known  that  for  criminal 
purposes  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cape 
Uolony  extended  northwards  vastly  be- 
yond the  boundaries  of  the  Colony  itself 
up  to  25  degrees  of  south  latitude.  But 
the  Blantyre  station  was  considerably 
to  the  north  of  that  limit.  But  the  Act 
of  1878  said  that  Her  Majesty  should 
have  power  and  jurisdiction  over  her 
subjects  who  might  for  the  time  being 
be  residing  in,  or  resorting  to,  countries 
or  places  out  of  her  Dominions.  That 
power  might  almost  be  described  as 
enormous;  and  the  real  question  for 
them  to  consider  was,  not  whether  they 
possessed  sufficient  powers,  but  whether 
in  a  particular  case  they  would  run  the 
risk  of  putting  them  in  force.  And  when 
he  spoke  of  legally  raising  and  putting 
these  powers  in  force,  of  course  the 
House  would  understand  exactly  what 

Sir  Charhi  JT.  JMh 


he  meant.    Se  had  been  asked  the  otka 
day  by  an  lion.  Member  whether  it  Yts 
the  intention  of  the  Gk>Temment  to  Ap- 
point a  Consul  Oeneral  in  the  hetftof 
Africa  for    the    purpose  of    exerdnag 
jurisdiction,  and  he  replied  that  there 
was  a  very  great  danger  in  maki^  ap- 
pointments of  that  kind.     If  a  Matifi 
Chief  should  carry  off  a  British  Coiual, 
who  could  hardly  be  environed  with  a 
sufficient  guard  in  the  heart  of  Africa 
to  resist  the  capture    by  a  Chief  who 
happened  to    be     very   powerfixl,  thej 
would  be  probably  committed  to  a  mili- 
tary expedition,    which    would  invohr» 
great  cost  and  great  danger  to  the  troops, 
in  order  to  release  our  repreeentatiTe. 
Therefore,  they  must    be   very  care/bl 
how  they  attempted    to    acquire  jwnB- 
diction  in  places  where  they  could  haw 
no  sufficient  force.    In  the  Pacific,  when 
this  country  possessed,  by  naval  meaiiB, 
far  greater  power  than  it  could  hMrea 
the  heart  of  Africa,  very  la^  special 
powers  had  been  given  to  the  High  Com- 
missioner, Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  who  rai 
Governor  of  Fiji,  and  in  many  cases  the 
High  Commissioner   had   been  Me  to 
exercise  great  influence  in  the  directioa 
which  the  hon.   Member  for  Glaagov 
would    desire.      The    hon.   Member* 
Amendment  began  with  a  preamble  re- 
ferring to  the  reports  of  recent  outra^ 
alleged  to  have  been  committed  by  om*- 
sionaries ;  but  out  of  the  three  instance* 
which  his  hon.  Friend  had  laid  before 
the  House,  one  did  not  concern  the  iiu»- 
sionaries    at  all.      From    reading  ^ 
Notice  of  his  Amendment,  hehadthougW 
his  hon.  Friend  was  going  to  deal  almow 
exclusively  with  the  case  of  the  Blsnt/re 
Mission.    But  his  hon.  Friend  had  gonj 
on  to  speak  of  the  New  Britain  case,  and 
also  of  the  case  of  Mr.  Stanley,  as  to 
which  there  was  no  allusion  whatever 
in  the  Motion.    The  Stanley  case  irfl« 
one  in  which  missionaries  were  not  con- 
cerned, and  had  that  case  been  adveiied 
to  specially  by  Resolution,  great  Jwp' 
culty  might  have  been  experienced  "^ 
defending  the  exercise  of  jurisdiction 
which  there  occurred.  As  he  had  already 
pointed  out,  however,  that  case  did  not 
come  within  the  preamble  of  iiie  present 
Eesolution,   and  it    was    certainly  n^^ 
his  intention  to  go  into  it,  or  attempt  **> 
offer  any  defence  or  justification  of  the 
circumstances  concerned  with  it.    As  to 
the  two  cases  in  which  missionaries  w^'* 
concerned,  the  Blanl^re  case  came  nnder 
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the  oognizanoe  of  the  Foreign  Office. 
The  New  Britain  case  did  not.  It  had 
been  dealt  with  by  the  Admiralty,  and 
was  under  the  Colonial  Office.  With 
regard  to  the  Blantyre  case,  that  seemed 
a  bad  case,  so  far  as  the  circumstances 
were  known;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
was  necessary  to  go  into  this  matter  at 
length,  because  it  was  one  which,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  TTniversities  of 
Olasgow  and  Aberdeen  (Mr.  J.  A. 
Campbell)  had  shown  to  the  House, 
was  actually  under  investigation  at  the 
present  time.  The  hon.  Oentleman,  in 
the  yery  temperate  observations  which 
he  had  made  on  the  matter,  also  ad- 
mitted that  the  investigation  was  being 
oonducted^by  those  who  were  not  strongly 
hostile  to  the  missionaries.  There  was 
one  point  on  whicl^some  of  the  defenders 
of  the  action  of  the  missionaries  differed 
from  others,  and  that  was  as  to  the  ques- 
tion of  jurisdiction.  He  had  heard  a 
defence  of  the  Blantyre  Mission  to  the 
effect  that  the  missionaries  did  not  claim 
jurisdiction,  that  they  had  placed  a 
Native  Chief  on  the  juries,  and  that  they 
sheltered  themselves  by  the  Chiefs  juris- 
diction. There  was  no  desire  on  the 
part  of  the  Foreign  Office  to  be  a  party 
to  any  exercise  of  jurisdiction  by  Euro- 
peans in  this  indirect  manner.  But  at 
first  sight  he  was  bound  to  say  there  did 
appear  to  be  a  case  deserving  in  the 
highest  degree  of  careful  investigation, 
and  the  only  reason  why  he  declined  to 
enter  into  details  and  deal  with  it  was 
that  the  acts  which  had  been  com- 
mitted were  the  subject  of  investigation 
at  the  present  time.  The  foreign  Mis- 
sion, as  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versities  of  Olasgow  and  Aberdeen  had 
told  them,  had  sent  out  some  gentlemen 
to  inquire  into  the  affair,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty^i  Consul  at  Mozambique  had  been 
instructed  not  only  to  assist  them,  but  to 
proceed  to  the  spot  and  join  in  the  in- 
vestigation. It  would  be  an  impartial 
investigation,  and  Her  Majesty's  Consul 
would  endeavour  to  arrive  at  the  truth. 
With  regard  to  the  New  Britain  case,  he 
believed  some  sort  of  approval  was 
given  to  tiie  conduct  of  the  mission- 
aries by  the  late  Board  of  Admiralbr; 
•0  he  supposed  something  was  to  be 
said  for  them.  It  did  not  come  within 
the  Department  with  which  he  was 
connected,  and  it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  ffive  the  House  any  informa* 
tion  on  umX  subject.    The  third  case 


had  nothing  at  all  to  do  with  mis- 
sionaries; although  he  could  not  help 
coming  to  the  conclusion  that  the  case 
might  on  some  future  occasion  usefully 
form  the  subject  of  a  debate  in  the 
House.  He  did  not,  however,  think  the 
case  should  be  debated  now,  because  the 
friends  of  Mr.  Stanley  in  that  House 
would  not  have  been  really  informed  by 
the  terms  of  the  Notice  of  his  hon .  Friend 
that  it  was  intended  to  bring  the  subject 
before  the  House  that  evening.  The 
hon.  Member  for  the  Universities  of 
Glasgow  and  Aberdeen  stated  that,  on 
the  whole,  he  concurred  in  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Ola^w  (Dr.  Cameron).  He  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  could  not  concur  in  the  actual 
terms  of  the  Amendment,  though  he 
wished  it  to  be  understood  that  he  gave 
his  entire  support  to  the  doctrines  which 
had  been  enunciated,  that  being  not  only 
his  own  view  individually,  but  the  view 
of  those  who  were  responsible  for  the 
administration  of  the  Foreign  Office.  It 
had  been  the  desire  of  the  Foreign  Office 
not  only  to  discourage,  but,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  actually  prevent,  the  exer- 
cise of  jurisdiction  by  British  subjects 
over  whom  they  had  no  control.  The 
exercise  of  such  a  jurisdiction  was  not 
only  calculated  to  lead  to  acts  of  which 
they  disapproved,  but  to  involve  the 
country  in  serious  complications;  and 
such  a  thing  must  be  discouraged,  and, 
as  far  as  possible,  prevented  by  all  who 
had  to  do  with  the  direction  of  Colonial 
affairs.  If  the  Eesolution  of  his  hon. 
Friend  merely  expressed  the  disapprqba- 
tion — he  might  say  the  extreme  disap- 
probation— with  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  viewed  the  exercise  of 
irregular  Jurisdiction  by  British  subjects 
in  uncivilized  parts  of  the  world,  he 
should  give  his  cordial  assent  to  the 
Resolution.  But  the  Besolution  did 
more  than  that.  In  the  second  part  of 
the  Besolution,  by  which  hishon.Triend 
expressed  his  wish  that  there  should  be 
a  communication  with  other  Oreat  Powers 
with  the  view  of  protecting  uncivilized 
tribes;  but  his  non.  Friend  had  not 
brought  forward  a  sufficient  number  of 
cases,  or  sufficiently  strone  cases,  in 
which  foreign  Powers  would  be  likely 
to  interfere.  Except  Mr.  Stanley,  he 
knew  of  no  foreigner  who  had  been 
mentioned  in  this  matter;  and  Mr. 
Stanley  was  not  a  subject  of  any  of  what 
were  usually  called  tne  Great  Powers, 
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that  that  gentleman  had  expressed  his 
great  disappointment  that  no  one  had 
come  forward  to  defend  him  against  the 
accusation  brought  against  him.  The  fact 
was  that  Mr.  Stanley  had  been  in  con- 
tinued danger  of  his  life  while  travelling 
down  the  river.  The  Natives  had  been 
very  threatening  in  their  attitude  to- 
wards him,  and  the  act  of  which  com- 
plaint had  been  made  was  described  by 
Mr.  Stanley  as  a  single  event  consti- 
tuting his  defence  during  his  journey 
through  the  country.  Had  that  gentle- 
man not  acted  pluckily  as  he  did,  the 
probability  was  that  he  would  never 
nave  returned  from  the  heart  of  Africa 
to  give  an  account  of  his  Mission  to  dis- 
cover the  sources  of  the  Congo.  He  did 
not  believe  Mr.  Stanley  would  commit 
any  wanton  outrage. 

Db.  CAMEEON  said,  that,  after  the 
satisfactory  statement  of  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Forei^  Affairs,  he 
would  ask  the  leave  of  the  House  to 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


MOTION. 

RUSSIA  AND  BRITISH  INDIA. 

BESOLTTTION. 

Mb.  ASHMEAD-BAETLETT  rose  to 
call  attention  to  the  relations  of  Great 
Britain  and  of  Russia  with  Afghanistan 
and  Central  Asia ;  and  to  move — 

'*  That,  in  view  of  the  great  advance  made  by 
Russia  since  1862  towards  Afghanistan  and 
British  India,  and  of  the  desirability  of  pre- 
venting that  Power  from  obtaining  a  foothold 
south  of  the  great  desert  between  the  Caspian, 
the  Hindoo  itoosh,  and  the  Oxus,  which  forms 
the  natural  boundary  to  a  further  advance  south- 
wards ;  and  in  view  of  the  necessity  of  preserving 
the  independence  of  the  Turcoman  tribes  as  a 
bulwark  against  the  Russian  armies,  and  of  the 
importance  of  Afghanistan  from  a  military, 
commercial,  and  political  aspect  as  constituting 
the  key  of  British  India  and  as  commanding  aU 
the  great  trade  routes  of  Central  Asia ;  and  in 
view  of  the  great  expenditure  and  labour  already 
incurred  on  several  occasions  in  occupying 
Afghanistan,  it  is  desirable  for  the  safety  of 
the  British  Empire  in  India  and  the  security 
of  the  250,000,000  of  people  inhabiting  that 
Country,  and  for  the  highest  interests  of  civilisa- 
tion, that  the  British  occupation  of  Afghanistan 
shall  be  maintained,  but  more  especially  that  the 
great  fortress  of  Kandahar  shall  be  permanently 
garrisoned  by  British  troops." 

Mafor  Nolan 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  not  being  present, 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarter 
.    after  Elevoi  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OP    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  SrdJuly,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
clock. 


MINUTES.]— Public 
Local  Gh>Termnent  (Ireland)  ProTisiooal  Or- 
ders (Duhlin,  &c.)*> 

Committee  —  Kelief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act 
(1880)  Amendment  [205]— ilp. 

Considered  a*  amended^— Local  GK>TenmieQt  Pro- 
yisional  Orders  (Eastbourne,  ftc)  *  [1891. 

Third  Reading  —  Laclosure  FroyisiQiial  Order 
(Abbotside  Common)  *  [218] ;  Local  Goyera- 
ment  (Ireland)  Provisional  Orders  (Ballinasloe, 
&c^  *  [220]  ;  Local  Qoyemment  Proviaonal 
Orders  (Aberavon,  frc.)  *  [125],  andjMtMtf. 


QUESTION. 


ALLEGED  POISONING  AT  WELBECK. 

Mb.  MAPPIN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
wholesale  poisoning  at  Welbeck,  Not- 
tinghamshire, where  several  deaths  haye 
occurred,  and  it  is  said  sixty  persons 
have  been  ill;  and,  if  he  will  send  a 
Government  official  to  inquire  into  the 
whole  affair,  as  the  adjourned  inquest 
has  been  held  and  the  Deputy  Ooroner 
expressed  an  opinion  very  mndi  in 
opposition  to  the  medical  evidence 
produced?  

Mr.  AETHUE  peel,  in  reply,  said, 
he  understood  that  the  Local  Medical 
Officer  of  Health  had  been  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
on  the  subject.  The  inquest  was  now 
pending,  and  the  medicid  officers  were 
examining  the  intestines  of  some  of  the 
victims  of  this  unfortunate  occnrrenee. 
If  it  was  thought  necessary  to  have  an 
independent  inquiry  by  the  Local  (Go- 
vernment Board,  no  doubt  that  would 
be  done. 
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quired  into  by  Captain  Purvis,  acting 
under  the  Admiralty.    It  was  no  part  of 
Ids  (Mr.  Grant  Duff's)  duty  to  defend  the 
proceedings  of  Mr.  Brown,  but  it  was 
only  fair  to  say  that  the  report  of  Cap- 
tain Purvis  to  the  Admiralty  after  the 
inquiry    instituted  .  by    him    was  very 
£avourable  to  Mr.  Brown's  conduct.  Cap- 
tain Purvis  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  act  of  Mr.  Brown  was  an  act  com- 
mitted  in  legitimate  self-defence.      A 
document  which  had  reached  the  Admi- 
ralty fully  confirmed  that  view.  It  was  the 
report  of  a  Oerman  officer  to  the  German 
Admiralty  in  relation  to  some  other  pro- 
ceedings, and  it  was  decidedly  favourable 
to  Mr.  Brown.    The  contradictory  opi- 
nions that  had  been  expressed  made  it 
difficult  to  arrive  at  a  correct  view  of  the 
situation  from  a  distance ;  but  it  would 
seem  that  in  the  opinions  of  impartial 
persons  on  the  spot,  as  well  as  in  the 
opinion  of  our  own  Admiralty,  there 
was  a  g^eat  deal  more  to  be  said  for 
Mr.  Brown  than  was  to  be  said  against 
him.    Shortly  afterwards,  Mr.  Brown 
came  to  Levuka  and  told  Sir  Arthur 
Oordon  that  he  was  ready  and  willing 
to  submit  his  proceedings  to  a  full  in- 
yestigation.    Sir  Arthur  Gordon,  while 
holding  that  it  was  impossible  to  in- 
quire into  such  a  matter  at  a  distance 
from  the  place  where  the  events  occurred, 
would  probablv  so  far  have  gone  into  it 
as  to  have  enabled  Mr.  Brown  to  state 
his  case,  if  the  Chief  Judicial  Commis- 
sioner,  without    any  concert  with  Sir 
Arthur  Gt)rdon,  had  not  directed  the 
commencement  of  criminal  proceedings 
against  Mr.  Brown.    The  continuance  of 
the  inquiry  before  Sir  Arthur  Oordon 
would  nave  been  manifestly  improper ; 
and  he,  therefore,  informed  Mr.  Brown 
that,  while  proceedings  before  the  Chief 
Judicial  Commissioner  were  pending,  he 
felt  it  necessary  to  adjourn  the  further 
prosecution  of  his  own  inquiry,  adding 
that,  whateveropinion  he  might  entertain 
of  the  judiciousness  of  Mr.  Brown's  ac- 
tion, he  felt  bound  to  inform  him  that 
no  evidence  had  been  laid  before  him 
which  appeared  to  render  the  nrosecution 
of  a  criminal  charge  against  Mr.  Brown, 
necessary.  Sir  Ar&ur  Gordon  also  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  Chief  Judidal  Commis- 
sioner, in  which  he  communicated  to  that 
offioer  an  opinion  similar  to  that  which 
he  had  expressed  to  Mr.  Brown.    Partly 
in  consequence  of  this  letter,  and  partly, 
if  not,  as  might  be  presumed,  chiefly, 

VOL.  COLm.      [thibd  siBizs.] 


because  there  was  really  no  informant 
or  prosecutor  in  the  case,  the  charge 
against  Mr.  Brown  was  dismissed  when 
it  came  on  for  hearing  before  Mr.  Gorrie, 
and  Mr.  Brown  immediately  afterwards 
sailed  on  his  return  to  Duke  of  York's 
Island.  Most  of  the  witnesses  had  since 
left  the  locality;  and  even  if  it  were 
possiUe  to  do  so,  it  did  not  appear  that 
any  useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
re-opening  the  inquiry.      

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'OAETHT  said,  the 
House  owed  the  hon  Member  for  Glas- 
gow a  debt  of  gratitude  for  raising  this 
question.  It  had  been  stated  by  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  that  the 
Government  were  determined,  as  far  as 
they  could,  to  prevent  missionaries  or 
other  persons  from  exercising  illegitimate 
authority  over  the  Natives  with  whom 
they  might  come  in  contact  He  hoped 
the  Gbvemment  would  make  it  nnder- 
stood  that  the  matter  was  not  to  end  by 
their  merely  making  that  statement,  and 
expressing  that  opinion,  but  they  would 
enforce  what  they  had  stated,  Yeiy 
serious  difficulties  had  arisen  because 
former  Governments  had  not  made  it 
known  that  they  were  determined  to 
enforce  such  a  view.  There  was  a  ten- 
dency on  the  part  of  missionaries  in 
forei^  countries  to  interfere  with  the 
political  and  territorial  affairs  of  the 
countries  in  which  they  were  stationed ; 
and  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  conjimc- 
tion  with  the  other  Powers,  could  put 
an  end  to  this  state  of  things,  they  would 
do  a  large  amount  of  good.  There  could, 
he  thought,  be  no  doubt  that  the  work 
of  missionaries  in  the  making  of  con- 
verts would  be  helped  forward  by  their 
not  taking  part  in  any  political  operations 
in  the  countries  to  which  they  were 
sent  for  very  different  purposes. 

Sib  harry  VERNEY  thought  it 
necessary  that  where  the  Government 
gave  any  sanction  or  approval  to  the 
establishment  of  British  subjects  in  any 
part  of  the  world,  and  especially  in  un- 
civilized parts,  there  should  be,  if  pos- 
sible, some  means  of  protecting  and 
controlling  them,  and  preventinp^  them 
being  guilty  of  actions  which  bring  dis- 
grace on  their  country. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  explain  to 
the  House  that  he  had  had  some  private 
oonversation  with  Mr.  Stanley  with  re- 
ference to  his  African  Expedition,  and 
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indeed.  He  might  state  tliat  the  rates 
were  112  per  cent  over  the  market  price 
preyiously  asked.  The  rise  in  the  price 
of  the  seed  was  in  consequence  of  the 
passage  of  that  Act.  The  great  demand 
for  fresh  seed  caused  an  increase  in  the 
price.  Consequently,  Boards  of  Ghiar- 
dians  had  to  buy  seed  at  a  price  at  which 
potatoes  never  reached  before  in  Ireland. 
Bo,  from  every  point  of  view,  the  charge 
was  an  exceedingly  heavy  one  upon 
tenant  farmers,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  meet  it  at  the  present 
time.  The  Guardians  admitted  that  if 
the  advance  were  collected  at  the  present 
time,  the  result  would  be  that  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  would  be  set  against 
the  re-payment  of  the  loan  altogether. 
The  people  desired  to  pay  it;  but  if 
pressed  by  the  Guardians  for  re-payment 
before  their  crops  were  brought  in, 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  would  be  more 
or  less  set  against  the  re-payment  alto- 
gether. At  present,  the  desire  was  to 
look  upon  this  as  a  just  debt,  and  to 
avoid  any  unnecessary  hardship  in  the 
collection  of  the  money.  They,  there- 
fore, thought  that  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  was  a  fair  and  proper 
one.  They  asked  the  assent  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  the  proposal  that  the  landlords 
should  not  be  asked  to  repay  their  loans 
for  two  years ;  but  they  now  asked  that 
the  same  period  should  be  extended  to 
the  tenants.  The  tenants  were  wiUing 
to  pay  half  of  the  advance,  if  postponed 
lor  a  year,  and  the  remaining  half  at 
the  end  of  the  year.  He  begged  to 
move 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  he 
thought  they  were  not  proceeding  quite 
regularly.  The  moneys  for  this  purpose 
would  be  paid  out  of  the  Public  Funds, 
and  not  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Commission.  Un- 
der those  circumstances,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  an  Instruction  should  be  re- 
ceived by  the  Committee,  in  the  form  of 
a  Resolution  passed  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  before  an  Amendment 
could  be  proposed. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  they  did 
not  propose  to  take  money  out  of  the 
PubUc  Funds.  The  money  had  been 
already  taken  out  of  the  Public  Funds, 
and  the  Amendment  dealt  only  with  the 
question  of  the  postponement  of  re-pay- 
ment. With  all  submission  to  the  Chair, 
he  thought  it  was  quite  competent  to 

Mr.  JPameU 


move  the  Amendment.  He  would  also 
point  out  that,  the  Bill  already  dealt 
with  grants  from  the  Public  Funds.  By 
Clause  5,  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  were  authorized  to  make  ad- 
vances of  certain  amounts  of  public 
money. 

The  chairman  said,  that  he  only 
desired  that  their  proceedings  should  be 
regular.  If  it  were  desired  to  take 
money  from  the  Public  Funds,  the  pro- 
posal must  emanate  from  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  or  if  the  purpose  were  to 
postpone  an  instalment  of  a  debt  due  to 
the  Crown,  the  consent  of  the  Crown 
would  be  necessaiy.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  for 
Ireland  would  state  his  opinion  on  the 
matter,  in  order  that  he  (the  Chairman) 
might  more  clearly  understand  the  points 
involved. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  that  he 
understood  that  any  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  the  postponement  of  the  re-pay- 
ment of  money  to  the  Public  Funds  might 
be  brought  within  the  scox>e  of  this  Bill 
without  going  through  the  form  of  a 
Besolution  in  Committee  to  obtain  the 
approval  of  the  Crown.  He  had,  how- 
ever, to  make  a  proposed  to  which  he 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
(Mr.  Parnell)  would  agree.  He  could 
not  see  that  a  loan  for  seed  was  in  the 
same  position  as  a  loan  for  works. 
Loans  lor  works,  which  necessanly  took 
some  time  in  making,  could  not  repay 
themselves  for  some  years;  but  loans 
for  seed,  which  he  believed  had  done  a 
great  deal  of  good,  would  repay  them- 
selves in  a  very  short  time.  They  had 
every  reason  io  believe  that,  in  an 
enormous  majority  of  cases,  the  loans 
for  seed  would  abundantly  repay  them- 
selves very  soon.  There  was  a  larger 
crop  of  potatoes  in  Ireland  than  thers 
had  been  for  a  long  time,  and  mudi 
good  would  result  from  the  advance.  He 
was  very  glad  to  find  that  the  feeling  in 
Ireland  was  strongly  in  favonr  of  the 
re-payment  of  these  loans.  If  it  had  not 
been  so,  it  would  lead  them  to  suppose 
that  it  was  thought  unnecessary  to  rex>ay 
any  loan.  A  loan  which  would  repay 
itself  so  soon,  eminently  required  to  be 
repaid.  About  £600,000  had  been 
granted  for  these  loans,  and  in  a  veiy 
large  proportion  of  cases  it  would  be 
far  better  for  everybody  that  the  re-pay- 
should  be  made  soon.  It  would  be  a 
dangerous  thing  to  let  the  crop,  for  the 
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OSDES    OF    THE    BAY. 

BELIEF  OF  DISTRESS  (IRELAND)   ACT 

(1880)  AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  205.] 

(Jfr.  ForiUr,  lord  Frederick  Cavendiih.) 

COMHITTEE.  [^Progreii,  IBth  June,"] 
Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  emeidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  Title). 

On  Question,  ^*  That  the  Clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill?" 

Mb.  BIOOAE  said,  that  he  had  in- 
tended to  give  Notice  of  an  Amendment 
to  the  dause.  The  result  of  the  Bill 
was  to  give  assistance  to  the  landlords 
and  not  to  the  tenants,  and  he  felt  very 
much  disposed  to  move  that  the  clause 
should  not  stand  part  of  the  Bill.  He 
hoped,  however,  uiat  such  amendments 
of  the  Bill  would  be  made  in  the  course 
of  its  progress  through  Committee  as 
would  entiUe  it  to  be  called  a  Bill  for 
the  Relief  of  Distress  in  Ireland.  At 
present,  it  seemed  rather  a  Bill  for  the 
relief  of  landlords  than  tenants. 

The  CHAIBMAN  asked  whether 
the  hon.  Member  proposed  to  move  an 
Amendment  to  the  clause  ? 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  was  proposing 
to  criticize  the  clause. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  the  Question 
was  that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the 
Bill. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  proposed  to 
moTo  that  the  clause  should  not  stand 
part  of  the  Bill.  The  result  of  the  Bill 
would  not  be  relieve  Irish  distress,  but 
only  to  give  a  large  bonus  to  Irish 
landlords.  He  had  recently  received 
letters  from  various  of  his  constituents 
in  the  County  Gavan,  making  complaints 
that  a  highly  respected  gentleman  who 
was  formerly  a  Member  of  that  House 
had  borrowed  a  large  sum  of  money  from 
the  Government  and  was  making  objec- 
tional  improvements  upon  his  prope^y, 
instead  of  employing  the  money  in  the 
relief  of  the  small  farmers.  He  was, 
in  fact,  giving  employment  to  the 
sons  of  those  farmers  who  were  able  to 
pay  their  rent,  instead  of  ^[ranting  relief 
to  those  who  were  in  distress.  Some 
complaints  had  been  made  in  a  great 
many  other  places,  and  he  (Mr.  Biggar) 
thought  he  was  right  in  saying  that 


the  result  of  this  Bill,  particularly  of 
this  clause,  would  be  to  perpetuate  that 
state  of  ihings.  He  thougnt  that  the 
clause  should  be  expunged  from  the 
Bill,  until  they  could  see  what  the  result 
of  Amendments  to  the  measure  would 
be. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  2   (Amendment  of  Belief  of 
Distress  Act). 

Mb.  FABNELL    said,   that   in  the 
absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  County  Carlow  (Mr. 
Gray),  he  had  to  ask  for  permission  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  wnich  the  ^^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  Notice.    dOiie 
Amendment   related  to    the    advances 
made  by  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  Boards  of  Guardians  in  certain 
districts  of  Ireland  to  lend  or  advance 
seed  in  the  shape  of  the  potato  seed, 
and  for  other  crops,  to  such  persons  as 
should  require  them.    By  the  Act  under 
which  these  advances  were  authorized, 
it  was  provided  that  the  loans  should 
be  repaid  by  the  Boards  of  Guardians  to 
the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  next  year. 
But,  in  order  to  effect  that  re-payment,  it 
had  been  necessary  for  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  collect  thd  first  instalment 
of  the  advance  from  the  tenants.    This 
was  done,  in  many  cases,  before  the 
growth  of  the  crop  to  produce  which 
the  seed  had  been  lent  had  been  ^t  in. 
It  was  very  commonly  the  case,  with  re- 
gard to  potatoes,  to  allow  them  to  remain 
in  the  ground  until  a  late  period,  be- 
cause it  was  found  that  they  ate  the 
better  for  being  left  in  the  ground ;  also 
that  they  were  less  liable  to  disease 
afterwards.    There    was  some  talk  in 
Ireland    during   the  late    Election    of 
asking  the   Government  to  remit  the 
whole  of  the  amount  advanced  for  seed ; 
but  the  leaders  of  public  opinion,  upon 
re-considering  the  matter,  nad  thought 
that  if  they  could  obtain  lor  the  tenants 
the  postponement  of  the  re-payment  of 
the  first  instalment  for  another  year, 
they  would  be  thus  in  a  position  to  pay 
the  amount  to  the  Treasury.    The  loans 
had  been  described  as  having  been  of 
enormous  assistance  to  all  classes  in  Ire- 
land, and  it  had  been  felt  by  the  tenants 
that  they  ought  to  endeavour  to  do  their 
very  best  to  repay  the  loans  as  soon  as  it 
was  possible  to  be  done.    The  seed  pur- 
chased for  the  purpose  of  making  these 
loans  was  purchased  at  a  very  high  r^ite 
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indeed.     He  might  state  that  the  rates 
were  112  per  cent  over  the  market  price 
previously  asked.     The  rise  in  the  price 
of  the  seed  was  in  consequence  of  the 
passage  of  that  Act.     The  great  demand 
for  fresh  seed  caused  an  increase  in  the 
price.     Consequently,   Boards  of  Guar- 
dians had  to  buy  seed  at  a  price  at  which 
potatoes  never  reached  before  in  Ireland. 
DO,  from  every  point  of  view,  the  charge 
was  an  exceedingly    heavy  one  upon 
tenant  farmers,  and  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  meet  it  at  the  present 
time.    The  Guardians  admitted  that  if 
the  advance  were  collected  at  the  present 
time,  the  result  would  be  that  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people  would  be  set  against 
the  re-payment  of  the  loan  altogether. 
The  people  desired  to  pay  it;  but  if 
pressed  by  the  Guardians  for  re-payment 
before    their   crops  were    brought   in, 
public  opinion  in  Ireland  would  be  more 
or  less  set  against  the  re-payment  alto- 
gether.   At  present,  the  desire  was  to 
look  upon  this  as  a  just  debt,  and  to 
avoid  any  unnecessary  hardship  in  the 
collection  of  the  money.    They,  there- 
fore,  thought  that  the  Amendment  of 
the   right    hon.    Gentleman    the  Lord 
Mayor  of  Dublin  was  a  fair  and  proper 
one.  They  asked  the  assent  of  the  Gt>vem- 
mentto  the  proposal  that  the  landlords 
should  not  be  asbed  to  repay  their  loans 
for  two  years ;  but  they  now  asked  that 
the  same  period  should  be  extended  to 
the  tenants.    The  tenants  were  willing 
to  pay  half  of  the  advance,  if  postponed 
for  a  year,  and  the  remaining  half  at 
the  end  of  the  year.     He  begged  to 
move 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  he 
thought  they  were  not  proceeding  quite 
regularly.  The  moneys  for  this  purpose 
would  be  paid  out  of  the  Public  Funds, 
and  not  out  of  the  funds  of  the  Irish 
Church  Temporalities  Commission.  Un- 
der those  circumstances,  it  was  neces- 
sary that  an  Instruction  should  be  re- 
ceived by  the  Committee,  in  the  form  of 
a  Besolution  passed  by  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  before  an  Amendment 
could  be  proposed. 

Mr.  PAIINELL  said,  that  they  did 
not  propose  to  take  money  out  of  the 
Public  Funds.  The  money  had  been 
already  taken  out  of  the  Public  Funds, 
and  the  Amendment  dealt  only  with  the 
question  of  the  postponement  of  re-pay- 
ment. With  all  submission  to  the  Chair, 
he  thought  it  was  quite  competent  to 

Mr.  JPamtll 


move  the  Amendment.  He  would  alao 
point  out  that,  the  Bill  already  dealt 
with  grants  from  the  Public  Funds.  Bj 
Clause  5,  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  were  authorized  to  make  ad- 
vances of  certain  amounts  of  public 
money. 

The  chairman  said,  that  he  oulj 
desired  that  their  proceedings  should  be 
regular.  If  it  were  desired  to  taks 
money  from  the  Public  Funds,  the  pro- 
posal must  emanate  from  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown ;  or  if  the  purpose  were  to 
postpone  an  instalment  of  a  debt  due  to 
the  Crown,  the  consent  of  the  CTiowb 
would  be  necessaiy.  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seoretaxy  for 
Ireland  would  state  his  opinion  on  the 
matter,  in  order  that  he  (the  Chaznnaii^ 
might  more  clearly  understand  the  points 
involved.  

Mb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  he 
understood  that  any  proposal  with  re- 
gard to  the  postponement  of  the  re-pay- 
ment of  money  to  the  Public  Funds  mi^it 
be  brought  within  the  scope  of  this  BiU 
without  going  through  the  form  of  a 
Besolution  in  Committee  to  obtain  Ua 
approval  of  the  Crown.  He  had,  how- 
ever, to  make  a  proposal  to  which  h« 
trusted  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  C^ 
(Mr.  Parnell)  would  agree.  He  oould 
not  see  that  a  loan  for  seed  was  in  the 
same  position  as  a  loan  for  works. 
Loans  for  works,  which  necessarily  took 
some  time  in  making,  could  not  repay 
themselves  for  some  vears;  but  loans 
for  seed,  which  he  behoved  had  done  a 
great  deal  of  good,  would  repay  them- 
selves in  a  very  short  time.  They  had 
every  reason  to  bdieve  that,  in  an 
enormous  majority  of  cases,  the  loans 
for  seed  would  abundantly  repay  them- 
selves very  soon.  There  was  a  larger 
crop  of  potatoes  in  Ireland  than  there 
had  been  for  a  long  time,  and  nuch 
good  would  result  from  the  advance.  He 
was  very  glad  to  find  that  the  feeling  in 
Ireland  was  strongly  in  favour  of  the 
re-payment  of  these  loans.  If  it  had  not 
been  so,  it  would  lead  them  to  suppose 
that  it  was  thought  unnecessary  to  repay 
any  loan.  A  loan  which  would  repay 
itself  so  soon,  eminently  required  to  be 
repaid.  About  £600,000  had  been 
granted  for  these  loans,  and  in  a  very 
large  proportion  of  cases  it  would  be 
far  better  for  everybody  that  the  re-nay- 
should  be  made  soon.  It  would  bet 
dangerous  thing  to  let  the  cropi  for  the 
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purpose  of  which  the  money  had  been  ad- 
vanced, come  to  an  end  without  any  re- 
payment being  made.  That  was  an  argu- 
ment that  tended  very  strongly  against  the 
proposal  that  had  been  m^e.  But  there 
were  some  very  distressed  Unions ;  and  if 
the  clause,  which  he  believed  was  not 
strictly  in  Order,  were  now  withdrawn, 
he  would  undertake  before  Beport  that 
a  clause  should  be   brought  in  which 
would  give  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
the  power  to  postpone  payment  for  one 
year  in  cases  in  which  it  might  be  right 
to   do   so.      He  must  accompany  that 
statement  by  saying  that  they  should 
require  veiy  strong  cases  of  hardship  to 
be  shown  before  declining  to   exercise 
the  power  to  exact  re-payment  in  the 
present    year.      They  should    recollect 
that  the  largest   sum  to  be  demanded 
from  any  tenant  would  be  £  2 1 0«.  He  was 
aware  that  was  a  large  sum  to  some  of  the 
small  tenants  in  Ireland ;  but,  generally 
speaking,  the  amount  to  be  repaid  would 
not  be  so  much.    He  was  informed  that 
this  money  would  be  in  process  of  collec- 
tion between  November  and  March,  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  paid  out  of  the 
crop  of  the  present  year.     He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to 
the  course  that  he  had  suggested. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  to  be  disinclined  to 
extend  the  time,  except  in  certain  dis- 
tressed Unions.     The  Seed  Act  applied 
to  all  Ireland,  and  in  counties  such  as 
that  which  he  represented  it  was  only 
the  very  poor  who,  in  extreme  cases, 
bad  applied  for  seed.    The  seed  given 
was  of  a  very  inferior  quality,   and  it 
was  only  applied  for  when  persons  could 
neither  beg  nor  borrow  from  anv  other 
source.    It  was,  therefore,  only  the  very 
poorest  of  the  farmers  who  had  applied 
for  this  miserable  seed  last  spring.    Al- 
though they  had  had  no  food  for  a  long 
time,  they  were  to  be  called  upon  to  re- 
pay these  small  loans  immediately  after 
the  harvest.    K  that  were  done,  they 
would  only  bring  the  poor  into  the  same 
condition  next  year  that  they  were  in 
this.     If  this  year  there  was  a  good 
hanrest,  by  means  of  the  loan  farmers 
might  be  enabled  to  tide  over  to  next 
year.    He  was  not  in  favour  of  the  ex- 
treme measures   put  forward  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  with  whom  he  did  not  act ; 
but  he  believed  there  could  be  no  greater 
boon  than  the  extension  of  the  time 


sought  for.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  accede  to  the  proposal  that 
had  been  made. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  he  thought 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
postpone  the  matter  until  the  Beport  was 
very  fair.  He  did  not  think  there  could 
be  any  objection  to  leaving  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Dublin,  and  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, to  determine  in  which  cases  re-pay- 
ment should  be  postponed.  It  might 
be  necessary  in  some  cases  to  permit 
postponement,  whereas,  in  others,  there 
might  not  be  the  same  necessity. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  in  many  Unions  cases 
would  arise  in  which  the  discretion  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  could  be  fittingly 
exercised.  He  thought  it  should  be 
clearly  understood  that  this  was  not  to 
be  tc^en  as  the  commencement  of  a 
movement  for  the  repudiation  of  the 
loan.  He  regretted  that  in  several 
Unions  in  Ireland  there  was  a  desire  to 
repudiate  the  re-payment  of  the  loans. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  GrayJ  had  stated,  on 
another  occasion,  that  ne  had  originally 
intended  to  bring  forward  something 
very  like  a  proposal  for  the  remission  of 
the  debt  on  account  of  this  loan ;  but 
that  he  had  found  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land did  not  justify  that  course.  For 
that  reason,  they  might  rest  assured  that 
the  Irish  people  did  not  desire  to  do 
anything  Uke  repudiation.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land meant  to  extend  the  discretion  of 
the  power  to  cases  in  the  unscheduled, 
as  well  as  in  the  scheduled  Unions  ?  He 
hoped  that  he  would  undertake  that 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Boards  to  extend  their  dis- 
cretion to  the  Unions  which  were  not 
scheduled  as  well  as  to  those  which  were 
scheduled.  He  should  suggest  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Uarlow  should  bo  with- 
drawn, and  that  it  should  be  brought 
forward  on  the  Beport  in  order  that  they 
might  see  what  the  proposals  of  the  Qo- 
vemment were. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  said,  that  the 
clause  should  be  so   framed  that  the 
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payment  of  a  portion,  or  the  wbole,  of 
the  instalments  in  any  Union  that  tiia 
Local  Government  Board  mi^ht  tl&imk 
proper,  because  it  was  exceedingly  pio* 
bable  that  there  would  be  a  gpreat  manj 
Unions  where  it  was  difficult  for  a  por* 
tion  of  the  tenant  farmers  to  paj  tiiii 
year,  and  yet  the  remaining  portion  oi 
the  farmers  might  be  able  to  x>aj.     At 
the  same  time,  he  thought  it  would  pn>- 
bably  have  been  better  if  he  could  aUov 
the  whole  of  the  charge  to  be  postponed 
for  a  year.    The  Committee  would  re- 
collect that  that  was  the  intention  of  the 
Legislature  on  the  passing  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament.     The  intention  of  the  Liegi»- 
lature  was  evidently  that  the  £anner 
should  pay  in  the  next  12  months.    That 
was  shown  by  the  way  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament referred  to  the  Boards  of  Ouar- 
dians ;  but  by  a  rule  necessarily  adopted 
by   the    Local  Gt)vemment  Board,   in 
order    that   the  Boards  of   Ghiardiana 
should  pay  next  year,  it  became  neces- 
sary that  the  tenants  should  pay  this 
year^  so  that  the  intention  of  the  Legis- 
lature was  clear  that  the  tenante  should 
not  be  called  upon  to  pay  this  year.    He 
thought  that  where  the  payment  could 
not  be  made  without  undue  harshness 
or  pressure  upon  those  who  had  con- 
tracted the  debt,  then  the  re-payment 
was  a  matter  which  could  not  iairly  be 
insisted  upon.  Of  course,  they  had  been 
charged  with  the  desire  to  repudiate 
their  debts;   but  he  believed  tnat  no 
people    were    more   willing    than    the 
people  of  Lreland  to  carry  out  their  just 
contracts — contracts  entered  into  accord- 
ing to  the  conditions  under  which  con- 
tracts were  usually  entered  into  in  civi- 
lized countries.     He  had  seen  no  dispo- 
sition on  the  part   of   the  Poor  Law 
Unions  in   Ireland  to  repudiate   their 
just  debts.    He  should  ask  permission 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  he  had 
accurate  information  as  to  the  desire 
shown  in  some  Unions  to  repudiate  the 
re-payment  of  the  loans  granted  under 
the  Seeds  Act.  In  one  case  a  resolu* 
tion  had  been  agreed  to  by  the  Qaar- 
dians  of  a  Union,  declaring  that  it 
would  be  morally  impossible  m  a  great 
majority  of  cases  to  collect  the  tax  for 
the  supply  of  seed  potatoes. 

Mb.  FmiGAN  said,  that  one  swal- 
low  made  no  summer,  and  the  fact  that 
one  Board  of  Guardians  wished  to  repu- 
diate their  debt  did  not  prove  that  the 


Local  Government  Board  should  consult 
the  Boards  of  Guardians  as  to  the 
Unions  in  which  postponement  of  the 
instalment  should  apply.  He  under- 
stood from  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  that 
there  was  some  difficulty  as  to  the  form 
in  which  this  matter  should  be  brought 
forward.  In  the  case  of  an  additional 
grant  from  the  Public  Funds,  it  was 
necessary  to  go  through  the  form  of  a 
Committee. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  that  he  could  not 
understand  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  opposed  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  The  right  hon.  Gentieman  ad- 
mitted that  the  proposal  was  right  in 
principle,  but  only  objected  to  the  de- 
tails of  it.  There  was  no  doubt  that 
the  Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland 
was  thoroughly  overworked.  If  the  in- 
denendent  occupiers  had  any  substan- 
tial moveable  property  that  could  be 
turned  into  money,  the  Guardians  would 
not  have  made  these  advances ;  but  they 
had  not,  and  they  not  only  required  seed 
for  their  land,  but  they  required  suste- 
nance for  themselves.  In  many  districts 
the  people  were  more  or  less  paupers, 
and  were  dependent  upon  charitable 
assistance ;  yet  it  was  proposed,  in  re- 
mote districts,  to  exact  re-payment  of 
these  loans  before  the  People  had  the 
money  to  repay  them.  He  aid  not  think 
there  was  anything  unreasonable  in  the 
proposal  for  postponement.  It  was  only 
proposed  that  in  the  suffering  districts 
the  re-payment  should  be  postponed  for 
one  year  from  the  present  time. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  proposition  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land was  quite  so  satisfactory  as  some 
of  his  hon.  Friends  seemed  to  think. 
But,  in  the  absence  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
Gray),  who  had  placed  this  Amendment 
on  the  Paper,  and  who  took  a  great  in- 
terest in  the  question,  he  could  not  take 
upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  re- 
jecting the  compromise,  more  especially 
as  he  was  assured  that  they  could  not 
continue  the  discussion  upon  this  ques- 
tion by  reason  of  theEules  of  the  House; 
but  he  would  suggest  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, that  he  should  take  the  power  in 
his  proposed  new  clause  for  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  postpone  the  re- 

Mr.  W.  E.  FariUr 
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purpose  of  which  the  money  had  been  ad- 
vanced, come  to  an  end  without  any  re- 
payment being  made.  That  was  an  argu- 
ment that  tended  very  strongly  against  the 
proposal  that  had  been  made.  But  there 
were  some  very  distressed  Unions ;  and  if 
the  clause,  which  he  believed  was  not 
strictly  in  Order,  were  now  withdrawn, 
he  would  undertake  before  Eeport  that 
a  clause  should  be   brought  in  which 
would  give  the  Local  Qovemment  Board 
the  power  to  postpone  payment  for  one 
year  in  cases  in  which  it  might  be  right 
to   do  so.      He  must  accompany  that 
statement  by  saying  that  they  should 
require  very  strong  cases  of  hardship  to 
be  shown  before  declining  to   exercise 
the  power  to  exact  re-payment  in  the 
present    year.      They  should    recollect 
that  the  largest   sum  to  be  demanded 
from  any  tenant  would  be  £  2 1 0^ .  He  was 
aware  that  was  a  large  sum  to  some  of  the 
small  tenants  in  IreTand ;  but,  generally 
speaking,  the  amount  to  be  repaid  would 
not  be  so  much.     He  was  informed  that 
this  money  would  be  in  process  of  collec- 
tion between  November  and  March,  and, 
therefore,  it  would  be  paid  out  of  the 
crop  of  the  present  year.     He  hoped 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  consent  to 
the  course  that  he  had  suggested. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  said,  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Lreland  to  be  disinclined  to 
extena  the  time,  except  in  certain  dis- 
tressed Unions.  The  Seed  Act  applied 
to  all  Ireland,  and  in  counties  such  as 
that  which  he  represented  it  was  only 
the  very  poor  who,  in  extreme  cases, 
bad  applied  for  seed.  The  seed  given 
was  of  a  very  inferior  quality,  and  it 
was  only  applied  for  when  persons  could 
neither  beg  nor  borrow  from  anv  other 
source.  It  was,  therefore,  only  the  very 
poorest  of  the  farmers  who  had  applied 
for  this  miserable  seed  last  spring.  Al- 
though they  had  had  no  food  for  a  long 
time,  they  were  to  be  called  upon  to  re- 
pay these  small  loans  immediately  after 
the  harvest.  K  that  were  done,  they 
would  only  bring  the  poor  into  the  same 
condition  next  year  that  they  were  in 
this.  If  this  year  there  was  a  good 
harvest,  by  means  of  the  loan  farmers 
might  be  enabled  to  tide  over  to  next 
year.  He  was  not  in  favour  of  the  ex- 
treme measures  put  forward  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  with  whom  he  did  not  act ; 
but  he  believed  there  could  be  no  greater 
boon  than  the  extension  of  the  time 


sought  for.  He  hoped  that  the  Govern- 
ment would  accede  to  the  proposal  that 
had  been  made. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  that  he  thought 
the  proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
postpone  the  matter  until  the  Beport  was 
very  fair.  He  did  not  think  there  could 
be  any  objection  to  leaving  it  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Dublin,  and  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, to  determine  in  which  cases  re-pay- 
ment should  be  postponed.  It  might 
be  necessary  in  some  cases  to  permit 
postoonement,  whereas,  in  others,  there 
might  not  be  the  same  necessity. 

Mr.  TOTTENHAM  said,  that  there 
was  no  doubt  that  in  many  Unions  cases 
would  arise  in  which  the  discretion  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  and  the 
Poor  Law  Guardians  could  be  fittingly 
exercised.  He  thought  it  should  be 
clearly  understood  that  this  was  not  to 
be  taken  as  the  commencement  of  a 
movement  for  the  repudiation  of  the 
loan.  He  regretted  that  in  several 
Unions  in  Ireland  there  was  a  desire  to 
repudiate  the  re-payment  of  the  loans. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray^  had  stated,  on 
another  occasion,  that  ne  had  originally 
intended  to  bring  forward  something 
very  like  a  proposal  for  the  remission  of 
the  debt  on  account  of  this  loan ;  but 
that  he  had  found  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land did  not  justify  that  course.  For 
that  reason,  they  mi^ht  rest  assured  that 
the  Irish  people  did  not  desire  to  do 
anything  Uke  repudiation.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land meant  to  extend  the  discretion  of 
the  power  to  cases  in  the  unscheduled, 
as  well  as  in  the  scheduled  Unions  ?  He 
hoped  that  he  would  undertake  that 
power  should  be  given  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Boards  to  extend  their  dis- 
cretion to  the  Unions  which  were  not 
scheduled  as  well  as  to  those  which  were 
scheduled.  He  should  suegest  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Uarlow  should  be  with- 
drawn, and  that  it  should  be  brought 
forward  on  the  Eeport  in  order  that  they 
might  see  what  the  proposals  of  the  Go- 
vernment were. 

Ma.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  that  the 
clause  should  be  so   framed  that  the 
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wish  to  throw  the  responsibility  for  this 
upon  him,  because,  no  doubt,  it  had 
come  as  one  of  the  heritage  created  bj 
the  ineffectual  attempts  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment to  deal  with  the  distress.  The 
people  of  Ireland  had  been  living  on 
meal  supplied  by  charitable  contribu- 
tions ;  those  contributions  had  fallen  ofiE^ 
and  in  a  few  weeks  the  strain  of  reliev- 
ing the  people  would  be  thrown  upon 
the  system  which  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  was  putting  into  operation.  But 
the  few  Poor  Law  Boards  administering 
relief  had  been  doing  so  in  an  inefficient 
manner,  and  with  the  most  careful  re- 
gard to  the  pockets  of  the  ratepayers ; 
and  already  me  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  had  to  nominate  paid  Commis- 
sioners in  their  stead.  The  Committee 
possessed  little  information  as  to  these 
official  Guardians,  and  it  might,  he  be- 
hoved, be  assumed  that  it  was  not  easy 
to  ^t  men  capable  of  dealing  at  short 
notice  with  the  emergency  which  existed 
in  Ireland.  Any  inducement,  therefore, 
which  the  Leg^islature  could  give  the 
Poor  Law  Unions  to  co-operate  in  the 
system  of  relief,  would  be  of  the  utmost 
importance.  He  would,  therefore,  sug- 
gest that,  in  the  event  o£  his  Amend- 
ment being  agreed  to,  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  announce  to  such 
Unions  as  they  thought  proper,  where 
any  emergency  existed,  that  they  would 
give  one -half,  one-third,  or  one- fourth 
of  the  amount  paid  for  out-door  relief. 
The  Unions  would  then  have  a  direct 
stimulus  to  administer  relief,  because,  if 
they  refused,  they  could  be  forced  to  do 
so,  and  if  they  threw  obstructions  in  the 
way  of  the  Local  Gbvemment  Board, 
they  could  be  punished  by  withholding 
from  them  the  proposed  grants  in  aid. 
He  had  a  right  to  say  mat  the  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  Irish  Members  was 
entitled  to  consideration  ;  and  when  he 
moved  the  second  reading  of  his  Bill, 
hon.  Member  after  hon.  Member  had 
risen  and  urged  its  acceptance  by  the 
Government.  The  Irish  Members  had 
in  every  way  met  the  wishes  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  they  had  agreed  to  leave 
the  distribution  of  the  money  in  the 
hands  of  the  Poor  Law  Boards,  al- 
though they  were  convinced  that  there 
existed  an  emergency  with  which  it  was 
impossible  to  cope,  even  by  means  of 
those  Boards.  He,  therefore,  urged  upon 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  neces- 
sity of  accepting  his  Amendment.    The 
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money  was  to    come    out  of  the  Iriak 
Church  Fund,  and   would  therefore  Iaj 
no  burden  on  the   Imperial  Bxchequr. 
It  was  the  monej  of  the  Irish  people. 
Already  £1,500,000  had  been  given  ost 
of  the  Irish  Church  Fund  to  the  Oooh 
missioners  of  Works ;  and  he  bdiered 
that  this    grant,    which    he    now  pro- 
posed, would  be  instrumental,    doxiBg 
the   six  weeks  which    intervened  be- 
tween   that   time      and     the    harreat, 
in    preventing  much    sicJaiesft    and  ia 
saving  a  good  many  lives.     The  SpecUl 
Commissioner  of  The  DreemMfC*  Jvund 
reported  that  fever  was  raging  in  Svin- 
ford  Union;  a  total  of  31    people  htd 
been  removed  to  the   workhouse  sofier- 
ing  with  fever.    Some  doubt  had  been 
cast   upon    the    opinion     that   it  vai 
famine  fever ;  but,  if  it  was  not  fanuat 
fever,  it  was  fever  caused  by  distpeiii 
and  by  want  of  food,  as   well  as  by  ti* 
want  of  change  of  diet.     Again,  dri 
was  not  famine  fever,   it  was  becaua* 
there  had  not  been  the  same  extremitf 
of  distress  and  actual  famine  in  IreiaiKl 
as  there  had  been  in  1846-7  ;  but  it  wm 
more  virulent  and  more  catching,  W" 
was  likely  to  spread  over  a  large  area, 
if  some  machinery  could  not  be  had  to 
provide  better  food  and  clothing  iot  ihA 
people  than  ttiey  had  during  the  laataix 
months.     He  had  information  that  t2i« 
allowance  of  Indian  meal  to  each  per- 
son  per    day    was    about     32   ounce*, 
and  this,  it  would  be  seen,  was  not  \^ 
good  as  the  allowance  in  the  prisons  xa 
this  countiy,  where  they  gave  soup  and 
iwtatoes  twice  a-day.    Under  theee  cir- 
cumstances, he  urged  upon  the  Govern- 
ment the  necessity  of  making  ixii^^ 
provision  for  the  relief  of  the  people  of 
Ireland.    But,  unless  some  relief  were 
given  to  the  bankrupt  Poor  Law  Boards, 
it  would  be  impossible  to  make  ^1 
change  in  the  scale  of  diet  which  tb^/  . 
were  obliged  to  adopt    With  the  object, 
therefore,  of  preventing  further  sioko^'' 
and  loss  of  life  in  Ireland,  he  begged  ifi 
move  the  insertion  of  the  Amend]neii| 
of   which  he  had  given  Notice,  ^^ 
Amendment  to  be  taken,  as  he  propoee^i 
in  connection  with  the  next  Amendment 
standing  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pago  1,  line  16,  aft«r  "Act,"  to  Utf«* 
**  Ana  whereas  it  is  desirable  to  enable  ^* 
Commissioner  of  Public  Works,  on  the  recoil* 
mendation  of  the  Local  Gorenmiait  Boaitit  to 
ad>'anco  moneys,  by  way  of  grant,  to  Bgtrdiol 
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Ouardians  in  scheduled  Unions,  subject  to  the 
restrictions  and  conditions  hereinafter  set 
iorthr-iMr.  Famell.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Me.  LITTON  said,   he  thought  it 
woiild  be  extremely  desirable  if  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman  the  Chief. Secretary  for 
Ireland  could  adopt  some  such  sugges- 
tion as  had  been  made.    No  doubt,  it 
would    be    an    encouragement  to    the 
Unions  if  they  knew  that  a  certain  por- 
tion of  the  expenses  of  out-door  relief 
would  be  paid  out  of  some  such  fund  as 
that  indicated  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Par- 
nell) .     He  had  the  more  pleasure  in  sup- 
porting these  suggestions^  because  he 
nad  strongly  opposed  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member.    He  could  not  help  think- 
ing, however,  it  was  most  desirable  to 
give  relief  to  Unions  in  the  manner 
proposed ;  and,  as  they  were  to  have  a 
clause  brought  up  on  Beport  having 
reference  to  the  postponement  of  the 
instalments  of  the  loan  for  seed  potatoes, 
he  thought  that  power  might  also  be 
given  to  the  Local  Government  Board  to 
grant  sums  of  money  in  aid  of  out-door 
relief,   out  of  a  portion  of  the  Lrish 
Church  Fimd,  as  suggested.    This  would 
be  accepted  as  an  indication  of  the  in- 
tention of  the  Gbvemment  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  people  in  Lreland. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  (Mr.  Famell),  the  other  even- 
ing, differed  from  that  now  made.    In 
the  course  of  the  interval,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  abandoned  certain  features 
of  his  project.    The  Amendment,  as  it 
now  stood,  meant  that  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should  take  to  themselves 
the  power  to  make  grants,  if  it  became 
necessary  to  do  so,  and  was  intended 
simply  as  a  matter  of  precaution.    Thev 
had  lost  one  of  the  means  by  which 
distress  in  L'eland  had  been  relieved — 
namely,  the  voluntary  societies  which 
had  collected  alms,  but  which  were  now 
at  the  end  of  their  means,  and  were 
about  to  cease  to  exist,  and  the  entire 
expense  was  now  to  be  thrown  upon  the 
Local  Government   Board,   who    were 
confessedly  unable  to  meet  the  distress 
of  the  paAt.     Waa  it  possible,  he  asked, 
that  the  Government  were  about  to  re- 
ject the  means  by  which  the  hands  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  could  be 
strengthened  at  the  moment  when  the 


machinery  hitherto  employed  at  their 
side  was  about  to  pass  away?  He 
ur^ed  on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  accept 
the  terms  in  which  the  Amendment  was 
drawn.  No  constraint  was  put  upon  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  give  the 
money.  If  they  gave  it,  they  were  to 
have  regard  to  the  financial  condition 
of  the  Unions,  and  were  not  to  throw  it 
broadcast  over  the  land.  They  were 
only  to  give  it  in  cases  where  the  Unions 
would  be  reduced  to  further  pauperism 
by  the  additional  rates,  and  it  was  on 
recommendation  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board,  the  Central  Board  itself, 
that  any  such  grant  should  be  made. 
Therefore,  he  thought  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  con- 
tained everv  provision  and  precaution 
which  coula  be  deemed  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  saving  the  proposal  from 
abuse ;  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  proposal 
was  one  which  might  be  abused  unless 
it  were  so  protected .  It  mi^ht  be  abused 
by  those  Boards  of  Guardians  who  had 
shown  signs  of  neglecting  their  duty; 
but  means  had  been  taken  to  prevent 
this,  because  it  rested  with  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  recommend  the 
grant.  Under  those  circumstances, 
surely  the  Government  would  hesitate 
before  they  refused  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  organization  in 
Ireland  had  already  required  the  assist- 
ance of  additional  voluntary  helps — the 
Mansion  House  Fund,  and  the  other 
Funds  which  had  been  created.  But^those 
Funds  were  now  disappearing,  and  a 
worse  time  was  at  hand,  when  the  dis- 
tress, according  to  all  official  accounts, 
would  reach  its  acme.  Again,  he  asked, 
would  the  Government  cast  away  means 
which  need  not  be  called  into  use,  but 
which,  if  the  distress  continued,  would 
become  absolutely  necessary?  There 
was  now  an  almost  unanimous  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  in 
favour  of  this  proposal.  The  hon .  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Litton)  had  objected 
to  the  machinery  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  hadproposed  to  set  up 
for  the  purpose  of  applying  these  grants. 
He  had  come  down  tne  other  night,  and 
was  the  only  hon.  Member  who  had 
made  a  speech  against  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  grounded 
on  his  objections  to  the  machinery  pro- 
posed to  be  used ;  but  the  hon.  Member 
nad  that  morning  joined  in  recommend- 
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ing  the  OoTemment  to  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment. He  (Mr.  O'Shanghnessy)  could 
not  Bay  what  were  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Callan) ;  but  it 
was  certain  that,  with  the  possible  ex- 
ception of  that  hon.  Member,  the  whole 
of  the  Irish  Representation  approved  the 
principle  of  the  Amendment.  Under 
those  circumstances,  apart  altogether 
from  what  he  believed  would  be  the 
danger  of    losing  the  machinery  sug- 

gested,  he  appe^ed  to  the  right  hon. 
^entleman  to  accept  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  sentence  on  the  Paper  was 
incomplete,  inasmuch  as  it  had  no  ter- 
mination. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  could 
not  but  admit  that  hon.  Members  who 
were  interested  in  this  discussion  were 
approaching  the  question  in  a  way  which 
showed  their  desire  to  meet  all  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  case.  Perhaps  he*  might 
be  allowed  to  explain  his  position  in  the 
matter.  He  did  not  want  to  make  a 
larger  dip  into  the  Irish  Church  Fund 
than  he  could  help;  but  he  admitted 
there  were  purposes  to  which  it  might 
be  usefully  applied.  He  could  not  ab- 
solutely forget  what  was  the  wording  of 
the  Land  Act — namely,  **  That  the  said 
property  should  be  devoted  mainly  to 
the  relief  of  those  in  suffering,  yet  not  so 
as  to  impair  the  obligation  which  at- 
tached to  property  under  the  Acts  for 
the  relief  of  the  poor."  He  admitted 
that,  inasmuch  as  this  was  an  Irish  Fund, 
the  opinion  of  the  very  large  majority 
of  Irish  Members  with  reference  to  it 
ought  to  be  considered.  But  he  could 
not  forget  the  duties  of  his  own  position. 
If  he  were  responsible  for  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Poor  Law  in  Ireland,  he 
must  be  careful  before  assenting  to  what 
would  be,  to  his  mind,  of  very  injurious 
effect  upon  the  future  action  of  the  Poor 
Law.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
grave  defect  to  weaken  the  sense  of  obli- 
gation on  the  part  of  the  ratepayers  to 
relieve  distress,  especially  when  it  was 
remembered  that  the  rates  fell  in  Ire- 
land more  directly  upon  the  land  than 
they  did  in  Englana.  It  was  a  very 
serious  matter  to  lay  down  the  principle 
that  the  rates  should  be  excused  when  a 
period  of  distress  arrived.  He  could  not, 
also,  forget  the  great  benefit  arising  to 
the  rates  by  the  public  subscriptions  to 
the  charitable  fixnds,  in  consequence  of 
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which  they  had  been  remarkably  exempt 
from  pressure  during  the  late  distresa. 
In    many  Unions    where   distresa   had 
occurred  there    had  been  scarcely  anj 
increase  in  the  rates.    They  had  now 
only  four  or  six  weeks  to  wait  before  the 
harvest  would  be  ripe,  and  if  the  distren 
was  not  relieved  by  a  good  harvest,  the 
Oovemment  would  be  driven  to  take 
steps   beyond    anything  they  had   jet 
taken.      That  was  the  reason  why   he 
had  been  obliged  to  take  up  a  strong 
position  against  the  proposal  made  on  a 
former    occasion.      The    proposal    now 
placed  before  them  was,  however,  dif- 
lerent.     It  was  not  absolutely  to  give 
a  g^nt ;  but  it  left  it  to^the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  to  make  a  grant,  if  they 
found  the  distress  could  not  really  he  re- 
lieved otherwise.    He  confessed  he  was 
not  unwilling  to  accept  that  princifde  ; 
but  he  must  state  that,  in  what  he  oon* 
sidered  to  be  the  interest  of  the  Boards 
of  Guardians,  he  should  in  all  caaea  re- 
quire definite  proof  that  such  g^nt  ought 
to  be  made.  He  was  grateful  to  have  the 
burden  of  responsibility   lightened  hj 
having  that  resort  in  the  back  gromid. 
but  wished    to  be  clearlv  understood. 
He  hoped  the  Guardians  throughout  the 
distressed  districts  would  understand  that 
the   Government  thought   they    ought 
to  be  able  to  do  with  the  offer  of  loans 
made    to  them,   and  that  they  should 
clearly  prove  the  necessity  of  a  grant  in 
the  event  of  the  offer  of  loans  not  being 
sufficient  to  meet  their  distress. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  at  a  lose 
to  understand  why  his  name  should  be 
drawn  into  this  discussion  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  City  of 
Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy).  The 
course  taken  by  him  (Mr.  CaUan)  the 
other  eveninghad  been  alluded  to. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hoo. 
Member  was  out  of  Order  in  referring 
to  other  proceedings  in  the  House  of 
Commons. 

Mr.  callan  said,  he  was  referring 
to  what  had  taken  place  in  this  dis- 
cussion. When  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
came  before  the  House,  he  adopted  the 
course  which  he  should  recommeDd  to 
hon.  Members — namely,  he  supported 
his  opinion,  and  never  shirked  a  divisioa 
in  support  of  that  opinion.  This  Amend- 
ment was  quite  different  from  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House  the  other  evening. 
The  other  evening  he  opposed  the  Bill ; 
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1>ut  he  gaye  this  Amendment  his  warmest 
and  cordial  support.  For  many  reasons 
He  supported  the  proposal  that  the  Local 
Oovemment  Board  should  advise  the 
Oommissioners  of  Public  Works  to  gprant 
money  to  the  Boards  of  Ouardians  by 
^w ay  of  a  grant.  There  were  many  oases 
iprhere  relief  could  not  be  given  except 
money  was  advanced  by  way  of  grant. 
Some  Unions  would  be  happy  to  accept 
money  by  way  of  a  loan  wno  would  not 
take  anything  as  a  grant.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  it  should  be  in  the  power 
of  the  Local  (Government  Board  to  re- 
commend that  certain  Unions  should 
receive  part  by  grants  and  part  by  loans ; 
l>ut  he  would  suggest,  however,  that  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  the  words  **  in 
scheduled  Unions  "  out  of  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Sir  H.  HERVEY  BRUCE  said,  that 
he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 
agreeing  with  the  principle  of  the 
Amendment.  He  did  not  think  it  fair 
to  give  to  one  district  in  L'eland  a  pre- 
ference i>ver  others. 

Mr.  p.  martin  said,  that  he  thought 
tBepowerof  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  make  gprants  in  cases  where  the  Unions 
might  be  imable  to  bear  the  excessive 
strain  on  their  resources  in  consequence 
of  exceptional  distress  ought  not  to  be 
confined  to  certain  districto,  but  should 
be  extended  to  the  whole  of  L'eland. 
There  might  be  a  difficulty  about  the 
extension  of  the  Amendment,  if  it  were 
not  proposed  to  leave  the  Ouardians  in 
the  hands  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
and  within  the  direction  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  L'e- 
land. Li  many  Unions,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  well  knew,  which  were 
not  scheduled  imder  the  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress Act,  the  suffering  and  destitution 
had  been  on  the  increase.  The  rates 
struck  in  these  unscheduled  Unions  had 
been  very  high,  and  would,  if  continued, 
pauperize  many  of  those  who  had  not  up 
to  the  present  sought  relief.  He  trusted 
the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  listen  to  the 
saggestion  which  had  been  made  on  the 
other  side ;  and,  as  this  Fund  belonged 
to  the  entire  Lish  people,  the  principle 
of  the  Amendment  should  be  extendea  to 
include  every  Union  throughout  L'eland 
where  exceptional  distress  which  ought 
to  receive  aid  should  be  ascertained  to 
have  overtaxed  the  resources  of  the 
Union« 


Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  begged 
to  thank  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  very  much 
for  the  manner  in  which  he  had  accepted 
this  Amendment.  He  thought  it  might 
be  worked  so  as  to  produce  the  greatest 
benefit  to  the  county  from  which  he  came, 
and  he  thought  it  might  also  prevent 
much  distress  in  Coleraine.  If  there 
were  any  distress  in  Galway  or  Kil- 
kenny, he  had  no  doubt  relief  would  be 
sent  to  those  counties  through  the  Local 
Government  Board,  and,  in  that  way, 
distress  in  any  part  of  Ireland  would  be 
met.  In  the  distribution  of  large  funds 
like  those  of  the  Irish  Church,  it  was 
inevitable  that  poorer  districts  should 
get  more  than  rich  ones,  and  the  sooner 
people  made  up  their  minds  to  that  being 
the  case  the  better.  He  had  a  suggestion 
to  make  to  the  Government  with  respect 
to  this  Bill.  It  was  dear  that  the  JBill 
could  not  receive  the  Royal  Assent  before 
the  25th  of  July,  and  the  Boards  in 
Dublin  could  not  do  anything  in  the 
matter  until  the  Bill  received  the  Royal 
Assent.  He  knew  that  that  was  so,  be- 
cause he  had  some  correspondence  on 
the  subject  when  the  See<is  Act  was 
passed.  He  was  then  anxious  to  issue 
Circulars  before  the  Statute  received  the 
Royal  Assent ;  but  they  explained  that 
it  was  very  difficult  for  them  to  act  upon 
any  Bill  passing  through  the  House,  and 
that  they  must  wait  until  the  Act  had 
received  the  Royal  Assent.  In  the  pre- 
sent state  of  the  case,  it  would  make  a 
gpreat  difference  to  the  distressed  districts 
whether  the  good  intentions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  were  to  be  put  into  effect  within 
four  or  five  days,  or  whether  they  were 
not  to  be  carried  out  before  the  25th  of 
July.  This  was  a  matter  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  at  once  issue  instructions 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  that 
they  might  venture  to  act  upon  this 
clause  before  it  received  the  Royal  As- 
sent, and  after  passing  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  might  mention  that,  to 
his  knowledge,  fever  was  very  bad  at 
the  present  moment  in  many  districts. 
In  the  neighbourhood  of  Loughrea,  and 
in  the  County  of  Galway,  as  many  as  10 
families  were  down  at  once  with  fever. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would 
not  only,  as  he  had  done,  accept  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
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for  Cork  City  (Mr.  ParaeU),  but  that  he 
would  take  care  that  it  was  carried  into 
execution. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  Amendment  must  be  restricted 
to  the  scheduled  Unions,  or  rather  to 
the  action  of  the  3rd  section  of  the  Eelief 
Act,  which  gave  power  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  or  certain  Unions,  to 
break  the  old  Poor  Law  by  giving  out- 
door relief.     He  thought,  therefore,  it 
would  be  better  to  withdraw  the  words 
**in  scheduled  Unions,"    because    the 
scheduled  Unions  were  understood  to  be 
those  scheduled  for  the  purpose  of  loans 
made.    It  did  not  follow  that  the  3rd 
section  of  the  Act  must  apply  to  the 
Unions  also  which  had  been  scheduled. 
But  this  power  given  to  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  ought  to  be  restricted 
to  those  Unions  in  which  only  the  power 
had  been  given  to  break  the  old  Poor 
Law  and  to  give  out-door  relief.     He 
must  tell  the  hon.  Member  for  Kilkenny 
(Mr.  P.  Martin)  that  he  understood  the 
wish  of  the  Committee  to  be  that,  if  such 
grants  were  made,  they  ought  to  be  made 
not  simply  because  the  rates  were  high, 
and  with  the  view  of  relieving  the  rates, 
but   because,    without  such  help,   the 
people  could  not  be  relieved  from  dis- 
tress.   The  mere  fact  of  the  rates  being 
high  was  no  reason  for  making  a  grant. 
With  regard  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.   and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
(Major  Nolan),  he  thought  he  could  show 
him  that  the  Government  were  anxious 
to  do  cdl  that  they  could.     He  might 
state  that,  yesterday,  he  gave  directions 
that  all  the  distressed  Unions  should  be 
informed  that  the  terms  for  loans  would 
be  much  more  favourable  than  at  first, 
and  that  whatever  money  was  borrowed 
would  be  advanced  on  the  terms,  and 
would  be  fix  ed  by  this  Act.     He  thought 
that  that  would  anticipate  the  good  effect 
of  its  passing,  and  let  the  information  ^ 
out  to  the  distressed  districts.    He  shomd 
suggest  to  the  hon.  Member  to  strike  out 
the  word  **  scheduled"  from  his  Amend- 
ment.   He  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  put  it  in  this  way — 

"  Power  should  be  given  to  advance  money 
by  way  of  grant  to  Boards  of  GuardianB  of  any 
Union  which  gives  out-door  r«alief  under  Sec- 
tion 8  of  the  Relief  Act." 

They  could  not  exactly  settle  the  terms 
until  they  came  to  the  clause. 

Dr.  LYONS  said,  that  it  might  be 
necessary  to  provide  for  very  exceptional 

Major  Nohn 


circumstances.    Without  goine  into  the 
figures  that  he  had  produced    to    the 
Committee  on  a  former  occasion,    and 
which  proved  that  the  measures  pro- 
posed to  be  adopted  were  very  inade- 
quate to  meet  any  great  increase  of  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  he  thoueht  it  would  b« 
desirable  for  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
to  make  some  elementarv  calculationB  as 
to  the  sum  which  would  be  required. 
Before  fixing  the  amount  to  be  advanced, 
it  would  be  very  desirable  to  aacertain 
how  much  per  head  it  would  be  neces- 
sary to  provide  for  a  given  time  in  case 
of  the  recurrence  of  severe  distress  over 
an  extended  period.    It  would  be  found 
that  £400,000  already  distributed  had 
not  afforded  above  \d,  per  head  per  day 
for  the  500,000  persons  who  had  been 
relieved.      The  relief  of  those  500,000 
persons  extended  over  a  period  of  four 
months,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
must  be  aware  that  in  various  districts 
of  Ireland  the  exact  amount  of  rates 
levied  was  no  measure  of  the  distresa 
existing  or  of  the  relief  given.  They  knew 
that  relief  was  g^ven  very  much  bj  the 
varying  theories  of  Boards  of  Quardians. 
In  some  districts  where  the  distress  had 
been  considerable  the  rates  were   not 
high,  and  in  other  districts  where  less 
distress  had  existed  the  rates  had  been 
very  hi^h.     As  he  said  on  a  former  oc- 
casion, if  it  should  unfortunately  happen 
that  they  had  to  face  another  bad  har- 
vest, and  that  this  should  turn  out  to  be 
a  wet  year,  there  was  no  doubt  that  thej 
would  have  before  them  a  period  of  suf- 
fering such  as  Ireland  had  not  gone 
through  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.     In 
view  of  these  circumstances,  it  would  bo 
well  to  make  provision  for  the  greatest 
possible  pressure  of  distress  that  could 
occur.     He  would  suggest  that  it  might 
be  much  wiser  to  take  the  outside  figures 
as  the  ground-work  for  the  relief  which 
could  be  distributed.  He  was  not  naming 
any  figure ;  but  he  would  strongly  re- 
commend the  right  hon.  Gentleman  only 
to  go  into  an  elementary  calculation, 
when  they  would  be  able  to  see  the  ne- 
cessity there  was  for  providing  for  large 
contingencies. 

Sir  STAFFORD  NORTHCOTE  said, 
it  would  contribute  to  the  progress  of 
the  Bill  if  they  were  to  coi&ne  them- 
selves to  the  Amendment,  the  principle 
of  which  the  Government  accepted. 
That  principle  was  a  definite  one,  and 
he  was  not  going  to  raise  any  objection 
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to  its  acceptance;  but  he  thought  it 
"would  be  more  conyenient  that  the  Oo- 
vemment  should  undertake  to  bring  up 
a  clause,  either  before  or  upon  Beport, 
embodying  the  matter,  inasmuch  as  the 
details  required  their  consideration,  and 
they  would  lose  a  great  deal  of  time  by 
discussing  them  in  the  present  state  of 
their  opinion.  Whatever  clause  was  to 
l)e  adopted,  there  was  no  use  of  discuss- 
ing the  details  at  the  present  time. 

The  chairman  asked  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell} 
withdrew  his  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  PABNELL  assented. 

Amendment  {Mr.  Pamell),  by  leave, 
wMrawn, 

Amendment  {Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter) 
agreed  to. 

Mb.  8YNAN  said,  that  he  did  not 
^sh  to  move  the  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name.  There  was  an  alter- 
native one  on  the  Paper  in  the  name  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Eoscommon  (Dr. 
Commins). 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  he  thought 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sj^an)  was  under 
a  wrong  impression.  He  would  see  that 
the  Amendment  in  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Boscommon  (Dr.  Commins) 
-was  not  of  an  alternative  character  for 
that  which  stood  in  his  name.  The 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Boscommon  was  one  throwing  an  addi- 
tional sum  of  £750,000  upon  the  Con- 
solidated Fund,  whereas  that  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Synan) 
was  one  reducing  the  rate  of  interest  to 
1  per  cent. 

Mr.  synan  said,  in  that  case,  he 
would  briefly  call  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  his  Amendment. 

Ths  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  he  had 
called  upon  the  hon.  Member  to  move 
his  Amendment,  and  that,  as  he  had  not 
done  so,  he  had  called  upon  the  riffht 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Carlow 
(Mr.  Gray). 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
county  of  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray)  not  having 
risen  to  move  his  Amendment,  and  no 
Amendment  having  been  before  the 
Committee  subsequently,  he  submitted 
that  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Synan)  was 
entitled  to  move  that  which  stood  in  his 
name. 

Thx  CHAIBMAN  said,  that  he  under- 
stood the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 


Cork  (Mr.  Pamell^  was  going  to  move 
the  Amendment  of  the  ri^ht  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlow  (Mr.  Gray). 

Mr.  synan  said,  that  the  object  of 
his  Amendment  was  to  save  the  Lish 
Church  Surplus  Fund  from  bearing  the 
loss  of  interest  which  woidd  accrue  by 
giving  this  money  out  of  that  Fund  at 
1  per  cent.  He  thought  it  would  be 
well  for  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
consider  whether  the  interest,  to  be 
charged  by  the  Treasury  in  its  loans 
for  tills  Bill  to  the  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners, ought  not  to  be  1  per  cent. 
The  Church  Fund  had  only  a  balance  to 
its  credit  of  £350,000,  whereas  it  owed 
a  sum  of  £7,500,000.  By  having  to 
give  this  sum  of  money  at  1  per  cent 
interest,  the  Church  Fund  woidd  lose 
the  difference  between  1  per  cent  and  3^ 
per  cent  for  a  period  of  37  years,  and 
which  would  amount  to  over  £13,000 
a-year.  That  would  make  a  heavv  addi- 
tion to  the  charges  already  placed  upon 
the  Fund.  The  balance  of  the  Church 
Surplus  would,  if  capitalized,  amoimt  to 
about  £6,000,000,  and  it  would  be  re- 
duced by  the  present  loans,  and  the 
Education  loans,  to  less  than  £4,000,000. 
In  fact,  at  present  there  was  no  actual 
surplus  at  all.  The  Church  Commis- 
sioners were  only  in  receipt  of  a  yearly 
income,  from  cUfferent  sources,  which 
were  pledged  to  the  Treasury  for  loans, 
amounting  to  a  large  sum.  In  fact,  it 
might  turn  out  that  there  miffbt  be  no 
surplus  at  all,  if  this  mode  of  mortgag- 
ing it  was  to  be  adopted.  It  seemed  to 
him  that  there  were  various  purposes 
for  which  the  Church  Fund  might  be 
more  usefully  applied  than  this.  This 
money  might  be  expended  in  various 
ways  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland.  When 
the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  was 
before  the  House,  he  moved  that  the 
money  for  the  purpose  should  be  taken 
from  the  Public  Treasury,  and  not  from 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus.  The  Govern- 
ment of  the  day  was  then  against  them, 
and  the  Government  was  also  against 
them  on  the  present  occasion.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  Church  Fund  should 
bear  the  loss  of  the  interest,  and  he 
would  put  it  to  the  Government  whether 
it  would  not  allow  the  loss  to  be  borne 
by  the  Treasury  ?  It  would  be  a  heavjr 
burden  upon  the  Church  Fund,  while  it 
would  be  a  light  matter  upon  the  Trea- 
sury. It  would  also  be  well  to  say  to 
I  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  the  Imperial 
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it  was  absolutely  impossible  that  the 
further  sum  now  asked  for  ooidd  in  the 
meantime  have  been  sanctioned  condi- 
tionally. He  confessed  he  could  not 
understand  upon  what  ground  they  were 
now  told,  in  the  course  of  this  discussion, 
that  the  Government  was  morally  bound 
to  increase  the  amount.  Originally,  the 
Notice  issued  by  the  Government  to  the 
landlords  distinctly  stated  that  the 
amount  of  loan  woidd  be  limited  to 
£250,000,  and  that  amount  was  subse- 
quently increased  to  £760,000.  But  up 
to  the  10th  of  April,  the  amount  of  loan 
sanctioned  was  only  £354,520.  He  could 
see  no  excuse  for  the  present  Govern- 
ment asking  that  these  loans  might  be 
sanctioned.  The  amount  sanctioned  by 
the  Act  of  the  last  Session  was  only 
£750,000,  and  he  coidd  see  no  reason 
that  they  were  morally  or  legally  bound, 
or  in  any  sense  bound,  to  increase  that 
amoimt.  He  wished  now  to  make  an 
explanation  upon  another  point.  The 
Gtovemment  had  given  them  the  differ- 
ence of  this  money,  £200,000,  and  had 
taken  power,  by  accepting  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  introduced  later  on,  to 
applv  a  certain  sum  for  the  purpose  of 
out-aoor  relief.  He  thought  it  was  only 
fair  to  them  to  pay  interest  and  principal 
for  such  useful  purposes  out  of  the 
Church  Surplus  Fund.  So  far  as  the 
money  at  present  advanced  was  con- 
oerned,  not  more  than  £60,000  had 
reached  the  hands  of  the  distressed 
people,  and  he  could  not,  therefore,  re- 
gard the  Act  as  one  for  the  purpose  of 
relieving  Irish  distress ;  but  by  the  ac- 
ceptance of  his  Amendment  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  had  changed  the  situation,  and 
he  should  be  wilGng  to  accept  such  sums 
as  the  Government  might  advance  to 
the  Poor  Law  Board  from  the  operation 
of  the  Amendment  proposed  by^ishon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Synan).  He  was  sure  that 
his  hon.  Friend  woidd  be  willing  to 
agree  to  that  Amendment.  He  wished 
to  point  out  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  that  the  Govern- 
ment were  dealing  in  a  most  shabby 
way  with  Lreland  with  respect  to  this 
distress.  Up  to  the  present  time  the 
Government  had  not  given  a  sinale 
penny  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  for 
the  relief  of  distress  in  Ireland.  The 
Government  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada 
had  given  £20,000,  and  the  late  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) 
was  not  ashamed  to  accept  that  amount 
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and  apply  it  to  the  relief  of  distress, 
althougn  he  refused  to  recommend  hit 
own  Gt>vemment  to  apply  a  single  penny 
for  the  same  purpose.  The  Legisiatare 
of  Canada,  one  of  the  States  of  the 
American  TTnion;  and  charitable  persons 
throughout  the  entire  world  had  sub- 
scribed sums  for  the  relief  of  Irish  dis- 
tress amoimting  to  £300,000,  while  the 
rich  Government  of  England  had  refused 
to  put  its  hands  into  its  pockets  for  one 
single  sixpence  for  the  same  purpose. 
He  could  not  but  think  that  the  con- 
tinual perseverance  of  the  Government 
in  that  niggardly  policy  was  ti  discrodit 
to  the  Government  of  the  country,  and 
he  trusted  that  his  hon.  Friend  would 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  division. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  rose  for 
the  purpose  of  making  an  appeal  to  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Treasury  ^enoh  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  in  support  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  upon  the  follow- 
ing gprounds.  It  was  obvious  that  the 
present  measure  was  either  one  of  gene* 
rosity,  or  one  of  pure  business.  He  had 
understood  during  the  discussion,  to 
which  he  had  listened  with  great  atten- 
tion, that  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  behave  in  the  most  generous 
spirit  possible  in  the  case  of  the  distress 
of  the  Irish  people,  and,  in  fact,  the 
Bill  said  as  much  as  that.  Now,  he 
thought  it  was  most  unfortunate  for  the 
notion  to  get  abroad,  as  being  the  true 
one,  that  me  Government  and  the  people 
of  England  and  Scotland  intended  only 
to  be  generous  so  far  as  it  involved  them 
in  no  cost.  He  thoroughly  admitted  the 
whole  of  what  had  been  urged  by  the 
noble  Lord  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  that 
a  loss  must  result  from  the  acceptanoe 
of  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick ;  but  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugb) 
begffed  to  submit  that  that  was  no  sort 
of  objection  to  a  measure  of  generosity, 
and  he  appealed  to  the  Gk>vemment  not 
to  be  generous  with  half  a  hand.  The 
giving  £200,000  for  out-door  relief  took 
the  matter  entirely  out  of  any  range  of 
discussion  that  might  be  boimded  by  the 
hard-and-fast  rules  of  political  economy. 
On  behalf  of  an  English  constituency, 
which  consisted  of  a  very  large  number 
of  English  working  men,  he  thought  he 
should  be  only  doing  his  duty  in  asking 
the  Government  to  allow  some  loss  to 
fall  upon  them,  rather  than  that  measure 
of  generosity  should  be  misunderstood. 
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It  was  possible  that  the  day  nught  come 
when  England  or  Scotlana  might  have 
to  ask  the  same  fayour  that  Ireknd  now 
asked  of  us.  If  that  unfortunate  occa- 
sion should  eyer  arise,  and  either  of 
those  countries  shoidd  be  so  reduced  as 
for  deaths  to  result  from  famine,  and 
appeals  were  made  to  Ireland,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  shci  in  her  turn,  would  be 
as  generous  to  the  people  of  Scotland  or 
of  llngland  as  she  now  asked  the  Gro- 
yemment  in  this  crisis  to  be  to  her. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
hon.  Members  for  County  Wicklow  (Mr. 
M'Coan)  and  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Famell)  seemed  to  be  labouring  under 
some  slight  misapprehension  with  re- 
mrd  to  the  sum  now  sought  by  the 
Goyemment  to  be  added  to  that  which 
had  been  already  yoted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  County  Wicklow  had  stated 
that  the  late  Goyemment  were  not 
justified  in  exceeding  £750,000,  and 
that  the  present  Goyemment  were  not 
justified,  also,  in  making  grants  in  ex- 
cess of  that  amoimt.  He  (Mr.  Gibson) 
wished  to  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  actual  position  of  affairs  in  rela- 
tion to  that  matter.  Under  the  9th 
section  of  the  Belief  of  Distress  (Ire- 
land) Act,  passed  under  the  auspices  of 
the  late  Goyemment,  for  which  they 
were  responsiblei  and  which  he  might 
remind  the  Committee  was  passed  ima- 
nimously  without  a  diyision,  the  follow- 
ing was  the  state  of  the  law.  Haying 
re-stated  fully  and  without  the  slightest 
reserye  the  contents  of  the  two  Circulars 
ofNoyember,  1879,  and  January,  1880, 
it  proceeded  to  deal  with  the  instmc- 
tions  laid  down  in  them,  by  which  the 
Goyemment  were  enabled,  up  to  the 
29th  of  Febraary,  1880,  to  allow  ap- 
pications  to  be  made  for  loans,  both 
by  landowners  and  the  sanitary  autho- 
rities in  Ireland.  Those  applications 
were  allowed  to  be  entertained  on 
the  following  conditions: — No  interest 
should  be  cnar^ed  for  the  first  two 
years,  and  the  interest  thereafter,  for 
the  remaining  35  years,  was  to  be  at  the 
rate  of  1  per  cent.  The  second  Circular 
had  words  referring  to  loans  not  exceed- 
ing £150,000,  and  ne  supposed  that  was 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City  of 
Cork  drew  attention  to ;  but  that  was  not 
a  condition.  That  was,  briefly,  the  state 
of  things  under  the  two  Circulars  and 
the  9th  section  of  the  Act  of  last  Session. 
All  loans  made  by  the  Board  of  Works 
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in  compliance  with  those  Circulars  might 
also  thereafter  be  made,  inasmuch  as  all 
things  done,  or  to  be  done,  untU  &e 
29th  of  Febmary,  1 880,  should  be  yalid 
and  effectual,  in  accordance  with  the 
terms  and  conditions  he  had  read.  Fur- 
thermore, the  applications  which  had 
been  receiyed  in  accordance  with  those 
terms  and  conditions  they  were  bound  to 
entertain,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  autho- 
rizing the  grants  to  be  made  had  not 
only  been  accepted  by  the  late  Parlia- 
ment, but  adopted  without  a  diyision, 
and  had  since  become  the  law  of  the 
land  in  the  same  way  as  if  it  had  been 
incorporated  in  the  Land  Improyement 
Act.  That  was,  generally  stated,  the 
position  of  the  present  Goyemment  and 
I^arliament  in  regard  to  that  matter, 
and  the  late  Goyemment  had  neyer 
shown  any  desire  to  flinch  from  the  re- 
sponsibility which  fell  upon  them  in 
regard  to  it.  When  the  present  Go- 
yemment came  into  Office  they  had 
found  that  the  sum  offered  under  the 
Circulars  had  failed  to  a  certain  extent 
on  account  of  not  being  sufficient,  and 
they  therefore,  no  doubt,  decided  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  for  another  sum  of 
£750,000  to  be  deyoted  to  the  same 
purpose.  Originally,  it  was  thought  that 
a  much  less  sum  Uian  that  first  men- 
tioned would  be  sufficient.  First,  £200,000 
was  agreed  upon  as  being  enough;  it 
then  reached  £500,000,  and  before  the 
Bill  left  the  House  it  had  reached 
£750,000.  The  sum  required  had  grown, 
and,  no  doubt,  grown  legitimately,  from 
that  first  stated  to  be  required  to  that 
proposed  to  be  ratified  by  tho  second 
Act  of  Parliament.  For  his  part,  he 
failed  to  see  how  the  terms  of  the 
9th  section  of  Uie  recent  Act  could 
be  reasonably  cut  down  or  qualified, 
and  by  that  section  the  limit  had  not 
been  fixed  at  £750,000.  That  sum,  if 
considered  sufficient  by  the  present  Go- 
yemment, would,  no  doubt,  haye  been 
adhered  to;  but  it  had  proyed  inade- 
quate for  the  purpose.  That  being  so, 
the  present  Gbyernment  were  merely 
carrying  out  the  obligations  cast  upon 
them  by  the  action  of  their  Predecessors 
and  the  late  Parliament,  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  that  discretion  ought  to 
be  allowed  them,  as  they  were  in  pos- 
session of  the  facts,  to  say  what  they 
considered  was  a  sufficient  sum  by  which 
to  augment  that  which  had  been  yoted 
by  the  recent  Bill. 
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Mb.  PARNELL  said,  lie  had  never 
hinted  that  the  Government  had  no 
power  to  make  these  loans ;  but  he  con- 
tended that  there  was  no  boon  in  making 
them.  He  quite  agreed  with  what  had 
faUen  from  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Univer- 
sity of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson).  It  was 
quite  true  that  under  the  9th  section  of 
the  late  Act  the  Commissioners  had  the 
power  to  make  advances  to  the  extent  of 
£750,000,  instead  of  £250,000,  the  sum 
promised  in  the  Circulars  of  the  Trea- 
sury, But  his  contention  was  that  it 
was  not  a  boon  to  issue  grants  to  land- 
owners, other  than  those  granted  or 
sanctioned  by  the  Board  of  Works  up 
to  the  19th  April,  1880.  According  to 
the  Return  moved  for  by  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  fSir  StaflPord  Northcote), 
the  amount  of  loans  sanctioned  to  laud- 
owners  in  Ireland  was  £354,520.  He 
(Mr.  Pamell)  contended  that  it  was  that 
sanction  that  was  referred  to  in  the  por- 
tion of  the  9th  section  quoted  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin, 
when  he  intimated  that  all  contracts, 
express  or  implied,  which  had  been 
fully  entered  into  between  the  Commis- 
sioners and  any  person,  or  the  sanitary 
authority,  respecting  any  such  loans, 
should  be  valid  and  effectual.  He  would 
admit  that  if  the  Board  of  Works  had  en- 
tered into  contracts  up  to  the  time  when 
the  late  Government  left;  Office  to  the 
extent  of  £1,250,000,  the  landowners 
would  be,  undoubtedly,  legally  entitled 
thereto;  but,  according  to  the  Return 
of  the  Board  of  Works,  they  had 
only  entered  into  such  contracts  to  the 
extent  of  £354,520 ;  therefore,  the  pre- 
sent Government  could  not  shield  itself 
if  any  excess  beyond  that  sum  was  en- 
tered into.  He  wanted  to  know  what 
the  present  Government  did  under  these 
circumstances  ?  There  had  been  no  Re- 
turn on  the  subject  and  no  information, 
although  inquinr  had  been  made,  and 
the  matter  had  been  frequentlv  alluded 
to  in  the  discussion  on  that  Bill.  There 
had,  he  repeated,  been  no  information 
whatever  as  to  the  amount  of  loans  sanc- 
tioned by  the  present  Government  to 
landowners.  When  they  came  into 
Office,  they  had  information  in  their 
possession  to  the  effect  that  £854,520 
had  been  sanctioned ;  but  that  was  not 
£250,000.    He  should  like  to  know  how 


much  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  and  the  reasons  why 
they  sanctioned  anv  additional  snmto 
that  they  were  entitled  to  do.  The  Go- 
vernment had  often  expressed  their  dis- 
approval of  those  large  grants,  and  Ih^ 
had  thrown  the  blame  of  making  miai 
grants  of  public  money,  for  purpoeei 
entirely  useless,  he  must  say,  on  their 
Predecessors.  But  the  late  Oovem- 
ment,  he  contended,  was  only  responsi- 
ble for  the  sum  of  £354,520,  sanctioned 
up  to  the  date  when  they  left  Office. 
They  must  necessarily  exonerate  them 
from  any  further  responsibility,  and  such 
responsibility  must  undoubtedly  fall  on 
the  present  Government. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  that, 
without  question,  the  statement  as  to  the 
amount  sanctioned  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment was  entirely  a  mistake.  More 
than  £1,000,000  was  sanctioned.  [Mr. 
Parkbll  said,  the  Return  did  not  say 
so.]  Perhaps,  technically,  it  did  not; 
but  it  must  be  understood  that  the  loans 
were  applied  for  upon  terms  which  re- 
lieved tne  Government  of  all  responsi- 
bility whatever  as  regarded  their  sanction. 
With  reference  to  what  had  been  done 
since,  the  Government  considered  they 
were  only  carrying  out  the  actual  under- 
takinp^  made  by  the  late  Government,  in 
sanctioning  loans  to  landowners  that 
had  been  applied  for,  on  the  condition 
of  producing  the  requisite  security. 
The  Government  had,  dearly,  no  option 
in  the  matter.  The  hon.  Member  TMr. 
Pamell)  had  asked  for  a  statement  oi  the 
amount  advanced.  He  (Mr.  W.  £.  Forstar) 
was  informed  that  more  than  £1,000,000 
had  been  agreed  to  be  advanced,  of 
which  a  certain  amount,  in  instalments, 
had  already  been  paid.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was,  he  thought,  not  correctly 
^ving  the  remarks  wmch  he  (Mr.  W.  K 
Forster)  had  made  on  a  previous  dis- 
cussion. He  had  not  stated  that  they 
considered  those  loans  useless,  for  he 
never  thought  for  one  moment  that  they 
would  be  so. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  what  he  had 
meant  was  that  the  present  Govern- 
ment disapproved  of  the  low  rate  of  in- 
terest on  tne  loans  to  landowners,  and 
had  expressed  a  belief  that  th^  were 
useless  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
present  distress.        

Mr.  W.  £.  FORSTER  said,  that  he 
had  stated  that  it  was  the  lowest  rate  of 
interest  he  had  ever  heard  of  for  suoh  a 
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loan.  He  did  not  say  that  he  disap- 
prored  of  it,  for  he  was  not  sure  that 
employment  could  be  profitably  given  at 
a  higher  rate  of  interest.  He  did  not 
recouect  having  ffiven  any  definite  opi- 
nion upon  the  subject,  for  he  had  been 
aware  of  the  difficulties  with  which  the 
late  Government  had  to  contend.  What 
he  chiefly  regpretted  was  that  there  were 
not  more  exact  conditions  with  regard 
to  the  time  in  which  the  money  was  to 
be  spent,  and  also  as  to  the  mode  of 
employment.  But  their  position  was 
this — they,  practically,  found  that  the 
whole  of  the  applications  made  before 
the  29th  of  February  were  to  be  con- 
sidered as  contracts  which  remained  to 
be  completed,  provided  the  conditions 
were  fulfilled  and  the  requisite  guaran- 
tees produced.  In  the  same  way  he 
shoula  have  acted  in  his  own  business, 
if  he  had  found  a  list  of  applications 
made  to  the  persons  into  whose  shoes, 
as  it  were,  he  had  stepped.  Consider- 
ing that  the  Government  had  entered 
into  certain  transactions  with  individuals 
upon  certain  terms  and  conditions,  he 
did  not  think  that  those  loans  could  be 
in  any  way  repudiated  or  substantially 
modified.  The  word  **  sanction  "  had  a 
different  meaning,  as  regarded  the 
baronial  presentments  and  the  sanitary 
authorities,  because  then  the  loans  were 
more  immediately  under  the  eye  of  the 
Government.  The  purpose  for  which 
the  monev  was  to  be  used  was,  in  those 
oasee,  weU  ascertained. 

8iB  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE  said, 
he  thought  it  was  desirable  that  ho 
should  endeavour,  as  far  as  he  could, 
to  clear  up  the  position  in  which  the 
late  Government  understood  that  they 
had  left  that  matter.  For  that  purpose 
he  had  particulars  before  him ;  but  it  was 
not  a  matter  of  great  consequence  what 
were  the  particular  figures.  He  could 
state,  generally,  what  was  the  principle 
upon  which  they  proceeded,  and  what 
they  considered  to  be  the  position  in 
which  they  had  left  the  matter.  In 
the  beginning  they  made  an  offer,  think- 
ing it  desirable  that  landowners  should 
be  encouraged  to  take  up  money  for  the 
purpose  of  executing  works  which  would 
xumish  employment  in  the  distressed 
districts ;  but  those  offers  had  failed  to 
produce  anv  larse  number  of  applica- 
tions. Finding  that  to  be  so,  and  being 
anxious  to  pursue  that  line  of  conduct — 
be  would  not  argue  whether  rightly  or 


wrongly,  considering  that  that  line  of 
policy  had  been  proceeded  with — they 
amended  their  oner,  and  accordingly 
offered  lower  terms  of  interest  and 
greater  inducements  to  landowners  to 
come  forward  and  make  claims,  and  they 
stated  that  the  applications  were  to  be 
received  before  a  certain  day — namely,  the 
29th  of  Februarv — and,  in  that  case,  they 
would  be  carefully  considered.  Of  course, 
those  applications  had  to  be  examined 
into.  At  the  same  time,  they  stated 
that  they  had  estimated  what  they 
thought  likely  to  be  demanded  upon 
those  terms.  Well,  certainly,  they  con- 
siderably under-estimated  the  amount. 
In  the  £urst  instance  they  estimated  that, 
probably,  £250,000  would  be  reouired. 
Very  soon,  however,  they  found  that 
more  than  that  would  be  required,  and 
they  accordingly  raised  it  to  £500,000  ; 
but,  as  matters  proceeded  and  applica- 
tions came  in,  they  found  that  a  still 
larger  sum  would  be  required.  When 
they  reached  the  end  of  February,  the 
late  Government  found  themselves  in 
this  position.  Applications  had  been 
made  very  much  beyond  the  amount 
contemplated,  even  on  the  highest  esti- 
mate, and  it  became  necessary  to  con- 
sider whether  they  should  arbitrarily 
put  a  stop  to  those  applications,  or 
whether  they  shouldbe  all  considered,  and 
then,  if  necessary,  application  should  be 
made  to  Parliament  for  further  funds. 
Again,  they  had  been  obliged  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  have  been  right 
to  proclaim  suddenly,  in  the  state  in 
which  the  country  was  placed,  and  in  the 
uncertainty  which  prevailed,  after  an- 
nouncing that  applications  might  be 
sent  in  up  to  the  end  of  February,  that 
they  had  drawn  a  line,  and  that  no  more 
applications  would  be  considered;  or, 
again,  whether  in  the  case  of  an  applica- 
tion for,  say,  £1,000,  they  should  grant 
only  a  portion  of  it,  which  might  have 
the  effect  of  spoiling  the  work  intended 
to  be  done.  When  the  late  Government 
considered  these  difficulties,  they  came 
to  the  condusion  that  their  proper 
course,  having  regard  to  the  distress  ex- 
isting in  the  country,  was  not  to  stop 
any  of  the  applications,  but  to  take  ujpon 
themselves  to  accept  them  for  examina- 
tion and  to  consider  the  propriety  of 
afterwards  asking  Parliament  for  such 
money  as  the  increased  number  which 
I  might  be  agreed  to  might  render  neces- 
sary.   They  knew  that  when  the  appli- 
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cations  came  in  they  would  be  yery 
carefully  siftedi  and  they  had  calculated 
that,  perhaps,  a  large  number  of  them 
would  be  rejected  m>m  their  not  meet- 
ing the  proper  conditions  upon  which 
the  grants  were  to  be  made.  It  was  not 
known,  therefore,  how  much  of  this 
sum — upwards  of  £1,000,000 — which 
had  been  asked  for,  would  upon  exami- 
nation turn  out  to  be  really  required. 
Up  to  the  time  the  Betum  was  made, 
no  doubt,  not  more  than  £300,000  or 
£400,000  had  been  passed  and  autho- 
rized ;  but  they  had  so  far  undertaken 
to  deal  with  the  other  applications  that 
they  had  rendered  themselves  liable,  in 
honour  and  good  faith,  to  provide  means 
for  advancing  as  much  of  the  whole  of 
the  £1,200,000  applied  for  as  might 
meet  the  conditions  laid  down.  He  pre- 
sumed that  the  examination  since  made 
had  shown,  to  a  large  extent,  that  the 
applications  were  sound  and  proper,  and 
that  it  was  on  that  ground  the  present 
Government  now  came  forward  to  make 
this  proposal.  It  was,  of  course,  open 
to  the  Government  to  say — **We  will 
provide  the  money  by  some  other  ma- 
chinery ; "  but  he  considered  the  action 
taken  by  the  late  Government  and  ap- 
proved by  the  late  Parliament  bound 
the  present  Government  and  Parliament, 
in  good  faith,  to  provide  in  some  way  or 
other  for  the  amount  now  asked  for. 

LoED  RANDOLPH  CHTJBCHILL 
said,  there  was  an  obvious  inconsistency 
in  the  position  taken  up  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment with  reference  to  the  Amend- 
ment. The  Government  had  said'  that 
the  distress  was  so  intense  that  they 
found  it  absolutely  necessary  to  bring  in 
a  Bill  to  increase  the  origmal  sum  ob- 
tained from  Parliament  by  another  like 
sum  of  £750,000.  They  went  further, 
and,  accepting  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Par- 
nell),  granted  £200,000  in  aid  of  out- 
door relief ;  and,  going  farther  still,  they 
took  a  portion  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
and  said  the  distress  was  so  intense  that 
tenants  must  be  protected  from  the  con- 
sequences of  the  non*payment  of  rent 
which  they  were  not  able  to  pay.  If  the 
statement  was  correct,  that  the  distress 
was  so  severe  as  to  warrant  those  various 
measures,  then  he  maintained  that  a 
case  had  been  made  out  for  aid  from 
tiie  Imperial  Treasury.  He  was  in- 
clined to  support  the  Amendment  of  Ae 

Sir  atafird  NorihcoU 


hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan) 
upon  the  ground  that,  if  it  was  not   ao* 
cepted,  the  Church  Commissioners  migbt 
be  left  in  an  insolvent  condition.     Me 
found  that  they  had  an  available  incooie 
of  about  £800,000.    On  the  other  hand, 
they  had  to  pay  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners £600,000  a-year  capital  and 
interest  on  account  of  the  original  ad- 
vances  for  commutations.    Thej    Bad 
also  had  cast  upon  them  the  interest  of 
£1,000,000  for  intermediate  education, 
of  £1,300,000  for  pensions  of  school 
teachers,  and  since' that  time  £1,500,000 
had  to  be  borrowed  on  the  security  of 
their  income  for  the  relief  of  Irish  die- 
tress.    Such  being  the  case,  he  wished 
to  ask  the  noble  fiord  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh} 
what  would  be  the  exact  balance,  at  the 
present  moment,   after   providing    for 
these  demands,  in  the  hands  of  the  Oom- 
missioners  of  the  Irish  Church  Tem- 
poralities?   Could  the  noble  Lord  eaj 
that,  after  the  provision  for  meeting  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  the  Commissioners  had 
an  available  balance  sufficient  to  bear 
the  loss  inflicted  on  them  by  having  to 
meet  the  difference  between  3|  per  cent 
and  the  1  per  cent  ?    On  the  ground  of 
finance  as  well  as  of  policy,  he  was, 
therefore,  strongly  tempted  to   support 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 

Limerick.  _ 

Lord  FEEDEMCK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  question  of  security  had  re- 
ceived the  most  careful  consideration  of 
the  Government  in  consultation  with  the 
National  Debt  Commissioners,  who 
fully  satisfied  that  the  security 
sufficient.  Again,  with  regard  to  the 
interest,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  had 
this  question  imder  consideration,  in 
connection  with  the  Savings  Banks  Bill, 
and  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  S| 
er  cent,  instead  of  3}  per  cent,  would 
e  sufficient  interest  for  the  advance, 
and  that  the  security  given  by  the  Church 
Commissioners  was  substantial.  With 
respect  to  the  appeal  to  the  generosity  of 
England  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
her  for  Isorthampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh). 
the  Committee  ought  not  to  consider 
the  question  as  one  simply  affecting 
Ireland,  but  should  consider  it  with  re- 
ference to  the  course  adopted  by  that 
House  when  the  Cotton  Famine  occuired 
in  Lancashire.  If  ever  there  was  a  case 
of  great  distress  in  England  it  w«a  that 
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of  the  Cotton  Famine;  but  still  it  was 
felt  at  that  time  that  it  was  not  wise  to 
come  upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and 
practically  interfere  with  the  operation 
of  the  Poor  Law.  Once  lay  down  the 
principle  that,  in  times  of  distress  you 
are  to  come  upon  the  general  taxpayers, 
and  you  will  do  far  more  mischief  by 
your  supposed  generosity  than  you  would 
do  good.  He  wished  the  Committee  to 
understand  that,  in  rejecting  the  appeal 
for  a  mint  from  the  National  Exche- 
quer, the  Gk>yernment  were  not  ani- 
mated by  any  feeling  applying  specially 
to  Ireland,  but  were  merely  pursuing  a 
policy  which  had  been  followed  for  the 
last  40  years  in  all  cases  of  distress.  He 
believed  that  to  rererse  that  policy  would 
be  fatal  in  dealing  with  the  distress 
existing  in  Ireland,  which,  after  all,  was 
not  of  an  exceptional  character,  and  was 
due  simply  to  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  three  or  four  bad  haryests. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
would  like  to  explain  to  some  English 
Members  who  might  not  be  aware  of  it, 
the  exact  demand  which  Irish  Members 
were  makine  upon  the  Govemment, 
and  upon  which  they  would  probably 
have  to  elicit  the  opmion  of  the  Com- 
mittee by  a  division.  The  money  lent 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Bill  was  provided,  first,  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Reduction  of  the  National 
Debt.  And  while  the  Church  Tempor- 
alities Commissioners  were  authorized 
to  lend  money  at  1  per  cent,  they  had  to 
pay  3|r  i>er  cent  to  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  this  statement,  be- 
cause he  had  just  been  asked  by  an  hon. 
Member  in  the  Lobby  to  ^ye  him  some 
idea  of  the  matter  under  discussion.  He 
was  fflad  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  given  them  his  support 
on  that  occasion,  and  he  thought  the 
arguments  brought  forward  by  him  were 
very  strong.  They  had  heard  a  fair 
statement  m>m  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish) ;  but  it  was  not  a  conclusive 
statement,  although,  from  the  stand-point 
of  one  determine£y  opposed  to  the  prin- 
ciples of  Irish  Members,  it  was  not  un- 
fair as  an  argument  With  reference  to 
the  Cotton  Famine,  that  was,  no  doubt,  a 
great  national  emergency;  but  it  had 
occurred  in  the  centre  of  masses  of 
wealth  acquired  in  the  ootton  industry, 


and  if  the  operatives  were  thrown  out  of 
employment,  they  might  fairly  be  left  to 
the  charge  of  their  fellow-countrymen 
whose  fi^at  wealth  they  had  contributed 
so  much  to  amass.  He  thought  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  had  not  conclu- 
sively shown  the  evil  consequences  which 
would  flow  from  meeting  a  national 
calamity  with  contributions  from  the 
National  Exchequer.  The  noble  Lord 
had  simply  laid  it  down  as  an  axiomatic 
principle ;  but  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power),  so  far  from  regarding  it  as  self- 
evident,  believed  to  be  absolutely  false. 
He  had  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
prepared  to  prove  his  theory,  and  show 
exactly  how  the  Poor  Law  would  be 
superseded.  But  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  absurd,  especially  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  where  the  life  and  death 
of  millions  was  concerned.  During  the 
whole  time  that  Ireland  had  had  the 
misfortune  to  be  governed  by  an  alien 
Parliament  the  doctrines  not  only  of 
political  economy,  but  of  constitutional 
liberty,  had  been  set  aside,  and  appeals 
had  been  afterwards  made  to  protect  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  by  the  suspension 
of  personal  rights.  What  greater  emer- 
gency could  arise  than  the  state  of  na- 
tional starvation  which  was  now  bring- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  verge  of 
the  grave  by  the  sure  and  speedy  agency 
of  lamine  and  fever?  He  submittea 
that  this  was  a  case  of  great  national 
emergency,  and  that  the  Government 
should  accept  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Synan). 

Mr.  M'LAkEN  said,  l^e  Amendment  of 
the  hon.Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan) 
meant,  in  other  words,  that  the  Trea- 
sunr  should  lend  money  to  the  landlords 
and  other  parties  in  Ireland  at  the  rate 
of  1  per  cent.  If  the  people  of  Ireland, 
through  their  Representatives  in  that 
House,  desired  to  lend  out  their  Fund  at 
that  rate  of  interest  for  25  years,  he  had 
not  a  word  to  sa^  against  it ;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Imperial  Funds  should  be 
advanced  on  the  same  improvident  foot- 
ing, and  he  should  certaizuy  vote  against 
any  such  proposal.  Itcametothis-^after 
paying  ^  per  cent  for  36  years,  the 
landlords  would  practically  receive  a 
present  of  the  principal.  If  the  Irish 
people  liked  to  squander  their  money  in 
that  way,  let  them  have  the  responsibi- 
litvof  doing  so;  but  he  was  dead  against 
asking  the  Treasury  to  lend  under  such 
an  improvident  system* 
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Mr.  OOBST  said,  he  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
M'Laren)  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Limenok  (Mr.  Synan)  was 
extraordinary;  but  the  question  was, 
whether  they  were  not  extraordinary 
circumstances  that  the  proposal  was  in- 
tended to  meet  ?  In  judging  of  Irish 
affairs,  he  thought  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  much  more  inclined  to  judge 
by  what  the  Government  did  than  by 
what  they  said,  because,  as  far  as  his 
experience  in  that  House  had  gone, 
he  believed  Qovemments  said  almost 
anything;  but  when  it  came  to  ac- 
tion, and  they  had  to  put  their  views 
into  force  by  the  introduction  of  Bills, 
they  were  tolerably  sincere.  The  Go- 
vernment had  proposed  extraordinary 
measures,  which  they  only  attempted  to 
justify  on  the  ground  of  the  extraordi- 
nary character  of  the  Irish  distress. 
Therefore,  it  seemed  to  him  that,  under 
circumstances  which  the  (Government 
deemed  to  be  extraordinary,  it  was  not 
unreasonable  for  Members  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  propose  a  grant  out  of  the 
Treasury.  It  was  clearly  a  grant  in  aid 
of  Irish  distress  which  was  proposed  by 
the  Amendment,  and  therefore  he  felt 
inclined  to  support  it  on  the  ground  that 
extraordinary  circumstances  must  be 
met  by  extraordinary  measures.  He 
wished  to  say  a  word  upon  another 
matter  that  had  occurred  to  him.  Were 
the  Irish  Church  Temporalities  Commis- 
sioners financially  capable  of  bearing  the 
drain  put  upon  them?  And  here  he 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  M'Laren),  who  had  pointed 
out  that  they  were  really  being  asked 
to  embark  in  a  procedure  which  must 
drain  and  impoverish  their  resources. 
The  hon.  Member  had  asked  whether 
that  was  the  way  in  which  Irish  Mem- 
bers wished  their  funds  to  be  squandered  ? 
But  it  was  not  the  Irish  Members,  it 
was  the  Government,  who  were  proposing 
to  squander  those  funds  in  that  par- 
ticular manner;  and  before  they  did  so  the 
Committee,  in  his  opinion,  should  have 
before  them  the  facts  necessary  to  enable 
them  to  judge  whether,  financially,  ttie 
fhnds  at  the  disposal  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Irisn  Church  Temporalities 
could  bear  the  strain.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  had  said  that  the 
Government  had  satined  themselves  that 
the  security  offered  by  the  Commissioners 


was  sufficient.    No  doubt,  that 
but  he  TMr.  (Jorst)  thou^t  the  Com- 
mittee also  would  like  to  see  that  the 
security  was   satisfactory.     Thej  woe 
not  yet  prepared  to  hand  over  all  the 
finance  of  the  country  to  Her  Majesty^s 
Gk)vemment ;  and  he  hoped  before  the 
third   reading  of  the   Bill,  before  the 
matter  was  finally  disposed  of  hj  tiie 
House,  that  some  further  information 
would   be    given  than    the   extrem^y 
meagre    information  which    the   noble 
Lord  had  given  in  answer  to  his  uobk 
Friend  (Lord  Eandolph  Churchill).     It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  Fund  of  the 
Irish    Church    Temporalities   Commis- 
sioners was  nearly  at  an  end,  and  if  the 
Fund  could  bear  the  burden  which  the 
Government  were  now  about  to  put  upon 
it,  it  would  very  likely  prove  to  be  the 
straw  that  would  break  tne  camel's  back ; 
and  though  they  were  close  to  the  rery 
last  of  the  Fimd  which  Parliament  had 
at  its  disposal,  no  fSacts  or  figures  had 
been  laid  before  the  Committee  which 
would   enable  them  to  judge  whether 
they  were  doing  right  or  wrong.      He 
had  already  suggested  that  Uie  House 
should  be  furnished  with  an  intelligible 
account  of  the  Fund  of  the  Church  Tem- 
poralities   Commission,    in    which    the 
assets  and  liabilities   might  be  clearly 
shown,  in  order  that  they  might  be  able 
to  see  whether  that  Fimd  womd  bear  the 
drain  that  was  now  put  upon  it,  and  in 
case  it  would  not,  that  they  might  have 
an  opportunity  of  providing  the  requisite 
expenditure  from  other  sources.  He  did 
not  think  that  his  request  was  an  unrea* 
sonable  one,  and  he  therefore  trusted 
that  some  sufficient  information  might 
be  furnished. 

Mb.  ETLANDS  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Mr.  Gorst)  had  charged  the  Qo* 
vemment  with  squandering  the  Church 
Fund.  That  responsibility,  he  begged 
to  sapr,  rested  with  hon.  G^tlemen 
opposite.  If  the  hon  and  learned  Mem- 
ber was  anxious  to  look  to  some  <me  who 
was  responsible  for  that  business,  he 
should  refer  him  to  his  own  Leader ;  it 
was  he  that  was  responsible  for  a  trans- 
action which,  in  his  fMr.  Bylanda') 
judgment,  was  one  of  me  most  objec- 
tionable proceedings  any  Government^ 
in  his  recollection,  had  ever  done.  The 
action  of  the  late  Government  having 
ceased,  it  fell  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
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(B£r.  W,  E.  Forster)  to  carry  out  the 
scheme,  and  that  was  rendered  necessary 
on  account  of  the  official  position  to  which 
he  had  succeeded.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  just  before  pointed  out  very 
clearly  that  the  transaction  had  been  a 
bad  business  transaction,  and  that,  if  he 
had  had  the  initation  of  it,  a  better 
arrangement  would  have  been  made. 
What  was  the  fact?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ^Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
told  them  in  a  few  words,  what  they 
already  knew,  that  the  late  Government 
wanted  landowners  in  Ireland  to  join 
them  in  the  operations  for  the  relief  of 
distress,  and  tney  accordingly  suggested 
that  money  should  be  advanced  to  them 
for  that  purpose  upon  moderate  terms. 
The  landowners  stood  aside,  they  held 
back,  because  they  wanted  to  get  greater 
advantages,  and  would  not  apply  for 
loans  until  they  were  offered  at  terms 
that  made  them  almost  gifts.  He  ob- 
jected to  that  transaction,  whether  or 
not  the  Ohurch  Fund  could  bear  it ;  but 
they  were  unable  now  to  alter  it.  He 
protested,  altogether,  as  a  British  tax- 
payer, against  that  boon  to  Irish  land- 
lords, or  rather  that  gift,  bein^  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Enghsh  tcix- 
payers.  He  trusted  that  the  proposition 
then  before  the  Committee  would  not  be 
entertained  for  a  moment,  and  he,  for 
one,  regretted  that  they  had  been  called 
upon  to  increase  the  amoimt  voted  to  a 
sdieme  which,  in  his  judgment,  was 
open  to  80  many  serious  objections. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that,  as 
an  Irish  Member,  he  could  look  with 
impartiality  on  the  discords  between 
English  Members  in  regard  to  the  gift  to 
the  Irish  landlords.  In  their  position  as 
Irish  Members,  they  were  not  responsible 
for  that  transaction,  for  the  English 
Members  had  settled  the  matter  between 
them.  He  accepted  the  proposition 
which  had  been  Imd  down  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendbh)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren) ; 
but  he  arrived  at  a  different  conclusion. 
He  agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  the  inadvisability  of  giving 
mon^  from  the  National  Exchequer  in 
aid  of  the  rates ;  but  he  would  pomt  out 
to  the  noble  Lord  that  the  question  they 
were  then  discussing  was  not  whether 
the  money  should  be  paid,  but  the  par- 
ticular manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be 


given.  With  regard  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  fully  agreed  with 
him,  that  to  pay  money  out  of  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  was  an  extravagant  and 
ridiculous  proceeding ;  but  he  must  im- 
press upon  the  Committee  that  no  re- 
sponsibility rested  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  regard  to  that  matter.  That  rested 
with  the  Imperial  Government,  whether 
Conservative  or  Liberal.  The  opinion  of 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  expressed 
over  and  over  again,  that  the  moneys  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  ought  not  to  be 
spent  in  bolstering  m  the  credit  of  the 
Irish  landowners.  He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
that  the  expenditure  they  were  discussing 
was  a  gift  of  money  made  by  the  Imperii 
Government,  in  spite  of  the  protest  of 
Irish  Members.  That  was  why  they 
contended  that  the  loss  of  interest  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  told 
them  that  Irish  Members  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  that  proposal  of  loans  to 
landlords.  He  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) must  say  he  could  not  quite  agree 
with  him.  He  remembered  what  took 
took  place  in  that  House  when  the  pro- 
posal was  made,  and  he  believed,  umess 
his  memory  deceived  him,  that  that  pro- 
position was  received  and  passed  with- 
out a  single  dissentient  voice.  [''  No, 
no!"]  The  hon.  Member  said,  ''No, 
no !  "  The  reports  would,  no  doubt,  show 
whether  he  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
was  right  or  no.  But  it  was  not  merely 
that ;  but,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  in  the 
late  Parliament  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Home  Rule  Partv,  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Cork  (^.  Shaw),  in  discussing 
the  question,  stated  that — "  The  Govern- 
ment on  the  1st  of  January,  finding 
those  advances  under  the  terms  of  the 
November  Circular  were  not  taken  up, 
issued  another  Circular  in  which  more 
substantial  advantages  were  offered  ; 
1  per  cent  interest  was  then  offered, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  that  had 
been  done  in  the  first  instance,  there 
would  have  been  an  amount  of  employ- 
ment throughout  Ireland  almost  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  entire  case."  Taking 
that  to  be  the  representation  of  the 
feeling  of  Irish  Members  upon  that 
matter,  he  thought  he  might  say  that 
there  was  really  no  question   in   the 
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former  discussion  as  to  whether  the 
money  should  come  from  the  Exchequer 
or  the  Irish  Church  Fund.  He  believed 
it  had  been  admitted  that  to  relieye  the 
distress  from  that  Fund  was  a  good 
means  to  employ  to  meet  the  difficidty. 
He  therefore  thought  that  the  Members 
of  the  Third  Party  were  responsible  for 
what  was  done.  With  regard  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands),  he  must  say 
he  welcomed  those  remarks.  The  Trea- 
sury had  been  assailed  from  day  to  day, 
and  subjected  to  abuse,  with  regard  to 
those  loans,  and  he  was  therefore  glad 
to  hear  him  say  that  they  were  only 
carrying  out  the  engagements  entered 
into  by  their  Predecessors.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  believe  that  the  Treasury 
was  at  fault  in  regard  to  that  matter. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  he 
was  one  of  the  Members  who  had  taken 
part  in  the  debates  on  that  subject  in 
the  late  Parliament;  and  he  certainly 
must  say  that,  in  his  opinion,  the  memory 
of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  was  somewhat  short  in  re- 
gard to  it.  He  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  re- 
membered many  Irish  Members  speak- 
ing in  those  debates,  and  all  of  them, 
he  believed,  protested  as  strongly  as 
they  could  against  squandering  away 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund  in  grants  to 
Irish  landlords.  The  fact  was,  the  Irish 
Members  were  naturally  most  anxious 
to  obtain  money  for  the  relief  of  the 
growing  distress,  and  they  said  that  the 
late  (Government  had  resolved  to  throw 
the  burden  upon  the  Church  Fund,  and 
they  could  not  take  on  themselves  the 
responsibility  of  standing  between  the 
Government  and  the  relief  of  the  distress 
in  the  country.  All  that  could  be  done 
by  private  charitv  was  being  done,  and 
they  knew  that  those  funds  would  pro- 
bablv  soon  come  to  an  end.  The  hat 
had  been  carried  round,  so  to  speak,  all 
over  the  world.  His  hon.  Fnend  the 
'Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  taken  scrip  and  staff  and 
gone  to  America,  in  order  to  raise  money 
there  for  the  same  purpose.  But  all  those 
sources  must  soon  dry  up,  and  they 
therefore  came  to  ask  for  further  assist- 
ance, and  they  were  now  treated  to  a 
dissection  on  the  ndes  of  political 
economy,  by  which  it  appeared  that 
Irish  distress  might  properly  be  relieved 
out  of  any  Treasoiy  except  that  of  Eng- 
land.     They  had  obtained   assistance 

Lord  I\r$dmek  Caeendiih 


from,  the  Oovemment  of  the  Doxmmoa 
of  Canada  and  from  other  Oovemments, 
and  they  had  heard  no  objection  raised 
on  the  score  of  political  economy ;  but 
political  economy  was  instantly  appealed 
to  as  a  reason  why  no  grant  should  be 
made  out  of  our  own  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Under  the  condition  of  things  He  had 
described  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
driven  to  accept  the  Gk)vemment  pro- 
posal ;  but  they  had  condemned  it  over 
and  over  again,  and  had  expressed  their 
strong^  conviction  that  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  ought  not  to  be  squandered 
away  for  such  a  purpose.  He  could  not 
admit  that  a  gift  to  Irish  landlords,  out 
of  that  Fund,  was  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  strictl  j  and 
properly  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands)  had  called  it — a 
gift,  because,  after  a  oertain  time,  both 
the  principal  and  interest  would  be  paid 
off  in  the  easiest  way,  the  landlord  would 
have  the  full  advantage,  and  the  Irish 

Eeople,  to  whom,  strictly,  the  money 
elong^,  would  receive  no  permanent 
benefit  firom  it  whatever.  Ck>n8xdering 
the  extreme  distress  that  existed — whii£ 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretanr  to  the 
Treasury  had  admitted — he  thoug^ht  it 
was  not  a  time  when  the  rules  of  political 
economy  were  to  be  strictly  adhered  to. 
When  extreme  distress,  national  distrees, 
was  shown  to  exist  in  one  part  of  the 
Empire,  it  was  only  just  that  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  should  assist  in  re- 
lieving that  distress. 

Mr.  SYNAN  said,  he  thought  it  was 
due  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Members  to 
defend  them  against  the  accusation 
which  had  been  made  against  them  with 
regard  to  the  action  of  the  late  Govern- 
ment, in  lending  money  to  Irish  land- 
lords at  the  expense  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  for  1  per  cent.  The  Irish 
Members  had  resisted  that  nropoeal  on 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  tnej  had 
resisted  it  on  going  into  Committee  and 
divided  upon  it,  and  40  Irish  Members 
voted  against  it,  the  whole  of  the  rest  of 
the  House  being  opposed  to  them.  If 
the  Oovemment  wanted  to  give  money 
at  1  per  cent,  why  should  they  give  it  at 
the  expense  of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund? 
Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  (tbvemment 
to  tell  Irish  landlords  that  the  money 
was  to  be  had  at  S^  per  cent  out  of  the 
Public  Treasury?  He  thought  it  was 
unjust,  when  they  had  been  forced  and 
beaten  down  in  their  divisions,  and  when 
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they  had  protested  against  the  proposal 
in  the  Bill,  to  be  accused  of  having  oeen 
parties  to  the  lending  of  the  money  out 
of  that  Fund.  They  never  had  been 
parties  to  that.  He  should  like  to  refer 
to  the  real  question  before  the  Commit- 
tee. The  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  M'Laren),  with  his  usual  ability 
If  hen  he  came  to  figures,  had  exagge- 
rated to  an  enormous  extent  when  he 
talked  of  £750,000  as  being  asked  for 
by  his  Amendment.  In  fact,  the  sum 
would  be  only  about  £14,000  a-year 
for  the  period  during  which  the 
money  was  lent  at  1  per  cent  out  of 
the  Treasury.  What  Irish  Members 
wanted  was  that  the  Treasury  should 
bear  the  expense  of  the  difference  be- 
tween 1  and  8^  per  cent,  which  would 
amount  to  the  enormous  sum  of  £14,000 ! 
That  £750,000  was  to  come  out  of  the 
Treasury  was  altogether  an  exaggera- 
tion ;  they  only  wanted  £14,000,  and  he 
thought  that  was  sufficiently  reasonable 
to  be  accepted  by  the  Committee. 

Mr.  ILLINGWOETH  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Limerick  TMr.  Synan) 
was  right  as  to  the  amount  ne  proposed 
to  charge  upon  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners. Deducting  the  £200,000 
referred  to  he  had  made  a  calculation, 
and  the  loss  between  3^  and  1  per  cent 
would  amount  to  £13,750  a-year.  He 
submitted  to  the  Irish  Members  that 
that  being  so,  the  sum  was  a  small  one, 
and  that  the  charge  would  be  light, 
wherever  it  might  fall.  He  was  bound 
to  say  that  he  was  surprised  at  the  re- 
marlts  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Chatham  TMr. 
Oorst).  In  reality,  the  clause  with  wnich 
they  were  dealing  was  an  inevitable  ex- 
tension of  the  powers  of  the  Irish  Belief 
Act  of  1880.  That  Act,  which  was 
carried  by  the  late  Government,  lent  a 
sum  of  £750,000  to  Irish  landlords  out 
of  the  funds  of  the  Irish  Church  Com- 
missianers.  Not  only  was  it  an  act  of 
the  late  Government ;  but  it  had  been 
admitted  by  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
the  ex-Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
morning,  that  it  was  a  measure  of  the 
late  Government,  and  that  they  were 
undoubtedly  responsible  for  it  in  the 
first  instance.  He  (Mr.  Hlin^orth) 
could  not  see,  therefore,  how  the  pre- 
sent  Government  were  in  anv  wav  re- 
sponsible for  it.  An  appeal  nad  been 
made  on  the  score  of  p^erosity.  His 
opinion  was  that  the  original  grant  was 


a  great  mistake,  and  nothing  could  be 
more  unfortunate  than  making  the  Irish 
landlords  the  medium  for  relieving  dis- 
tress. If  there  was  genuine  Irish  dis- 
tress, the  money  should  have  been  given 
through  the  Guardians,  as  it  would  be 
in  this  country.  In  fact,  the  whole  affair 
was  a  huge  job.  He  exceedingly  re- 
gretted that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  not  raised  afurther 
objection  when  it  was  proposed  to  double 
the  sum  to  be  given  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords in  order  to  relieve  the  distress.  He 
thought  it  was  agreed  on  both  sides 
that  the  money  gpranted  in  the  first  in- 
stance was  not  effectual  for  the  purpose. 
If  the  scheme  failed,  then  he,  for  one, 
should  deplore  ever  having  consented  to 
make  a  loan  of  public  money,  or  that 
such  funds  should  have  been  allowed  to 
be  tampered  with  by  Irish  landlords 
under  such  conditions.  If  they  required 
money,  they  should  have  gone  into  the 
market  for  it.  But  the  House  was  in 
this  position — they  had  been  asked  bjr 
the  Government  to  supplement  the  ori- 
ginal loan.  He  appealed,  therefore,  to 
Irish  Members,  that  if  they  had  a  piev- 
ance  with  regard  to  that  matter,  it  was 
scarcely  worth  while  to  detain  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  clause.  If  it  was  a 
question  of  generosity,  the  money  ought, 

Eerhaps,  to  come  out  of  the  Public  Fimds ; 
ut,  at  any  rate,  the  matter  was  one 
that  ought  to  be  treated  on  its  own 
merits  rather  than  on  technical  grounds. 
For  his  ownpart,  he  was  not  sornr  that 
the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  was 
coming  to  a  close,  as  it  was,  no  doubt, 
the  cause  of  a  deal  of  jobbery ;  but,  he 
must  say,  that  if  they  m  England  had  a 
corresponding  fund  of  that  character,  it 
would  be  grossly  unjust  to  come  on  the 
Irish  taxpayers  to  relieve  the  English. 
If  the  English  Church  were  disesta- 
blished and  a  huge  fund  were  available 
for  other  purposes,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  entitled  to  say  that  that  fund 
ought  to  be  exhausted  before  the  Eng- 
lish came  upon  the  taxpayers  of  Ire- 
land. He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  as  to  the  willingness  of  the  work- 
ing classes  to  pay  towards  such  an  ob- 
ject as  the  distress,  when  there  was  a 
large  fund  already  available.  Besides, 
he  thought  it  would  hardly  be  fair  to 
call  upon  them  to  do  so,  inasmuch  as^  it 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  the  Imperial 
Funds  were  more  largely  contriouted 
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to  by  the  humbler  classes  than  by  the 
owners  of  property.  He  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  be  allowed  to  proceed 
with  the  measure  before  it. 

Sir  STAFFGED  NORTHCOTE 
said,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  lUing worth), 
that  they  were  not  making  great  pro- 
gress, and  that  the  amount  at  stake  was 
so  small  as  scarcely  to  seem  worthy  of 
the  amount  of  time  that  had  been  spent 
in   discussing   a  question    of    such   an 
amount  as  £15,000.      He  frankly  ad- 
mitted that  there  was  a  good  deal  more 
at  stake  than  the  question  of  that  amount. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  important  prin- 
ciples were  at  stake ;  and  while  he  did 
not  complain  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  raising  the  ques- 
tion on  the  grounds  he  had  stated,  he 
had  felt  it  was  impossible  that  he  could 
sit  still  and  hear  such  statements  as  had 
been  made,  and  such  arguments  as  they 
had  lately  listened  to,  without  protesting 
against  the  misrepresentations  in  which 
hon.  Members  had  indulged  as  to  the 
action  of  the  late  Goyemment  and  the 
late    Parliament  in   that    matter,   and 
putting    on    record    a    strong    protest 
against  the    proposal  now  before   the 
Committee.     It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
had  been  rather  gratuitously  going  back 
upon  the  discussions  which  had  taken 
place  in  the  late  Parliament,  and  on  the 
principles  embodied   in  the  Act   then 
passea.    It  was  all  the  more  gratuitous 
to  do  so,  because,  at  an  earlier  stage  of 
that  very  Bill,  the  same  question  had 
been  raised,  and  remarks  of  the  same 
character  as  those  to  which  they  had  just 
been  listening  were  discussed,  and  the 
House  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was, 
at  all  events,  desirable  to  proceed  with 
the  measure  without    renewing  those 
attacks  upon  the  two  classes  who  seemed 
to  be  the  favourite  objects  of  attack — he. 
meant  the  late    Government  and    the 
Irish  landlords.     He  could  quite  under- 
stand that  it  might  be  agreeable  to  cer- 
tain persons  to  represent  the  matter  so 
as  to  make  out  that  those  loan  transac- 
tions were  arranged  by  the  late  Gx)vem- 
ment  particularly  for  the  benefit,  not  of 
the  Irish  people,   but  of   a  particular 
class,   and  that  an  unpopular  class — 
namely,  the  Irish  landlords.     He  did 
not  thmk  it  necessaiy,  then,  to  enter  into 
the  question  as  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
Irish  landlords  were  being  treated ;  but 
he   protested  against   the   manner  in 

Mr,  lUingworih 


which  a  measure  of  last  SeasiaiL  was 
bein^  treated,  and  that  it  was  grossly 
unfair,  and  an  entire  misrepresentatioB 
of  the  facts  of  the  case,  to  represent  the 
legislation  of  last  Session  as   only  in 
favour  of  landlords.    The  facts  of  the 
case  were  that  the  distress  ^ad  to  be 
dealt  with,  and  that  that  distress  was  un- 
doubtedly imminent  upon  the  people  of 
Ireland.     At  the  same  time,  it  was  most 
objectionable,  as  being  contrary  to  the 
rules  for  the  general  administration  of 
the  Poor  Law  and  the  ndes  of  political 
economy,  to  come  forward  with  grants 
from  the  Public  Exchequer.    He  did  not 
believe  it  would  have  been  possible,  even 
at  the  worst  period  of  the  Irish  distress, 
to  have  come  forward    and    propoeed 
grants  in  aid  of  the  poor  rates  out  of 
the  Imperial  Exchequer,  without  rainnff 
questions  in  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  which    it  would  have   been 
seriously  difficult  to  meet.     What  \hej 
found  was  this — that  if  they  attempted 
to  deal  with  the  matter  in  that  way  they 
would    not  only  be  raising    awkwmid 
questions,   but  they  would  also  be  in 
danger  of  demoralizing  the  people  of 
Ireland   themselves,    and    pauperizing 
them  in  a  way  that  was  not  necessary. 
It  had  been  urged  by  many  of  the  best 
Bepresentatives  of  the  true  interests  of 
Ireland  that  they  should — [Mr.  Biogar  : 
Hear,  hear !] — he  did  not  refer  to  Jthe 
hon.  Member  for  Gavan,  but  to  other 
Bepresentatives — it  had  been  urged  that 
they  should  take  such  steps  as  would 
secure  the  people  from  the  aemoralizing 
effect  of  mere  charity  borrowed  out  of 
the  Public  Exchequer,  and  enable  them, 
if  possible,  to  earn  themselves  the  means 
for  subsistence.     How  was  that  to  be 
done  ?    They  were  told  that  it  was  wrong 
to  lend  money  to  landlords ;  but  what 
was  the  alternative  ?    Thev  had  offered 
sums  to  the  sanitary  authorities ;    but 
as  to  doing  public  works,  he  had  more 
than  once  endeavoured  to  impress  upon 
that  House,  by  the  lieht  of  the  losaoos 
they  had  received  in  £e  Irish  Famine  of 
1847,  that  in  adopting  such  a  oouxve 
there  would  have  been  great  danger  of 
doing  serious  evil.    He  was  sonr  to  de- 
tain the  Committee ;  but  he  haa  felt  it 
his  duty   to  place  the  matter  clearly 
before  tnem.    It  would  have  been  a  bad 
thing  for  Ireland  if  they  had  taken  to 
the  system  of  public  works  while  a  better 
system  was  open  to  them.    They  found 
the  offer  they  first  made  to  landlords  not 
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of  the  Cotton  Famine;  but  still  it  was 
felt  at  that  time  that  it  was  not  wise  to 
come  upon  the  Imperial  Exohequer,  and 
practically  interfere  with  the  operation 
of  the  Poor  Law.  Once  lay  down  the 
principle  that,  in  times  of  distress  you 
are  to  come  upon  the  general  taxpayers, 
and  you  will  do  far  more  mischief  by 
your  supposed  generosity  than  you  would 
do  good.  He  wished  the  Committee  to 
understand  that,  in  rejecting  the  appeal 
for  a  ffrant  from  the  National  Exche- 
quer, the  (Government  were  not  ani- 
mated by  any  feeh'ng  applying  specially 
to  Ireland,  but  were  merely  pursuing  a 
policy  which  had  been  followed  for  the 
last  40  years  in  all  cases  of  distress.  He 
believed  that  to  reverse  that  policy  would 
be  fatal  in  dealing  with  the  distress 
existing  in  Ireland,  which,  after  all,  was 
not  of  an  exceptional  character,  and  was 
due  simply  to  the  fact  that  there  had 
been  three  or  four  bad  harvests. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
would  like  to  explain  to  some  English 
Members  who  might  not  be  aware  of  it, 
the  exact  demand  which  Irish  Members 
were  making  upon  the  Government, 
and  upon  which  they  would  probably 
have  to  elicit  the  opinion  of  tne  Com- 
mittee by  a  division.  The  money  lent 
under  the  Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland) 
Bill  was  provided,  first,  by  the  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Reduction  of  the  National 
Debt.  And  while  the  Church  Tempor- 
alities Commissioners  were  authorized 
to  lend  money  at  1  per  cent,  they  had  to 
pay  S^  per  cent  to  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners.  He  called  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  this  statement,  be- 
cause he  had  just  been  asked  bv  an  hon. 
Member  in  the  Lobby  to  give  him  some 
idea  of  the  matter  under  discussion.  He 
was  fflad  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Woodstock  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  had  given  them  his  support 
on  that  occasion,  and  he  thought  the 
arguments  brouflht  forward  by  him  were 
very  strong.  They  had  heard  a  fair 
statement  m>m  the  noble  Lord  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish) ;  but  it  was  not  a  conclusive 
statement,  although,  from  the  stand-point 
of  one  determineiuy  opposed  to  tiie  prin- 
ciples of  Irish  Members,  it  was  not  un- 
fair as  an  argument.  With  reference  to 
the  Cotton  Famine,  that  was,  no  doubt,  a 
great  national  emergency;  but  it  had 
occurred  in  the  centre  of  masses  of 
wealth  acquired  in  the  ootton  industry, 


and  if  the  operatives  were  thrown  out  of 
employment,  they  might  fairly  be  left  to 
the  charge  of  their  fellow-countrymen 
whose  ereat  wealth  they  had  contributed 
so  much  to  amass.  He  thought  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  had  not  conclu- 
sively shown  the  evil  consequences  which 
would  flow  from  meeting  a  national 
calamity  with  contributions  from  the 
National  Exchequer.  The  noble  Lord 
had  simply  laid  it  down  as  an  axiomatic 

Principle ;  but  which  he  (Mr.  O'Connor 
^ower),  so  far  from  regaraing  it  as  self- 
evident,  believed  to  be  absolutely  false. 
He  had  hoped  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
prepared  to  prove  his  theory,  and  show 
exactly  how  the  Poor  Law  would  be 
superseded.  But  the  argument  of  the 
noble  Lord  was  absurd,  especiidly  in  the 
case  of  Ireland,  where  the  life  and  death 
of  millions  was  concerned.  During  the 
whole  time  that  Ireland  had  had  the 
misfortime  to  be  governed  by  an  alien 
Parliament  the  doctrines  not  only  of 
political  economy,  but  of  constitutional 
liberty,  had  been  set  aside,  and  appeals 
had  been  afterwards  made  to  protect  life 
and  property  in  Ireland  by  the  suspension 
of  personal  rights.  What  greater  emer- 
gency could  arise  than  the  state  of  na- 
tional starvation  which  was  now  bring- 
ing the  people  of  Ireland  to  the  verge  of 
the  ffrave  by  the  sure  and  speedy  agency 
of  lamine  and  fever?  He  submitted 
that  this  was  a  case  of  great  national 
emergency,  and  that  the  (Government 
should  accept  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Synan). 

Mr.  M'LAREN  said,  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan) 
meant,  in  other  words,  that  the  Trea- 
sunr  should  lend  money  to  the  landlords 
and  other  parties  in  Ireland  at  the  rate 
of  1  per  cent.  If  the  people  of  Ireland, 
through  their  Representatives  in  that 
House,  desired  to  lend  out  their  Fund  at 
that  rate  of  interest  for  25  vears,  he  had 
not  aword  to  s^  against  it;buthedid  not 
think  that  the  Lnperial  Funds  should  be 
advanced  on  the  same  improvident  foot- 
ing, and  he  should  certainly  vote  against 
any  such  proposal.  Itcametothis-^after 

Eying  S^  per  cent  for  35  years,  the 
idlords  would  praoticallv  receive  a 
present  of  the  principal.  If  the  Irish 
people  liked  to  squander  their  money  in 
that  way,  let  them  have  the  responsibi- 
litv  of  doing  so;  but  he  was  dead  against 
asking  the  Treasury  to  lend  under  such 
an  improvident  system* 
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could  be  said  that  such  was  the  case, 
and  for  that  reason  he  urged  upon  them 
to  go  to  a  division  at  once. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  hon. 
Members  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  were  in  the 
habit  of  holding  up  their  hands  and 
appealing    to  Heaven   whenever    they 
heard  of  a  proposition  to  vote  money 
for   Ireland  out  of  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer.   But  there  was  a  great  case 
against    the    Imperial    Exchequer    in 
favour  of  Ireland  lost  sight  of   as  it 
appeared  to  him  on  the  present  occa- 
sion.    He  held   the    opinion   that  the 
present  condition  of  Ireland  was  not 
due  so  much  to  landlord  exaction — that 
was  to  say,  to  landlordism  in  its  worse 
phase — as  it  was  to  inordinate  Imperial 
exactions  from  that   country.     During 
the  last  28  years  the   Imperial  taxes 
levied  in  Ireland  had  been  raised  from 
3«.  in  the  pound  to  5«.  dcf.  in  the  pound, 
and  that  system  had  been,  in  his  opinion, 
if  not  the  sole,  at  any  rate  the  main,  cause 
of  the  impoverishment  of  the  country. 
The  Imperial  taxation  of  Great  Britain 
amounted  to  2«.  G^rf.  in  the  pound  on 
the  gross  income  shown  in  the  Schedules 
for  income  and  property,  while  the  taxa- 
tion of  Ireland  upon  fiie  whole  income 
returnable   was  5«.  Zd,  in  the  pound. 
When  Great  Britain,  through  its  Kepre- 
sentatives,  said  that  a  special  Irish  Fund 
was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  a  parti- 
cular charge  arising  out  of  an  extra- 
ordinary emergency,  and  that  Ireland  had 
no  claim  whatever  upon  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  the  question  presented  itself, 
what  were  the  grounds  for  Ireland  de- 
manding that  this  extraordinary  charge 
should  not  come  out  of  their  own  special 
Fund,  but  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  ? 
He  said  that  the  present  condition  of 
Ireland  was  an  Imperial  subject,  and 
that  it  was  mainly  due  to  the  system  of 
extortion  under  which  the  Irish  people 
had  suffered.   For  those  reasons,  he,  for 
one,  daimed  that  the   £15,000  should 
come  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 

Mr.  M'LAEEN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  (Mr.  Svnan)  had 
charged  against  him  grossly  exagge- 
rated statements  about  the  amount  of 
interest;  but  the  hon.  Member  must 
have  forgotten  the  wording  of  the 
clause — 

•'  And  the  Treasury  may,  if  they  think  fit, 
from  time  to  time  continue  their  guarantoo  to 
the  loan  and  security  varied  as  aforesaid." 

Jlr.  W.  £.  Foreter 


Then  came  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member,  providing — 

'*  That  the  rate  of  interest  to  be  charged  oa 
such  loan  shall  not  exceed  the  rate  of  one  pound 
per  centum  per  annum.'* 

He  did  not  refer  to  the  annual  total 
amount  of  interest  at  all.  There  was  not 
one  word  about  paying  the  principal  in 
either  of  these  clauses.  The  fact  was» 
as  he  had  stated,  that  landownem 
obtained  loans  on  condition  that  thej 
should  pav  3^  per  cent  for  35  years, 
and  then  oe  discharged  of  all  liability 
for  the  principal  sum. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land was  national  in  its  character  and 
ought  to  be  treated  nationally.  When 
he  remembered  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  coincidentlv  with  re- 
moving a  tax  under  which  the  people  of 
England  had  groaned  for  years,  had  im- 
posed upon  his  countrymen  an  additional 
Income  Tax  of  Icf.  in  the  pound,  at  a 
time  when  they  were  steepea  in  poverty, 
he  could  not  but  feel  that  every  Irish- 
man, whether  Conservative  or  Liberal, 
ought  to  be  a  Home  Ituler.  It  was 
most  unfair  that  the  people  of  Ireland 
were  to  have  no  claim  upon  the  Imperial 
Exchequer  in  times  of  national  distress 
after  all  the  demands  made  upon  them 
by  way  of  taxation  and  otherwise. 

Mr.  BYRNE  said,  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  K>r  Limerick  (Mr. 
Synan).  If  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land wished  to  save  time,  he  would  do 
well  to  give  way  in  this  small  matter  in 
favour  of  a  starving  and  suffering  people. 
The  resistance  offered  to  the  Amendment 
savoured  more  of  the  character  of  a  petti- 
fogg^g  lawyer  than  it  did  of  a  Minister 
of  this  great  country,  with  so  large  a 
majority  behind  him,  and  representing 
an  Empire  whose  ships  sailed  on  every 
sea  and  upon  whose  territory  the  son 
never  set.  It  was  unworthy  of  the  Oom- 
mittee  to  resist  so  long  such  a  small 
concession  to  the  just  claim  of  Irish 
Members  with  reference  to  the  source 
from  which  the  fund  was  to  come.  He 
wished  to  sav  that  there  was  no  Irish 
Member  who  had  approved  of  its  coming 
out  of  the  Irish  Church  Fund.  It  was 
"Hobson's  choice"  with  them;  they  must 
have  it  from  some  source,  or  the  people 
would  starve.  The  Government  ai>- 
peared  to  him  to  look  upon  Irish  ques- 
tions as  if  Ireland  were  not  a  part  ox  the 
Empire ;  but  they  ought  to  r^^ard  those 
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(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  to  cany  out  the 
echeme,  and  that  was  rendered  necessary 
on  account  of  the  official  position  to  which 
he  had  succeeded.  That  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  just  before  pointed  out  Tery 
clearly  that  the  transaction  had  been  a 
bad  business  transaction,  and  that,  if  he 
had  had  the  initation  of  it,  a  better 
arrangement  would  hare  been  made. 
What  was  the  fact?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  ^Sir  Stafford  Northcote)  had 
told  them  in  a  few  words,  what  they 
already  knew,  that  the  late  Government 
wanted  landowners  in  Ireland  to  join 
them  in  the  operations  for  the  relief  of 
distress,  and  tney  accordingly  sug^sted 
that  money  shoidd  be  advanced  to  them 
for  that  purpose  upon  moderate  terms. 
The  lanaowners  stood  aside,  they  held 
back,  because  they  wanted  to  get  greater 
advantages,  and  would  not  apply  for 
loans  until  they  were  offered  at  terms 
that  made  them  almost  gifts.  He  ob- 
jected to  that  transaction,  whether  or 
not  the  Church  Fund  could  bear  it ;  but 
they  were  unable  now  to  alter  it.  He 
protested,  altogether,  as  a  British  tax- 

{>ayer,  ag^nst  that  boon  to  Irish  land* 
ords,  or  rather  that  gift,  being  taken 
out  of  the  pockets  of  the  Enghsh  tax- 
payers. He  trusted  that  the  proposition 
then  before  the  Committee  would  not  be 
entertained  for  a  moment,  and  he,  for 
one,  regpretted  that  they  had  been  called 
upon  to  increase  the  amount  voted  to  a 
sdieme  which,  in  his  judgment,  was 
open  to  BO  many  serious  objections. 

Mb.  T.  p.  0*C0NN0B  said,  that,  as 
an  Irish  Member,  he  could  look  with 
impartiality  on  the  discords  between 
English  Members  in  regard  to  the  ffifb  to 
the  Irish  landlords.  In  their  position  as 
Irish  Members,  they  were  not  responsible 
for  that  transaction,  for  the  English 
Members  had  settled  the  matter  between 
them.  He  accepted  the  proposition 
which  had  been  laid  down  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren) ; 
but  he  arrived  at  a  different  conclusion. 
He  agreed  with  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  as  to  the  inadvisability  of  giving 
monev  from  the  National  Excheqiier  in 
aid  of  the  rates ;  but  he  would  pomt  out 
to  the  noble  Lord  that  the  question  they 
were  then  discussing  was  not  whether 
the  money  should  be  paid,  but  the  par- 
ticular manner  in  which  it  ought  to  be 


given.  With  regard  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh,  he 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  fully  agreed  with 
him,  that  to  pay  money  out  of  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  was  an  extravagant  and 
ridiculous  proceeding ;  but  he  must  im- 
press upon  the  Committee  that  no  re- 
sponsibility rested  with  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers in  regard  to  that  matter.  That  rested 
with  the  Imperial  Government,  whether 
Conservative  or  Liberal.  The  opinion  of 
the  Irish  Members  had  been  expressed 
over  and  over  again,  that  the  moneys  of 
the  Irish  Church  Fund  ought  not  to  be 
spent  in  bolstering  up  the  credit  of  the 
Irish  landowners.  He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
that  the  expenditure  they  were  discussinK 
was  a  gift  of  money  made  by  the  Imperiiu 
Government,  in  spite  of  the  protest  of 
Irish  Members.  That  was  why  they 
contended  that  the  loss  of  interest  ought 
to  be  borne  by  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just 
spoken  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  told 
them  that  Irish  Members  were  not  re- 
sponsible for  that  proposal  of  loans  to 
landlords.  He  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish) must  say  he  could  not  quite  agree 
with  him.  He  remembered  what  took 
took  place  in  that  House  when  the  pro- 
posal was  made,  and  he  believed,  unless 
his  memory  deceived  him,  that  that  pro- 
position was  received  and  passed  with- 
out a  single  dissentient  voice.  [''  No, 
no!'']  The  hon.  Member  said,  ''No, 
no !  "  The  reports  would,  no  doubt,  show 
whether  he  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 
was  right  or  no.  But  it  was  not  merely 
that ;  but,  if  he  was  not  mistaken,  in  the 
late  Parliament  the  Leader  of  the  Irish 
Home  Bule  Party,  the  hon.  Member  for 
County  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  in  discussing 
the  question,  stated  that — **  The  Govern- 
ment on  the  1st  of  January,  finding 
those  advances  under  the  terms  of  the 
November  Circular  were  not  taken  up, 
issued  another  Circular  in  which  more 
substantial  advantages  were  offered  ; 
1  per  cent  interest  was  then  offered, 
and  he  ventured  to  say  that  if  that  had 
been  done  in  the  fixist  instance,  there 
would  have  been  an  amount  of  employ- 
ment throughout  Ireland  almost  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  entire  case."  Taking 
that  to  be  the  representation  of  the 
feeling  of  Irish  Members  upon  that 
matter,  he  thought  he  might  say  that 
there  was  really  no  question   in   the 
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lords  for  the  purpose  of  supporting  them 
against  the  interests  of  the  tenants.  He 
had  been  very  much  struck  with  one  of 
the  arguments  of  the  noble  Lord,  in 
which  he  said  that  he  considered  it  a 
very  strong  reason  for  opposing  the 
Amendment  that  the  late  Oovemment 
had  accepted  the  contrary  principle. 
The  noble  Lord  and  those  who  acted 
with  him  were  not  in  the  habit  of  ex- 
pressing outside  the  House  any  approval 
of  the  principles  of  the  late  Gk>yemment; 
but  he  found,  when  it  suited  the  purpose 
of  their  Party,  they  were  willing  inside 
the  House  to  swallow  what  they  refused 
to  digest  outside  its  walls.  The  aetion 
of  the  Liberal  Government,  in  dealing 
with  that  matter,  was  unworthy  of 
any  Government  claiming  the  name  of 
"liberal."  Liberality  ought  to  be 
tempered  with  justice  and  generosity. 
They  had  a  right  to  ask  that,  so  far  as 
was  consistent  with  principle,  the  views 
of  Lrish  Members  upon  Irish  questions 
should  be  taken  in  preference  to  the 
views  of  Irish  officials.  He  was  much 
struck  by  one  of  the  arguments  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote).  He  said  that  the  late  Government 
had  the  lending  of  money  to  landlords 
pressed  upon  them ;  but  he  did  not  tell 
them  by  whom  they  were  pressed,  nor 
why  it  was  that  that  Government  were 
chiefly  interested  in  gaining  loans  for 
the  landlords.  Certainly,  he  had  not 
heard  from  anyone  Member  of  the  Irish 
Party  any  arguments  adduced  in  favour 
of  lending  money  to  landlords ;  because 
it  was  the  policy  of  the  Irish  nation,  and 
the  policy  of  the  Eepresentatives  of  that 
nation,  to  get  rid  of  those  landlords  by 
fair  and  equitable  means,  and  there  was 
no  desire  that  they  should  be  foisted 
upon  the  Irish  people.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  also  told  them  that,  so 
far  as  the  principle  was  concerned,  he 
was  opposed  to  going  out  of  the  ordinary 
procedure  of  Parliament  to  charge  the 
money  in  the  manner  proposed  in  the 
Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan).  He 
(Mr.  Finigan)  had  alwavs  found  that 
when  Irish  Members  asked  for  anything, 
from  an  Irish  point  of  view,  they  were 
referred  to  the  procedure  of  previous 
Parliaments;  but  he  thought  it  was 
Quite  time  that  they  ceased  to  hear  of 
tne  procedure  of  previous  Parliaments. 

Mr.  Finigan 


So  feir  as  Ireland  was  concerned,  tiiey 
had  been  too  often  ruled  by  the  system 
of  the  precedents  in  that  House  as,  for 
instance,  in  the  case  of  the  precedent  of 
the  Act  of  Union.  He  felt  it  his  duty 
to  support  in  the  Division  Lobby  the 
Amen<unent  of  his  hon.  Friend ;  and  he 
trusted  that  many  Liberals,  who  didmed 
to  be  really  so,  would  go  with  him,  and 
also  that  many  Tories,  acting  on  prin- 
ciple— for  they  could  act  on  principle 
quite  as  well  as  Liberals — would  give 
tneir  support  to  the  demand  of  the  Irish 
Members.  He  could  not  sit  down  with- 
out alluding  to  the  generous  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh).  He  had  heard  many  things 
against  the  hon.  Member's  character, 
but  he  thought  he  had  shown  on  that 
occasion  a  spirit  which  self-styled  Chris- 
tians would  do  well  to  follow ;  and  he 
trusted  that  they  would  vote  in  accord- 
ance with  the  principles  of  justice,  and 
not  according  to  the  precedents  of  mis- 
rule. 

Mb.  CHABLES  BUSSELL  said,  he 
did  not  wish  to  prolong  the  debate ;  bat 
he  wished  to  state  why  he  should  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan).  He  did  not 
think  it  advisable  thiat  the  debate  should 
be  prolonged,  inasmuch  as  the  case  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  had  been 
fully  and  completely  put  before  the 
Committee,  and  he  was  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  discussion 
would  be  soon  brought  to  a  close,  and 
that  a  division  would  be  taken.  He 
thought  that,  in  discussing  this  matter, 
there  was  no  necessity  for  going  into 
the  policy  of  the  late  Government  with 
regard  to  the  loans  they  had  made.  He 
was  most  ready  to  accept  the  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Sir  Staf- 
ford Northcote),  giving  full  credit  for 
the  best  motives  in  what  they  had  done. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether  or 
no  the  loans  should  be  made  from  the 
Exchequer,  they  had  heard  reasons  firom 
the  Front  Benches  why  loans  of  pubfio 
money  should  not  be  made  at  that  rate 
of  interest.  He  himself  was  not  suffi- 
ciently conversant  with  the  question  to 
understand  whether  those  reasons  were 
forcible  or  satisfactory  or  not;  but  he 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  that 
was  only  a  technical  question.  The  real 
question  bdbre  the   Committee  was — 


1501    RMef  of  DUtrm  {InUni)  (Jttlt  3, 1880]  Aet  (1880)  Amendment  Bill.  1502 

capacity  for  nuBusmg  it.  He  ootdd 
not  but  think  that  it  was  singularly  in- 
consistent on  the  part  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment to  renew  that  principle  of  guy- 
ing loans  to  landlords,  because  he  would 
Tenture  to  point  out  that,  in  fact,  while 
the  Goyemment  was  thus  proposing  to 
offer  landlords  an  opportunity  of  in- 
curring liabilities;  they  were  obliged  at 
the  same  time  to  bring  in  what  he  would 
call  a  Crisis  Bill — the  Compensation 
Bill — ^in  order  to  diminish  the  capacity  of 
landlords  to  meet  their  liabilities.  Of 
course,  hon.  Members  need  not  vote  for 
that  Bill ;  he  only  referred  to  it  in  order 
to  show  the  singular  inconsistency  of  the 
Oovemment,  when,  with  one  hand  they 
were  asking  landlords  to  take  loans,  and 
with  the  ower  hand  obliged,  in  conse- 
quence, as  a  set-off,  to  restrict  the  power 
of  the  landlords  f^m  calling  in  such 
loans  as  they  themselyes  had  made.  He 
was  unable  to  congratulate  the  Liberal 
Administration  on  Rafting  Conseryatiye 
measures  upon  a  Liberal  policy ;  but  he 
wished  to  join  his  voice  in  protesting 
against  this  matter  being  treated  in  the 
way  it  was,  instead  of  being  made  a 
question  of  Imperial  necessity,  and 
against  the  whole  loss  being  made 
to  fall  upon  overburdened,  despised, 
and  impoverished  Ireland.  He  cer- 
tainly Gympathized  with  the  position 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  C.  Bussell)  who  had  just 
addressed  the  Committee.  He  had  ex- 
pressed his  surprise  at  the  line  the 
Liberal  Government  were  pursuing. 
The  Government,  it  appeared  to  him, 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  spoke  of  them  as  a 
united  people,  when  any  measure  for 
assisting  to  carry  burdens  was  before  the 
House ;  but  they  were  treated  in  a  very 
different  way  and  altogether  separately, 
when  it  was  found  uiat  there  was  a 
question  before  the  House  by  which 
mey  could  be  deprived  of  the  advantages 
to  which  they  would  otherwise  be  en- 
titled. 


'was  the  distress,  was  the  famine  in  Ire- 
land to  be  treated  or  not  as  a  matter  of 
xuerely  Irish  concern  or  of  national  con- 
cern ?  Was  it,  or  not,  a  case  in  which 
the  people  of  this  country,  to  which  that 
country  was  united,  should  help  by  taking 
money  out  of  the  purse  to  wmch  they — 
the  Insh — ^had  also  contributed,  in  order 
to  relieve  the  distress  which  was  and 
cught  to  be  regarded  as  of  national  con- 
cern ?  He  coiud  not  but  think  that  it 
was  a  matter  in  which  the  Government 
might  easily  make  a  concession ;  for  he 
oomd  see  no  reason  why  an  Amendment 
should  not  be  adopted  by  which  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  would  indemnify  that  of 
the  Church  Surplus  for  the  loss  it  must 
otherwise  sustain. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 

Erolong  the  discussion  unnecessarily. 
**  Oh,  oh !  **]  Hon.  Members  who  ex- 
pressed their  hilarity,  should  recollect 
that  he  had  not  yet  spoken  in  that  de- 
bate. There  was  no  point  that  had 
arisen  in  the  discussion  which  had  not 
already  been  ably  advocated  by  his 
Colleagues;  but  he  felt  it  incumbent 
npon  mm  to  protest  against  the  attempt 
of  the  present  Administration  to  throw 
responsibility  upon  the  Irish  Members 
witn  regard  to  the  original  acceptance  of 
the  principle  of  giving  loans  to  landlords 
as  a  means  of  relieving  the  distress. 
They  had  protested,  all  of  them,  against 
the  adoption  of  that  principle,  when  the 
Bill  was  first  brought  in.  He,  himself, 
when  the  second  reading  came  on,  put 
on  the  Notice  Paper  a  separate  Amend- 
ment, for  the  purpose  of  tjing  up,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  hands  of  the  land- 
lords so  that  they  might  not  be  able  to 
misuse  those  loans.  They  were  against 
giving  them  loans  in  the  first  place,  and 
when  obliged  to  yield  to  the  formidable 
majority  that  the  late  Government  pos- 
•OMed,  they  did  their  utmost  in  Com- 
mittee to  minimise  the  evils  contained 
in  the  proposal.  His  Amendment  was 
that  no  portion  of  any  loan  should  be 
expended  in  connection  with  consolida- 
tion exceeding  the  value  of  the  holding 
of  the  land,  and  it  also  sought  to  provide 
that  no  landlords  effecting  other  loans 
by  means  of  those  loans  should  be 
allowed  to  charge  a  higher  rate  than 
that  contained  in  the  Gfovemment  pro- 
posal. They  had,  in  fact,  first  objected 
to  the  proposal  altogether,  and  then 
sought  to  restrict,  as  wr  as  possible,  the 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided :  Ayes  58 ; 
Noes  184  :  Majority  126.— (Div.  List, 
No.  38.) 

Mr.  DALT  said,  he  begged  to  move 
the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 
In  page  1,  line  26,  at  end,  he  proposed 
to  add — 

"  Provided  always,  That  in  view  of  the  want 
of  employmsnt  of  the  labouring  cIumb,  snd  tht 
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eonBequent  difltreas  in  certain  district*  In  Ireland, 
the  time  for  completion  of  works  by  owners  of 
land  already  sanctioned,  or  of  such  other  works 
as  mav  hereafter  be  sanctioned,  be  limited  to 
the  thirty-first  day  of  May  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-one.** 

He  thought  it  would  be  the  means  of 
making  the  landowners  feel  that  that 
House    was    strongly  of  opinion  that 
many  of  the  labounne  classes  should  be 
proyided  with  immediate  employment. 
There  was,  at  present,  no  recog^tion  of 
the  fact  that    immediate    employment 
should  be  given,  and  the  only  practical 
way  was,  he  thought,  to  annex  a  term 
in  which  the  contract  must  be  completed. 
There  could,  he  thought,  be  no  hardship 
in  compelling  the  landlords  to  complete 
the  work  by  a  given  time.    They  were 
not  to  be  charg^  any  interest  for  two 
years,  so  that,  in  point  of  fact,  they  g^t 
the  money  for  nothing,  subject  only  to  a 
future  charge  for  interest.    Therefore, 
the  intentions  of  the  Legislature  would 
be  best  fulfilled  by  compeUing  the  land- 
lords to  execute  such  works  as  had  been 
sanctioned  within  a  given  time.    They 
ought  not  to  lose  sight  of  the  fact  that, 
in  case  of  a  bad  harvest,  a  large  number 
of  persons  would  be  anxious  to  work  in 
the  autumn.    The  present  condition  of 
affairs  was  most  peculiar ;  there  was  no 
ready  money  going,  nor  any  credit  ob- 
tainable by  small  farmers  or  labourers. 
The  condition  of  things  was  similar  in 
all  the  distressed  districts;  men  who 
used  to  be  able  to  get  credit  for  £2,  £3, 
£5  or  £6,  could  set  none  at  all  now.  He 
was  not  one  of  mose  who  thought  that 
the  wants  of  the  people  would  be  best 
met  by  giving  them  eleemosynary  relief. 
There  could  be  no  more  direct  way  of 
assisting  the  labouring  man  than   by 
giving  him  employment.    The  Govern- 
ment, in  accordance  with  its  benevolent 
intentions,  had  placed  large    sums  of 
money  in  the  hands  of  landlords  on  very 
easy  terms.    He  wished  to  remind  them 
that  not  a  sixpence  would  be  added  to  the 
charges  upon  those  loans  by  stating  to 
the  landlords  that  they    had  received 
money  for  which  they  would  be  charged 
nothing  for  two  years,  and  that  all  the 
Government  asked  in  return  was  that 
they  should  give  immediate  employment, 
inasmuch  as  that  was  the  purpose  for 
which   the   money  had  been  granted. 
He  was  anxious  for  the  Bill  to  become 
law,  and  he  recognized  the  motives  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  in  pushing  on  with 


it.  He  would  not  delay  the  Committee 
any  longer,  but  move  the  insertion  of 
his  Amendment  in  the  clause. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  If  line  26,  at  end,  to  add«  **  Pro- 
vided alwa3rs.  That  in  view  of  the  want 
of  employment  of  the  labouring  classes,  and  ih» 
consequent  distress  in  certain  dutricts  in  Irelftiid, 
the  time  for  completion  of  works  by  ownen  al 
land  already  sanctioned,  or  of  such  other  warkt 
as  may  hereafter  be  sanctioned,  be  limitad  to 
the  thirty-first  day  of  May  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty-one.  "-^(Jfr.  J>*fy.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Majob  O'BEIHNE  said,  that,  in  the 
case  of  the  first  grant  of  money,  no 
limit  had  been  placed  as  to  the  time 
during  which  it  was  to  be  spent.  Thia 
Amendment  placed  a  limit  at  the  Slat 
May,  1881.  He  had  always  thought 
that  some  such  limit  should  be  inserted 
in  the  Bill,  and  he  therefore  hoped  that 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

MB.VILLIER8  STUART  said,  he 
begged  to  state  that,  as  an  Irish  land* 
lord  who  had  himself  taken  out  a  con- 
siderable loan,  he  fully  approved  of  the 
principles  of  the  Amendment.  He 
thought  it  was  only  fair  that  a  limit 
should  be  fixed,  in  order  to  secure  the 
money  being  used  for  giving  employ* 
ment  within  the  period  that  it  was 
needed,  and  thus  reueying  distress.  For 
his  own  part,  the  only  alteration  he 
would  suggest  was  that  that  limit  should 
be  fixed  at  next  year's  harvest,  instead 
of  May,  1881. 

Sib  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  said, 
he  agreed  with  the  principle  that  the 
money  should  be  spent  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible for  the  purpose  of  affording  imme- 
diate employment ;  but  there  was  a  kind 
of  works  upon  which  it  was  impossible 
to  place  more  than  a  certain  number  of 
men.  Tunnels  and  drainage  works  were 
instances  of  the  kind,  and  to  limit  their 
completion  to  a  certain  date  would  prac- 
tically put  a  stop  to  them  altogether. 
For  tJiat  reason,  it  was  desirable  to  add 
some  words  to  the  Amendment  which,  if 
it  was  carried  in  its  present  form,  would 
have  the  effect  of  putting  a  stop  to  useful 
works  and  throwing  away  the  money 
advanced. 

THE  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  powers 
sought  to  be  enforced  by  the  Amend- 
ment were  already  given  by  the  Act  of 
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1862.  The  limit  when  small  works  were 
undertaken  was  one  year,  while  for 
larger  works  two  and  three  years  were 
allowed.  The  time  necessary  for  com- 
pletion, of  course,  depended  on  the  na- 
ture of  the  operations,  and  it  would  be 
seen  to  be  qmte  impossible  that  a  num- 
ber of  large  works  could  be  finished 
"within  the  time  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Daly).  Again,  with  re- 
apeot  to  the  greater  number  of  the  works, 
tne  time  allowed  for  their  completion 
had  been  proyided  for  in  the  bonus  exe- 
cuted by  uie  parties  to  whom  the  loans 
had  been  made. 

M&.  DALY  said,  he  considered  that  a 

Sraye  omission  had  been  made  in  the 
ill,  in  not  appointing  an  early  day  for 
the  completion  of  works  on  which  money 
was  advanced.  In  the  face  of  the  mo- 
tiye  for  early  completion,  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  the  imperative  duty  of  the  Oo- 
Temment  to  compel  the  money  borrowed 
to  be  laid  out  within  a  period  which 
would  bring  food  and  wages  to  the  work- 
ing classes. 

Sib  H.  HERVEY  BBUOE  said,  he 
thought,  if  the  Amendment  were  carried, 
it  would  remove  some  of  the  objections 
which  had  been  made  both  to  this 
Bill  and  that  of  the  late  (Government, 
on  the  ground  that  the  money  was 
being  advanced  simply  for  the  benefit  of 
the  landlords  in  Ireland.  The  money 
was  intended  to  be  spent  during  the  dis- 
tress. It  might  be  complained  that  there 
had  been  some  slieht  breach  of  agree- 
ment, if  the  Amendment  were  adopted ; 
but  he  did  not  expect  there  woula  be, 
and  if  that  should  happen  it  could,  no 
doubt,  be  -^etx  easily  got  over.  As  the 
money  was  advanced  under  special  cir- 
cumstances, and  at  an  exceptional  time 
to  the  landlords,  he  thought  that,  per- 
haps, the  matter  might  be  rectified  by 
the  money  beinff*  advanced  at  the  rate 
originally  intended,  if  the  works  were 
not  completed  within  the  time  mentioned 
in  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Daly).  He  should  vote  for  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  wished 
there  had  been  some  period  fixed  in  the 
original  Bill ;  but  it  was  the  duty  of  the 
Government  to  keep  faith  with  those  who 
had  applied  for  loans.  He  would  like  to 
hear  tne  interpretation  of  those  who  made 
the  barmin  with  reference  to  this  point. 
M&.  OIBSON  said,  he  thought  the 
hon*  Member  for  Oork  (Mr.  Duy)  bad 

YOL.  OOUH.    [third  siriss.] 


spoken  with  sufficient  clearness  on  the 
subject.  He  thought  the  reasonable 
course  was  to  leave  the  matter  over  for 
Eeport,  and,  in  the  meantime,  the  Qo- 
vemment  could  consider  how  far  the 
contracts  had  been  entered  into.  That 
proposition  would  not  injure  any  in- 
terest. There  could,  however,  be  no 
doubt  that  adding  terms  to  a  contract 
already  entered  into  might  be  a  breach 
of  faith.  Having  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  works,  he  thought  it  mieht 
be  assumed  that  they  could  be  speeaily 
executed,  and  if  the  matter  were  allowed 
to  stand  over  for  Eeport,  it  would  give 
the  Member  for  Cork  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  time  to  look  further  into  the  subject. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had  re- 
ferred to  one  of  the  numerous  state- 
ments that  regulated  and  controlled  the 
management  and  spending  of  these 
grants,  which  was  a  strong  reason  for 
postponement,  in  order  to  afiow  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  to  look  into  the  Act  in 
question.  In  the  meantime,  it  mieht  be 
considered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  how 
far  contracts  had  been  entered  into  by 
those  who  had  borrowed  money  for  the 
completion  of  alterations.  It  would  be 
unfair  that  the  borrowers  should  take  up 
money  at  a  certain  date,  and  then  that 
an  Act  of  Parliament  should  be  passed, 
saying  in  effect,  notwithstandiDg  the  ar- 
rangement entered  into  at  the  time  the 
money  was  advanced  we  will  make  a 
new  one.  It  was  usual  for  loans  made 
by  the  Board  of  Works  to  be  spread 
over  five  instalments,  and  it  was,  he  be- 
lieved, provided  that  the  first  should  be 
advanced  on  the  Slst  July. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  said,  there 
could  be  no  more  important  Amendment 
than  that  before  the  Committee,  so  far 
as  the  present  Bill  was  concerned,  be- 
cause the  whole  of  Ireland  was  studded 
with  incomplete  works  under  the  charge 
of  the  Board  of  Works.  He,  himseu, 
knew  of  many  cases  in  which  loans  had 
been  advanced,  while  the  works  intended 
to  be  executed  had  remained  unfinished 
for  years.  The  Committee  would  do 
well  not  to  be  misled  by  some  of  the 
arguments  which  had  been  advanced 
upon  the  subject.  The  Act  of  1862  did 
not  apply  to  these  loans  in  the  sense  in 
which  It  had  been  applied  bv  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  tne  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law).     That 
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Act  enabled  the  Board  of  Works  to 
make  advances,  and  fixed  times  for  the 
completion  of  the  works  contemplated. 
But  those  periods  had  not  been  adhered 
to.    That  had  been  found  out  by  the 
Committee,  on  which  he  sat,  to  inquire 
into  the  operations    of  the  Board  of 
Works.    But  there  was,  moreover,  this 
extraordinary  anomaly  in  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man.   It  appeared  that  the  reason  why 
this  enormous  sum  of  £1,500,000  was 
called  for  to  be  advanced  was  that  con- 
tracts had  already  been  entered  into. 
But,  if  that  were  so,  how  could  anybody 
argue  that  the  Act  of  1862  was  to  regu- 
late the  completion  of  these  works  ?  He 
had  never   believed  that    the  present 
Government  were  under  any  obligation 
whatever  to  carry  out  the  ^vaxt-promises 
of  the  late  Oovemment.     He  had  al- 
ready stated  that  he  considered  the  thing 
to  be  wrong,  and  had  since  met  with 
nothing  which  had  caused  him  to  alter 
his  opinion.    But,  having  done  the  act, 
they  ought  to  be  careful  that  the  works 
should  not  be  left  in  an  unfinished  con- 
dition.    He  was  not  at  all  willing  that 
the  subject  of  the  Amendment  eiiould 
be  postponed;  hon.  Members  knew  well 
what  that  meant.   He  was  not  particularly 
anxious  that  the  date  of  limitation  should 
be  the  31st  May ;  indeed,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  give  a  longer  period, 
and  suggested  that  the  end  of  October 
should  be  the  time  fixed.     ELis   hon. 
Friend  would  probably  not  object  to  the 
extension  of  the  period  named  in  his 
Amendment;  at  the  same  time,   some 
period  should  be  fixed  for  the  completion 
of  the  works.    But  he  wanted  to  know 
in  what  way  borrowers  were  to  be  com- 
pelled to  complete  their  works?    The 
Government  could  be  compelled  to  ad- 
vance the  money  to  the  landlords ;  they 
advanced  it  in  instalments,   and    took 
precautions  that  a  portion  of  the  works 
should  be  completed  by  the  3 1st  July, 
before  the  borrower  could  get  the  second 
instalment.     And  there  was   also  the 
provision,  in  the  former  Act,  that  the 
third  instalment  would  not  be  advanced 
unless  the  second  had  been  used  when 
that  became  payable.    But  there  was 
no  power  beyond  that.    What  he  asked 
was  to  prevent    a  landlord  obtaining 
three  instalments,  and  never  applying 
for  the  fourth  at  all.    Enormous  sums 
of  money  had  been  spent  in  that  way 
imder  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  | 

Mr.  Mitch$U  Emy 


that  were  absolutely  useless  because 
they  had  not  been  completed.  Again, 
the  Government  had  given  no  strength 
to  the  Board  of  Works,  but  had  put 
upon  that  overcharged  Department  the 
superintendence  of  the  enenditure  of 
£1,500,000  before  they  had  even  given 
them  the  means  of  overtaking  their  or^ 
dinary  work,  and,  at  the  same  time,  they 
asked  the  Lrish  Members,  the  trustees 
of  a  Fund  for  the  use  of  the  Irish  natiao, 
to  sanction  the  action  of  the  Board. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  press 
his  Amendment,  and  not  wait  for  the 
Heport. 

Mb.   W.   E.    FOBSTEB   said,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  ratiier 
confusing  the  landlord  loans  with  the 
presentments  of  the  baronial   sessions. 
The  late  Government  had  thought  diey 
would  get  rid  of  some  of  the  danger  of 
useless  works  by  putting  it  on  the  land- 
lord to  borrow  money  tor  works  usefbl 
to  his  own  interest,  and,   aocoidin^y, 
they  laid  down  the  condition  that  the 
first  instalment  must  be  spent  before  the 
second   instalment  could   be  obtained. 
Whether  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Galway  was  right  in  his  estimate  of 
the  Board  of  Works  or  not  reallj  did 
not  affect  the  matter  in  hand.    He  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  qidte  understood  the 
feeling  of  the  hon.  Member  that  it  was 
a  bad  thing  to  encumber  Ireland  widi 
unfinished  public  works.    But  the  works 
referred  to  were  not  of  a  public  dia- 
racter.    They  were  private  works.    And 
the  object  of  the  late  Government  was 
to  get  landlords  to  undertake  private 
woncs  in  order  to  g^ve  employment.    He 
believed  this  was  the  whole  meaning  of 
the  loans  to  landlords.    The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Law)  had  referred  to  the  Land 
Improvement  Act  of  1862.    Now,  the 
conditions  on  which  these  loans  were 
made  to  the  landlords  included  a  lower 
rate  of  interest ;  but  otherwise  they  were 
on  the  same  conditions.    Therefore,  tiie 
clause  of  that  Act  relating  to  the  period 
of  time  for  completion  of  works  did 
apply  to  the  present  loans.    He  entirely 
and  absolutely  agreed  with  the  object 
of    the    Amendment ;    but    he  felt  it 
would  not  be  right  to  assent  to  the 
alterations  proposed  until  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  ascertaining  the  opinion 
both  of  the  late  and  present  Attorneys 
General  as  to  how  far  the  QoTenuaent 
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ooiild  insifit  upon  the  execution  of  the 
works  within  the  appointed  time.  He 
thought  the  point  nught  be  fairly  left 
oyer  ior  consideration  until  the  Beport. 

Mh.  0'IX)NN£LL  said,  that,  perhaps, 
tinder  ordinary  droumstances,  they  might 
best  meet  the  convenience  of  the  Goyem- 
xnent  and  of  Irish  Members  who  desired 
an  important  matter  to  be  settled  in  Com- 
mittee by  postooning  the  consideration 
of  the  clause,  because  it  was  quite  clear 
that  if  it  got  out  of  Committee  the  Irish 
Members  would  lose  a  great  deal  of 
their  power  over  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  expressed  his  hearty  concur- 
rence with  the  object  of  this  Amend- 
ment, and  the  postponement  of  the  clause 
would  give  him  full  time  for  further  con- 
sideration as  well  as  keep  the  clause  still 
under  the  control  of  the  Irish  Members. 
He  therefore  suggested  that  the  clause 
should  be  postponed. 

MB..W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  it  was  not 
possible  to  frame  the  clause  that  day. 
He  appealed  to  hon.  Members  to  re- 
member that  the  Committee  had  been 
occupied  for  six  hours,  and  now  it  was 
proposed  to  postpone  the  clause.  That 
proposal  meant  really  that  they  were  to 
make  no  progress  at  all.  It  meant,  fur- 
ther, that  they  would  be  obliged  to  put 
off  the  expenditure  of  the  £45,000  until 
late  in  the  year.  He  had  not  the  slightest 
desire  to  stop  the  expression  of  opinion 
upon  the  subiect  of  the  Amendment; 
bat  it  was  rather  too  bad  to  ask  for  the 
postponement  of  the  clause. 

Thb  chairman  pointed  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dunffarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  that  the  clause  having  been 
amended  could  not  be  postponed. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had  not 
moved,  but  merely  suggested,  the  post- 
ponement of  the  clause.  For  his  own 
part,  he  was  quite  satisfied  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mb.  FABNELL  said,  he  could  not  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  advice  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  that  the  Committee  should  huny 
through  his  Bill  for  the  reasons  stated 
by  him.  They  had  seen  how  much  mis- 
chief had  been  done  in  the  last  Parlia- 
ment by  the  hurried  legislation  which 
had  taken  place  with  raerence  to  the 
relief  of  Irish  distress.  The  various 
points  now  raised  had  been  dictated  by 
the  experience  gained  since  that  time. 
It  was  rather  unsatisfactory  to  be  told 


by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  that 
unless  the  Bill  were  passed  through 
Committee  that  evening  ne  did  not  know 
when  he  could  again  bring  it  forward, 
and  that,  in  consequence,  a  number  of 
benefits  would  be  lost  to  Ireland.  But 
there  was  nothing  to  prevent  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  agreeing  to  the  loans  to 
Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  so  far  as  the 
Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  were  con- 
cerned the  amount  of  £45,000  was  a 
very  insignificant  sum,  and  one  which 
ought  to  have  been  considered  outside 
this  Bill.  He  had  himself  ur^ed  upon 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  the  de- 
sirability of  such  non-contentious  mat- 
ters being  dealt  with  in  a  separate 
measure.  The  right  hon.  GenUeman, 
however,  had  not  thought  proper  to 
agree  to  that  suggestion.  For  lus  own 
part,  he  was  unwilliog  to  surrender 
his  right  of  discussion  for  the  purpose  of 
getting  the  £45,000.  He  would  further 
point  out  that  the  Amendment  had  been 
down  on  the  Paper  for  a  fortnight ;  and 
it  was  somewhat  unsatisfactory  that  one 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland,  who,  he  (Mr.  Famell) 
thought  was  not  over -burdened  with 
work,  had  not  considered  it  and  given 
the  Committee  the  result  of  his  considera- 
tion. The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  told  the  Committee  of  the 
Act  of  1862,  and  that  under  it  bonds 
had  been  entered  into.  But  did  he 
know  to  what  extent  the  £1,500,000 

S reposed  to  be  lent  by  this  Bill  had  been 
ealt  with  in  those  bonds  ?  Again,  did 
he  know  the  terms  adopted  by  the  Board 
of  Works  under  the  powers  of  the  Act 
of  1862,  if  they  limited  the  works  to 
one,  two,  or  three  years  ?  Of  course, 
information  upon  these  subjects  was 
exceedingly  valuable,  and  was  very 
much  desired  by  the  Committee  for  their 

fuidance.  Seeing  that  the  Amendment 
ad  been  on  the  f  aper  for  a  fortnight,  it 
must  have  been  evident  to  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  that  a  discussion 
would  be  raised  as  to  the  terms  of  the 
bonds  which  had  been  entered  into.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  right 
hon,  and  learned  GenUeman  ought  to 
know  what  terms  had  been  agreed  upon. 
If  the  Committee  were  supplied  with  that 
information,  he  could  not  see  why  they 
should  not  proceed  to  deal  with  the  sub- 
ject at  once.  However,  in  the  absence 
of  that  information,  he  did  not  think  it 
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desirable  io  postpone  the  question  until 
Beport ;  because,  as  it  was  difficult  to 
obtain  from  GoTemment  reasons  why 
they  were  honourably  bound  with  refer- 
ence to  this  sum  of  £750,000,  they  might 
on  Beport  be  unable  to  furnish  reasons 
why  tney  were  honourably  bound  not 
to  accept  the  terms  of  the  Amendment. 
He  thought  the  Committee  was  entitled 
to  some  further  information,  and  would 
suggest  either  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  accepted  at  once,  power  of 
alteration  being  reserved  to  the  Govem- 
pient,  or  that  the  clause  should  be  with- 
drawn ;  and  as  it  was  obvious  that  the 
stage  of  the  new  clause  could  not  be 
reached  that  night,  it  might  be  brought 
in  as  a  new  clause  a  few  days  later,  or 
whenever  the  Government  wished  to  take 
the  Bill  again  in  Committee.  He  pre- 
ferred that  course  to  postponement  until 
Beport,  which  simply  meant  a  foregone 
conclusion. 

Mh.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  hoped 
the  Bill  would  be  allowed  to  pass  through 
Committee  that  day.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  necessary  to  postpone  the  con- 
sideration of  the  clause  because  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Daly)  was  not  at  once  ac- 
cepted. He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  most 
anxious  that  there  should  be  a  limita- 
tion of  time,  if  it  could  be  fairly  come 
to ;  any  man  in  his  position  would,  of 
course,  desire  it,  so  that  the  loans  might 
be  as  useful  as  possible.  He  could 
assure  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell) 
that  the  fullest  opportunity  would  be 
given  on  Beport  for  discussing  the 
matter,  and  he  hoped  they  might  then 
get  on  through  the  Committee  stage. 
The  hon.  Member  must  for  the  present 
put  aside  the  question  of  the  Fishery 
x^iers,  though,  certainly,  an  immense 
amount  of  representation  had  been  made 
about  them,  and  there  was,  no  doubt, 
much  greater  interest  taken  in  the 
matter  than  hon.  Members  were  aware 
of.  When  the  hon.  Member  talked  of 
terms  with  Boards  of  Guardians  being 
made,  he  must  be  aware  that  it  was  im- 
possible that  they  could  delay  adminis- 
tering the  law,  according  to  the  terms  of 
the  recent  Bill,  by  making  the  clauses 
now  proposed  retrospective.  He  was 
much  obliged  to  the  Committee,  who,  it 
seemed  to  him,  were  willing  to  proceed 
with  the  Bill,  and  he  did  not  think  he 
was  asking  much  in  saying  that  that 
matter  should  be  allowed  to  stand  over 
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for  Beport*  He  would  go  further,  and 
say  that  any  appeal  made  by  any  hon. 
Member  coming  horn  any  part  of  the 
Kingdom,  with  regard  to  that  matter, 
should  be  fairly  considered. 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  fully  reoognized 
the  value  of  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  W.  £.  Forster)  had  said, 
and  he  was  deeply  impreeaed  with  his 
anxiety  to  do  good.  He  would  onlf 
say  that  he  would  put  himaelf  in  hu 
hands;  he  had  no  wish  to  oppose,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  a  great  desire  that  tiie 
Bill  should  become  law.  But  he  wished 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Qentleinan  with 
regard  to  one  point.  A  large  portion  of 
the  works  the  right  hon.  GesLtlemaa's 
Gk)vemment  had  received  as  a  kind  of 
legacy,  and,  of  course,  in  good  faith, 
ought  to  be  attended  to.  Those  works 
had  been  assisted  by  loans  to  which  no 
limitation  of  time  was  annexed,  and  thsy 
now  sought  to  bring  about  some  limita- 
tion. Would  the  right  hon.  Oentlemaa 
take  the  matter  into  his  consideration  ? 

Thb  CHAIBMAN  :  Do  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Daly)  wishes  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mb.  DALY  said,  he  was  anxious  to 
take  any  course  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land thought  best.  Perhaps,  on  Beport, 
when  he  brought  up  his  Amendment, 
he  should  amend  it  by  leaving  out  the 
words  "  already  sanctioned." 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  did  not 
wish  that  there  should  be  any  misappre- 
hension. He  did  not  thimc  that  the 
words  had  much  to  do  with  it.  They 
considered  that,  as  Notices  had  been 
sent  out  on  the  1st  of  Nov^nber  and 
12th  of  January,  they  might  rely  on  the 
loans  being  employed  in  accordance  wbk 
the  terms  of  those  Notices.  He  had 
already  stated  that  he  thought  the  tenn 
**  sanction "  had  a  different  meaning 
with  regard  to  the  landlords  aa  com- 
pared with  the  baronial  presentments 
and  sanitary  works.  In  those  cases,  the 
sanction  lay  in  the  fulfilment  of  the  con- 
ditions. He  could  honestly  say  that, 
with  regard  to  the  inconvenience  they 
had  been  put  to  in  keeping  faith  and 
making  conditions  as  to  time,  he  was 
very  much  strengthened  in  his  opinion 
by  the  remarks  which  had  fallen  from 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gtontieman 
the  late  Attorney  General  for  belaad 
(Mr.  Gibson). 


J 


1513    Rel%0f  of  DUirm  {Irehnd)  [Jvly  Z,  1880}  Act  (ISSO)  Jmmdmenl Bill.  1514 


The  OHAIBMAN  :  Do  I  understand 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Daly)  wishes  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, and  bring  it  forward  hereafter  as 
a  new  clause  ? 

Mb.  DALY :  Yes. 

Thb  CHAIEMAN:  Is  it  your  plea- 
sure  the  Amendment  be  withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  MITOHELL  H£NBY  said,  he 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  before  the 
Amendment  was  withdrawn.  He  was 
willing  that  it  should  be  postponed ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
8ecretfU7forIreland(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
in  his  recent  remarks,  had  referred  to 
those  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  late  Attorney  Qeneral  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Gibson).  He  wished  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  to  take  the  responsibility,  as  he 
understood  him  to  say  that  they  would 
accept  the  Amendment  provided  that 
ike  Law  Offiicer  of  the  late  Administra- 
tion agreed  with  them  that  they  could 
do  it  in  ffood  faith  ?  He  should  like  to 
know  what  were  those  arrangements, 
that  they  so  perpetually  heard  of,  as 
haying  been  made  with  the  landlords, 
arrangements  which  did  not  seem  to  be 
contained  in  any  public  documents,  or, 
at  any  rate,  in  those  sanctioned  by  the 
late  Act  ?  The  Circulars  of  Noyember 
and  January  sanctioned  certain  uses  of 
public  property ;  and  now  they  were  told 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
could  not  act  for  himself,  but  that  he 
must  appeal  to  the  late  Attorney  General 
forlreUnd  as  to  certain  arrangements 
which  had  been  made  with  landlords 
which  could  not  be  broken.  He  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  knew  how  it  would  be ; 
he  dare  say  that  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  impatient  in  discussing  that  matter, 
because  it  was  not  their  money  that  was 
to  be  expended — it  was  the  money  of  the 
Irish,  and  not  that  of  the  Impenal  Ex- 
chequer. He  knew  perfectly  well  what 
would  happen — half  of  those  works,  and 
more  than  half,  would  neyer  be  com- 
pleted at  all,  so  that  that  expenditure 
would  be  rendered  almost  worse  than 
useless.  He  was  well  acquainted  with 
the  way  in  which  things  went  in  Ireland, 
and  he  knew  that  Uutt  would  be  so. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chief 
Beoretary  for  Ireland  himself  stated  that 
ha  thought  the  Board  of  Works  had  no 
right  to  make  conditions  with  landlords, 
but  only  withthesanitaryauthorities.  No 


doubt,  the  sanitary  work  would  be  com- 
pleted under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Local  Goyernment  Board ;  but  it  ap- 
peared that  the  landlords  would  be  able 
to  do  what  they  liked  with  their  ad- 
yances.  He  thought,  unless  they  had 
some  further  assurance  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  some  means  or 
other  would  positiyely  be  adopted  to  in- 
sure the  completion  of  works  of  that 
kind,  it  would  be  the  duty  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Daly)  to  press 
his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOKSTER  said,  he  should 
be  happy  to  giye  the  assurance  called 
for  if  he  were  able  to  do  so.  It  was  not 
the  business  of  the  Gbyemment  to  insure 
that  those  landlords  who  had  borrowed 
money  should  complete  the  works. 
What  they  obtained  from  the  landlords 
was  the  employment  of  the  people,  and 
he  was  not  aware  that  Irish  landlords 
were  the  only  class  in  whom  not  the 
sliffhest  degree  of  trust  could  be  placed 
to  look  after  their  own  interests.  After 
haying  borrowed  the  money  in  order  to 
make  works,  it  would  be  to  their  interest 
to  finish  those  works.  The  money  paid 
to  them,  and  the  low  rate  of  interest, 
would  be  by  no  means  useless.  He 
thought  it  was  a  most  dangerous  prin- 
ciple to  lay  down  that,  haying  lent  that 
money  to  priyate  persons  that  they 
might  employ  people  for  the  public  good, 
they  shoald  be  called  upon,  and  the  re- 
sponsibility should  be  thrown  on  them, 
of  seeing  that  the  works  were  finished. 
With  regard  to  what  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  had  stated  about 
ayoiding  responsibility,  he  could  assure 
him  that  it  was  not  their  intention  in 
the  slightest  degree  to  do  so.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
late  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Gibson)  had  made  a  bargain,  and  they 
should,  no  doubt,  adhere  to  the  terms  of 
it  as  atrictly  as  they  could.  His  hon. 
Friend  had,  two  or  three  times,  referred 
to  public  documents.  Those  public 
documents,  or  rather  the  terms  of  them, 
were  contained  in  the  9th  section  of  the 
Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act.  The 
documents  themselyes  were  the  Circulars 
issued  to  the  Commissioners  of  Public 
Works  in  Noyember  and  January,  by 
which  they  were  authorized  to  make 
loans  to  landlords.  They  considered 
them  fully  binding,  and  they  were  un- 
able to  depart  from  their  terms.  If  it 
had  not  been  for  that,  the  present  Bill 
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would    probably  not   have    been    laid 
before  the  Committee. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  rose  be- 
cause he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was, 
quite   unintentionally,    a   little    unfair 
in  regard  to  this   matter.      [Crtes   of 
**  Agreed ! "]    Hon.  Members  might  be 
agreed ;  but  they  were  not  all  agreed. 
He  objected,  as  an  Irish  Member,  to 
being   interrupted  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  responsible,  only  technically, 
by  that  unfortunate  Act  of  Union.    The 
hon.  Members  on  his  side  of  the  Irish 
Party  fully  recognized  the  spirit  of  kind- 
ness with  which  the  right  non.  Gentle- 
man approached  the  subject.    What. was 
quite  patent  was  the  great  lack  of  infor- 
mation possessed  by  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Gt>yemment  Benches  in  regard  to  this 
matter.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  g^ve  them  a  certain  amount  of 
guarantee  then,  they  knew  that  when 
the   subject  was   brought  forward  on 
Beport  the  information  with  which  he 
would  be  furnished  would  be  little  more 
than  the  opinion  of  a  number  of  Irish 
officials.      If   there    was    a    statement 
which,  by  consent  of  all  Parties,  was  re- 
garded as  unfavourable  and  unreliable, 
it  was  that  of  the  Irish  officials.    Under 
all  the  circumstances,  all  they  pleaded 
for  was   more  information,   and   they 
should  like  to  have  the  opportunity  of 
pointing  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man what,  in  their  opinion,  was  reliable 
information.     He  certainly  thought  that 
it  would  be  a  good  thing  if  the  informa- 
tion of  Irish  officials  could  be  corrobo- 
rated or  supported  by  independent  Irie^ 
Bepresentatives. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  that,  according  to 
those  who  had  been  critizing  the  wornng 
of  the  Act  in  Ireland,  it  seemed  to  be  in 
a  sad  plight.  He  thought  that  the  word 
I'  bax|^n "  was  an  unfortunate  one  to 
introduce.  He  did  not  recollect  whether 
the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  used  that  word,  or  another 
hon.  Gentleman.  If  the  Board  of 
Works  were  lavish  in  giving  money  to 
landlords,  they  should  bear  in  mind 
that  by  the  Act  that  money  was  only  to 
be  advanced  in  instalments,  and  the 
second  instalment  was  not  forthcoming 
until  a  certificate  had  been  produced 
that  the  money  of  the  first  had  been 
expended.  That  was  a  sufficient  gua- 
rantee. He  thought,  with  regard  to 
the  period  that  remained,  the  limitation 
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might  be  inserted  as  regarded  the  time 
during  which  the  money  was  to  be  ex- 
pended ;  but  he  thought  the  landlords 
and  tenants  might  be  trusted  to  receive 
the  money  even  without  those  terms. 
He  believed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coimty  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
sat  on  a  Departmental  Commission  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  he  ought  to  be 
aware  that  these  were  public  docamenti 
and  not ''  bargains."  He  (Mr.  CaUan) 
apprehended  that  there  was  no  sodi 
thing  as  private  bargains  of  that  nature, 
and  that  there  was  no  arrangement  be- 
tween the  landlords  and  the  Board  of 
Works  which  was  not  public.  Of  course, 
on  the  other  hand,  sudi  documents  need 
not  be  open  to  everyone. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
would  venture  to  express  his  opinion 
that  there  was  a  substantial  agreement 
as  to  the  mode  of  procedure  with  refer- 
ence to  that  Bill,  and  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men should  not  get  up  and  delay  the 
Business  by  the  introduction  of  irrde- 
vant  matter.  If,  on  every  opportunity 
that  presented  itself,  they  were  goine  to 
discuss  the  general  principles  of  the  Bill* 
he  saw  clearly  that  no  substantial  pro- 
gress would  be  made.  He  had  reason 
to  complain,  for  there  was  a  difficulty  in 
following  the  question.  He  should  like 
to  know  whether  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  (Mr.  Daly),  who  had  moved 
the  Amendment,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  agreed 
upon  any  point  before  the  Committee? 
Was  there  an  arrangement  between 
them  ?  ELis  impression  was,  and,  in  £ftct, 
he  had  understood,  that  the  riffht  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  an  offer  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  accepted.  How  was  it 
that  they  had  not  advanced  a  single  inch 
since?  He  appealed  to  the  Chairman 
to  exercise  his  undoubted  authority  not 
to  allow  them  to  sit  on  until  the  Sabbath 
morning  listening  to  such  irrelevant  re* 
marks  as  had  just  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  County  Louth  (Mr. 
Callan). 

Thb  chairman  :  The  Question  is, 
is  it  your  pleasure  the  Amendment  be 
withdrawn  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned  (}entle- 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Law)  whether  he  could  then  eive 
them  the  information  for  which  he  adced 
a  short  time  since?  First,  as  to  the 
number  of  bond3  entered  into  between 
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the  landlords  and  the  Board  of  Works 
under  the  previous  Act  of  1862.  Se- 
condly, the  amount  of  money  coyered 
by  those  bonds.  Thirdly,  the  term  of 
years  covered  by  each  class  of  bonds — 
for  he  had  understood  that  there  were 
different  terms  for  the  different  classes 
of  bonds.  If  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  could  give  him  an  answer  at 
the  next  Sitting  it  would  do  qiiite  as 
well. 

The  attorney  QENEEAL  foe 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  could 
not  now  enter  into  the  details  of  the 
matter ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  had 
no  wish  to  withhold  any  information. 
As  he  had  already  mentioned,  the  Com- 
missioners were  empowered  to  limit  the 
time  of  the  execution  of  the  works  for 
which  the  loans  were  granted ;  and,  ac- 
cordingly, the  bonds  given  by  the  land- 
owners as  security  for  the  advances  pro- 
vided for  the  execution  of  the  works  in 
a  given  time.  In  reply  to  the  questions 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork,  he  begged  to  say  that 
it  appeared  that  the  number  of  land- 
owners to  whom  loans  were  gpranted  was 
1,590,  and  the  amount  of  capital  re- 
presented by  those  loans  was  upwards 
of  £1,000,000.  He  assumed  that  the 
regulations  of  the  Board  of  Works  were 
suliciently  stringent,  and  that  they  had 
taken  care,  before  the  issue  of  the  first 
instalment,  to  take  bonds  for  double 
the  amount  of  the  entire  loan.  As- 
suming this  to  be  so,  the  1,690  gentle- 
men who  had  thus  borrowed  money  had 
entered  into  bonds  by  which  they  boimd 
themselves,  not  only  to  repay  the  ad- 
vances, but  also  to  execute  the  works 
within  limited  periods.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  had  told  them 
that  a  very  large  number  had  borrowed 
small  sums ;  and  in  all  such  cases  the 
completion  of  the  works  was,  no  doubt, 
required  to  be  within  one  year. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  if  he  was  aware,  with  reference 
to  the  late  Act,  that  these  Notices  were 
based  upon  the  Notices  in  1^  Dublin 
OMteiU  of  November  and  January  ?  He 
hoped  that  the  ri^^ht  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able,  on  the  next  occasion  that 
they  disoossed  that  clause,  to  tell  them 
the  terms  with  reg^ard  to  the  payments 
of  the  instalments,  and  irhether  it  was 


true  that  the  second  instalment,  for  in- 
stance, could  not  be  given  until  the  first 
was  certified  as  having  been  expended 
in  the  manner  intended  ?  He  believed 
that  hon.  Members  were  very  much  in 
the  dark  with  regard  to  these  loans  to 
landlords. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  he  would 
answer  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar).  The  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works  in  Ireland 
were  authorized  to  pay  the  landowners 
their  advances  by  instalments,  subject 
to  certain  conditions.  The  interest, 
afber  two  years,  was  at  the  rate  of  1  per 
cent,  and  the  borrowers  were  required 
to  give  security,  by  bonds,  in  double 
the  amount  of  the  entire  loan.  If  they 
failed  in  any  one  particular  of  the  con- 
tract, no  further  sum  would  be  advanced 
to  them  on  the  present  favourable 
terms. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  BIQOAR,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  1,  line  26,  at  end, 
to  add  the  words— 

'*  P^yided,  That  no  further  loon  be  granted 
to  owners  of  land  after  the  passing  of  tibis  Act 
except  in  cases  where  the  Commissioners  of 
Public  Works  had  sanctioned  such  loan  pre- 
viously to  the  seventh  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty," 

said,  in  November  last  the  late  Govern- 
ment made  an  ofiPer  of  loans  at  cost  price 
to  landowners.  Again,  in  January,  they 
offered  them  loans  to  the  extent  of 
£450,000,  specifying  that  sum  in  the 
Notice.  However,  it  seemed  that  the 
response  to  that  offer  was  the  applica- 
tion for  a  larg^  number  of  loans.  Then, 
in  February  last,  the  late  Government 
introduced  a  Bill  that  proposed  to  lend 
a  sum  not  exceeding  £500,000.  They 
then  proposed  to  amend  the  Bill,  and 
make  the  amount  to  be  lent  £750,000. 
The  Committee  had  been  told  that  day 
that  the  clause  containing  this  provision 
had  been  passed  without  controversy  or 
opposition.  He  wished  to  state  that  it 
was  not  passed  without  oontroversyi 
although  it  was  ultimately  passed  with- 
out a  mvision,  after  a  number  of  Amend- 
ments had  been  put  forward.  One  of  the 
provisions  of  the  clause  was  that  a  sum 
not  exceeding  £750,000  should  be  lent  to 
the  landlord.  Irish  Members  had  ob- 
jected to  the  giving  away  of  so  larffe  a 
sum  of  money ;  but  they  could  not  nelp 
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themselves,  and  the  result  was  the  Bill 
passed  into  law.  A  new  Goyemment 
had  since  come  into  power,  and  many 
new  Members  had  taken  their  seats. 
That  new  Government  said — "  We  think 
the  late  Government  made  a  most  absard 
arranfi^ement,  and  having,  first  of  all,  by 
Act  of  Parliament,  obtained  authority  to 
lend  a  certain  sum  of  money  in  a  very 
objectionable  way,  they  have,  in  addition 
to  that,  contracted  to  lend  a  very  much 
larger  sum,  and  wish  now  for  an  in- 
demnity." But  the  present  Government 
were  now  not  only  indemnifying  the  late 
Government  for  what  they  did  illegally, 
and  beyond  the  statutory  powers  con- 
ferred by  Act  of  Parliament,  but  seemed 
also  disposed  to  gfo  on  lending  money  in 
the  same  way.  Of  course,  if  they  did 
not  intend  to  do  so,  he  should  not  press 
his  Amendment.  He  had  heard  that 
only  a  small  proportion  of  this  money 
went  in  relief  of  the  distress  in  Ireland, 
and  that  the  landlords  g^t  the  money. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  North  Devon  (Sir  Stafford  North- 
cote)  had  stated  that  during  the  early 
stages  of  this  plan  for  lending  money  to 
landlords  he  obtained  the  best  informa- 
tion on  the  subject.  But  Members  of 
the  present  Government  should  bear  in 
mind  that  the  best  authorities  Uiey 
could  get  were  the  public  statements  of 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  made  in  that 
House,  which  were  the  expression  of  the 
opinions  of  their  constituents,  and,  con- 
sequently, of  great  value.  He  beffged  to 
move  the  Amendment  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  paffe  1,  line  26,  at  end,  to  add  the  words, 
'*  ProTided,  That  no  farther  loan  be  granted  to 
owners  of  land  after  the  passing  of  this  Act, 
except  in  cases  where  the  Commissioners  of 
Pabuo  Works  had  sanctioned  snch  loan  pre- 
riously  to  the  seventh  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eighty.*' — (Jfr.  Biff  gar,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  added.'' 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEB  said,  the  Go- 
vemment  had  taken  no  responsibility 
whatever  beyond  that  which  awaited 
them  on  taking  Office,  when  they  found 
applications  for  loans  made  up  to  the 
27th  February,  which  they  thought 
ought  to  be  complied  with  upon  certain 
conditions  laid  down  by  the  Act  of  last 
Session.  He  could  not  agree  to  the 
Amendment 

Mr.  Biggmr 


Mb.  BIGOAB  said,  the  Act  of  Feb- 
ruary last  had  been  passed  througli  the 
House  under  great  pressure,  witii  the 
representation  that  it  was  very  deeirable» 
in  order  to  meet  the  urgent  distrees  in 
Ireland.  If  those  persons  who  zaade 
applications  for  loans  in  Febmaiy  laet 
were  not  able  or  willing  to  fulfil  the  con- 
ditions imposed  by  the  authorities  up  to 
May  last,  they  had,  in  his  opinion,  for- 
feited  all  claim  to  the  consideration  of 
the  Government.  It  was  unreaeonaUe 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  agree  to  a  one- 
sided transaction.  He  should  certainty 
not  withdraw  his  Amendment  Up  to 
the  early  part  of  May  some^ng  under 
£  1 ,000,000  of  this  money  had  been  reaUr 
arranged  for — that  was  to  say,  the  land- 
lords had  fulfilled  the  conditions  imposed 
by  the  Gt>vemment;  and  he  held  that 
any  landlord  who  had  not,  up  to  Obm 
present,  fulfilled  those  conditiona,  was 
not  entitle  to  relief  under  this  Bill. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  there  was  a 
Return  published  under  date  the  IStli 
March,  in  which  it  was  stated  that  tlie 
amount  sanctioned  up  to  the  1 9th  April 
was  £354,520.  That  was  just  betore 
the  present  Government  came  into 
Office,  and  he  did  not  see  why  the  Go- 
vernment should  have  g^ne  on  sanction- 
ing fresh  loans,  believing,  as  they  did, 
that  this  application  of  money  waa  not 
all  that  it  might  have  been.  Now,  it 
appeared  to  him  that  the  Act  of  last 
Session  distinctly  referred  to  the  Notice 
of  the  12th  January,  issued  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works,  the  obvioui 
inference  from  which  was  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  not  bound  to  sanotioB 
loans  to  a  greater  extent  than  £250,000 
until  the  Act  of  last  Session  was  passed. 
It  was  admitted  that  the  previous  Go- 
vernment had  not  sanctioned  loans  to  a 
fi^eater  extent  than  £  400, 000  or  £  500,000. 
What  the  present  Government  wanted 
was  a  sanction  for  their  conduct  with 
reference  to  this  matter  in  continuing  to 
sanction  expenditure.  They  said  uiey 
were  morally  bound  to  expend  this  sum 
of  £1,500,000.  It  seemed  that  there 
was  no  control  whatever  over  the  pro- 
ceeding of  the  Irish  Government,  and 
that  when  anything  was  done,  all  that 
was  necessary  was  for  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiT  for  Ireland  to  say  that  he  felt  him- 
self bound  in  some  way  or  other ;  and 
that  was  all  the  satisfaction  that  could 
be  had  with  reference  totiieanplioations 
for  this  money.    If  Us  hon.  Imend  (Mr. 
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Biggar)  went  to  a  diyision,  he  should 
TOte  for  his  Amendment.  It  was  a 
monstrous  thing  to  place  a  charge  upon 
the  Irish  Ohurch  Iiind  which  was  not 
applied  to  the  relief  of  distress  in  Ire- 
land. 

Lord  FEEDERIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  when  the  Oovemment  came  into 
Office  he  felt  it  would  be  a  breach  of 
faith  not  to  complete  the  loans  in  ques- 
tion. He  could  only  state  that  the  honour 
of  the  Goremment  was  involred  in  this 
matter,  and  they  must  adhere  to  the 
arrangement  entered  into  with  those 
landlords  who  had  Mfilled  the  condi- 
tions required  by  the  Notice  and  Act  of 
Parliament. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  it  was  but  right  to 
say  he  entirely  concurred  with  what  had 
fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Caven- 
dish). The  landlords  were  told  that  if 
they  complied  with  certain  conditions, 
the  Government  would  be  willing  to 
comply  with  their  obligation  to  make  the 
loans.  The  landlords  having  submitted 
to  those  conditions,  putting  it  on  the 
lowest  ground,  it  would  be  the  shabbiest 
thing  in  the  world  to  say  now  that  the 
loans  would  not  be  completed. 

Mr.  FINIGAN  said,  he  had  very 
carefully  considered  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar), 
which,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  very  rea- 
sonable one.  There  was  not  much  dif- 
ference between  the  hon.  Member  and 
the  noble  Lord  opposite  ^Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish),  who  stated  that  the  Govern- 
ment felt  bound  in  honour  to  canr  out 
the  arrangements  with  regard  to  loans 
entered  into  before  the  29th  February. 
He  did  not  think  his  hon.  Friend  had 
any  objection  to  that,  because  the 
Amendment  said — 

•*  Except  in  cases  where  the  Commissionew  of 
PtobHc  Works  had  sanctioned  such  loan  pre* 
vionsl  V  to  the  serenth  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
e^t  hundred  and  eighty." 

He  (Mr.  Finigan)  could  not  help  saying, 
with  regard  to  loans  the  arrangements 
for  which  were  not  completed  by  the 
7th  da^  of  May,  that  there  must  be 
something  very  wrong  either  on  the  part 
of  the  landlords  or  of  the  Irish  officials. 
Therefore,  he  could  not  see  that  his  hon. 
Friend  was  asking  too  much,  and  he  had 
yet  to  understand  what  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  the  Chief  Secretary  of  Ireland 
was  with  reference  to  this  matter.  He 
(Mr.  Finigan)  understood  that  the  hon. 


Member  for  Cavan  quite  agreed  that  all 
loans  which  were  entered  into  up  to  the 
29th  February  should  be  passed  and 
sanctioned,  but  that  any  loan  not  sanc- 
tioned previously  to  the  7th  day  of  May 
should  not  be  completed  by  the  Govern- 
ment. That  proposal  beine  a  verv  rea- 
sonable one,  he  snouldfeel  himself  com- 
pelled to  go  into  the  Division  Lobby 
with  his  hon.  Friend. 

Mb.  fay  said,  he  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  be  withdinEtwn,  as  he  be- 
lieved that,  unless  there  was  a  great 
principle  involved,  it  was  a  mistake  to 
delay  the  advancement  of  the  Belief 
Bill  by  Motions  of  an  unimportant,  but 
possibly  harmful,  character.  He  had 
some  Knowledge  of  these  loans  to  land- 
lords, and  could  only  say  that,  from  their 
inception  to  their  completion,  they  were, 
so  far  as  he  knew,  ootained  bond  fide, 
and  were  expended  for  the  advantage 
not  of  the  landlord  alone,  but  of  the 
tenant  and  labourer.  A  Bill  like  this 
JRelief  Bill  should  be  expedited,  and  he 
implored  his  Irish  Colleagues  to  view  it 
as  a  measure  introduced  oy  friendly,  not 
foes.  Surely  this  was  not  a  time  to 
minimize,  when  every  day  might  place 
the  Bill  in  such  a  position  as  not  to 
be  passed  that  Session.  If  any  de- 
fects hereafter  appeared,  they  could  be 
rectified  in  the  Winter  Session  which  was 
surely  to  follow. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  wished  to 
take,  in  the  best  part,  the  advice  of 
his  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr.  Fay) ;  but 
he  must  reply  to  him,  in  equally  good 
part,  that  he  intendedtooccupy  as  much 
time  in  moving  the  Amendments  in  his 
name  as  he  should  think  necessary.  His 
hon.  Friend  appeared  not  to  make  suffi- 
cient allowance  for  the  circumstances  of 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland,  who  had 
from  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
taken  much  trouble  with  the  Bill  and  had 
imported  into  it  valuable  Amendments. 
He  could  not  imagine  how  any  sensible 
person  could  stand  up  for  the  proposition 
of  the  Government  contained  in  this 
clause.  But  to  show  the  absurdity.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attomev  General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law) 
had  pointed  out  that  the  Government 
were  morally  bound  to  lend  money  to 
those  landlords  who  had  applied  up  to 
the  29th  February  last.  Now,  he  would 
ask  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish), 
who  had  endorsed  that  proposition,  and 
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the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  also, 
whether,  if  £20,000,000  had  been  ap- 
plied— for  an  amount  which  the  Church 
Surplus  Fund  could  not  guarantee — ^they 
womd  haye  come  forward  under  this  morcd 
obligation,  which  they  so  much  com- 
mended, and  carried  a  Bill  through  Par- 
liament to  grant  that  sum  of  money  ? 
He  ventured  to  think  that  had  they  at- 
tempted to  introduce  a  measure  dealing 
with  English  money  as  they  were  now 
dealing  with  Irish  funds,  their  tenure  of 
Office  would  have  been  very  brief.  The 
Government  were  certainly  not  legally 
bound  to  continue  in  the  disastrous  and 
useless  course  of  their  Predecessors. 

Mb.  CALLAJN  said,  he  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  proceed  to  a  division, 
as  Obstruction  was  dead  and  gone. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  it 
was  impossible  the  Amendment  could 
be  accepted ;  for,  if  it  was,  it  would  put 
a  stop  to  all  loans  under  the  ordinary 
Act  by  which  loans  were  advanced  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He  agreed, 
however,  with  the  spirit  of  the  Amend- 
ment. If  he  rightly  understood  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  no  loans 
under  that  particular  Act  would  be  sanc- 
tioned of  which  instalments  had  not 
already  been  paid,  or  would  be  so,  up  to 
the  31st  of  the  present  month.  There 
was  no  object,  therefore,  in  passing  the 
present  Amendment  besides  the  fact 
that  it  was  opposed  by  the  terms  of  the 
Act  of  1862  with  reference  to  loans. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  should  like 
to  ask  the  Committee  to  be  allowed  to 
amend  the  proposed  Amendment  by 
adding  a  few  words  thereto.  He  pro- 
posed to  insert  the  words — ^'  Under  the 
authority  of  'The  Relief  of  Distress 
(Ireland)  Act,  1880,' "  at  the  end  of  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  LYULPH  STANLEY  said,  he 
rose  to  Order.  Was  it  competent  for 
one  hon.  Member  to  ask  another  hon. 
Member  to  amend  an  Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  :  It  is  proposed  to 
amend  an  Amendment  by  adding  the 
words — "Under  the  authority  of  *The 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880.'  " 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  with  regard 
to  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  it  appeared 
to  him  that  there  could  be  no  question, 
that  in  the  case  of  these  loans  large 
sums  had  been  e2cpended  by  the  lana- 

Mr.PtimeU 


lords ;  and  he  must  say  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was  quite  con- 
trary to  his  experience  on  the  subject. 
He  would  venture  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment of  the  noble  Lord  was  inaocorate. 
LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  he  referred  to  the  som  of 
.  money  which  had  been  paid. 

Question,  ''  That  those  words  be  there 
added,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Proposed  Amendment  amended  accord- 
ingly. 

Amendment  proposed, 

'*  In  paffe  1,  line  26,  at  end,  to  add  tho  wtmla 
'*  P^vided,  That  no  further  loan  be  granted  to 
owners  of  land  after  the  paasin^  of  thia  Aci, 
under  the  authority  of  '  The  Behef  of  Diabreaa 
f Ireland)  Act,  1880,'  except  in  caaea  where  Uie 
Commiasionen  of  PubUc  Works  had  sanctioflied 
such  loan  previously  to  the  seventh  day  ol  Majr« 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty.**-^  Jd*. 
Biff  gar.) 

Question  put,  ''That  those  words  be 
there  added.^' 

The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  89; 
Noes  123:  Majority  100.— (Dir.  lost. 
No.  39.) 

Mr.  S  YNAN  said,  he  begged  to  more 
the  next  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name.  It  was  as  follows : — In  pag^  1, 
at  end,  add — 

**  Provided  always,  That  whenever  by  any 
award  or  otherwise  the  rent  of  any  tenant  ahaU 
be  increased  by  reason  or  in  respect  of  any 
works  executed  on  his  holding  under  said  Act, 
then,  and  in  every  such  case,  the  worka  eo 
executed  shall,  so  £ar  as  such  increase  shall  be 
paid  by  such  tenant  or  his  successor  in  title,  be 
deemed  to  be  improvements  made  by  such 
tenant  within  the  moaning  of  the  fourth  section 
of  'The  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act, 
1874.*  " 

The  Amendment  was  of  great  impor- 
tance to  the  tenants  of  Ireland,  and  the 
principal  difficulty  with  regard  to  it  arose 
from  the  fact  that,  by  it,  he  (Mr.  Synaa) 
proposed  to  introduce  words  in  the  pre- 
sent Bill  which  would  alter  the  effeut  of 
the  Act  of  1880.  Provision  was  made 
in  that  Act  for  the  protection  of  the 
tenant,  but  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 
The  Act  provided  that  if  the  rent  of  a 
tenant  be  increased  by  an  award  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  it  could  only  be  so  in- 
creased having  regard  to  the  amount  of  in- 
stalments paid  under  that  Act.  No  doubt* 
if  every  landlord  proceeded  on  fair  and 
liberal  principles,  as,  generally  speaking. 
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they  did,  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  any  farther  protection  for  the  tenant. 
It  was  possible  that  the  landlord  mi^ht 
not  consent  to  an  award,  and  would  in- 
crease the  rent  more  than  allowed  by 
the  Act,  and,  as  an  altemative,  give 
notice  to  quit ;  in  that  case  there  was 
no  protection  for  the  tenant.  The  pre- 
sent Amendment  was  originally  framed 
by  his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  present  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  Law),  when  the  prior  Act  was 
under  consideration,  and  although  the 
Amendment  was  passed  in  that  Mouse, 
it  was  rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords. 
He  now  prepared  to  repeat  it  in  the  pre- 
sent Bilh  It  would,  he  believed,  give 
fall  protection  to  the  tenant.  It  pro- 
vided— 

**  That  the  incroaae  in  the  rent  of  the  tenant 
■hoald  only  be  in  respect  of  the  worka  executed, 
&c." 

That  was  a  larger  protection  than  that 
given  bv  the  9th  section  of  the  recent 
Act,  and  would  afford  complete  protec- 
tion for  the  tenant.  It  was  contended 
by  some  landlords  that  it  went  farther 
than  giving  complete  protection,  and 
that  it  would  do  them  iuiustice. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 
sorry  to  interrupt  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Synan),  but  surely  the  Amendment 
could  not  be  inserted  in  the  present 
clause.  It  must  take  the  form  of  a  new 
clause. 

Ths  chairman  :  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lime- 
ride  (Mr.  Synan)  to  the  fact  that  the 
proposed  Amenament  does  not  bear 
oirectly  on  the  clause  now  under  con- 
sideration. The  most  convenient  plan 
would  be  to  bring  it  in  separately  as  a 
new  clause. 

Mb.  synan  said,  it  was  a  matter  of 
indifference  to  him  whether  it  were  taken 
as  a  new  clause  or  not.  The  reason  why 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  pertinent  was 
that  that  clause  dealt  with  the  amend- 
ment of  the  Act  of  1880,  and  therefore 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  proper  to 
consider  his  Amendment  there,  and  not 
elsewhere,  in  the  form  of  a  supplemen- 
tal clause  to  the  Bill.  It  could,  how- 
ever, take  the  form  of  a  new  clause  if 


Tbs  chairman  :  As  a  matter  of 
convenience,  it  would  be  better  that  the 
Amendment  should  take  the  form  of  a 
new  daose.     The  hon.   Member  will 


have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  it  for- 
ward in  that  manner. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  he  begged  to 
move,  in  the  absence  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  PameU), 
the  next  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  It 
was  as  follows: — ^In  page  1;  at  end  of 
clause,  add — 

**  The  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land may  from  time  to  time,  on  the  recommen- 
dation of  the  Local  (Government  Board,  grant  to 
any  Board  of  Gnardians  of  a  scheduled  Union, 
out  of  the  said  sum  of  one  million  five  hundred 
thousand  pounds,  such  moneys  as  the  Local  Oo« 
vemment  Board  may  deem  neoeasary,  having 
regard  to  the  financial  condition  of  such  Union, 
to  aid  in  giving  out-door  relief  in  such  Union : 
Provided,  That  the  entire  sum  to  be  so  granted 
shall  not  exceed  one  hundred  thousand  pounds." 

[Mr.  Parnell  entered  the  House 
while  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Finigan) 
was  moviug  the  Amendment.] 

Thb  chairman  :  If  the  hon  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
will  listen,  I  propose  to  make  some 
alterations  in  form,  so  that  the  proposed 
Amendment  will  make  the  clause  run  as 
follows : — 

"The  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  may 
from  time  to  time,  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Local  (Government  Board,  grant  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  in  any  Union  authorized  to  nve 
out-door  relief  in  the  Relief  of  Distress  (ire- 
land)  Act,  1880,  out  of  the  said  sum  of  one 
milhon  five  hundred  thousand  pounds,  such  sum 
or  sums  as  they  may  deem  necessary,  haying 
regard  to  the  f»iTiftTiffiiiLi  condition  of  suc^  Union : 
Provided,  That  the  entire  sum  do  not  exceed 
two  hundred  thousand  pounds.'' 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there^  added." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  thought  that  a 
very  important  clause ;  and  he  thoug^ht 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Cmef 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster), 
who  had  assented  to  it,  would  desire  that 
the  relief  proposed  to  be  granted  should 
only  be  so  granted  under  very  stringent 
and  special  conditions.  The  only  special 
condition  he  found  in'  that  clause  was 
contained  in  the  words  *'  having  regard 
to  the  financial  condition  of  such  Union." 
He  should  like  to  add  to  the  Amend- 
ment, in  that  place,  the  words  **  the 
Eressure  of  distress,  and  the  impractica- 
ilityof  otherwise  adequately  relieving." 
That  would  render  the  conditions  very 
special.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  say  that  he  would  consider  before 
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Beport  putting  in  sucli  special  words,  lie 
should  be  quite  satisfied.  That  was  the 
plurase  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  himself  employed  some  time  ago. 
He  was  satined  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  agree  to  that. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  he  would 
think  over  the  words.  It  ajppeared  to 
him,  however,  that  their  spirit  was  con- 
veyed in  the  word  **  necessary."  The 
words  *'  impracticability  of  otherwise 
relieving"  were  very  binding.  He 
thoufi^ht  it  important  that  the  words 
should  be  altered  in  the  following 
way: — 

'^  They  may  deem  necessary,  having  regard 
to  the  financial  condition  of  such  Union  and  to 
the  partial  distress  then  within  its  limit." 

Amendment  of  said  proposed  Amend* 
ment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Eailway  and  other  loans); 
and  Clause  4  (Guarantees  by  present- 
ment sessions). 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  postpone  these  clauses  until  the 
others  had  been  passed.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  they  be  postponed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Clauses  3  and  4  be  postponed." 
^{Mr,  JF.  E.  Forster.) 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  took  a  dif- 
ferent  view  of  the  matter,  and  he  was 
extremely  anxious  that  those  clauses 
should  be  passed,  so  that  arrangements 
might  be  made  for  loans  to  railways  in 
Ireland  by  which  they  might  be  as- 
sisted in  their  operations.  He  had  never 
been  in  the  habit  of  concealing  his  feel- 
ings with  regard  to  any  Motion  or  Bill 
before  the  House.  He  considered  it  was 
binding  on  them  not  to  postpone  those 
clauses.  The  fact  was,  they  had  in 
them  a  good  deal  that  was  good,  and 
also  a  good  deal  that  was  bad.  The 
good  part  of  the  clauses  allowed  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land to  develop  the  resources  of  the 
oountry  by  adding  branch  railways,  and 
assisting  others  that  did  not  quite  pay, 
from  a  capitalist's  point  of  view,  al- 
though they  did  so  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  particular  district  radlways 

ifr.  Oibeon 


that  BO  nearly  paid  that  they  deserred 
encouragement.  That  was  the  good 
part  of  the  clauses.  The  bad  part  of 
the  clauses  was  with  reference  to  th« 
baronies.  Some  baronies  were,  no  doabt, 
fully  competent  to  perform  the  work 
allotted  to  them,  and  against  those  1m 
had  nothing  to  say;  but  there  were 
others  which,  althoujO^h  originally  ezi«i- 
ing  under  the  old  &udal  system,  now 
existed  only  in  name,  and  all  that  re- 
mained of  them  was  their  geog^phical 
position.  Those  were  altogeUier  nae- 
less. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  loee  to 
Order.  The  Question  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  that  Clause  3  be  postponed. 
The  hon.  Member  was  then  disoufisiiig 
Clause  4. 

Mr.  chairman  :  The  Question  is, 
that  both  clauses  be  postponed. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Warton)  was  quite  right.     He 
(Major  Nolan)  referred  to  the  4th  daoBe 
in  order   to  avoid   making   a    second 
speech,  and  so  interfering  with  the  time 
of  the  Committee,  as  the  hon.  Member 
did  so  often  himself.     He  did  not  wish  to 
make  another  speech  on  the  same  sub- 
ject, and  so  imitate  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Member.     He  had  referred  to  the 
bad  part  of  the  clauses,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  to  the  convenience  of  the 
Committee  if  they  were  allowed  to  dis- 
cuss those  questions  of  loans  then.    The 
money  lent  by  the  baronial  sessions  was 
lent  exclusively  to  tenants.    Now,    if 
some  other  arrangement,  such  as,  for 
instance,  an  equal  share  granted  to  both 
landlords  and  tenants,  were  made,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  and  fairer ; 
and  when  taxes  were  raised   for  the 
benefit  of  the  country,  he  thought  that 
the  landlord  should  pay  half  and  the 
tenant  half.    He  had  an  Amendment  to 
that  effect  on  the  Paper.    That  was  a 
matter  he  had  pressed  on  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  last  two  or  three  years,  and 
he,  therefore,  did  not  think  it  right  to 
consent  to    the    postponement  of   the 
clauses  without  stating  his  objections 
to  that  arrangement.    He  was  convinced 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  great  importance. 
He  was  quite  aware  that  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers were  not  quite  agreed  upon  the 
matter  of  railway  loans;   but  he  was 
willing  to  give  wav,  to  a  large  extent,  in 
that  matter,  in  order  to  meet  the  general 
feeling  with  regard  to  it.    He  must  say 
that  he  was  sorry  that  a  proposition  haa 
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I  with  the  comitry  and  the  Honse,  by 
working  as  long  as  the  Government 
chose  to  keep  a  House.  If  it  were  for 
a  week  they  should  be  ready  to  sit,  and 
all  the  more  from  the  necessity  of  dis- 
cussing some  of  the  Amendments  they 
had  put  down.  If  they  adopted  the 
Motion  to  reportProgress  they  would  be 
in  the  wrong  in  the  eyes  of  many  other 
hon.  Members,  who  would  think  that 
thev  failed  to  earnestly  discuss  the  Bill, 
and  that  they  were  "fiddling  while 
Bome  was  burning."  All  the  Amend- 
ments had  substance  and  merit,  and  he 
entreated  hon.  Members  to  remain,  if 
necessary,  till  the  next  morning.  He 
felt  so  conscious  that  the  case  was  one  of 
emergency,  and  that  their  Amendments 
were  not  obstructiye  but  wise  Amend- 
ments, that  he  urged  them  to  make 
sacrifices  of  their  comfort  and  time  in 
order  to  meet  the  Qoyemmentin  passing 
the  measure. 

Mb.  FINIQAN  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  A.  M. 
Sullivan)  had  not  been  there  all  the 
afternoon  as  they  had.  [Mr.  A.  M. 
SuLLTVAK  replied,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Ennis  (Mr.  Finigan)  was  mistaken.] 
He  might  be  wrong  as  to  the  whole  of 
the  afternoon,  but  die  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  certainly  absent  for  a  con- 
siderable period.  But  he  (Mr.  Finigan) 
was  just  as  anxious  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  to  get  the  Bill  through 
Committee,  and  he  would  suggest  to  his 
hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  to  report 
Progress  (Mr.  B.  Power)  that  he  should 
withdraw  that  Motion.  At  the  same 
time,  he  thought  that  the  Committee 
should  certainly  adjourn  for  two  hours, 
from  7  to  9,  so  as  to  give  them  time  to 
get  some  rest.  [  Cri$$  o/  *'  No ! '']  Well, 
if  there  was  to  be  no  compromise,  he 
would  support  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion ; 
but,  if  they  had  two  hours'  rest,  they 
might  then  go  on  until  the  next  after- 
noon. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUYAN  explained 
that,  probably,  the  reason  why  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Finigan)  thought  he  (Mr. 
A.  M.  Sullivan)  was  absent  so  long  was 
that  he  held  his  tongue.  He  had  been 
sitting  behind  the  hon.  Member  since 
3  o'clock,  listening  most  determinedly 
to  his  Colleagues,  and  thinking  he  was 
helping  just  as  much  by  holding  his 
tongue. 

Mb.  FINIQAN  begged  bis  bon. 
Friend's  pardon. 


been  made  to  postpone  those  clauses,  as 
so  many  districts  were  interested  in  their 
becoming  law  as  soon  as  possible.  He 
should  like  the  Oovemment  to  re-consider 
their  decision,  and  to  see  whether  they 
would  not  be  able  to  take  the  discussion 
on  those  clauses  at  that  time.  At  any 
rate,  he,  for  one,  was  of  opinion  that 
there  were  no  more  important  clauses  in 
the  Bill  than  these. 

Mb.  B.  POWEB  said,  he  would  move 
to  report  Progress.  Hon.  Members  had 
been  at  work  from  12  to  7,  and  had  been 
in  the  House  a  great  many  hours  at 
]»revious  Sittings,  and  as  late  as  4  o'clock 
that  morning ;  therefore,  he  thought  that 
they  ought  to  get  some  rest 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (Mr. 
B.  Power,) 

Mb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  consent  to  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress.  It  was  quite  true 
they  had  been  sitting  some  time,  and  he 
supposed  he  had  been  there  as  lone  as 
any  other  hon.  Member,  and  he  nad 
been  occupied  previously.  But  he  was 
veiT  anxious  to  get  on  with  the  Bill, 
and  he  should  be  glad  to  have  the  sup- 
port of  the  Irish  Members  in  doing  so. 
He  did  not  see  that  the  Committee  were 
in  anyway  unable  to  discuss  the  questions 
that  came  before  them,  and  his  only 
object  in  postponing  Clauses  3  and  4 
was  because  he  foresaw  there  would  be 
important  questions  introduced  with  re- 
gard to  them.  He  was  prepared  to  sit 
Xo  anv  time  that  evening,  and,  although 
hon.  Members  did  not  seem  to  be  all  of 
that  opinion,  he  hoped  they  would  not 
think  of  separating  yet.  He  wanted 
first  to  take  those  clauses  which  would 
not  involve  so  much  difference  of  opi- 
nion ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Gbdway  (Major 
Nolan)  that  he  would  bring  up  Clauses 
8  and  4  afterwards.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  be  allowed  to  go 
through  the  Bill. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  appealed  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfora  (Mr.  B. 
Power)  to  let  the  Committee  proceed  to 
make  as  much  progress  as  possible. 
There  was,  however,  great  force  in  what 
the  hon.  Member  had  said.  They  had 
been  kept  unusually  late  nearly  all  the 
svsniiiffs  that  week ;  but  it  behoved  the 
Irish  Membsfs  to  set  themselTSs  ri^t 
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Mb.  METOE  asked  Irish  Members 
not  to  flinch  from  their  duty.  At  such  a 
time  it  would  be  disgraceful  to  give  up. 

Sib  H.  HERVEY  BBUCE  would 
much  regret  to  obstruct;  but  he  had 
been  waiting  seven  hours  to  g^t  to  the 
most  important  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
which  would  confer  more  real  benefit 
than  any  other  part  of  the  measure,  and 
he  was  so  taken  by  surprise  at  the  pro- 
posal to  postpone  those  clauses  that  he 
should  vote  for  reporting  Progress. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOkSTER  said,  he  made 
his  proposition  merely  to  suit  the  con- 
venience of  the  Committee.  He  was  not 
ag^ainst  g^ing  on  with  these  clauses,  and 
if  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
B.  Power)  would  withdraw  his  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
would  withdraw  his  Motion  for  post- 
ponement of  the  clauses. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  was  one  of 
those  who  thought  those  two  clauses  were 
80  utterly  worthless  that  they  could  not 
possibly  be  made  any  better,  and  he 
doubtea  very  much  whether  they  could 
be  80  amended  as  to  carry  out  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend's  (Major  Nolan's) 
views.  If  the  ratepayers,  through  their 
representatives,  wished  to  charge  them- 
selves for  the  construction  of  county 
works,  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  no  objec- 
tion; but  the  proposition  oontainea  in 
those  clauses  was  entirely  different.  It 
was,  that  anon-representative  body  called 
the  associated  oesspayers,  who  were 
chosen  by  the  Grand  Jury  and  who 
would  be  confined  to  the  magistracy  of 
the  county,  should  be  entitled  to  saddle 
vast  sums  of  money  upon  the  ratepayers, 
at  an  extraordinaiy  presentment  sessions 
convened  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  All 
the  checks  provided  by  the  Legislature 
and  by  the  Orders  of  the  House  of 
Commons  were  dispensed  with,  and,  con- 
sequently, there  would  be  practically  no 
guarantee  to  the  ratepayers  who  might 
be  affected.  If  they  had  a  representa- 
tive system  of  county  government  in  Ire- 
land, these  clauses  might  be  made  work- 
able and  very  valuable ;  but,  in  the  ab- 
sence of  any  representative  system,  he 
feared  to  trust  the  very  large  power  that 
would  be  given.  He  observed  that  a 
great  number  of  Amendments  had  been 
placed  upon  the  Paper  to  open  the  flood- 
gatee  still  higher,  and,  in  his  humble 
opinion,  they  would  make  the  dausee 
still  more  dangerous  than  they  were  al- 
ready.   But  he  thought  the  Committee 


were  entitled  to  have  some  rectfon  fior 
the  postponement  of  the  dausee.  Thej 
ought  to  know  whether  the  right  han» 
Gentleman  proposed  to  pos^ne  them 
in  order  to  consider  the  desirability  of 
giving  them  up  altogether,  or  wheUier 
he  intended  to  stand  by  them.  If  the 
first  reason  was  the  true  motive,  and  tha 
effect  of  the  proposal  would  only  be  to 
save  the  time  of  the  Conunittee,  he 
should  certainly  be  in  favour  of  goin^ 
on  with  the  other  part  of  the  Bill.  Bat^ 
with  reference  to  the  remarks  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Metge), 
who  seemed  to  be  in  a  state  of  inte^see 
excitement  about  the  whole  measore, 
and  feared  they  might  lose  something 
very  wonderful  if  they  did  not  get  it,  he 
could  only  say  that,  so  far  as  they  had 
gone,  they  had  not  obtained  any  very 
important  concessions.  Perhaps  they 
might  obtain  those  concessions  by-and- 
bye ;  but,  in  explanation  of  the  misap- 
prehension of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  with  respect  to  the  merits  of 
this  measure,  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  might 
be  permitted  to  state  that  he  had  no 
recollection  of  the  fact  that  the  hon. 
Member  had  assisted  in  the  nomerona 
consultations  which  had  been  held  for 
the  purpose  of  practically  improving 
the  .Bill,  notwithstanding  .that  the  hon. 
Member  represented  that  great  evila 
would  attend  the  stopping  of  80  bene- 
ficial a  measure.  He  (Mr.  Pamell),  for 
one,  would  very  much  like  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  a  fuller  explanation  of 
what  his  views  reaUy  were. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had 
depreciated  the  Bill  very  much ;  but  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  must  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  he  had  previously 
expressed,  in  the  very  strongest  terms, 
that  it  was  a  matter  of  almost  life  and 
death  to  obtain  the  concession  that  had 
been  included  in  the  Bill.  He  was, 
therefore,  exceedinglv  surprised  at  the 
remarks  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
now  made,  in  the  course  of  which  he 
had  described  that  concession  as  worth- 
less. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  certainly  did 
not  say  the  concession  was  worthless. 
At  anv  rate,  he  had  no  intention  of 
going  mrther  than  saying  that  it  was  not 
satinaotory. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  should 
be  sorry  to  misrepresent  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber; but  he  oeitainly  understood 
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arroment  to  be  to  the  effect  which  he 
had  Btated.    He  would  state  to  the  Com- 
mittee his  yiews  ooncemine  the  Bill, 
because  that  would  be  the  uiortest  way 
of  explaining  the  reasons  for  the  post- 
ponement of  Glauses  3  and  4.  He  should 
be  glad  if  those  clauses  could  be  passed, 
because  he  believed  they  would  give  a 
power  which  would  be  of  considerable 
nse  in  enabling  the  Government  to  de- 
vise the  best  way  in  which  works  of  the 
kind  could  be  developed.    He  was  quite 
aware  that  there  was  some  objection  to 
themachinery  which  was  proposed;  but  if 
they  were  to  wait  until  they  had  ffot  the 
machinery  exactly  to  their  mind,  they 
might  have  to  wait  for  a  very  consider- 
able time.    The  position  was,  that  tJiere 
were  several  matters  of  the  first  impor- 
tance to  be  dealt  with  in  the  Bill  before 
the  Gonmiittee.    The  first  was  as  to  how 
far  Her  Majesty's  present  Oovemment 
were  under  obligations    to    carry  out 
what  they  considered  to  have  been  the 
obligations  to  which  the  late  Oovem- 
ment committed  themselves ;  the  second 
was  as  to  proposals  made  by  the  Oo- 
vemment themselves,  and  others  which 
they  had  accepted  from  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oork  City,  in  order  to  meet  the  im- 
mediate necessities  of  the  case ;  and  the 
third  was  the  clause  in  reference  to  the 
Fishery  Piers,    which    would    enable 
grants  to  be  made  and  the  work  to  be 
commenced  at  once.    He  should  not  ask 
the  Irish  Members  to  say  that  the  first 
object  was  one  that  they  cared  about; 
but  the  second  and  third  they  did  care 
about,  and  so  did  he,  because  he  thought 
the  interests  of  Ireland  were  involved 
in  them.  But,  with  the  greatest  possible 
wish  to  get  it  done,  he  did  not  see  how 
or  when  he  was  to  get  this  discussion 
renewed,  if  it  was  continued  now  as  it 
had  heen  continued  hitherto.     He  did 
not  complain  that  the  debates  had  been 
too  lengthy ;  but  ventured  to  suggest  that 
if  they  were  to  be  continued  at  the  same 
length,  the  Government  would  not  be 
able  to  give  to  the  Bill  more  than  what 
might  be  called  the  middle  of  the  night. 
He  was  very  sorry  for  that;  but  felt 
that  the  matters  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred were  of  very  great  importance, 
and  were  also  matters  necessary  to  be 
decided  at  onoe,  and,  therefore,  he  hoped 
that  the  Committee  would  deal  with  them 
H^  after  that,  it  was  thought  well  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bail  way  Clauses,  he  should 
beglad  that  such  aoourteshould  be  taken. 


Mr.  8TNAN  said,  it  was  dear  to  him 
that  some  part  of  the  Bill  must  be  post- 
poned ;  and  as  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  only  question  was  as  to  which  part 
should  be  so  postponed,  he  venturea  to 
suggest  that  the  drd  and  4th  clauses  of 
the  Bill  were  not  the  most  pressing.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (MajorNolan) 
would  have  an  ample  opportunity,  when 
the  rest  of  the  Bui  had  been  disposed 
of,  to  insist  upon  a  full  discussion  of 
those  two  clauses ;  but  he  (Mr.  Synan) 
saw  no  reason  to  object  to  their  post- 
ponement on  the  present  occasion.  The 
general  wbh  of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
of  the  Oovemment,  to  consider  the  most 
pressing  part  of  the  Bill  first,  should  be 
acceded  to. 

Colonel  C0LTHUE8T  said,  he  must 
also  add  his  request  that  the  3rd  and  4^ 
clauses  be  postponed,  mainly  on  the 
g^und  that  his  non.  Friend  and  Col- 
league (Mr.  Shaw),  who  had  suggested 
that  the  representatives  of  the  Poor 
Law  Unions  should  assist  in  this  matter, 
was  unavoidably  absent,  but  would  be 
in  his  place  in  the  House  next  week.  In 
his  absence,  an  opposition  to  these  clauses 
had  been  developed  in  most  unexpected 
quarters.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  was 
acting  in  opposition,  not  only  to  the 
wish  of  the  county,  but  to  that  of  the 
City  of  Cork.  There  was  no  fear  of  any- 
thing like  bogus  railway  schemes  being 
forc^  upon  me  ratepayers  by  the  opera- 
tion of  tne  clauses.  It  had  been  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  that  the 
scheme  would  only  be  submitted  to  the 
sessions ;  but  he  (Colonel  Colthurst)  had 
always  understood  that  they  would  be 
submitted  also  to  the  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians, and  that  railways  oould  not  be 
constructed  without  the  consent  of  the 
Boards  through  whose  districts  they 
would  pass. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENBY  said,  he 
was  afraid  that,  unless  those  clauses  were 
postponed,  little  or  no  progress  would  be 
made  with  the  Bill,  uecause  they  all 
knew  the  powers  of  discussion  which 
were  possessed  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site. He  would  have  been  very  un- 
willing to  agree  to  the  postponement, 
unless  on  an  assurance  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  was  really  intended  to 
press  on  those  clauses  with  as  much 
earnestness  as  the  other  parts  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  very  uncomfortable  to  him 
—to  say  the  least  of  it— to  hear  the  hon. 
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Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell)  say 
that  whidi  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
feared  when  it  was  proposed — namely, 
that  they  would  be  postponed  with  a 
view  to  their  abandonment.     He  diB- 

Euted  altogether  the  right  of  certain 
on.  Members  who  sat  b^ow  the  Gang- 
way on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House 
to  represent  to  the  Committee  that  Ire- 
land was  indifferent  or  hostile  to  those 
clauses.  He  believed  those  clauses  to 
be  about  as  valuable,  if  not  more  valu- 
able/ than  any  other  clauses  of  the  Bill. 
They  had  long  asked  for  them,  and  to 
set  up  theoretic  objections  against  them 
appeared  to  him  to  be  not  for  the  benefit 
01  the  country.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  give  them  an  assurance 
that,  if  they  did  postpone  those  clauses, 
he  reaUy  intended  to  proceed  with  them ; 
and  he  hoped  the  rignt  hon.  Gentleman 
would  couple  that  assurance  with  an- 
other— namely,  that  he  was  open  to 
reasonable  suggestions  with  reference  to 
them.  He  found  some  difficulty,  some- 
times, in  discovering  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intended  to  put  its  feet  down, 
and  carry  through  what  it  designed,  or 
whether  it  was  really  open  to  fair  argu- 
ment on  the  part  of  those  who  might  be 
particularly  interested;  and  he  would 
only  add  that,  after  a  little  consultation 
amongst  some  of  the  Irish  Members  on 
the  matter,  they  wereparticularly  anxious 
that  these  clauses  should  be  improved. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  remarked,  that 
he  was  asked  whether  the  Government 
had  put  its  feet  down  ?  They  would  cer- 
tainly do  what  they  could  to  carry  these 
clauses ;  but  they  were  not  going  to  risk 
the  Bill  for  the  sake  of  them.  He  would 
give  his  hon.  Friends  and  the  Committee, 
as  far  as  he  could,  any  opportunity  of 
discussing  them ;  and  he  hoped  it  would 
be  done  mat  night,  after  they  had  got 
through  the  other  clauses.  Meanwhue, 
it  was  a  waste  of  time  to  talk  so  much 
about  the  postponement  As  to  the 
miestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry^  with  regard  to 
suggestions,  whenever  he  had  had  charge 
of  a  Bill  he  had  always  endeavoured  to 
entertain  suggestions  from  anyone  in- 
terested, quite  irrespective  of  the  quarter 
of  the  House  in  which  he  sat ;  and  he 
could  assure  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal- 
way that  every  suggestion  in  this  matter 
would  be  considered. 

Majoh  NOLAN  did  not  consider  the 
diaouasion    was    any   waste   of   time. 

Mr.MiMettMetHy 


Honestly,  those  clauses  were  a  matter 
of  the  utmost  importance.  He  looked 
on  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  as  a 
bogus  Motion,  and  would  only  renund 
hon.  Members  that  they  could  get  their 
dinners  in  20  minutes.  He  deeiredto 
press  the  importance  of  those  claoses. 
The  county  he  represented  had  Bet  its 
heart  upon  three  different  railways.  In. 
one  case  the  Poor  Law  Unions  had 
guaranteed  the  whole  of  the  expense; 
and,  in  another,  a  large  railway  oonq[Mny 
had  guaranteed  the  whole  of  the  ex- 
pense if  they  could  borrow  the  money 
at  3  per  cent.  If  the  Government 
brought  forward  a  scheme  bv  which 
those  railways  could  be  made,  they 
would  be  made  to  a  certainty.  He 
was  very  glad  to  find  that  the  differenoe 
between  himself  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Parnell)  was  narrowed 
to  a  certain  extent.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  was  vexed  with  the  pro- 
posed tribunal.  Well,  he  (Maior  Nolan} 
also  was  vexed  with  the  tribunal;  but 
he  would  say  this — that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  chance  of  their  making  any 
bad  railways;  and,  therefore,  he  did 
not  attach  so  much  importance  to  the 
objection,  except  that  he  thought  it 
would  tend  to  narrow  the  scope  of  the 
Bill  and  prevent  its  beinff  put  into 
operation.  The  fact  was,  wat  the  tri- 
bunal would  be  too  careful.  What  he 
did  object  to  very  strongly  was  the  in- 
cidence of  the  taxation ;  and  if  some  of 
ihe  Amendments  on  the  Paper  were  not 
carried,  it  might  be  a  question  whether 
they  should  not  reject  the  whole  sdieme. 
He  thought  it  would  be  most  disgraceful 
to  put  the  whole  charge  on  the  rate- 
payers and  the  tenants ;  but  there  was 
every  opportunity,  by  Amendments,  to 
change  the  incidence  of  taxation,  and  to 
put  it  partly  on  the  landlord  and  partly 
on  the  tenant.  The  Government  would 
not  be  able  to  maintain  the  position  of 
putting  it  all  upon  the  tenant,  and,  con- 
sequently, they  would  have  to  come  for- 
ward with  some  proposition  to  divide  it. 
For  these  reasons  he  was  most  anxious 
that  the  clauses  should  not  be  postponed, 
and  that  they  should  be  now  dismissed, 
and  amended  in  the  course  of  the  dis- 
cussion, which  he  believed  was  perfectly 
possible.  He  did  not  even  object  to  the 
baronies,  provided  the  taxation  was 
amended.  The  baronies  were  not  such 
a  ffood  machinery  as  he  desired,  but 
stiu  they  would  be  very  good.    At  the 
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same  time,  if  means  were  wanted  for 
making  those  branch  railways,  which 
would  very  nearly  pay,  he  knew  very 
well  that  it  woidd  be  doing  a  very 
dangerous  thing  if  the  schemes  were 
not  sent  to  the  Boards  of  Ouardians. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  spoke 
for  himself  and  his  Colleagues;  but 
the  Committee  would  remark,  at  any 
rate,  that  the  two  Members  for  Gal- 
way,  the  largest  county  in  Ireland, 
were  both  anxious  for  the  clauses  in 
question. 

Mr.  STNAN  rose  to  Order,  and  in- 
quired of  the  Chairman,  whether  the 
hon.  and  valiant  Member  for  Galway 
(Major  Nolan)  was  in  Order  in  discuss- 
ing the  clauses  on  a  Motion  to  report 
Progress? 

The  CHAIBMAN  ruled  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  discussing  the  details  of  the 
clauses;  but  as  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  was,  practically,  for  the  post- 
ponement of  those  clauses,  he  coula  not 
say  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  not  in  Order  in  speaking  of  their 
general  principle. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  Synan)  should  try  to  limit  discus- 
sion on  those  very  important  clauses. 
If  hon.  Members  meant  to  reject  them, 
let  them  do  so,  and  take  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility ;  and  if  his  county  spoke  to 
him  afterwards  about  the  railways,  he 
would  say — **I  will  do  my  best;  but 
certain  Members,  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  prevented  our 
even  having  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject." Then  the  responsibility  would  not 
rest  upon  himself  and  hb  hon.  Colleague. 
As  to  the  Motion  before  the  (Committee, 
he  thoueht  it  would  be  discreditable  to 
the  Irish  Members  to  report  Progress, 
and  he  hoped  the  Motion  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  R.  POWEB  said,  he  should  be 
very  son^  to  divide  the  Committee.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  go 
through ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  only  let  them  adjourn  for  an 
hour  and  a-hali  until  9  o'clock  he  would 
be  satisfied.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
dined.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  :  No.] 
Well,  it  was  a  very  convenient  system 
not  to  dine,  and  he  only  wished  some  of 
his  hon.  Friends  wouild  get  into  the 
habit 

YOK  CCIilTT.      [third  sBRixs.] 


The  CHAIBMAN  pointed  out  that  it 
would  not  be  in  Order  for  the  Committee 
to  adjourn. 

Mr.  B.  POWEB  thought  if  they  re- 
ported Progress,  and  the  Committee 
temporarily  adjourned,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  would 
find  that  it  reaUy  facilitated  the  passage 
of  the  Bill.  They  would  all  come  back 
refreshed  and  in  much  better  spirits, 
and  prepared  to  sit  until  7  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  persist  in  the  pro- 

Eosal  for  adjournment.  He  had  never 
eard  of  its  being  done  in  that  way,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  they  woiud  be 
able  to  do  it.  He  could  not  consent  to 
do  it,  and  if  he  did,  he  was  not  sure  he 
would  get  the  Committee  together  again. 
He  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  was  not  the  first  debate — he  might 
say  it  was  not  the  five  hundredth  debate — 
in  which  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
interest,  and  in  all  previous  instances 
hon.  Members  managed  to  g^  out  and 
get  their  dinners.  He  believed  he  was 
the  only  person  who  was  in  any  real 
difficulty,  because  he  was  bound  to  stop 
and  look  after  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  look  well  in  Ireland  if 
they  had  to  stop  because  Irish  Members 
wanted  their  dinners. 

Mr.  WABTON  said,  he  was  extremely 
anxious  to  put  it  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  earnestly  and  forcibly  as  he 
could  that  he  should  persevere  with  his 
Bill,  and  that  he  should  proceed  with  it 
in  its  proper  order.  He  was  anxious  to 
support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
doing  so.  He  thought  it  was  a  matter 
of  the  very  highest  importance,  on 
general  principles,  that  when  Business 
was  to  done  it  should  be  done  in  a 
business-like  and  regular  manner ;  and 
the  result  of  taking  clauses  out  of  their 
order  was  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
Amendments  could  not  tell  when  they 
might  come  on.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  had 
no  Amendments;  but  there  were  his 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Coleraine 
(Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce)  and  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham),  to  say  nothing  of 
others,  who  had  Amendments  on  the 
Srd  and  4th  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
Moreover,  going  beyond  general  prin- 
ciples, he  attached  special  import- 
ance to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
fallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Tolan),  and  quite  agreed  with  them. 

3  D 
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Having  the  interest  of  Ireland  at  heart, 
he  was  anxious  that  railways  should  be 
promoted  as  well  as  fishery  piers ;  and 
the  reason  why  he  put  it  very  strongly 
to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was 
that  the  ri^ht  hon.  Qentleman  seemed  to 
him  to  be  fascinated  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  PameU),  who  seemed 
to  have  a  power  over  him  that  no  other 
hon.  Member  had.  It  was  quite  clear 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  did 
not  want  the  railway  scheme  at  all ;  and 
it  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Warton),  if  he 
might  say  so,  with  great  respect,  to  show 
weakness  on  the  part  of  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  to  yield  to  the  hon.  Member 
in  that  respect.  He  ^Mr.  Warton) 
thought  he  was  justified  in  saying  that, 
because  a  very  ominous  expression  had 
fallen  from  the  lips  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who  said  that  he  would  not 
imperil  the  Bill  for  those  clauses,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew,  in- 
tended to  obstruct  their  passing.  Person- 
ally, he  (Mr.  Warton)  was  quite  willing 
to  sit  any  length  of  time  to  help  Ireland, 
to  whom  he  wished  full  justice  done. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  must  confess 
he  would  like  to  find  some  way  of  carry- 
ing the  Motion  without  going  to  a  divi- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  seemed  to 
think  that  no  one  but  himself  was  din- 
nerless;  but  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  could 
assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
many  of  them  had  had  nothing  to  eat 
since  breakfast.  He  would  not  press 
that  argument,  because  he  thought  all 
the  Irish  Members  were  very  ready  to 
vote  fasting;  in  fact.  Irishmen  were 
generally  understood  to  be  able  to  fight 
without  anything  to  eat,  whilst  English- 
men and  Scotchmen  always  required  to 
be  well  fed.  But  as  regarded  those  two 
clauses,  he  really  thought  it  would  be 
a  great  waste  of  time  going  into  them 
that  night.  As  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said,  the  fishery  piers  and  his 
own  proposal  of  grants  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  were,  in  his  opinion,  the  only 
important  parts  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  remarked,  that 
he  did  not  give  that  as  his  opinion. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not.  He  only  gave  it  as  his  own 
opinion.  Although  he  did  not  think  it 
was  a  very  wonderful  concession  to  have 
the  option  of  giving  to  the  people  of 

Mr.  JFarUm 


Ireland  £200,000  of  their  own  money, 
when  they  were  going  to  give  £1,600,000 
of  their  own  money  to  the  laiidlords, 
still,  of  course,  it  was  a  concession,  and. 
he  was  happy  to  admit  it.  However, 
since  the  8ra  and  4th  clauses — which  he 
was  really  not  clear  that  they  ou^ht  to 
have  come  into  any  relief  of  distrojs 
Bill,  and  which  would  take  an  enormous 
deal  of  time  to  lick  into  shape — i^  in- 
deed, they  could  be  licked  into  shape, 
which  he  very  much  doubted — since 
those  clauses  were  to  be  postponed^  he 
was,  personaUy,  perfectly  willing  to  wo 
on  with  the  jBiU  for  any  reasonable 
time ;  and  perhaps,  under  those  ciioam- 
stances,  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
(Mr.  B.  Power)  would  reconsider  his 
Motion. 

Mb.  CALLAN  hoped  the  BUI  would 
be  entirelv  finished  that  night.  Other 
hon.  Gentlemen  besides  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  been 
there  all  day  and  had  not  dined ;  and  he 
wished  to  point  out  that  with  the  tactics 
pursued  by  hon.  Gentlemen  oppodte, 
the  only  chance  of  getting  the  Bill 
through  that  night  was  to  go  at  it  in  a 
workmanlike  manner,  and  to  keep  at  it 
until  it  was  passed.  He  was  not  a 
general  supporter  of  the  Government — 
quite  the  contrary — ^but  as  a  Irish  Mem- 
ber— as  deeply  interested  in  his  country 
as  any  hon.  Gentleman  present — as  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  shown 
an  anxiety  and  a  laudable  desire  to  aid 
in  passing  this  Bill,  at  great  trouble  to 
himself,  he  did  hope  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  have  his  efforts 
crowned  with  success,  and  all  the  Irish 
Members  should  certainly  remain  to  aid 
him  until  midnight. 

Mr.  B.  power  said,  that  after  the 
appeal  which  had  been  made  to  him 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
Pamell)  he  did  not  feel  justified  in  press- 
ing his  Motion.  He  was  sorry  the  de- 
bate could  not  be  adjourned;  but,  of 
course,  he  deferred  to  the  feeling  of  the 
Committee,  and  he  hoped  they  wonld 
sit  until  the  Bill  was  carried,  if  it  should 
be  3  o'clock  in  the  morning.  After  he 
had  had  a  little  refreshment,  he  would 
be  prepared  to  sit  until  the  Bill  was 
passed,  and  he  hoped  every  hon.  Gentle- 
man present  would  do  the  same.  He 
would  now  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  mihdrmpn. 
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Question  pat,  "That  Clause  3  be 
postponed." 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  be  would  not 
object  to  tbat,  provided  Clause  4  were 
proceeded  with. 

Question  agreed  to. 

Question  put,  ''That  Clause  4  be 
postponed." 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  observed,  that 
it  would  be  foolish  to  discuss  this  clause 
after  postponing  Clause  3. 

Mr.  DALY  said,  he  was  in  favour  of 
the  principle  of  those  clauses,  and  was 
willing  to  sit  until  3  o'clock,  if  there  was 
anj  prospect  of  a  settlement.  At  the 
same  time,  he  thought  they  should  be 
postponed,  because  he  quite  coincided 
with  the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretaiy  for  Ireland  as 
to  the  more  imperious  necessity  for 
carrying  the  other  portions  of  the  Bill. 
After  that  was  done,  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Oalway  required 
assistance  to  carry  the  3rd  and  4th 
clauses,  he  would  be  quite  prepared  to 
sit  with  him  all  through  the  mght  and 
the  next  day. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  hoped  the 
clauses  would  be  postponed,  in  order  that 
they  might,  if  possible,  cuiy  the  Bill 
that  nignt ;  but  he  shoiUd  join  the  hon. 
and  gflllant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)  in  support  of  those  clauses  which, 
in  his  humble  opinion,  might  be  the 
means  of  affording  considerable  relief, 
by  wav  of  employment,  that  might  also 
be  really  of  enduring  service  long  after 
the  memory  of  the  distress  had  passed. 
Bailways  constructed  under  those  clauses 
would  uiower  benefits  upon  the  agricul- 
tural population.  There  could  be  no 
greater  advantage  to  an  agricultural 
community  than  to  provide  them  with 
facilities  of  transit  which  would  bring 
their  produce  into  the  neighbourhood  of 
quicker  markets.  A  farmer  would  find 
his  produce  worth  much  more  if  he  had 
a  railway  station  near  his  farm.  There- 
fore, he  hoped  the  Committee  would 
make  the  utmost  poasible  progress  with 
the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  would  assent  to  the 
postponement  under  protest ;  but  when 
the  clause  came  on  he  intended  to  move 
that  the  Poor  Law  Unions  be  inserted 
to  tiie  exclusion  of  the  baronies. 

Thb  OHAIBMAN  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  was  not  in  Order  in 


discussing  the  details  of  the  clause  on  a 
Motion  for  its  postponement. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  his  objection  to 
the  clause  was  that  it  was  based  on  ob- 
solete, re-actionary,  and  unfair  prind- 
pies,  and  showed  ignorance  of  the  pre« 
sent  state  of  public  opinion  in  L^land. 
He  pressed  upon  the  Gk>verment  to  con- 
sider the  necessity  of  equalizing  taxation 
imder  the  clause. 

Mr.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB  said,  that  he 
thought  the  remarks  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Galway  (Major  Nolan)  showed  that  there 
was  some  reason  for  postponing  the 
clause.  As  far  as  the  Government  were 
concerned,  this  discussion,  though  it  was 
somewhat  irreg^ar,  had  not  been  with- 
out advantage.  It  had  enabled  him  to 
find  out  the  opinions  of  various  hon. 
Members.  This  was  a  matter  on  which 
to  consult  the  feelings  of  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers. He,  therefore,  thought  it  would 
be  advantageous  to.  have  an  opportunity 
of  discussing  the  question  before  the 
clauses  came  on ;  and,  consequently^  he 
had  rather  altered  his  views  about 
carrying  them  that  night. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  thought  that  if  the 
clauses  in  their  present  shape  could  be 
discussed,  the  Government  would  be 
satisfied  that  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
to  pass  them  in  any  reasonable  time. 
There  was  an  enormous  difference  of 
opinion  among  the  Irish  Members  on 
the  clauses  generally,  as  well  as  on  the 
details,  and  it  womd  require  at  least 
two  or  three  Sittings  of  the  House  to 
pass  them.  He  thought,  therefore,  the 
best  way  would  be  to  postpone  them 
Mine  die,  and  not  let  them  near  any  more 
about  them. 

Mr.  lea  said,  his  constituents  felt 
very  strongly  on  tbe  matter.  Thev  had 
been  looking  forward  to  those  clauses 
as  one  means  of  advantage  in  the 
comiog  winter.  He  was  ready  to  help 
the  Government  in  passing  the  Bill ;  but 
he  must  protest  against  those  dausea 
being  postponed  with  a  view  to  their 
abandonment. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  also  ohjected 
to  their  postponement  eine  He,  and 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr/Biggar)  should  put  his  views  more 
fully  before  the  Committee,  in  order 
that  other  hon.  Members  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  repudiating  them.  He 
wakquite  willing  to  yield  to  the  Go- 
vemment;  but  was  very  anxious  that 
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those  clauses  should  not  be  postponed 
with  an  intention  of  quietly  killing  them 
afterwards.  Of  course,  he  coiud  not 
object  to  their  being  killed,  if  they  were 
to  be  killed ;  but  he  wanted  it  done  in 
a  proper  fashion. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  should 
like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  interested  in  those  clauses. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  meet  them, 
and  to  find  out  what  alterations  they 
thought  should  be  made.  Of  course,  he 
could  not  say  beforehand  that  he  would 
consent  to  those  alterations.  It  was  pos- 
sible, however,  that  if  hon.  Members 
were  in  favour  of  those  clauses,  and 
could  agree  as  to  how  they  thought  they 
should  be  placed  before  tne  Committee, 
they  might  be  able  to  get  them  through 
without  the  difficulty  which  would  evi- 
dently otherwise  arise. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  thought  the  Com- 
mittee should  be  satisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Qentleman, 
who  had  made  a  very  proper  proposal. 
He  only  wished  after  what  had  been 
said  by  other  hon.  Oentlemen  to  put  his 
opinion  on  record  that  those  clauses 
were  of  the  greatest  possible  value.  His 
constituents  were  most  anxious  for  them ; 
and,  putting  aside  questions  as  to  ma- 
dnnery  and  so  forth,  he  regarded  the 
main  principle  as  extremely  valuable. 

Question  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Powers  of  Board  of  Works). 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime) 
he  would  move  in  paee  3,  line  13,  to 
leave  out  "  thirty  "  and  insert  "  sixty." 
The  object  was  to  increase  the  sum  pro- 
posed to  be  given  for  the  purposes  of 
fishery  piers. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  out  of 
Order  for  a  private  Member  to  move  to 
increase  the  grant  proposed  to  be  g^ven 
out  of  public  moneys  by  this  Bill.  Such 
increase  could  only  be  proposed  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  believed  that 
was  the  ease.  He  therefore  begged  to 
move  that  **  forty-five  "  be  put  in  the 
place  of  "thirty.*'  When  the  latter 
sum  was  first  decided  upon,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  sum  required  to  build 
piers  in  the  most  distressed  districts,  and 
where  they  would  do  most  good ;  but  it 
had  been  found  desirable  to  increase  it 
to  £45,000,  in  order  that  they  might 
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take  advantage  of  all  the  money  so 
generously  granted  by  the  Canadian 
Government.  He  did  not  expect  hon. 
Members  to  say  they  were  satisfied,  and 
that  that  sum  would  meet  the  require- 
ments of  all  the  distressed  distncts ;  and 
however  much  might  be  proposed,  he 
dared  say  they  would  feel  justified  in 
asking  for  more.  But  this  was  a  oon- 
siderable  advance,  and  he  believed  it 
would  do  very  great  good. 

Question,  '*  That '  thirty '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  negatked. 

Question  proposed, ''  That '  forty-five  * 
be  inserted.^'— (ITr.  W.  E.  Forstsr.) 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  thm 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  Committee 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
£30,000  represented  what  woold  be 
likely  to  be  wanted  before  they  had  any 
information,  or  before  they  took  any 
steps  to  meet  the  grant  from  Canada. 
[Mr.  W.  E.  Fobsteb  explained  that  he 
did  not  say  that.]  He  oould  only  say 
that  if  the  Government  had  informatioii 
about  the  Canadian  grant  they  most 
have  been  sadly  wanting  in  aiithmetioal 
ability  not  to  have  amved  at  a  fairer 
figure.  

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  what  he 
said  was  that  they  fixed  the  sum  of 
£30,000  at  first,  because  they  thought  it 
would  meet  those  piers  for  which  tiiere 
was  the  most  urgent  necessity. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  the  right  hon.  Oen* 
tleman ;  but  it  did  seem  strange  to  him 
that  when  the  Canadians  had  given 
£10,000,  the  Government  should  hare 
proposed  to  give  only  £30,000.  At  any 
rate,  they  knew  that.from  outside  aoorcea 
there  was  a  fund  of  £15,000  now  avail* 
able,  which,  treated  as  a  fourth  of  the 
entire  expenditure,  would  leave  a  balance 
of  £45,000  to  be  supplied  from  Im- 
perial fiinds.  That  was  supposing  that 
no  contribution  whatever  was  to  come 
from  Ireland  for  fisherv  purposes.  It 
was  supposed,  in  fact,  that  the  examole 
of  the  Canadians  would  not  be  met  by 
anyone  in  Ireland.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  an  entirely  gratuitous  aaeamp- 
tion  on  the  part  of  the  Gfovemment ; 
and  he  wished  to  point  out  that  this 
clause,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  whole 
Bill,  was  a  thorough  sham.  The  Bill, 
in  its  entirety,  was  a  aham,  and  any 
portion  of  it  was  a  aham.     It 
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sham  in  the  first  part  regarding  ad- 
vances to  landlords;  and  he  was  con- 
vinced that  it  was  a  sham  with  regard  to 
those  clauses  which  even  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  proposed  to  throw 
overboard  now. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  must 
prevent  this  thorough  misrepresentation 
of  what  he  had  said.  He  had  within  the 
last  10  minutes  distinctly  stated  that  he 
did  not  intend  to  throw  these  clauses 
overboard ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  most 
unfair  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  to  say  so. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  at  any  rate,  told 
the  Committee  that  he  was  not  goine  to 
imperil  the  Bill  for  the  sake  of  those 
clauses ;  and  if  that  did  not  amount  to 
much  the  same  thiug  as  throwing  the 
clauses  overboard  he  (Mr.  O'Connor) 
did  net  know  what  did.  Now  the  Go* 
vemment  proposed,  in  the  third  portion 
of  the  Bill,  to  allocate  the  sum  of  £45,000 
for  the  purposes  of  the  establishment  or 
repair  of  fishery  piers  in  different  parts 
of  Ireland ;  but  what  in  reality  did  that 
amount  to  ?  Thev  knew  that  for  years 
a  sum  of  £5J)00  had  been  taken  in  the 
Estimates  for  that  very  purpose ;  and 
the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish^ 
had,  on  a  previous  occasion,  informea 
the  House  tnat,  in  order  to  provide  for 
the  funds  referred  to  in  this  Bill,  the 
annual  grant  was  for  some  years  to  come 
to  be  suspended — in  other  words,  that 
money  which  otherwise  would  have  b6en 
spread  over  several  years  was  swept  up 
into  one  heap,  and  placed  as  a  total  in 
this  Bill,  and  under  the  provisions  of 
this  Bill  it  was  to  be  distributed  over 

Xiers  in  different  parts  of  the  Island, 
nyone  who  was  conversant  with  the 
history  of  the  establishment  of  these 
piers  \new  that  there  was  hardly  any 
xiod  of  work  that  was  more  slow  or 
more  liable  to  frequent  and  long  in- 
terruptions ;  and  the  noble  Lord  himself, 
if  he  chose  to  consult  those  channels  of 
information  which  were  open  to  him, 
would  find  plenty  of  Rround  for  con- 
cluding that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
do  all  the  work  that  was  to  be  done 
within  the  period  during  which  the  dis- 
treos  was  expected  to  be  most  intense. 
He  would  find  that  in  works  of  that 
magnitude  the  expenditure  would  have 
to  be  spread  over  a  long  time,  and  that 
in  all  probability  the  practice  of  sweep- 
ing the  annual  grants  into  a  heap  would 


have  to  be  reversed  by  spreading  the 
expenditure  over  several  years.  Under 
all  the  circumstances,  he  could  not  con- 
sent to  the  substitution  of  the  word 
**  forty-five "  for  the  word  '*  thirty," 
and  must,  therefore,  oppose  the  Amend- 
ment. He  would  suggest  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  he  would  much 
more  thoroughly  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  case  by  doubling  the  amount,  or, 
at  any  rate,  substituting  £60,000  for 
the  sum  of  £45,000. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  should  know 
that  that  £45,000,  of  which  £  1 5,000  was 
a  supplementary  grant  from  independent 
sources,  would  not  finish  more  than  about 
20  harbours  in  the  distressed  districts. 
That  was  positively  the  fact,  so  that  out 
of  35  harbours  in  those  districts  which 
should  be  finished  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible only  20  could  be  completed.  That 
was  only  a  little  more  than  a  third  of 
the  number  required.  They  had  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish),  that  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  Government  to  give  the 
usual  grant  for  fishery  piers ;  but  even 
if  that  was  done,  the  total  sum  would 
not  be  necCrly  enough  for  the  purpose. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  would  consent  to 
the  proposed  increase  of  £15,000,  he 
(Mr.  Blake)  would  venture  to  say  that 
it  would  have  the  effect  of  doing  a  vast 
deal  of  good.  The  monev  could  all  be 
\isefully  employed,  and  they  might  take 
his  word  for  it  that  if  that  additional 
sum  were  not  granted  more  than  half 
the  harbours  in  the  distressed  districts 
which  were  absolutely  urgently  required 
could  not  be  proceeded  with.  He  ear- 
nestly appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman not  to  allow  such  a  sum  e^s 
£15,000  to  stand  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  universal  feeling  of  the 
Irish  Members.    

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  that  he 
understood  that  on  that  fishery  ques- 
tion his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Blake)  was 
an  authority,  and  he  was  sure  that  he 
had  not  represented  the  matter  too 
stronffly  to  them.  For  his  own  part, 
he  (Colonel  Colthurst)  knew  that  in 
the  County  Cork  there  were  12  piers 
which  urgently  wanted  assistance,  not 
only  as  being  a  means  of  giving  employ* 
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menty  but  also  in  aid  of  tlie  fishermen 
of  that  district.  He  had  himself,  within 
the  last  four  or  five  weeks,  been  in  dis- 
tricts— he  referred  especially  to  40  miles 
of  coast — where  there  was  not  a  landing 

5 lace  where  a  boat  could  be  drawn  up. 
he  districts  were  barren,  and  the  ordi- 
nary means  for  building  those  piers  were 
altogether  wanting.   There  was  one  hard 
case  which  he  wished  especially  to  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  Committee.    That 
was  the  case  of  a  pier  and  harbour  of 
refuge  at  Ballycotton  that  was  urgently 
needed.    A  pier  was  already  built  there 
by  the  Board  of  Works ;  but  it  did  not 
go  far  enough  into  the  sea.    There  was 
no  turning  point  where  fishing  boats 
could  get  out  of  the  roll  of  the  sea  and 
lie  up ;  and  many  boats  hadbeen  wrecked 
there,  not  only  on  comingin,  but  actually 
when  lying  at  the  pier.  He  believed  that 
to  construct  a  harbour  of  refuge  there 
would  not  cost  more  than  about  £10,000, 
in  which  both  boats  and  fishing  vessels 
could  lie.    Application  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  that  pier  to  the  Board  of 
Works ;  and  the  answer  had  been  that, 
as  the  law  then  stood,  their  application 
could  not  be  entertained.     The  place  lay 
in  the  centre  of  an  exceedingly  distressed 
district.     He  imderstood  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  unanimously — or,  at  any  rate, 
by  a  large  majority — i^eed  to  apply  to 
have  the  Union  scheduled,  and  their  ap- 
plication had  been  refused,  on  the  ground 
that  the  construction  of  that  pier  totally 
excluded themfromconsideration.  There- 
fore, he  would  earnestly  appeal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  he  would  consider 
the  advisability  of  granting  that  £15,000 
in  aid  of  that  Vote ;  and  that  such  works 
as  those  at  Ballvcottan,  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  might  oe  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  preference  to  others  which  lay  in 
districts  which  were  not  absolutely  entitled 
to  be  termed  distressed  districts. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sidlivan),  who 
had  appealed  to  him,  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that  they  thought 
he  had  the  key  of  the  Treasury.  He  had 
not  ffot  it,  and  he  would  inform  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  it  was  not  his 
TMr.  Forster's)  money  that  he  was  asking 
for,  but  the  money  of  the  people,  which 
was  to  be  raised  by  taxation.  He  must 
state  that  he  did  not  think  the  Oovem- 
ment  could  increase  the  grant.  In  so 
doing,  they  would  be  acting  quite  oon- 
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trary  to  all  precedent,  and  nothing  but 
a  very  strong  case  would  induce  them  to 
allow  of  an  increase.  He  must  honestly 
say  that  he  thought  the  authorities  had 
done  quite  right  in  being  reluctant  to 
give  public  money  in  su(£  an  unprece- 
dented way.  He  was  perfectly  sure  that 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  increase  the 
Vote,  and  if  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed he  should  be  in  favour  of  the 
Vote  remaining  at  £30,000. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOB  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words,  as  he  was  deeply  in- 
terested in  that  question.    He  Uiought 
that  the  grant  was  utterly  insufficient, 
and  he  would  caU  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  to  the 
fact  that  before  long  £40,000  would  be 
required  for  a  harbour  at  Oalway.  It  was 
not,  he  knew,  a  fishery  harbour ;  but  that 
sum  alone  amounted  to  within  £5,000  of 
the  Vote  they  now  were    to    receive. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  would  beg  to  eay  that  the 
grant  of  Imperial  money  for  local  har- 
bours was  not  altogether  so  unprece- 
dented as  he  wished  to  make  out.    Im- 
perial money  had  been  g^ven  to  matters 
partly  Imperial  and  ps^y  local  before 
then  ;  and,  as  that  money  would  go  to 
assist  in  the  construction  of  harbours  of 
refuge,   it  was  necessary,  he  thought, 
that   Imperial  as  well  as  local  funds 
should  contribute.    He  imderstood  from 
the  hon.   Member  for  the  County   of 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake),   who  was  the 
highest  authority  upon  that  subject,  that 
according  to  the  present  system    the 
power  of  giving  money  for  fishery  piers 
was,  practically  considered,  rather  de- 
creased than  increased,  and  that  heavier 
conditions  were  to  be  required    from 
those  making  applications  than  were  re- 
quired before.     He  thought  the  grant 
might  well  be  increased    to  £60,000. 
The  right  hon.  0.entleman   the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Forster)  had 
stated  that  he  bad  not  the  key  of  the 
Treasury ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
understood   that   the    noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  it.    He 
would  suggest  that  the  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  was  to    grant   the  £45,000, 
and  also  continue  thd  annual  grant  of 
£5,000. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  that  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  spoken  of  as  a  sham ;  he 
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mast  say  that  he  could  not  regard  it  ia 
that  light.  That  was  an  epithet  that 
could  hardly  with  propriety  oe  applied 
to  any  Supplemental  Vote.  Whetner  or 
no  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  right  in 
characterizing  the  Bill  as  a  sham,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  contributions 
were  to  be  paid  in  aid  of  local  works. 
With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  who  had 
just  spoken,  as  to  a  single  harbour 
absorbing  the  whole  sum,  he  would  beg 
to  point  out  to  him  that  the  money  for 
fishery  piers  was  limited  to  comparatively 
small  works,  and  would  not  be  employed 
for  piers  for  shipping  and  such  larger 
craft.  For  that  reason  they  did  not  see 
why  the  Vote  should  be  increased  to 
£45,000.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  amount  could  be  increased.  It 
was  intended,  however,  to  continue  the 
osnal  grant  of  £5,000. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  it  appeared 
Arom  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  that  the 
Treasury  would  be  threatened  with 
bankruptcy  in  case  that  grant  were  in- 
creased to  £45,000.  That  only  showed 
to  what  desperate  devices  hon.  Oentle- 
men  might  be  driven  in  order  to  avoid 
anj  increase  of  expenditure.  He  did 
think  that  such  a  sum  as  £45,000 
was  a  poor  miserable  sum  considering 
what  was  required  to  be  spent  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Lreland.  The  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries  had  recommended  that  some 
harbours  should  be  built.  They  asked 
for  that  purpose  fbr  a  Vote  of  £45,000, 
and  £15,000  was  to  be  given  bv  Canada 
and  Liverpool,  making  atotal  of  £60,000, 
and  that  was  all  that  could  be  obtained, 
in  order  that  the  fishermen  might  reap 
the  magnificent  harvest  that  Providence 
sent  them.  As  a  measure  for  the  relief 
of  distress  it  was  equally  miserable.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  had  not  seen  his 
way  to  be  more  generous  in  that  matter. 
£45,000  was  a  poor  contribution  out  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  relief  of  distress. 
It  was  not  what  they  might  have  ex- 
pected from  a  great  country,  and  he 
thought  that  they  should  have  received 
a  sum  equal  to  the  emergency — say 
£100,000.  It  would  not  nun  England 
to  g^ve  a  grant  of  that  kind,  and  the 
advantage  and  benefit  of  it  to  the  poor 
fishermen  on  the  Western  Coast  of  ire- 


land  would  render  them  perfectly  satis- 
fied. Upon  studying  the  question  he 
had  become  so  convinced  of  the  great 
necessity  that  existed  for  a  larger  sum 
of  money  to  be  expended  that  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Notice  Paper,  the  pre- 
vious night,  a  new  clause,  in  order  to 
enable  the  sum  of  £250,000  to  be  given 
for  that  purpose  out  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund,  and  he  hoped  that  when  the 
time  came  for  considering  that  clause  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  Forster)  would  see 
his  way  to  agree  to  it.  He  knew  of  no 
purpose  to  which  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund  could  be  better  put  than  in  na- 
tional works  of  that  kind,  and  thus  to 
improve  the  industrial  resources  of  the 
country,  and  increase  the  wage- earning 
power,  and  so  relieve  those  who  were 
then  dependent  upon  relief  Committees 
for  their  daily  bread.  He  had  merely 
referred  incidentally  to  his  own  clause, 
which  he  hoped  to  introduce.  Looking 
at  the  history  of  the  distress  in  Ireland, 
he  was  afraid  to  think  what  the  state  of 
things  would  have  been  had  it  not  been 
for  the  mamificent  contributions  they 
had  receivea  from  the  United  States  and 
far-off  Australia.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  not  limit  their  con- 
tributions to  the  miserable  grant  of 
£45,000. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  had  heard  the 
opionions  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
tne  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  with  re- 
gard to  that  matter ;  but  he  could  adduce 
very  strong  claims  for  assistance  in  the 
matter  of  piers  and  harbours.  Fifty 
years  ago  a  Bill  was  passed  in  that 
House  to  abolish  the  grant  of  £5,000 
for  harbours  in  Ireland ;  but  it  continued 
the  contribution  of  £3,000  which  had 
been  paid  to  Scotland.  The  grant  was 
removed  from  Ireland,  and  continued 
to  Scotland,  which  he  believed  at  the  pre«* 
sent  time  did  not  want  a  single  harbour. 
Since  the  Act  of  Union,  Scotland  had 
obtained  £1,500,000  more  than  Ireland 
for  fisheries ;  and  until  a  very  few  years 
affo  Scotland  received  £7,000  over  and 
above  the  sum  granted  to  Ireland  for 
the  same  purpose.  It  would  be  a  mis- 
taken policy  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  (Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord — for 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  the 
key  of  the  Treasury  tiie  noble  Lord 
had  it — not  to  sanction  the  £  1 5,000  addi- 
tional being  given.  The  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman   had  sufficient   informatiou 
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before  him  to  know  that  not  a  third  of 
the  harbours  could  be  completed  with 
the  proposed  sum.  There  were  four 
harbours  in  his  (Mr.  Blake's) own  coxmty, 
for  which  nothing  could  be  done  on 
account  of  lack  of  funds.  Money  was 
urgently  needed  to  enable  the  unfor- 
tunate people  living  along  those  coasts 
to  obtain  a  livelihood.  If  those  har- 
bours were  not  completed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  depend  upon  it  that, 
on  a  future  occasion,  they  would  have  to 
come  before  the  House  and  ask  for  a 
larger  grant  to  relieve  the  necessity  of 
the  population.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  he  would  be  induced  to  increase  the 
grant  to  £60,000. 

Me.  WARTON  said,  that  as  an  Eng- 
lish Member  who  viewed  with  the  great- 
est concern  some  of  the  revolutionary 
schemes  of  the  Government  for  confis- 
cating property  in  Ireland,  and  who  dis- 
agreed with  that  policy,  he  should  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  on  that  occasion  in  be- 
half of  Ireland.  He  thought  that,  in- 
stead of  confiscation  and  revolutionary 
measures,  the  best  English  policy  was  to 
develop  the  material  resources  of  that 
country ;  and  he  must  say  that,  for  de- 
veloping such  resources  as  the  railway 
system  and  fisheries,  the  sum  \mder  dis- 
cussion appeared  very  small  indeed.  He 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  was  very  often  squeezed  to  a  consi- 
derable extent,  would  sive  what  was  a 
fair  and  legitimate  sum  for  that  purpose. 
He  asked  him,  as  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  then  present,  to  acquiesce  in  what 
had  fallen  from  two  different  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament — namely,  that 
£60,000  was  required,  and  to  grant  that 
Amendment.  Me  (Mr.  Warton)  could 
not  ag^ee  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 

giord  Frederick  Cavendish)  as  regarded 
e  state  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Certainly,  with  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  ana  the  Budget  that 
had  been  laid  before  them,  they  could, 
he  believed,  well  afford  to  pairt  with  some 
of  the  income  they  were  sure  to  have. 
In  all  probability,  the  arrangements 
were  intended  to  produce  a  larger  sum 
to  the  Exchequer  tnan  they  were  told  of. 
The  calculations  were,  no  doubt,  ar- 
ranged so  as  to  produce  a  considerable 
surmus  in  order  that  they  might  look 
with  astonishment  at  the  wonderful 
financial  ability  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
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Exchequer.  He  was  perfectly  certain 
that  with  such  a  noble  purpose  a  supple- 
mental grant  would  not  be  out  of  the 
way. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  hoped  that 
as  the  appeal  for  an  additional  £15,000 
had  the  support  of  the  whole  of  the 
Conservative  JParty  present  in  the  House, 
the  nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  not  be  hard- 
hearted, but  give  way  on  the  point. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  ther  had 
been    charged  with   hard-hearteoness, 
and  their  generosity  had  been  appealed 
to.    But  it  was  absurd  to  talk  of  hard- 
heartedness  in  the  matter;  what  they 
had  to  consider  was  the  general  require- 
ments of  the  Public  Service  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  all  round.    It  was 
quite  an  exceptional  thing  to  make  a 
grant  at  all,  more  so  one  of  £30,000, 
and  still  more  so  to  be  asked  to  increase 
it  afterwards  to  £45,000.     He  must  re- 
peat to  the  Committee  that  he  did  not 
think  it  possible  to  go  any  further  than 
the  sum  they  had  stated.    He  was  bound 
to  state  that  £45,000  was  what  they  had 
been  asked  for,  and  probably  if  they  had 
granted  £60,000  they  would  have  been 
asked  for  £80,000,  and  if  they  had  given 
£80, 000,  hon.  Members  would  have  asked 
for  £100,000,  and  so  on.  There  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  talk  about  different  har- 
bours about  the  country ;  but  that  was 
not  the  object  which  had  been  brought 
before  the   Government.      It  was  the 
case  of  the  stormy  West  Coast,  where 
fishing  was  the  only  alternative  occupa- 
tion, and  they  were  asked  that  small 
harbours   might    be    constructed.     He 
would  not  put  his  information  against 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Blake) ;  but  they  had  acted 
on  the  testimony  of  the  Fishery  Depart- 
ment, and  several  piers  were  expected 
to  be  made  at  a  small  cost.    No  doubt 
a  great  deal  was  required  to  be  done ; 
but  it  could  not  all  oe  done  under  that 
Act.    It  was  impossible,  by  the  present 
measure,  to  develop    the  resources  of 
Ireland.   When  that  was  done,  it  ought, 
he  thought,  to  be  done  by  loan  and  not 
by  grant.    He  was  sorry  that  what  thej 
had  done  was  referred  to  as  being  miser- 
able.   The  only  reply  he  could  give  to 
that  was,  that  it  was  not  their  own 
money  they  were  dealing  with,  but  they 
were  the  trustees  of  the  money  of  the 
public.    He  never  expected  to  get  much 
thanks  for  the  grant,  if  any.    There 
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inras  no  reason  why  they  should  be 
thanked  for  doing  what  was  beet,  consi- 
dering the  balancing  of  the  claims  of 
all  concerned,  and  the  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  He  believed 
that  the  £40,000  they  had,  or  even  the 
£30,000  of  the  grant,  would  give  a  good 
number  of  cottiers  in  those  distressed 
districts  employment,  and  they  had  ap- 
parently nothing  to  do  at  present  but 
miserable  cultivation — no  altematiye 
employment  whatever. 

Mb.  DALY  sidd,  they  ought  to  bear 
in  mind  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  grant  was  given.  They  might  be 
told  hereafter  that  when  the  question 
was  raised  they  had  not  stated  that 
£45,000  would  be  insufficient.  That 
sum  of  £45,000  consisted  partly  of 
£10,000  from  Cauada,  and  £5,000  from 
Liverpool,  making  together  £15,000.  If 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  rightly,  he  had 
said  that,  in  case  those  contributious 
were  by  any  means  diminished,  the  Oo- 
vemment  would  increase  their  grant  in 
proportion.  Could  he  not  see  his  way 
to  making  the  increase  without  that 
diminution  taking  place?  They  only 
asked  for  a  sum  of  £15,000,  which  re- 
presented only  £450  a-year.  The  whole 
question  was  a  paltry  one,  and  he  trusted 
toe  GK>vemment  would  see  their  way  to 
yield  to  the  wishes  of  Lish  Members 
with  regard  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
euh$tituted  accordingly. 

Mb.  BLAKE  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  8,  line  21,  after  "  eighty," 
to  insert  ''one." 

LoBD  PREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  special  object  of  the  Oovem- 
ment  in  inserting  the  date  1880  was  to 
give  immediate  relief;  but  ha  would 
not  object  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Terms  upon  which  Com- 
missioners may  undertake  works). 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  26,  to  leave 
out  from  " Commissioners "  to  "Com- 
missioners," in  line  35,  and  instead  of 
"  Commissioners  "  insert  "  they,"  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  Uiat  and  the  following 


Amendment  which  he  had  on  the  Paper. 
If  the  clause  were  agreed  to  as  it  stood, 
not  a  single  harbour  would  be  erected 
on  the  West  of  Ireland,  or  anywhere 
else.  The  local  contributions,  being  a 
fourth  of  the  whole  cost,  were  raued 
with  the  ^eatest  possible  difficulty. 
These  districts  were  distressed  disMcts, 
and  it  was  not  easy  to  raise  the  necessary 
amount.  The  conditions,  as  put  in  this 
6th  clause,  amounted  to  this — that  in 
the  event  of  the  estimate  formed  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works  falling 
short  of  the  sum  required  for  complet- 
ing the  work,  the  locality  must  imder- 
take  to  give  their  proportion,  or  a  fourth 
of  whatever  might  be  in  excess.  Suppos- 
ing the  estimated  sum  for  a  harbour  was 
£2,000.  The  engineer  had  gone  down, 
and  made  an  examination,  and  said  that 
was  the  sum  required.  The  Board  of 
Works  gave  £1,500,  and  the  locality 
raised  £500  by  local  contributions. 
There  was  a  condition  of  that  character 
at  present;  but  the  locality  was  not 
bound  to  any  sum  in  excess.  The  work 
miffht  come  to  £3,000  or  £4,000,  and 
wim  the  condition  compelling  tiie  excess 
sum  to  be  contributed  locally  in  propor- 
tion, it  would  be  hopeless  at  present  to 
get  the  conditions  complied  with.  It 
was  hard  enough  to  g^t  the  fourth,  as 
calculated  in  the  first  instance.  What 
he  wished  was,  that  when  an  engineer 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Works  went 
down,  and  made  an  inspection,  in  the 
event  of  the  work  not  being  completed 
for  the  estimated  sum,  the  excess  snould 
be  drawn  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
As  it  stood  at  present,  so  far  as  the  piers 
and  harbours  on  the  West  of  Ireland 
were  concerned,  the  Bill  was  not  worth 
the  paper  it  was  printed  on.  From  his 
experience  as  a  Fishery  Inspector,  he 
knew  that  the  localities  would  not  bind 
themselves  to  a  fourth  of  whatever  the 
excess  over  the  estimate  might  be.  He 
asked  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  ponder  well  on  what  he  said, 
and,  if  necessary,  to  suspend  the  clause 
until  they  had  oommumcated  with  the 
Fishery  ^Doard  in  Ireland;  and  if  they 
did  not  confirm  what  he  said  he  would 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 

Lord  FREIJERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  f  uUy  admitted  that,  with  this 
provision,  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
m  the  way  of  immediate  expenditure  of 
this  money.    He  was  willing  to  with- 
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draw  the  words,  and  accept  the  first 
Amendment,  but  not  the  second.  If  it 
was  found  that  the  actual  cost  was  Ukelj 
to  exceed  the  original  estimate,  then  the 
matter  would  stand  over  for  considera- 
tion. The  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  attained  if  he  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  consented,  as  he  now  did,  to 
the  withdrawal  of  those  words. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  adopting  the  first  Amend- 
ment and  not  the  second  one?  It 
appeared  to  him,  in  that  case,  the  work 
would  be  stopped,  and  not  proceeded 
with. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  as  the  law  stood  at 
present,  if  the  estimate  amounted  to 
£2,000,  and  the  proposal  of  a  contractor 
to  £3,000,  it  was  optional  for  them  to 
say  that  they  would  go  on  or  not ;  but 
as  the  clause  stood  it  was  compulsory. 
His  subsequent  Amendment  was  to  the 
effect  that  when  the  Board  of  Works 
engineer  estimated  the  cost,  and  it  was 
found  when  the  work  was  proceeded  with 
that  an  extra  sum  would  oe  needed,  then 
that  sum  would  be  borne  by  the  Board 
of  Works.  If  they  made  a  blunder,  it 
was  right  that  the  sum  needed  should 
come  from  them. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  moving  a  f\irther 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  40,  after 
''that,"  to  leave  out  to  end  of  para- 
graph in  page  4,  and  insert — 

**  In  any  case  where  the  actual  cost  shall  ex- 
ceed that  estimated  by  the  Engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  then  the  entire  of  sudi  excess 
shall  be  defrayed  out  of  any  moneys  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  making  of  loans  or  grants," 

said,  it  was  a  very  reasonable  proposal. 
As  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  he  had  reoom- 
mended  harbours  to  be  made,  and  got 
the  parties  to  raise  the  sum  origindly 
estimated;  but  it  was  found  that  the 
contractors  estimated  higher,  and  nume- 
rous useful  works  had,  m  consequence, 
to  be  abandoned.  In  the  present  im- 
poverished state  of  the  country  that  was 
more  likely  to  occur  than  ever.  The 
works  were  of  a  very  simple  character, 
and  required  no  great  enmneering  skill 
to  calculate  the  cost ;  and  if  reckless  cal- 
culations were  made  the  cost  should 
come  from  the  Board  of  Works.  If  the 
proposal  was  not  acceded  to,  a  great  deal 
of  the  good  intention  of  the  BiU  would 
be  destroyed. 

Lord  Frederick  Cavendieh 


Mr.  EAMSAT  said,  he  hoped,  before 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  acceded  to 
the  Amendment,  he  would  consider  the 
source  from  which  the  money,  if  it  was 
required  in  consequence  of  the  error  of 
the  engineers,  was  to  be  drawn.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
had  no  care  of  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers of  Great  Britain.  It  was  said 
that  the  money  for  the  relief  of  the  Irish 
distress  was  to  be  taken  from  the  Irish 
Church  Surplus  Fund.  For  that  reiy 
reason,  the  matter  had  received  leasooia- 
sideration  on  the  part  of  the  Members 
for  Great  Britain  than  it  would  have 
done  if  the  money  was  to  be  taken  fiom 
the  Consolidated  Fund ;  but  the  propoeal 
now  before  them  was  to  take  from  an 
Imperial  fund  the  money  required  for 
works  in  Ireland,  as  to  the  value  of 
which  there  was  room  for  diversity  of 
opinion ;  and  he  conceived  it  would  be 
necessary  to  pause  before  granting  the 
principle  of  this  Amendment,  whidi 
would  impose  a  burden  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  without  regard  to 
their  wants  and  wishes.  He  protested 
against  the  adoption  of  the  Amendment, 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  accede  to  it.  He  had  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  discussion  that 
had  taken  place,  and  had  heard,  with 

Sleasure,  the  persistent  efforts  of  hon. 
[embers  opposite  to  get  money  for  pur- 
poses which  might  be  of  use  to  the  people 
of  Ireland ;  but  when  they  came  to  ask 
for  money  which  would  come  out  of  the 
pockets  of  people  living  on  the  West 
Coasts  of  Great  Britain,  where  harbours 
were  as  much  needed  as  in  Ireland,  he 
thought  it  was  requisite  to  pause.  There 
was  a  point  beyond  which  the  Members 
for  Scotland  and  England  could  not  be 
expected  to  go. 

Mb.  BABKTsaid,  unless  this  Amend- 
ment was  adopted  by  the  Committee,  the 
whole  clause  would  be,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, practically  inoperative.  There  was 
the  keenest  distress  in  this  part  of  the 
country,  and  he  was  quite  sure  the  pro- 
spect of  a  large  aud  indefinite  expendi- 
ture would  deter  any  expenditure  what- 
ever. The  Government  ought  to  consent 
to  the  Amendment.  If  the  Government 
Inspector  sent  down  to  make  an  estimate 
made  a  serious  blunder,  and  fell  short 
by  some  thousands  of  the  amount  re« 
quired,  it  was  a  hard  case  that  an  im- 
poverished district  had  to  oontribnte  to 
meet  a  portion  of  the  blunder. 
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same  time,  if  means  were  wanted  for 
making  those  branch  railways,  which 
would  very  nearly  pay,  he  knew  very 
well  that  it  womd  be  doing  a  yery 
dangerous  thing  if  the  schemes  were 
not  sent  to  the  Boards  of  Guardians. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  spoke 
for  himself  and  his  CoUea^es;  but 
the  Committee  would  remark,  at  any 
rate,  that  the  two  Members  for  Gal- 
way,  the  largest  county  in  Ireland, 
were  both  anxious  for  the  clauses  in 
question. 

Mb.  8YNAN  rose  to  Order,  and  in- 
quired of  the  Chairman,  whether  the 
hon.  and  fi^allant  Member  for  Galway 
(Major  Nolan)  was  in  Order  in  discuss- 
ing the  clauses  on  a  Motion  to  report 
Prog^ss? 

The  chairman  ruled  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  discussing  the  details  of  the 
clauses ;  but  as  the  Motion  to  report 
Progress  was,  practically,  for  the  post- 
ponement of  those  clauses,  he  could  not 
say  that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
was  not  in  Order  in  speaking  of  their 
general  principle. 

Majok  NOLAN  said,  he  was  veiT 
sorry  that  the  hon.  Member  for  LimericI: 
(Mr.  Synan)  should  try  to  limit  discus- 
sion on  those  very  important  clauses. 
If  hon.  Members  meant  to  reject  them, 
let  them  do  so,  and  take  the  whole  re- 
sponsibility ;  and  if  his  county  spoke  to 
him  afterwards  about  the  railways,  he 
would  say — **I  will  do  my  best;  but 
certain  Members,  like  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  Synan),  prevented  our 
e?en  having  a  discussion  on  the  sub- 
ject." Then  the  responsibility  would  not 
rest  upon  himself  and  his  hon.  Colleague. 
As  to  the  Motion  before  the  Committee, 
he  thouffht  it  would  be  discreditable  to 
the  Irish  Members  to  report  Progress, 
and  he  hoped  the  Motion  would  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mb.  B.  FOWEB  said,  he  should  be 
very  sorry  to  divide  the  Committee.  He 
was  anxious  that  the  Bill  should  go 
through ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man woiild  only  let  them  adjourn  for  an 
hour  and  a-half  until  9  o'clock  he  would 
be  satisfied.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had 
dined.  [Mr.  W.  E.  Forsteb  :  No.] 
Well,  it  was  a  very  convenient  system 
not  to  dine,  and  he  only  wished  some  of 
his  hon.  Friends  would  get  into  the 
habit. 

YOL.  COTiTTT.      [thibd  ssbiss.] 


The  CrPTAIRMAN  pointed  out  that  it 
would  not  be  in  Order  for  the  Committee 
to  adjourn.     

Mb.  B.  POWEB  thought  if  they  re- 
ported Progress,  and  the  Committee 
temporarily  adjourned,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  would 
find  that  it  really  facilitated  the  passage 
of  the  Bill.  They  would  all  come  back 
refreshed  and  in  much  better  spirits, 
and  prepared  to  sit  until  7  o'clock  in  the 
morning.  

Me.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  persist  in  the  pro- 
posal for  adjournment.  He  had  never 
heard  of  its  being  done  in  that  wav,  and 
he  did  not  know  that  they  woiud  be 
able  to  do  it.  He  could  not  consent  to 
do  it,  and  if  he  did,  he  was  not  sure  he 
would  get  the  Committee  together  again. 
He  must  remind  the  hon.  Member  that 
that  was  not  the  first  debate — he  might 
say  it  was  not  the  five  hundredth  debate — 
in  which  there  had  been  a  great  deal  of 
interest,  and  in  all  previous  instances 
hon.  Members  managed  to  go  out  and 
get  their  dinners.  He  believed  he  was 
the  only  person  who  was  in  any  real 
difficulty,  because  he  was  bound  to  stop 
and  look  after  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
think  it  would  look  well  in  Ireland  if 
they  had  to  stop  because  Irish  Members 
wanted  their  dinners. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  was  extremely 
anxious  to  put  it  to  the  rieht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  eamestlv  and  forcibly  as  he 
could  that  he  should  persevere  with  his 
Bill,  and  that  he  should  proceed  with  it 
in  its  proper  order.  He  was  anxious  to 
support  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
doing  so.  He  thought  it  was  a  matter 
of  the  very  highest  importance,  on 
general  principles,  that  when  Business 
was  to  done  it  should  be  done  in  a 
business-like  and  regular  manner ;  and 
the  result  of  taking  clauses  out  of  their 
order  was  that  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
Amendments  could  not  tell  when  they 
might  come  on.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  had 
no  Amendments;  but  there  were  his 
hon.  Friends  the  Members  for  Coleraine 
(Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce)  and  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham),  to  say  nothing  of 
others,  who  had  Amendments  on  the 
8rd  and  4th  clauses  of  this  Bill. 
Moreover,  going  bevond  general  prin- 
ciples, he  attached  special  import- 
ance to  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
ffallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan),  and  quite  agreed  with  them. 

3  D 
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Question,  "That  Clause  9  be  post- 
poned," put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Interpretation). 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  add  the  following 
words  in  page  5,  line  17 : — 

"  The  term  *  scheduled  union  *  means  a  Poor 
Law  Union,  -which,  or  any  division  of  which, 
was  comprised  in  any  Schedule  published  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  the 
*  Dublin  Gazette'  as  a  union  or  division  in 
which  loans  might  be  made  in  accordance  with 
Uie  notices  of  the  said  CommissionerB  dated  the 
twenty-second  day  of  November  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-nine  and  the  twelfth 
day  of  January  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty,'' 

said,  he  moved  the  addition  of  these 
words  to  define  the  meaning  of  the  term 
**  scheduled  Unions."  It  was  necessary 
to  put  in  that  definition. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  con- 
tinued the  discretion  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  not  have  confined 
the  Bill  to  the  Unions  which  were  sche- 
duled several  months  ago,  because  since 
then  distress  had  arisen  in  other  Unions, 
and  more  accurate  information  could 
now  be  obtained.  He  thought  they 
should  ffive  the  Local  Government 
Board  full  power  to  name  the  Unions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  that, 
considering  what  the  Committee  had 
done  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening, 
they  ought  to  take  the  same  definition 
here  as  there.  He  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  and  define  the  Unions  in 
the  same  manner  as  they  had  been  de- 
fined by  previous  Amendments. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Question, ''  That  the  postponed  clauses 
be  x>ostponed  until  after  the  new  clauses 
have  been  considered,"  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  5,  after  Clause  9,  to 
insert  the  following  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of   terms  of  loans  to  boards  of 

guardians.) 

"  The  fourth  and  fifth  sections  of  •  The  Relief 
of  Distress  rireland)  Act,  1880,'  shall  be  amended, 
BO  far  as  relates  to  scheduled  Unions,  as  follows 
(that  is  to  say):  — 

"  ( 1 )  The  term  for  which  money  may  bo  bor- 
rowed by  the  board  of  guardians  of  any 
scheduled  union  shall  be  extended  to  twelve 
years.  The  rate  of  interest  at  which  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  may  lend 


to  any  such  board  of  guardians  shall  be 
reduced  to  one  per  centum  per  annum ;  and. 
in  the  case  of  any  loan  by  the  CommiiwiiniwTm 
of  Public  Works  to  any  such  board  of  guar- 
dians, the  payment  of  the  first  instalment 
payable  in  respect  of  such  loans  may,  witli 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  be  pos^oned 
for  any  period  not  exceeding  two  years  front 
the  making  of  the  loan,  and  no  interest  aball 
bo  charged  on  such  loan  during  any  socli 
period  of  postponement  of  payment  of  the 
first  instalment ; 

"  (2)  In  addition  to  the  purposes  specified  in 
the  said  fourth  section  as  the  purposes  for 
which  a  board  of  guardians  may  bonow-y 
any  board  of  guardians  which  has  con- 
tracted any  loan  under  the  provisioins  of  the 
said  Act  may  borrow  money  to  pay  off  snch 
loan; 

*'(3)  So  much  as  may  be  necessary  of  iho 
said  sum  of  one  milUon  five  hundred  thoo- 
sandpounds  payable  by^  the  Commissioiien 
of  Church  Temporalities  to  the  Commis* 
sioners  of  Public  Works  shall  be  applied  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  mal^ 
ing  good  any  advance  by  way  of  loan  which 
they  may  make  to  a  board  of  guardians 
under  the  authority  of  '  The  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress (Ireland)  Act,  1880,*  upon  the  terms 
prescribed  by  this  Act ; 

**  The  provisions  of  the  nineteenth  section  of 
'  The  Relief  of  Distress  (Ir^Und)  Act,  1880/  shall 
apply  to  the  repayment  of  all  amounts  advanced 
as  last  aforcsaia  by  way  of  loan  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  as  fully  as  if  such  advances  had  been 
specified  in  that  section." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that 
whereas  Boards  of  Guardians  were  em- 
powered to  give  out-door  relief,  and  to 
borrow  money,  which  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  were  to  lend  at  the  osual 
terms  of  3^^  per  cent,  the  Amendment 
was  to  enable  the  Boards  to  borrow  out 
of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  for  the  same 
term  of  years,  with  an  additional  two 
years  at  no  interest,  and  afterwards  in- 
terest at  only  1  per  cent. 

New  Clause  (Amendment  of  terms  of 
loans  to  Boards  of  Guardians)  brought 
up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoeed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  now  reada  second 
time."— (ifr.  IT,  E,  Forst^.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
thathe  thoroughly  understood  the  clause. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  to  state  that  it  was 
to  enable  money  to  be  advanced  to  Boards 
of  Guardians  at  1  per  cent  oat  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus ;  but  that  was  not, 
he  thought,  the  construction  of  the  daose, 
taking  it  altogether.  It  was  to  be  read, 
of  course,  in  connection  with  the  Belief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act;  1880,  which 
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it  sought  to  amend ;  and  that  enabled 
loans  to  be  made  to  Oaardians  out  of 
money  provided  bj  Parliament.  Bearing 
'that  in  mind,  let  them  read  the  clause 
proposed.  The  clause  was  divisible  into 
three  sub-sections ;  the  first  being  that 
the' term  for  which  money  might  be  bor- 
irowed  should  be  extended  to  12  years. 
That  was  a  general  statement ;  it  might 
be  good  or  bad  policy,  but  he  did  not 
dispute  it.  The  second  enabled  Boards 
to  borrow  money  to  pay  off  those  loan?, 
and  he  did  not  question  the  prudence  of 
that.  But  then  came  the  3rd  sub- 
section, which,  in  no  respect,  governed 
or  was  controlled  by  the  previous  sub- 
sections. It  was  entirelv  independent, 
and  miffht  stand  or  fall  by  itself.  It 
might  be  struck  out  or  retained,  and 
would  not  operate  in  the  slightest  degree 
upon  the  two  previous  ones.  He  should 
say  it  was  subsidiary  and  complementaiy , 
but  not  governing.  But  dia  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  exclude  all 
other  resources  than  the  Church  Sur- 
plus? He  apprehended  that  if  the 
clause  were  passed,  money  voted  by 
Parliament  would  be  a  source  out  of 
which  loans  might  have  to  be  made,  so 
far  as  it  was  necessary  to  supplement 
this  £1,500,000. 

Thb  attorney  GENERAi  for 
IBELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  inten- 
tions of  the  clause  varied,  and  applied 
to  any  money  borrowed  for  the  purposes 
of  out-door  relief.  He  would  be  pre- 
pared to  add  a  word  or  two  to  make  it 
dear. 

Question  put,  and  agrnd  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'  <  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
-^{Mr.  W.  E.  Forsier,) 

CoLOKEL  COLTHXJRST  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  6,  to  leave  out 
"twelve"  and  insert ''thirty-five."  He 
admitted  that  some  of  the  reasons  which 
might  induce  the  Committee  to  accept 
the  Amendment  h&d  been  modified  by 
the  action  of  his  riffht  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
(Mr.  Pamell);  but  he  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  claimed  the  credit  of  having  made 
the  proposal  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ooric  City  moved  his  Bill  for  the  relief 
of  diste^ess.  He  (Colonel  Gdthurst)  then 
suggested  that  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
should  be  the  channel  through  which 


relief  should  be  given.  He  had  been 
denounced  in  Ireland  by  the  special  |^o« 
U^ii  of  his  hon.  Friend  opposite,  and 
he  supposed  those  denunciations  would 
now  be  withdrawn,  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  practically  adopted  his 
suggestion.  In  February  last  he  pro- 
posed that  the  same  favourable  terms  as 
were  jriven  to  the  landlords — namely, 
loans  for  35  years  at  1  per  cent  interest, 
should  be  given  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  purposes  of  out-door  relief,  because 
he  had  all  along  felt  that  the  true  way 
to  meet  this  crisis  was  through  the  liberal 
administration  of  Poor  Law  relief;  but 
that  the  Guardians  ought  to  be  forced  to 
give  out-door  relief,  and  they  could  not 
force  them  to  do  so  unless  they  gave 
them  liberal  terms.  The  question  was, 
whether,  after  the  concession  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  made,  the 
Amendment  was  still  necessary.  He 
humbly  submitted  it  was,  because,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons) 
had  pointed  out,  the  £200,000  to  be 

S'ven  in  grants,  as  proposed  by  the  hon. 
ember  for  Cork  Cfity,  would  go  but  a 
very  little  way.  Perhaps  it  was  because 
he  was  enamoured  of  his  own  sugges- 
tion ;  but  he  believed  that  his  proposal 
to  advance  £200,000  and  such  further 
sums  as  might  be  found  necessary  for 
35  years  at  1  per  cent  was  a  better  pro- 
posal, taking  the  interest  of  the  poor 
into  consideration,  than  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  Government. 
However,  that  was  a  matter  that  was 
done,  and  he  would  now  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  proposed  to 
alter  the  wording  of  the  first  sub-sec- 
tion of  his  clause  by  omitting  the  words 
**  scheduled  Unions  "  and  inserting  the 
words — 

**Any  union  authorized  to  give  out-door 
relief  under  the  3rd  Section  of  *  The  Belief  of 
Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880.' " 

Mb.  call  an  was  afraid  the  words 
would  have  a  restrictive  effect.  He 
wished  to  leave  the  Ijocal  Government 
Board  full  power  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  to  any  Unions  in  which 
circumstances  might  hereafter  occur 
which,  in  their  opinion,  justified  such 
extension.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
words  ''scheduled  Unions"  be  left  out 
and  not  replaced  by  any  other  de- 
finition, unless  it  were  made  to  read  in 
this  way— ''Any  Board  of  Guardians 
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approved  of  by  the  Local  Oovemment 
Board."  That  would  leave  the  Board 
Dorfootlv  firee* 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  the 
words  he  had  proposed  were  sufficient. 
The  Poor  Law  Board  had  full  power 
to  use  its  discretion  with  regard  to  the 
Unions. 

Mb.  call  an  said,  if  the  hands  of 
the  Board  were  not  tied,  he  was  satis- 
fied ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  the 
exact  effect  of  the  Amendment.  To  what 
Unions  would  the  operation  of  the  clause 
be  restricted  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  replied,  that 
it  would  be  restricted  to  whatever  Unions 
the  Local  Government  Board  found  it 
necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  state 
of  distress,  to  give  out-door  relief.  It 
applied  to  all  Ireland  upon  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

CoLOKEL  C0LTHUR8T  said,  he  would 
repeat  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  able  to  get  on  with 
the  erants ;  but,  if  they  required  loans, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  not  to 
have  more  than  the  two  descriptions  of 
loans  now  existing  and  the  possible 
grants.  Besides,  35  years  was  a  dan- 
gerously long  time. 

OoLOJ(EL  COLTHURST  said,  of  course, 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment 
against  the  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  the  Committee;  but  he  re- 
garded the  administration  of  out-door 
relief  as  the  real,  vital  question  at  that 
moment,  and  he  wished  to  induce  the 
Boards  to  be  liberal  in  giving  out-door 
relief.  Therefore,  he  thought  there  was 
quite  as  good  a  case  for  granting  loans 
for  that  purpose  as  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  under- 
stood the  point  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  to 
be  that  these  loans  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  every  purpose  for  which 
Boards  of  Guardians  might  borrow. 

Mb.  GIBSON  explained  that,  in  his 
view,  the  construction  of  the  clause 
seemed  to  supersede  the  right  of  bor- 
rowing from  Imperi^funds. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  was 
not  the  intention.    It  was  intended  to 

Mr.CMim 


confine  the  clause  entirely  to  loans  bor- 
rowed for  the  purpose  of  out-door  rdief. 
He  would  introduce  some  explanatory 
words  on  the  Report. 

Amendment  {^Mr,  W. E.For»ter)«^eti 

to. 

Mb.  GIBSON  pointed  out  that  a  con- 
sequential Amendment  must  be  made  in 
the  two  other  sub-sections  of  the  danse, 
in  accordance  with  the  Amendment 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretly  for  Ireland  had  pro- 
posed, as  to  the  definition  of  the  Unions. 
If  they  inserted  the  words  "of  any 
Union  as  aforesaid  "  it  would  make  the 
sections  harmonize.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  certain  Unions  which  had  bor- 
rowed money  under  the  old  system  would 
have  the  benefit  of  the  new  proposal  ? 
He  also  suggested  that  in  the  Srd  sab* 
section  the  word  ''necessary"  should 
be  replaced  by  the  word  '*  available ; " 
because  it  was  obvious  that  they  were 
putting  so  much  on  this  £1,500,000, 
that  if  it  were  made  compulsory  to  do 
everything  out  of  it,  according  to  that 
Amendment,  it  would  be  an  imposm- 
bilify. 

Mfn.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
accept  the  words  ''of  any  Union  as 
aforesaid."  Three  or  four  Unions  had 
already  borrowed  money  since  the  last 
Bill,  though  not  to  a  large  extent ;  and, 
of  course,  they  would  feel  themselves  in 
a  very  unfair  position  if  neighbouring 
Unions  were  now  enabled  to  eet  loans 
at  a  cheaper  rate.  That  was  the  reason 
why  this  clause  was  put  in.  He  moved 
to  omit,  in  lines  15  and  16,  all  the  words 
from  "  in  addition  "  down  to  "  borrow." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedj 
"That  those  words  stand  part  of  the 
sub-section." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sura 
that  identity  of  meaning  would  be 
accomplished  in  that  way,  and  would 
suggest  that  the  necessary  alteration  of 
the  wording  might  be  done  on  Report. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
like  to  get  it  done  now.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  to  insert  in  the  same 
sub-section  the  words — 

"The  Board  of  Gtiardianfl  of  any  TTnion 
authorized  as  aforesaid  which  haa  contractod 
any  loan  under  the  proTiaiona  ol  the  laid  Act 
for  out-door  relief,** 

after  striking  out  from  "  any,"  in  line 
16,  to"  Act,'^  in  line  18. 
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Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  lie  un- 
derstood the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
considerably  widened  the  namber  of 
bodies  entitled  to  borrow  money.  He 
liad  added  to  the  scheduled  Unions  all 
those  who  had  borrowing  powers. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  what  he 
limited  the  clause  to  was  to  those 
Boards  of  Guardians  who    were    em- 

Sowered,  in  the  first  place,  to  give  out- 
oor  relief  not  in  accordance  with  the 
old  provisions  of  the  Poor  Law.  It  was 
ineantto  appljto  any  Board  of  Guardians 
throughout  Ireland  in  that  position. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  inquired,  if  it 
applied  to  them  whether  they  were  in 
the  distressed  districts  or  not  r 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  yes,  if  by 
distressed  districts  the  hon.  Gentleman 
meant  the  Unions  hitherto  considered  as 
distressed.  Of  course,  the  provisions 
would  not  apply  to  Unions  which  were 
not  distressed.  The  Act  this  year  made 
no  restriction  in  any  part  of  Ireland  as 
to  the  Unions  that  would  give  out-door 
relief.  It  was  left  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Local  Government  Board.  These 
loans  were  meant  to  apply  equally  to 
any  Union. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  remarked,  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  by  that 
time  £scovered  that  the  fact  of  a  Union 
being  scheduled  was  not  a  true  criterion 
that  it  was  the  only  Union  in  a  state  of 
distress.  He  was  informed  that  hitherto 
the  Unions  had  been  scheduled  rather 
by  preference  of  the  local  governing 
bodies  than  by  the  prevalence  of  dis- 
tress; and  he  would  recommend  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  whe- 
ther it  was  not  desirable  to  add  a  ^eat 
many  Unions  to  those  already  within 
the  scope  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  these 
questions  had  not  been  left  out  of  con- 
sideration. He  hoped  to  be  able  to 
■how  why  he  adhered  to  some  definition 
of  the  Unions. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  observed;  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to  have  some 
doubt  of  the  importance  of  the  question 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor).  His  own  Colleague, 
who  was  a  native  of  County  Cavan,  told 
him  that  the  Unions  had  been  scheduled 
in  a  most  absurdly  incorrect  way.  He 
said  the  Union  in  which  there  had  been 
most  distress  was  not  sehedided  at  all. 

Qnettioii  put,  and  nfrnd  U. 


Mb.  PARNELL  moved,  in  sub-sec- 
tion 2,  after  the  word  "  money,"  to  in- 
sert **  under  the  provisions  of  this  sec- 
tion." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly.' 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause,  as  amended,  stand 
part  of  the  Bill."— (ifr.  W.  K  Fortter.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  wished  to 
move  the  rejection  of  sub-section  3. 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  must  repeat 
his  suggestion  that  the  word  ''  avail- 
able" should  be  substituted  for  the  word 
''necessary,"  in  the  same  sub-section. 
He  thought  that  necessary,  because  the 
clause  was  a  mandatory  one. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thouffht  it 
would  meet  the  object  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  City  if  he  moved  to  omit 
the  words  "  so  much  as  may  be." 

Mb.  PARNELL  would  move  to  omit 
those  words.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
go  over  the  arguments  which  had  already 
been  adduced  in  favour  of  placing  upon 
the  Consolidated  Fund  the  difference 
between  two  rates  of  interest ;  but  an 
important  alteration  had  been  made  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 
Under  the  Relief  Bill  of  last  Session 
the  money  borrowed  by  Boards  of  Guar- 
dians for  the  purposes  of  out-door  re- 
lief was  borrowed  from  the  Exchequer. 
It  was  now  proposed  to  be  borrowed 
from  the  Irish  Church  Fund,  and  to  that 
he  objected.  He  wished  to  have  it  bor- 
rowed, as  it  was  now,  from  the  Imperial 
funds. 

Mb.  W.'  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  made 
this  proposition  in  the  hope  of  meeting 
the  views  of  hon.  Members.  He  need 
not  go  back  to  a  question  which  had 
been  fully  debated,  and  which  had  been 
decided  m  favour  of  the  public  purse. 
He  believed  the  alteration  would  not 
affect  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  to  a 
large  extent,  and  he  hoped  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed. 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  agree  to 
this  compromise,  that  the  difference  in 
the  interest  should  be  borne  by  the 
Treasury? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  was  afraid  he 
could  not  do  that  The  amount  in  ques- 
tion was  not  large ;  but  he  must  adnere 
to  the  principle  which  they  had  laid 
down. 
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Forster)  had  to  say  was,  i2iat  nothing 
had  been  withdrawn.  The  loans  we»e 
to  have  been  granted  on  the  usual  tenna, 
BO  that  there  would  have  been  no  loss. 
The  question  whether  the  public  funda 
should  relieve  the  Irish  distress  had 
been  decided  by  the  Bill  in  the  nega- 
tive. His  hon.  Friend  was  not  correct  in 
stating  that  any  help  out  of  theBeTenne 
had  been  withdrawn. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  ha 
must  afiirm  distinctly  that  something 
had  been  withdrawn. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTER  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  make  his  hon.  Friend 
understand  it.  Under  the  first  Act  that 
was  passed,  the  Guardians  were  able  to 
borrow  money,  and  the  CommissionerB 
of  Public  Works  to  lend.  The  money 
was  to  be  given  at  a  cheaper  rate  than 
it  oould  be  got  elsewhere ;  out  there  was 
to  be  no  loss  to  the  Treasury.  However, 
a  change  was  made  in  the  rate  of  interest 
which  woidd  have  caused  a  decided  loss; 
and,  right  or  wrong,  it  was  decided  that 
was  not  to  be  borne  by  the  general 
taxes.  As  no  loss  was  contemplated,  so 
nothing  had  been  withdrawn. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  there  might 
have  been  a  loss  to  the  public  funds, 
independent  of  the  interest  which,  by 
the  change,  would  now  have  to  be  borne 
by  the  Church  Surplus  Fund.  It  some- 
times happened,  and  it  misht  happen  in 
this  case,  that  some  of  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  might  not  be  able  to  repay 
the  loans,  and  to  that  extent  the  Church 
Surplus  Fund  woidd  be  a  loser  instead 
of  the  Exchequer.  To  that  extent,  a 
difference  had  been  caused  by  the  adop- 
tion of  the  clause  of  the  rieht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. .  Under  the  Act  of  last  Sesuon, 
if  any  Board  of  Guardians  became  bank- 
rupt, as  they  did  in  1847-8,  so  as  to  be 
unable  to  repay  the  advances  to  the 
Treasury,  the  public  funds  would  have 
been  the  loser  ;  but  now,  under  the 
alteration  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, the  Churcn  Surplus  Fund  would 
be  the  loser.  He  trusted  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  consider  the  advisa- 
bility of  inserting  a  new  clause,  by 
which  the  risk  of  that  loss  might  be 
taken  from  that  Fund.  It  was  manifestly 
not  fair  to  put  it  upon  it,  for  it  was  not 
originally  intended  to  do  so.  It  was 
decided  in  the  last  Act  that  the  money 
should  be  lent  out  of  the  Consolidated 
Fund ;  and,  consequently,  it  should  bear 
any  loss  that  might  possibly  lesoU  fr^m 


Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
sub-section  (3).— (i/r.  ParnelL) 

Question  put, 

"  That  the  words  *  So  much  as  may  be  neces- 
sary  of  the  said  sum  of  one  million  five  himdred 
thousand  pounds  pa  jahlo  by  tiie  Commissioners 
of  Church  Temporalities  to  the  Commissions^ 
of  Public  Works  shall  be  applied  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  Public  Works  in  making  good 
any  advance  by  way  of  loan  which  they  may 
make  to  a  Board  of  Guardians  under  the  autho. 
rity  of  *  The  Relief  of  Distress  ^Ireland)  Act, 
1880,*  upon  the  terms  prescribed  by  this  Act,' 
stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided : — ^Ayes  65 ; 
Noes  32 :  Majori^  38.— (Div.  list,  No. 
40.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
Clause,  as  amended,  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENET  said,  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
now  that  the  rate  of  interest  had  been 
lowered  at  their  request,  the  loans  had 
been  transferred  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer to  that  special  Irish  Fund.  That 
fact  ought  to  be  known  in  its  naked 
truth.  It  was  one  of  the  most  monstrous 
things  that  had  ever  been  done.  The 
Imperial  Exchequer  had  shuffled  every- 
thing off  itself  when  it  was  agreed  that 
the  interest  should  be  lowered.  They 
resisted  the  obligation  to  assist  a  starv- 
ing^ communis,  and  put  it  upon  the 
Irish  Church  Fund. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he  did 
not  admit  the  allegation.  In  agreeing 
to  g^ve  loans  at  a  low  rate  of  interest 
they  had  adhered  to  the  principle  laid 
down  at  the  outset,  that  they  should 
come  out  of  this  Fund,  and  not  out  of 
the  Imperial  Exchequer. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
was  quite  aware  of  that ;  but  he  wanted 
to  put  the  fact  before  the  country.  The 
proposal  was  at  first  that  the  loans  to 
feofu*ds  of  Guardians  and  others  should 
come  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer ; 
but  when  they  asked  that  equally  good 
terms  should  be  given  to  the  Quardians 
as  were  given  to  the  landlords,  and  that 
concession  was  granted,  the  Government 
transferred  the  loans  to  this  miserable 
Fund,  and  so  withdrew  the  modicum 
that  was  granted  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
cheouer 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  wished  to  call  public  at- 
tention to  the  matter,  all  he  (Mr.  W.  E. 
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the  noQ-p^rment  of  ihe  Boards  of  Ghiar- 
dians.  Me  (Mr.  Pamell)  thought  it 
'would  be  fieur,  under  all  the  oircum- 
ot&noee,  to  propose  a  new  clause,  which 
'would  preyent  such  loss  being  thrown 
upon  the  Ohurch  Surplus  Fund. 

Question  put,  and  a^e^d  to. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
moved  that  the  following  Clause  be  added 
to  the  Bill  :— 

(Funds  for  preliminary  expenses  of  loans.) 

*'  In  addition  to  the  sum  of  five  thousand 
pounda  which  it  is  prorided  by  the  fifteenth 
section  of  the  Act  of  the  Session  of  Parliiunent 
held  in  the  tenth  and  eleventh  yean  of  the  reign 
of  Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  thirty*two,  may 
be  advanced  by  the  Treasury  to  the  Ck>mmis- 
noners  of  Public  Works  in  any  one  year,  to  be 
appHed  by  them  in  making  the  necessary  survey, 
inspection,  and  investi^tion,  and  in  taking  all 
other  prooeedings  preliminary  to  making  any 
loAii  or  advance  as  therein  mentioned,  the  Com- 
miasioners  of  Public  Works  may  at  any  time 
before  the  thirty-first  day  of  March  next  after 
the  passing  of  this  Act,  with  the  consent  of  the 
Treasury,  out  of  any  moneys  placed  at  their 
disposal  by  Parliament  for  the  miaking  of  loans, 
apply  the  further  sum  of  five  thousand  pounds, 
or  such  other  sum  as  the  Treasury  may  from 
tame  to  time  deem  necessary,  for  delving  the 
expenses  mentioned  in  the  said  section.^* 

Motion  aprsed  to ;  Clause  ordered  to 
stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved,  after  Clause  8, 
to  insert  the  following  Clauses : — 

'*  The  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  may, 
from  time  to  time,  out  of  the  said  sum  of  one 
mlUifln  Awe  hundred  thousand  pounds,  payable 
to  them  by  the  Commissioners  of  Churm  Tem- 
poralities, apply  any  sums  not  exceeding  in  all 
the  sum  of  two  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
pounds  for  the  purposes  of  the  Fishmy  Piers 
Aot,  to  be  ezpoidea  in  the  manner  therein  men- 
tknusd,  but  sulijeot  to  the  conditions  and  ezcep- 
tiona  hereinafter  mentioned. 

**  Upon  the  j>ubUcation  by  the  Commissioners 
in  the  *  Dublm  Gazette '  or  otherwise,  as  they 
shall  think  fit,  of  a  notice  of  their  intention  to 
undertake  any  wotk  which  may  be  executed 
under  the  Fishery  Piers  Act,  snch  notice  shall 
be  instead  of  and  shall  have  all  the  force  and 
effect  of  the  final  notice  mentioned  in  the  six- 
teenth  section  of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act. 

*'  Before  publishing  such  notice,  the  Commis- 
sioocn  may,  if  they  think  fit,  do  any  matter  or 
thing,  and  shall  have,  and  may  if  they  think 
fit,  exercise  any  right,  power,  or  authority  in 
connection  with  such  work,  which  they  might 
do  or  would  have  with  reference  to  any  of  the 
proceedings  preliminary  to  the  publication  of 
the  final  notice  mentioned  in  the  Fishery  Piers 
Aet  if  the  work  were  undertaken  in  strict  com* 
pliance  with  the  Mid  Act. 

**  The  provisions  contained  in  the  following 
sections  of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act  (that  is  to 
»y):   seetien  four,  sub-section  lour,  section 

VOL.  OOLIII.      Itbuld  snus,] 


five,  and  sections  ten  to  fifteen,  both  included, 
relative  to  prooeedings  preliminary  to  tiie  publi- 
cation of  such  notice,  shall  not  apply  to  any 
such  work." 

(Power  to  undertake  works.) 

**  At  any  time  notice  after  the  publication  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  of  any  such 
notice  as  is  mentioned  in  this  Act,  the  Commis- 
sioners may  commence  and  proceed  with  the 
works  proposed  to  be  executed  and  to  which 
such  notice  relates. 

**  The  Commissioners  may,  if  they  think  fit, 
do  any  matter  or  thing,  and  shall  have  and 
may,  if  they  think  fit,  exercise  any  right,  power, 
or  authority  with  reference  to  sudi  work,  which 
they  might  do  or  would  have  if  the  work  were 
undertaketi  in  strict  compUanoe  with  the 
Fishery  Piers  Act,  and  all  the  enactments  con- 
tained in  that  Act,  save  so  far  as  they  are  modi- 
fied by  this  Act,  shall  apply  as  nearly  as  may 
be  wiUi  reference  to  any  such  work." 

(Management  and  maintenance  of  works  when 

constructed.) 

**  When  such  work  has  been  constructed,  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act  and  of 
the  Act  of  the  Session  of  Parliament  held  in  the 
sixteenth  and  seventeenth  years  of  the  reig^  of 
Her  present  Majesty,  chapter  one  hundred  and 
thirty-six,  as  amended  by  any  Act  or  Acts, 
shall  apply  to  such  work  as  if  it  was  a  pier  con- 
stmctea  in  strict  compliance  with  the  Fishery 
Piers  Act." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  trusted  the 
Goyemment  would  carry  out  the  new 
clause  he  had  placed  upon  the  Paper 
last  night.  He  regretted  he  was  un- 
able to  give  longer  Notice;  but  he 
had  intended  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in 
reference  to  the  matter,  and  finally 
came  to  the  conclusion  it  would  be 
more  oonvenient  to  propose  a  clause 
in  connection  with  the  Bill  under  dis- 
cussion. The  Committee  was  aware 
they  had  agreed  to  g^ant  the  sum  of 
£46,000  out  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  fishery 
piers  and  harbours  on  the  West  Coast 
of  Ireland.  As  many  as  70  piers  and 
harbours  had  been  recommended  by  the 
Commissioners  as  urgently  required;  and 
in  order  really  to  develop  the  harbours 
and  piers  on  the  West  and  South  Coasts 
of  Ireland,  it  was  necessary  that  they 
should  have  a  very  much  larger  grant. 
He  asked,  by  these  clauses,  to  allow 
them  to  have  some  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  for  that  natural  object.  The 
non.  Member  for  the  County  Waterford 
(Mr.  Blake),  who  was  for  many  years 
Inspector  of  Fisheries  in  Ireland,  and 
had  fulfilled  his  duties  in  a  most  satis- 
factory manner,  had  assisted  him  (Mr. 
Pamell)  in  framing  these  clauses,  and 
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fromliis  practioalknowledffe  of  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act  of  1847,  he 
assured  him  that  they  would  work  per- 
fectly with  that  Act.  They  would  enable 
the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland  to  under- 
take the  construction  of  fishery  piers  and 
harbours,  which  they  could  undertake  by 
the  Act  of  1 847,  wifliout  the  necessity  of 
any  local  contribution.  The  Act  of  1 847 
allocated  a  grant  of  £50,000  for  Fishery 
Piers  and  Harbours  in  the  West.  It 
provided  that  a  contribution  of  one- 
fourth  was  necessary  from  local  sources. 
That  had  usually  been  found  by  baronial 
ffrants ;  but,  owing  to  the  repugnance  of 
the  ratepayers  to  burden  themselves 
more,  it  had  been  impossible  to  get 
these.  He  proposed  to  dispense  with 
the  necessity  of  a  fourth,  and  the  red 
tape  required  by  the  Act  of  1847,  and 
enable  the  Board  of  Works  to  under- 
take the  construction  of  the  fishery 
piers  and  harbours  which  were  so  much 
needed.  He  had  every  confidence  in 
recommending  the  application  of  some 
of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  for  this 
purpose.  It  would  be  most  difficult  to 
point  out  a  work  more  urgently  needed 
than  the  construction  of  these  harbours. 
It  was  quite  impossible  to  hope  that 
they  could  be  constructed  without  this 
system,  for  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland 
was  far  removed  from  civilization;  it 
had  no  resident  landlords,  and  the 
people  were  left  in  a  sort  of  wild  state 
to  subsist  in  the  best  way  they  could, 
without  anyone  to  look  after  their  in- 
terests ;  and  it  would  be  of  the  greatest 
advantage  to  the  teeming  population  if 
a  grant  such  as  he  proposed  were  made 
to  get  on  with  some  of  the  70  piers  and 
harbours  which  had  been  recommended 
by  the  Fishery  Inspectors.  Some  of  the 
piers  and  harbours  constructed  in  1847 
nad  fallen  out  of  repair  and  were  now 
useless,  so  that  very  much  was  needed 
to  develop  the  fisheries.  He  asked  the 
Committee,  with  the  utmost  confidence, 
to  agree  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Irish  Members,  he  believed  were  al- 
most unanimous  in  its  favour,  and 
thought  that  no  application  of  the 
money  would  be  more  advantageous  to 
the  country. 

New  Clause  (Mr.  PameU)  brought  up, 
and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Jlr.PamM 


Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  oooldL 
not  accept  the  clauses.  He  was  not 
quite  sure  that £250,000  would  be  avail- 
able, although  he  hoped  it  miffht  be; 
but  he  did  not  think  they  ougnt  in  a 
Belief  of  Distress  Bill  to  vote  a  large 
sum  out  of  the  Irish  Church  Smphia 
Fund  for  public  works,  independent  of 
the  immediate  relief.  It  would  be  a 
very  good  thing  to  have  piers  and  har- 
bours made  ;  but  that  should  be  dim* 
under  some  great  and  oomprehensive 
scheme,  by  means  of  money  lent  on  good 
security  out  of  the  public  funds.  It  was 
a  very  strong  and  sudden  step  to  take 
that  the  remainder  of  a  very  large  pari 
of  the  Fund  should  be  swept  up  in  aup- 
pljdng  fishery  piers.  The  Qovemment, 
as  trustees  of  the  Fund,  could  not  con- 
sent to  the  clauses. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWEB  said,  that 
with  a  moderate  expenditure  upon  the 
piers  and  harbours  of  the  country  they 
could  develop  the  fisheries,  and  do  a 
great  deal  to  relieve  some  of  the  moat 
distressed  of  the  Irish  population.  He 
could  not  lose  this  opportunity  of  sup- 
porting the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  in 
pressing  this  proposal  upon  the  Qovem- 
ment.  With  proper  facilities  the  agri- 
cultural population  near  the  coast  could 
supplement  their  incomes  by  fishing 
where  piers  and  harbours  had  been 
recommended.  Owing  to  the  malad- 
ministration in  Dublin,  that  speedy  help 
had  not  been  given  which  the  people 
had  a  right  to  expect.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made  inquiries  which 
had  satisfied  him  that  the  expenditore 
of  any  money  on  the  Irish  fisherien 
could  not  be  a  profitable  investment,  he 
could  understand  his  position ;  but  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was  not  pre- 
pared to  accept  that  conclusion.  He 
was  satisfied  tnere  was  a  mine  of  wealth 
encircling  Ireland  which  only  required 
development.  He  would  not  enlawe 
upon  the  general  question;  but  he 
might  easilv  show  by  reference  to  Soot- 
land  that  Ireland  had  not  been  fairly 
treated  in  this  matter;  and  even  at  the 
risk  of  detaining  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man they  should  endeavour  to  impreaa 
the  Government  with  the  necessity  of 
the  case. 

Mb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  he  waa 
afraid  he  had  not  made  himself  under- 
stood. He  did  not  deny  that  it  would 
be  of  advantage  to  Ireland  that  the  fiahe* 
ries  should  be  developed;  but  ho  mnai 
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Tenind  the  Committee  that  since  1846 
dB  1 25,000  had  been  spent  in  fishery  piers. 
The  total  number  of  boats  engaged  in 
the  Irish  fisheries  had  declined  from 
1 9»046  to  5,778.  He  did  not  deny  that 
advantage  would  be  gained  by  the  de- 
velopment of  the  piers  and  fisheries;  but 
that  was  not  the  only  public  industry 
-which  it  would  be  well  to  develop,  and 
now  that  they  were  dealing  with  the 
question  of  immediate  distress,  they 
-were  not  going  to  fork  into  the  BiU 
-what  would  be  the  great  bulk  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus  Fund  for  fishery 
piers.  Why  not  give  it  for  railways  or 
other  purposes  ?  If  the  best  way  to  use 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund  was  to  apply 
it  to  public  works  the  diflPerent  claims 
ought  to  be  considered,  and  they  should 
not  grant  £250,000  to  one,  simply  be- 
cause they  had  a  Bill  before  them  to 
meet  the  distress. 

Colonel  COLTHUBST  said,  a  Bill 
stood  for  second  reading  on  Wednesday 
next,  dealing  with  this  very  question  of 
sea  fisheries.  Without  wishing  to  de- 
precate the  advance  of  this  large  sum, 
ne  did  not  see  the  slightest  chance  of 
the  Oovemment  adopting  a  proposal 
made  in  this  sudden  manner.  As  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  the  in- 
terest of  the  poor  fishermen  at  heart, 
he  had  better  withdraw  these  clauses, 
and  bring  them  on  as  an  Amendment  to 
the  Bill  which  stood  first  for  discussion 
on  Wednesday.  The  Government  might 
then  reconsider  this  matter. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  said,  did  the  hon.  and 
^^allantMember(ColonelColthurst)reallv 
imagine  that  a  private  Member's  Bill, 
the  second  reading  of  which  was  to  be 
moved  on  the  7th  of  July,  would  pass 
into  law  that  Session  ?  If  he  did,  he 
had  really  occupied  his  time  with  little 
purpose  so  far  as  Parliamentary  pro- 
cedure was  concerned.  This  proposition 
was  very  reasonable.  It  was  that  part 
of  the  money  granted  by  this  Bill  should 
be  spent  on  fishery  piers.  It  was  not 
proposed  that  a  fresh  sum  should  be 
taken  from  the  Church  Surplus  Fund. 
It  came  with  wonderAiily  bad  grace 
from  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to 
talk  about  plundering  the  Church  Fund 
— plundering,  of  course,  was  not  the 
word  he  used.  Well,  to  talk  about  an 
inroad  on  the  Church  Fund,  when  for 
the  neeeerity  of  the  landlords  nearly 
£1,600,000  had  been  taken.  When  an 
tmmenselj  larger  sum  was  given  to  a 


particular  class,  it  was  not  right  to  talk 
of  giving  a  large  sum  to  one  interest. 
If  the  sum  given  to  the  landlords  had 
been  eranted  to  the  tenant  farmers,  they 
would  have  been  aiding  a  much  larger 
and  more  deserving  class.  He  thought 
the  Committee  should  agree  to  the 
clauses  as  proposed. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  he  had 
griven  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
(Mr.  Pamell)  his  support  when  he  pro- 
posed that  a  sum  of  £200,000  should  be 
applied  to  the  immediate  relief  of  the  dis- 
tress ;  but  it  was  not  proposed  by  this 
new  grant  to  deal  with  the  distress  at 
present  existing  in  Ireland.  They  were 
about  to  fight  the  battle  of  the  Uhurch 
Surplus  Fund,  and  upon  a  bye  question. 
No  one  would,  for  a  moment,  deny  the 
importance  of  fishery  piers  and  har- 
bours; but  that  was  nottne  question  be- 
fore them.  The  question  was  whether 
a  Bill  introduced  for  a  specific  pur- 
pose, to  relieve  the  existing  distress, 
was  to  be  turned  into  a  Bill  for  the  allo- 
cation of  the  general  property  of  the 
whole  people  of  Ireland.  Admitting  the 
necessity  of  doing  all  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  and  other 
hon.  Members  said  as  to  the  piers  and 
harbours,  he  would  ask  whether  there 
were  not  persons  in  Ireland  who  did  not 
profit  by  the  sea,  who  had  a  right  to 
look  for  a  share  of  this  sum,  especially 
when  it  was  not  made  for  the  purpose 
of  suppressing  the  existing  distress  ?  He 
thought  it  was  premature  to  discuss  the 
allocation  of  the  Fund  upon  the  Bill  be- 
fore them. 

Mr.  BLAKE  wished  to  correct  the 
erroneous  impression  conveyed  to  the 
Committee  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  the 
information  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish).  He  was  sorry  to  say  it, 
but  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  a  better  student  of  the  Reports  of 
the  Inspectors  of  the  Irish  Fisheries  he 
would  not  have  fallen  into  the  blunder 
he  had.  He  had  conveyed  to  the  Com- 
mittee the  information  from  the  noble 
Lord  that,  with  an  increase  in  harbours, 
there  had  been  a  decrease  in  the  fishery 
industry  and  in  the  number  of  boats 
employed  in  it — ^that,  though  since  1846 
there  had  been  £120.000  spent  in  fishery 
piers  in  Ireland,  there  had,  notwith- 
standing, been  a  decrease  in  boats  and 
crews.    The  right  hon .  Gentleman  might 
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have  seen  from  some  of  the  last  Beports 
of  the  Inspectors  of  FislierieSi  made 
before  he  (Mr.  Blake)  left  office  him- 
self, that  the  Inspectors  had  made  a  com- 
plete revision  of  the  statistics  reg^ding 
the  Irish  Fisheries.  Formerly,  every 
boat  on  the  Irish  Coast  employed  in  the 
fishery,  even  if  only  for  one  day,  was 
put  down  as  a  fishing  boat.  Many  of 
these  boats  were  really  ferry  and  market 
boats,  and  not  fishing  boats  at  all.  No 
boat  was  now  put  down  in  the  statistics 
which  was  not  actually  a  fishing  boat. 
Hence  the  apparent  decrease  in  the 
number  of  boats.  No  class  had  suffered 
more  severely  from  the  Famine  of  1846- 
7-8  than  the  Irish  fishermen.  The  cap- 
ture of  fish  used  to  be  pursued,  to  a 
large  extent,  among  them ;  but,  during 
the  Famine,  thousands  were  obliged  to 
give  up  the  indnstiy,  who  were  never 
afterwards  able  to  resume  it.  Much 
needed  to  be  done  for  the  Irish  Fisheries. 
There  were,  on  the  West  and  South 
Coasts  of  Ireland,  large  tracts  of  fine 
fishing  ground,  which,  for  want  of  suit- 
able harbours,  could  not  be  fished,  be- 
cause the  fishermen  were  afraid,  owing 
to  the  tempestuous  character  of  these 
seas,  to  go  out  except  in  very  fine  wea- 
ther, lest  they  should  be  caught  in  a 
storm  and  not  be  able  to  regain  their  little 
harbours.  For  the  last  10  years  the  fidi 
had  been  keepine  farther  out  to  sea  than 
before,  thus  making  larger  boats  and 
better  coostructed  harbours  a  necessity. 
The  £45,000  now  named  by  tiiie  Govern- 
ment, added  to  the  Canadian,  Liverpool, 
and  other  grants,  would  go  a  very  short 
way  in  supplying  the  requisite  harbours. 
For  the  wants  along  the  East  Coast 
alone,  the  £5,000  a-year,  which  the 
noble  Lord  said  would  be  continued  for 
future  years,  would  not  be  sufficient. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Wexford  was  very 
anxious  for  a  harbour  to  be  constructed 
at  Cahore  for  instance.  If  that  were 
done,  some  100  more  men  than  were 
now  employed  would  be  able  to  ply  the 
trade.  Then  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
was  anxious  for  one  at  Ballyootton.  If 
four  other  harbours  were  constructed  in 
his  (Mr.  Blake's)  county,  £10,000  worth 
of  fish  would  be  added  to  the  food  supply. 
Now,  if  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) 
were  carried  into  operation,  and  loans 
were  given  to  the  counties  that  did  not 
receive  them  now  from  the  Irish  Bepro- 
duotive  Loan  Fund^  he  ventured  to  say 

Mr.  Blake 


that  at  least  £1,500,000  woiih  of  fiak 
would  enter  the  market  beyond  what 
was  caught  now.  It  was  not  alone  Ire- 
land that  was  interested  in  a  matter  of 
that  kind.  The  English  oonBomer  was 
interested  in  it.  An  enormous  qaanti^ 
of  fish  came  to  London  and  other  parts 
of  England,  and  a  great  deal  more  conU 
find  a  ready  mailet  there.  Oonaideriag 
the  bad  agricultural  season  of  tlie  pacl 
few  years,  and  the  enormous  foraga 
competition  that  had  to  be  faced  in  the 
supply  of  butcher's  meat,  pork,  and 
other  such  commodities,  they  should  en- 
deavour to  make  the  very  best  of  what- 
ever industries  remained  to  them.  Hie 
seas  round  Ireland  were  capable  of 
supplying,  under  proper  management, 
at  least  five  times  the  amount  of  em- 
ployment and  of  food  they  did  at  pre- 
sent ;  and,  under  these  ciroumstancee^  he 
thought  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  well  worthy  of  the  favommble 
consideration  of  the  right  hon.  O^itie- 
man,  and  those  associated  with  kim  ul 
the  Qovemment  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  argu- 
ment  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterfoid 
County  (Mr.  Blake^  was  an  argument 
for  weighing  any  w^-oonsidered  sAeme 
on  the  subject  which  might  be  submitted 
to  that  House ;  but  it  was  no  argument 
for  the  spending  of  £250,000  imme- 
diately on  works  which,  if  they  were  to 
be  of  any  permanent  value  at  all,  required 
the  g^atest  possible  care  in  their  pre- 
paration, delioeration  in  their  plan,  and 
skill  in  their  execution.  Anyone  who 
knew  anything  about  harbours  and  piera 
knew  that  they  oould  be  oonstruoted 
only  during  a  limited  portion  of  the  year. 
Unfortunately,  mucn  of  the  monex 
which  had  been  spent  in  England,  Soot* 
land,  and  Ireland  on  these  works  had 
turned  out  to  be  a  useless  expenditure. 
The  question  now  was,  whether  money 
for  works  of  this  kind  should  be  taken 
^m  other  purposes  of  relief;  for  tkat» 
he  thought,  was  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr.  PameU), 
that  £250,000  should  be  taken  out  of 
the  sum  of  £1,500,000  proposed  to  be 
given  from  the  Irish  Churok  Surplus, 
and  should  be  applied  to  the  oonatmo- 
tion  of  piers  ana  harbours.  In  all  pro- 
bability, if  that  sum  were  ezpendid 
immediately,  it  would  be  wasted*  It 
would  not  give  the  relief  that  was  con- 
templated, and  it  would  &il  to  afford 
the  fitoilitiee  which  the  kon«  ICember 
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desired  should  be  given  to  the  working 
of  the  Fisheries  of  Ireland.  For  his  own 
part,  he  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  might  say 
there  was  no  one  who  woiild  be  more 
prepared  to  give  the  most  careful  con- 
sideration to  anj  scheme  which  promised 
to  develop  the  industries  of  Ireland ;  but 
Yke  most  cordially  supported  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Xieutenant  of  Ire- 
land in  his  opposition  to  the  Motion,  be- 
cause he  behoved  it  would  entirely  de- 
feat the  object  they  had  in  view,  which 
-was  to  reheve  the  present  distress  out 
of  the  money  which  was  available. 

Mb.  8YNAN  also  regretted  that  he 
oould  not  support  the  Motion.  He  did 
not  see  why  they  should  promote  the  in- 
terests of  Uie  consumers  of  fish  in  Eog- 
land  at  the  expense  of  the  Irish  Ohurch 
Surplus  Fund.  Nor  did  he  see  how  it 
was  possible  to  meet  the  present  distress 
in  Ireland  by  the  promotion  of  this 
Mdieme.  These  works  were  of  an  Imperial 
character,  and  ought  to  be  constructed 
out  of  the  Imperial  Treasury.  They 
were  works  which  should  be  provided 
for  by  a  separate  Bill,  instead  of  being 
forced  into  this  Bill,  which  was  only  in- 
tended for  the  relief  of  the  present  dis- 
tress in  Ireland.  He  had  no  doubt  it 
would  be  a  great  service  to  spend 
£1,000,000  for  the  purpose  of  develop- 
ing the  Fisheries  of  Ir^nd,  and  he  be- 
lieved it  cotdd  be  done  in  such  a  way 
that  the  loan  would  pay  itself;  but  the 
money  ought  not  to  be  taken  from  the 
Churoh  Surplus  Fund.  That  was  a  Fund 
that  should  be  devoted  to  purposes  for 
which  an  Imperial  loan  could  not  be  ob- 
tained. It  was  intended  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  Irish  people  in  times  of 
fkniine  and  calamity;  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers, who  were  the  trustees  of  the  Irish 
people,  should  see  that  it  was  encroached 
upon  for  no  other  purpose. 

Ma.  (ySHAUGHNESST  said,  the 
objection  to  the  proposal  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oork  Oitv  (Mr.  Pamell)  was 
that  it  was  a  proposal  uat  would  spread 
over  some  years  the  expenditure  of  a 
veiy  large  sum  which  should  be  applied 
to  the  relief  of  the  distress  which  now 
existed,  and  that  expenditure  of  that 
nature  was  not  capable  of  immediate  ap- 
plioation  in  relieving  distress.  It  was 
not,  it  was  obiected,  a  direct  means  of 
ffiving  relief,  however  useftil  the  expen- 
diture might  be  for  other  purposes.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Ooric  Oi^  had,  at  least, 
this  excuse  for  having  made  the  propo- 


sition which  was  open  to  these  charges, 
that  the  main  madiinery  of  this  Bill  for 
giving  relief  was  equally  indirect.  It 
gave  no  more  than  25  per  cent  at  most 
of  the  money  it  voted  to  the  actual  re- 
lief of  the  people.  The  rest  went  mainly 
to  benefit  the  landlords,  and  would  en- 
able them,  by  improving  their  estates, 
to  gain  in  the  end  an  increase  of  their 
rents.  He  thought,  therefore,  that,  so 
far  as  the  indirectness  of  the  effect  went, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oork  City  had  some 
excuse  in  the  general  framing  of  the 
Bill.  But,  notwithstanding,  there  might 
be  some^ng  in  the  objection  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
ts^ for  Ireland.  It  was  a  large  sum  to 
be  spent  on  those  piers,  and  it  was  hard 
to  approach  the  subject  now  with  any 
chance  of  proper  discussion.  There  was 
no  doubt  that  there  was  a  great  deal  of 
want;  there  was  no  doubt  that  they 
oould  usefuUy  employ  people,  who  would 
otherwise  remain  hungry,  in  building 
piers ;  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
piers  would  be  of  much  utility  if  con- 
structed. If,  however,  instead  of  taking 
this  £250,000,  a  small  sum  were  taken 
for  this  description  of  work,  could  any- 
one doubt  that  it  might  be  usefully  ex- 
g ended  in  the  relief  of  distress?  They 
ad  £45,000  from  the  Treasury,  £15,000 
from  Canada  and  other  quarters  for  the 
purpose  of  making  these  harbours. 
But  it  had  transpired  already  in  the 
course  of  this  debate  that  although  by 
means  of  these  sums,  and  the  contribu- 
tions likely  to  be  raised  locally,  many 
works  might  be  carried  on  for  some 
vears,  there  would  be  danger  of  these 
being  at  last  left  uncompleted.  Was  it 
an  unfair  and  unreasonable  thing  to 
sug^gest  that  some  small  sum,  not 
£250,000,  but  a  sum  equivalent  to  the 
sum  already  granted  —  £60,000 — the 
amount  of  the  two  grants — should  be 
given  from  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  ? 
That  was  justified  by  the  distress  which 

grevailed  in  those  sea-board  places,  and 
y  the  necessity  for  something  more 
than  had  yet  been  secured  to  complete 
these  works.  When  the  large  sum  of 
£1,500,000  was  given  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords to  swell  their  rents  ultimately,  it 
was  not  too  much  to  ask  that  some  por- 
tion of  the  same  Fund  should  be  given 
in  cases  where  it  could  be  applied 
directly  to  the  relief  of  distress  by  such 
works.  He  did  not  think  there  was 
much  in  the  arg^ument  of  the  hon.  Qen- 
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Ueman  (Mr.  Blako),  who  feared  that  the 
ultimate  effect  of  such  a  grant  would  be 
to  cheapen  fish  for  the  English  market. 
Whether  the  fish  came  to  pious  Catholics 
in  English  counties,  or  to  Protestants  who 
liked  it,  the  fishermen  would  equally  be 
benefited. 
Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  was 

glad  to  find  that  after  nearly  12  hours' 
ebate  they  were  still  so  cheerful ;  but 
he  wished  to  remind  them  of  a  difference 
between  that  mode  of  making  use  of  the 
Church  money  and  any  other  that  had 
been  suggested.  As  to  what  had  been 
said  about  the  giving  of  loans  to  the 
landlords  resulting  in  an  eventual  in- 
crease of  their  rents,  that  system  of 
^ving  loans  to  the  landlords  had  been 
decided  upon  by  the  late  Government. 
The  hon.  Memoer  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Synan)  had  asked  whether  they  might 
not  make  a  small  grant  for  fishery  piers 
to  promote  employment,  when  they  were 
giving  so  large  a  sum  to  the  landlords 
for  the  same  purpose  of  promoting  em- 
ployment. But  there  was  this  immense 
difference — that  they  lent  the  money  to 
the  landlords,  whereas  it  was  proposed 
to  give  it  for  the  fishery  piers.  That 
was  an  enormous  difference  at  the  very 
outset  of  their  proposal,  and  it  was  intro- 
ducing a  perfectly  new  principle,  which 
it  had  never  occurred  to  anyone  could  be 
brought  into  this  debate.  They  had  to 
consider  whether  they  should  absolutely 
give  away  an  Irish  Church  Surplus  for 
public  works.  He  thought  they  should 
be  very  careful  before  they  made  over 
the  principal  of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus 
for  any  such  purpose.  This  evening 
they  had  assented  to  the  possibility  of  a 
diminution  of  the  principal  of  the  Fund 
for  the  special  purpose  of  relieving 
immediate  distress  and  keeping  the 
people  alive;  but  it  was  a  somewhat 
staitling  proposal  that  they  should  allo- 
cate any  of  that  principal  for  this  de- 
scription of  public  works.  He  could  not 
imagine  that  hon.  Members  from  Ireland, 
if  aware  of  its  full  effects,  would  assent 
to  the  Motion,  or  that  it  would  be  gene- 
rally accepted. 

Mr.  BIOGAB  said,  the  Chief  Secre- 
taiy  for  Ireland  had  remarked  a  differ- 
ence in  the  nature  of  the  two  proposals. 
He  had  said  that  the  money  to  be  ad- 
vanced under  the  other  provisions  of 
the  Bill  was  to  be  given  in  the  way  of 
loan.  But  when  money  was  eiven  in 
the  shape  of  a  loan  at  a  nomineu  rate  of  I 

Mr.  (y  8Uughne$ijf 


interest,  the  real  fact  was  that  the  pro* 
ceeding  amounted  to  a  present  of  three- 
fourths  of  the  money.    Then,  as  to  the 
question  whether  this  money  wae  really 
used  for  the  relief  of  the  poOT.    They 
knew  very  well,  from  the  disouaaioiie  that 
had  taken  place,  that  there  was  only  a 
nominal  relief  provided  for  the  poor  1^ 
this  money  given  to  the  landlords.    A 
very  small  amount  of  the  principal  sum 
of  that  loan  would  even  reach  the  poor. 
The    hon.    Baronet   the    Member    for 
King's  County  (Sir    Patrick    O'Brien) 
had  insinuated  that  some  of  the  sop- 
porters  of  this  clause  were  actuated  by 
selfish   motives,    because   they    repre- 
sented  maritime    counties.     He    (Mr. 
Biggar)  represented  an  inland  county 
wmch  had  no  sea-board  whatever,  and 
a  town  in  a  tidal  river  which  had  no 
fishing  whatever ;  and  he  was,  therefore, 
free  from  any  personal  tempta^on.    But 
he  really  did  think,  in  all  seriousnees, 
that  it  would  be  a  very  much  more  judi- 
cious outlay  of  this  £1,500,000,  were  it 
given  for  the  purpose  of  these   piers 
which  would   be  reproductive,   if  thej 
were  to  believe  the  statements  of  the 
hon.    Member   for   Waterford  Ooontj 
(Mr.    Blake),     whose   experience    was 
worth  that  of  all  the  rest  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  than  if  nven  to 
the  landlords.    The  hon.  Member  had 
shown  them  that  the  money  would  not 
only  be  reproductive   and  benefit   the 
fishermen,  but  that  it  would  also  benefit 
the  consumers  of  fish  in  Ireland  and  Eng- 
land.   The  hon.  Member  for  limeriw 
(Mr.  Synan)  seemed  to  think  that  it  was 
a  great  grievance  that  the  oonsumsrs  of 
fish  in  the  large  towns  of  England  should 
reap  any  part  of  the  benefit.    Bat  they 
would  simply  get  the  benefit  of  these 
large  supplies  of  fish,  if  they  gave  a 
price  for  it  which  would  tempt  it  ^m 
the  mouth  of  the  Irish  consumer.    And 
if    they    got    the  fish,    the   men  who 
caught  it  and  sent  it  to  En^and  would 
be  benefited.     The    other    systems  of 
spending  the  money  would  only  benefit 
a  few  people,  and  that  in  a  mueh  more 
questionable  way.    He  thought  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  agree  to  the  propoaal 
to  allocate  a  portion  of  this  money  to 
fishing  piers,  which,  under  the  foimer 
provisions  of  the  Bill,  would  be  oom* 
menced,  but  were  never  likely  withoat  a 
further  grant  of  money  to  be  finished, 
and  which  were,  therefore,  likely  to  bo 
utterly  worthless. 
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Mb.  p.  MABTIN  said,  that  the  Irish 
If  embers  were  not  nnanimoTis  in  recom- 
mending the  adoption  of  the  proposal. 
JS.e  did  not  think  it  would  be  a  wise 
proceeding  to  take  £250,000  for  fishing 
Aarboars  and  piers  out  of  the  £1 ,500,000 
iprhioh  it  had  been  already  arranged  to 
allocate  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the 
inunediatedistressezistingin  thecountry. 
Xhe  description  of  work  required  in  erect- 
ing harbours  and  piers  would  not  be  the 
Icind  likely  to  be  useful  for  the  purposes 
of  affording  that  immediate  relief  de- 
manded by  the  exigency  of  the  present 
circumstances.     Skilled  labour  would  be 
required^  and  to  supply  it  he  feared  in 
▼ery  many  oases  the  artisans  employed 
liTould  be  brought  over  from  England. 
That  had  been  found  too  frequently  to 
be  the  case  in  their  past  experience. 
But  wherever  the  labour  came  from,  this 
description  of  work  required  time ;  and 
it  would  not  be  effectual,  as  it  occurred  to 
liim,  in  at  once  and  before  the  harvest  re- 
lieving the  sufferings  of  those  shown  to  be 
in  a  slate  verging  on  starvation.   Under 
those  circumstances,  he  trusted  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  would  adhere 
to  the  resolution  he  had  come  to,  and 
would  not  suffer  the  sum  which  should 
be  applied  to  the  immediate  relief  of  a 
distrees  that  was  of  a  deep  and  wide- 
spread character  to  be  applied  to  pur- 
poees  of  a  different  nature.    If  they  were 
diseuasing  the  general  question  as  to 
whether  the  Fisheries  of  Ireland  should 
be  encouraged  or  not,  he  would  quite 
agree  with  the  weighty  observations  de- 
livered by  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
hemt  latelv  an  Inspector  of  Fisheries. 
He  trusted  the  Ohiex  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land would  take  these  observations  into 
oonsidenUum  at  the  proper  time,  and  find 
f  unda  for  promoting  an  industry  too  long 
neglected  in  Ireland.    He  had  heard 
something  said  about  Scotland.  In  Soot- 
land  harbours  were  rising  vexy*much 
ftom  the  aid  given,  not  by  the  uovem- 
ment,    but  from  a   body  of   resident 
landlords,  able  and  willing  to  encourage 
works  of  that  character.    This,  unfor- 
tunately, was  not  the  case  in  Ireland. 
The  Scotch  Fisheries,  which  had  admir- 
able piers,  had  also,  however,  been  as- 
sisted by  Oovemment  formerly  in  a  way 
that  the  Irish  had  not  been  up  to  the 
present.    He  hoped  that,  in  process  of 
time,  attention  would  be  fijea  to  this 
subjeei;  but,  so  for  as  this  Sill  was  con- 
cerned, he  thought,  notwithstanding  the 


respect  he  had  for  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City,  that  they  ought  not  to  accept 

his  clauses.     

Mb.  PABNELL' thought  there  was 
some  force  in  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  on  the  other  side  to  grants 
being  taken  at  such  short  notice,  more 
especially  as  it  would  appear  to  raise  the 
question  of  the  allocating  of  the  Church 
Surplus  Funds,  and  their  distribution 
among  the  industries  of  Ireland ;  but  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lei- 
trim  (Mr.  Tottenham)  did  not  fall  under 
these  objections.  The  amount  which  had 
been  allocated  by  this  Bill — one  of  the 
most  useful  the  Bill  contained  next  to  that 
of  £200,000  for  assisting  the  Poor  Law 
Unions  in  giving  out-door  relief — that 
for  harbours  and  fishery  piers  was  a 
very  small  one,  and  when  that  question 
was  under  discusmon  the  Irish  Members 
urged  the  desirability  of  increasing  it. 
TMs  was  impressed  on  the  Government ; 
but  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  was  unwilling,  he  said,  in  view 
of  the  Budget  proposals,  to  recommend 
an  increase.  Taken  with  the  Liverpool 
and  the  Canadian  funds  it  would  amount 
to  £60,000.  This  was  a  very  small  thing 
for  the  assistance  of  the  Fisheries  of  the 
West  Coast.  It  would  go  a  very  little 
way,  and  he  was  afraid  it  would  raise 
expectations  among  the  fishermen  which, 
in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  would  be  doomed 
to  disappointment.  Now,  if  power  were 
given  to  the  Commissioners  to  take  from 
the  Church  Surplus  Fund  £60,000  in 
addition  to  the  £60,000  already  granted 
for  piers  and  harbours,  it  would  make 
something  of  a  little  gift  to  the  West 
Coast  Fiuieries.  Although  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  force  in  the  objection  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Synan)  that  a  considerable  portion  of 
this  must  go  in  materials,  though  not  so 
much  as  he  seemed  to  think,  yet  nothing 
he  (Mr.  Pamell)  believed  would  do  more 
to  relieve  the  poverty  and  privations 
during  the  coming  winter  than  affording 
such  fooilities  to  these  fishing  stations. 
In  many  instances  the^  had  no  harbours, 
but  only  little  boat  sbps.  It  would  en- 
courage the  men  to  hold  on  and  fight 
through  the  winter.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  consider  this. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  the  in- 
tention to  finish  the  Bill  that  night;  but  if 
not  he  would  ask  leave  to  withdraw  his 
clause  for  the  present,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  fully  considered  in  the  interval 
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between  then  and  the  next  Sitting  of  the 
Committee ;  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might  consider  whether  or  not  he 
would  give,  say  £60,000,  so  as  to  make 
something  of  a  little  gift  to  these  little 
harbours  of  the  West  Coast.  This  would 
not  trench  much  on  the  Church  Surplus, 
and  it  would  be  something  out  of  the 
£1,500,000,  which  he  felt  sure  would  do 
a  great  deal  of  good.  The  question  had 
been  thoroughly  inquired  into,  the  har- 
bours were  well  known.  The  Board  of 
Works  would  know  perfectly  well  where 
the  works  were  to  oe  constructed,  and 
he  felt  sure  it  would  be  an  enormous 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENET  said,  this 
amended  proposal  was  really  a  most 
reasonable  one.  He  was  a  little  startled 
with  the  original  proposal,  and  oould 
not  haye  supported  it.  He  would  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  there  was  a 
Committee  of  the  Board  of  Works,  com- 
posed of  at  least  one  Member  of  that 
Board,  one  Fishery  Commissioner,  and 
one  Nayal  Officer,  sitting  now  in  Dublin 
on  this  question  of  small  piers  and 
harbours,  for  which  the  Treasury  gaye 
£45,000,  and  charitable  funds  proyide 
other  £  15,000,  making  together  £60,000. 
Applications  to  that  body  had  been  yeiy 
numerous,  the  greater  part  of  them  for 
sums  of  £30,000  and  £40,000,  and  these 
grants  would  be  of  the  greatest  use. 
But  the  Commissioners  oouTd  only  make 
a  selection  from  the  applications ;  they 
could  not  take  a  great  number,  because 
their  funds  were  limited.  What  could 
be  more  reasonable  than  to  take  from 
this  Irish  Fund,  which  the  House  dis- 
posed of  as  it  wished,  not  as  the  Irish 
Kepresentatiye  wished,  out  of  which 
the  House,  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Ooyemment,  took  £1,500,000.  What 
more  reasonable  than  to  apply  £60,000, 
for  this  purpose  to  supplement  the  sum 
of  £60,000  already  allocated  ?  When 
the  winter  came,  whether  the  year's 
haryest  were  good  or  bad,  there  would 
still  be  an  immense  deal  of  poyerty  in 
the  country.  Nobody  must  suppose, 
when  they  heard  these  tales  of  distress 
told  to  the  world,  that  they  described  an 
exceptional  state  of  things ;  they  were 
the  normal  condition  of  many  parts  of 
the  country,  where  a  sum  spent  as  pro- 
posed would  be  spent  for  tne  best  pur- 
pose. Therefore  he  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  woidd  not  "put 
his  foot  down  "  and  refuse  the  propoei- 

Mr.Famett 


tion,  but  that  he  would  reconsider  it 
between  now  and  when  the  Bill  wis 
finally  disposed  of;  whether  he  oould  not 
permit  Ireland  to  haye  £60,000  out  of 
her  own  money  spent  in  this  way. 

Thb  CHAI&MAN  asked,  did  the  boa. 
Member  for  Cork  City  withdraw  hit 
Motion  ? 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  yes:  he  pro- 
posed to  withdraw  his  clauses  in  order 
to  giye  the  right  hon.  Gkntleman  a  litde 
time  for  consideration,  for  a  yery  dioct 
Notice  had  been  giyen  of  them. 

Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  YILLIEBS  STUABT,  ia  rising 
to  moye  the  following  Clause : — 

(Power  to  Board  of  Works  to  make  advanoei 
to  boards  of  gaardiaiiB,  &c.) 

**  It  shall  be  lawful  for  the  Board  of  Works 
to  inalra  adTances  to  boarda  of  goardiaiifl  and 
manicipal  oorporatioiis  in  schedaled  diatrieCa 
on  the  same  terms  as  to  landlords,  to  enable 
them  to  give  employment  as  an  altematxre  to 
gratoitous  out-door  relief  to  able-bodied  la- 
bourers, and  to  make  adranoes  throagh  the 
medium  o^  boards  of  guardians  to  tanaai 
farmers  in  scheduled  districts  to  enable  tbam 
to  give  employment  on  their  farms  in  the 
maMng  of  permanent  improvements," 

said,  as  a  large  proportion  of  Irish  distress 
was  created  by  want  of  employment,  of 
course  theobyions  means  of  relieying  that 
distress  would  be  to  afford  employment. 
That  was  the  principle  which  the  late 
Goyemment  had  recognized  in  g^ranting 
the  loans  to  landowners.  That  was  a 
good  measure  so  far  as  it  went ;  bat  it 
did  not  ffo  far  enough,  because  it  did 
not  sufficiently  diffuse  the  employment 
giyen.  Only  the  area  immediately  sur- 
rounding the  estate  upon  which  the  loan 
was  expended  deriyed  any  benefit,  the 
district  beyond  remaining  untouched  by 
it.  Labourers  could  not  come  from  their 
homes  a  distance  of  four  or  fiye  miles 
for  work,  returning  again  when  the 
day's  work  was  oyer.  What  was  wanted 
was  a  measure  whidi  should  be  the 
means  of  diffusing  the  employment ;  and 
he  yentured  to  submit  tnat  no  better 
means  could  be  deyised  for  doing  that 
thoroughly  than  by  adyanoes  to  tenant 
farmers  to  enable  them  to  make  improye- 
ments  on  their  holdings,  making  the 
Board  of  Ghiardianstheintermedianesfor 
these  adyanoes.  There  was  a  precedent 
for  such  a  measure  in  the  Seeds  Loans, 
and  the  Bill  which  was  introduced  for 
that  purpose  lai^  Session.  Of  eoaree, 
there  was  the  question  of  seoaritj ;  bat 
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in  the  Seeds  Loans  this  presented  no 
fipreat  difficulty,  and  the  dififmlties  would 
be  more  easily  met  in  the  case  of  loans 
to  large  farmers  than  was  the  case  in  the 
Seeds  Loans,  which  included  an  infinite 
number  of  petty  loans  to  small  cottiers. 
Xbere  woula  be  no  difficulty  in  reaching 
tbe  tenant  farmers  throngn  the  means 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians,  and  also  in 
taking  sufficient  security.  Of  course, 
the  Board  of  Guardians  were  the  natural 
and  proper  machinery  for  relieving  dis* 
tress  ;  the^  would  be  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  circumstances  of  every 
man  in  the  Union ;  they  could  put  their 
finger  on  him  at  once ;  they  knew  which 
farmer  was  solvent  and  which  was  not ; 
in  fact,  no  more  capable  machinery 
oould  be  employed  or  any  more  imme- 
diately available.  There  they  were 
available  at  once,  and  he  thought  that 
relief  could  not  be  more  carefully  ad- 
ministered than  through  the  medium  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians.  The  Gbvem- 
ment  proposal  was  to  confine  the  loans 
to  these  bodies  for  purposes  of  out-door 
relief;  but  tfce  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  enable  the  Boards  to  give  not 
only  outdoor  relief,  but  to  give  employ- 
ment, and  to  have  a  discretion;  for 
Poor  Law  Guardians  well  knew  the  de- 
moralizing effect  of  giving  out-door  re- 
lief. The  labouring  men  were  perfectly 
conscious  of  that  themselves,  for  he 
heaid  deputations  of  them  say — **  We 
do  not  want  charity ;  we  want  employ- 
ment to  earn  an  honest  subsistence  for 
ourselves  and  our  families."  And  there 
was  no  doubt  that  was  by  far  the  best 
means  of  meeting  distress  without  un- 
necessary delay.  At  the  present  time 
the  BoflMs  of  Guardians  were  not  em- 
powered to  give  employment ;  thev  could 
only  give  out-door  relief;  and  he  had 
oUm  heard  Guardians  complain  during 
the  last  winter  of  the  demoraliang 
effidct  of  the  mode  of  relief,  and  that  3 
they  only  had  the  power  to  ^ve  em- 
ployment it  would  be  an  immense 
Denefit.  He  hoped  the  GKivemment 
would  think  favourably  of  his  proposal, 
which 


''It  dun  belawfalfor  the  Board  of  Works  to 
make  adTmaoes  to  boards  of  goardiaiui  and  muni- 
cipal oorponttont  in  ■ohednled  districts  on  the 
nms  terms  as  to  landlords.*' 

8o£ar  asthat  went,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
leriand  had  stated  his  unwillingness  to  ex- 
tend the  term  of  repayment  beyond  12 
years.  Yethehopedhemigfatbewillingto 


extend  the  term  beyond  12  years,  be- 
cause he  knew  in  the  case  of  baronial 
sessions  what  an  obstacle  this  had  been 
in  preventing  ratepayers  availing  them- 
selves of  the  loans.  He  hoped  the  Ohief 
Secretary  would  see  his  way  to  making 
the  term  a  little  more  near  the  con- 
dition attaching  to  loans  to  landlords ; 
and  if  he  saw  objections  to  extending  the 
term  to  so  long  as  35  years,  yet  he  might 
extend  it  to  25  years.  If  he  would  do 
that  he  would  be  adding  immensely  to 
the  boon  he  was  bestowing,  He  then 
proceeded  to  move  the  first  of  the  two 
clauses  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

New  Clause  (Power  to  Board  of 
Works  to  make  advances  to  boards  of 
euardians,  &c.)  brought  up,  and  read  a 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-  {Mr.  ViUters  Stuart) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  one  rea- 
son for  objecting  to  the  clause  was  that 
he  did  not  know  that  there  was  tiie 
money  to  meet  the  object  to  which  it 
was  directed.  The  £1,500,000  would 
be  pretty  well  swept  up  by  the  several 
charges  put  upon  it.  In  addition  to 
that,  he  tnonght  this  proposal  was  made 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year,  as  an  al- 
ternative mode  of  relief.  It  was  not 
then  adopted,  and  it  was  not  too  late,  as 
a  means  of  meeting  the  necessities  of 
the  time  between  now  and  the  harvest. 
They  were  within  five  or  six  weeks  of 
the  harvest,  and  the  clause  would  require 
at  least  two  or  three  weeks  to  come  into 
operation.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  possible  to  change  the  operation^  of 
their  machinery  now,  even  supposing 
his  hon.  Friend's  idea  was  the  best. 
Whether  it  was  the  best  or  not,  he 
(Mr.  W.  B.  Forster)  did  not  say;  but  he 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  now  to 
make  the  change.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 
It  would  appear  to  be  a  matter  that 
deserved  a  tnorongh  consideration,  if 
brought  forward  earlier ;  but  now,  cer- 
tainly, it  was  too  late  to  bring  it  forward. 

Mb.  FINIOAN  said,  as  it  was  a  veiy 
late  hour,  and  it  was  agreed  that  this 
was  an  important  new  clause,  he  thought 
the  Committee  could  not  do  better  than 
dose  the  Sitting,  and  he  would  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fro- 
gpress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(Mr.  ISniffan,) 

Me.  W.  E.  F0R8TER  said,  there  was 
only  that  clause,  and  just  one  or  two 
others,  and  he  could  hardly  suppose 
those  would  be  pressed.  Of  course,  if 
they  led  to  a  long  debate  it  would  be 
useless  to  prolong  the  Sitting;  but  he 
did  hope  it  would  be  felt  that  it  was 
too  late  now  to  introduce  the  clause. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  also  ventured 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Villiers  Stuart)  not  to  press 
the  clause.  He  did  so,  because  in  Feb- 
ruary the  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved 
an  Amendment  to  enable  advances  to  be 
made  to  Guardians  and  Municipal  Cor- 
porations on  the  same  terms  as  to  land- 
lords, for  the  purpose  of  giving  employ- 
ment, instead  of  gratuitous  reuef.  But 
the  Amendment  was  then  rejected,  and 
the  hon.  Member  must  see  it  was  too 
late  to  hope  to  carry  it. 

Mb.  PABNELL  did  not  think  the 
clause,  as  moved,  would  be  found  of  a 
workable  description.  In  order  to  set  it 
in  motion,  some  scheme  would  have  to 
be  provided.  At  all  events,  the  outlines 
of  the  scheme  would  have  to  be  em- 
bodied in  a  set  of  clauses,  for  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  set  in  motion  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  He  had  been  think- 
ing about  the  best  means  of  meeting 
the  object  of  the  clause,  and  had  in- 
tended, if  it  had  not  been  so  late  in  the 
season,  if  the  urgency  had  not  been  so 
g^eat,  and  if  they  had  not  had  other 
concessions  of  a  valuable  character  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  a  set  of  clauses  in  the 
Bill  which  would  have  enabled  the  Com- 
mittee, at  all  events,  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject properly.  However,  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  Committee  with  the 
clauses  he  had  proposed  to  move.  He 
would  have  constituted  the  county  sur- 
veyor to  assist,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Poor  Law  Bowls,  in  the  machinery  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
clause.  He  would  have  proposed  that 
power  should  be  given  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  make  advances  to  occupiers 
of  land,  and  that  they  should  borrow 
money,  to  be  so  advanced  on  the  security 
of  the  rates,  and  that  the  money  should  be 
recovered  from  occupiers  in  the  shape  of 
rates.    Therefore,  this  money  would  be 


the  first  charge  on  their  holdings.  He 
would  propose  that  the  county  survejror 
should  be  appointed  as  the  authority  for 
checking  the  Poor  Law  Boards  in  their 
allocation  of  the  advances.  That  would 
have  given  the  county  surveyor  the  veto, 
as  regarded  any  work  proposed.  He 
had  the  clauses  there ;  but  he  did  not 
propose  to  read  them,  for  he  had  aban* 
doned  all  intention  of  moving  them 
some  time  ago.  But,  in  that  way,  & 
simple  machinery  would  be  provided  fcnr 
carrying  into  effect  the  object  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Waterford  County  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart),  the  county  Burreyor 
acting  as  a  check  on  the  Poor  Law  Board, 
as  to  the  work  to  be  undertaken.  Bat 
now,  as  the  season  had  got  ao  late,  it 
would  be  useless  for  immediate  r^ef ; 
and  as  he  was  assured  that,  should  the 
distress  continue  next  winter,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Lreland  intended  to  adopt 
sweeping  measures  to  cope  with  it,  then 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing the  question  again.  He  did  not  see 
the  slightest  practical  use  ii^  persevering 
with  the  clause  now. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEK  trusted  the 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress  would  be 
withdrawn.  He  was  thankful  to  the 
Committee  for  having  sat  so  long,  and 
hoped  soon  to  relieve  them  from  farther 
effort. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  reaUy  thought  they 
ought  to  report  Progress.  There  was  no 
ground  for  going  on  longer,  and  if  they 
wanted  to  go  to  church  at  all  they  had 
better  get  to  bed.  He  believed  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford^(Mr.  Villiers  Stuart)  though,  per- 
haps, not  couched  in  the  proper  form, 
still  did  contain  a  valuable  principle. 
Amendments  might  be  found  to  it,  and 
certainly  he  thought  the  Committee 
should  consider  them.  As  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City, 
that  this  subject  had  received  a  diaoua- 
sion  in  the  last  Parliament,  and  should 
not,  therefore,  be  discussed  now,  he 
(Mr.  Biffgar)  would  only  say  that  the 
present  Parliament  represented  popular 
ideas  and  interests  which  its  predeceaaor 
did  not,  and  he  thouffht  it  obligatory 
on  a  so-called  Liberal  Government  to 
give  the  opportunity  of  another  diaous- 
sion. 

Mb.  W.  £.  FOBSTEB  said,  if  he  went 
to  church  on  the  morrow,  he  should  do 
so  with  a  clearer  oonscienoe  if  he  first 
got  the  Bill  through  Committee.     He 
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thoughttheliOD.Qentleman  wouldsee  that 
this  was  really  not  a  remarkable  olause, 
and  that  it  was  too  late  in  the  history  of 
the  distress  to  bring  this  clause  in  now.  If 
they  had  another  bad  harvest,  they 
"would  have  to  consider  this  and  muen 
more  besides.  He  hoped  also  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  would  not  be 
persevered  with.  They  were  within  a 
short  time  of  going  through  all  the 
clauses  ;  and  he  had  always  found  that  a 
Committee  haying  once  got  to  work 
appreciated  the  conyenience  of  not  leav- 
ing off  until  they  reached  a  point  for 
making  a  clear  division  of  their  labours. 

Mb.  YILLIER8  STTTAET  expressed 
liis  unwillingness  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  insertion  of  the  new  clause. 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  it  might  be  left 
until  the  time  came  for  dealing  with 
tbe  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Litmerick  (Mr.  Synan).  That  was 
the  only  other  important  clause  on 
the  Paper  with  the  exception  of  the 
"  Suspension  of  Ejectments"  Clause  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Biffgar),  which  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
thought  had  better  be  left  to  be  moved 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Government 
Land  Bill.  So  far  as  he  could  see,  the 
only  important  part  of  the  Business 
remaining  was  tne  clause  of  his  hon. 
Friend ;  but,  of  course,  if  a  discussion 
was  raised  upon  that,  they  ought  not  to 
go  on  that  night. 

Mk.  FINiaAN  said,  why  he  moved 
to  report  Progress  was  because  when 
they  asked  for  grants  for  fishery  piers, 
they  were  told  it  would  take  so  long  that 
it  would  be  useless  for  purposes  of  re- 
lief;  and  then  when  tney  asked  for 
money  for  the  tenant  farmers,  they  were 
told  it  was  too  late  for  the  relief  of 
distress,  although  they  bad  previously 
been  told  that  some  of  the  loans  ad- 
vanced to  landlords  would  not  be  ex- 
rded  for  two  or  three  years.  Beally 
could  not  understand  which  of 
these  reasons  to  believe.  It  was  simply 
because,  to  use  a  common  expression, 
''things  had  got  considerably  mixed" 
ID  the  Oommittee,  that  he  moved  to  re- 
port Progress;  but,  in  answer  to  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  Leader,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  YTTiTiTERa  STUABT  said,  he 
would  now  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
dauae. 


Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with* 
drawn. 

Colonel  COLTHUUST  said,  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice 
was  not  likely  to  provoke  dissent.  It 
was  only  to  extend  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  which  they  had  now 
to  enforce,  or  require  out-door  relief  to 
be  given  in  certain  districts  up  to  the 
31st  December  this  year,  to  extend  that 
power  up  to  the  30th  June  next  year. 
He  therefore  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clause : — 

(Grant  of  ont-door  relief.) 

* '  The  Local  Government  Board  shall,  up  to  the 
thirtieth  day  of  June  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-one,  be  entitled  to  authoriae 
the  grant  of  out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel,  or 
either,  by  order  for  the  time  and  subject  to  the 
power  of  revocation  stated  in  section  three  of 
'  The  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880,' 
and  the  said  section  three  shall  be  read  and  con- 
strued in  all  respects  as  if  the  said  thirtieth  day 
of  June  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
one  ha)d  been  there  inserted,  instead  of  the 
thirty-first  da^r  of  December  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty." 

New  Clause  (Grant  of  out-door  re- 
lief) hrought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Colonel  Colthur»t.) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
reasonable  that  the  clause  should  corre- 
spond with  the  other  portions  of  the 
Bill  which  ran  into  next  Session ;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  make  the  date  March  1st, 
instead  of  June  30th,  he  would  accept 
the  clause. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  he  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment,  and  would 
accordingly  move  the  substitution  of  the 
date  Marcm  1st  for  June  30th. 

Amendment  of  proposed  New  Clause 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  read  a  second 
time,  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
BUI. 

Mb.  synan  said,  he  had  a  new 
clause  to  propose,  which,  unless  accepted 
by  the  Government,  might  lead  to  along 
discussion ;  and,  if  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient, he  was  willing  to  let  it  stand  for 
discussion  among  the  postponed  clauses. 
He  was  quite  preparea  to  move  it  now. 
It  was  a  dause  which  was  intended  to 
amend  the  9th  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last 
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''  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  seeoad 
time."— (Ifr.  Sp^tm,) 


Session.  It  was  contained  in  the  Bill  as 
it  left  the  House  of  Commons,  but  was 
rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
clause  was  as  follows : — 

(Definition  of  improvements  under  a.  4  of  the 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870.) 

**  Whenever  by  any  award  or  otherwise  the 
rent  of  any  tenant  shall  be  increased  by  reason 
or  in  respect  of  any  works  ej^ecuted  on  his 
holding  under  the  Relief  of  Distress,  Ireland, 
Act,  1880,  then,  and  in  every  such  case,  the 
works  so  executed  shall,  so  &r  as  such  increase 
shall  be  paid  by  such  tenant  or  his  successor  in 
title,  be  deemed  to  be  improvements  made  by 
such  tenant  within  the  meaning  of  the  fourth 
section  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Irdand) 
Act,  1870." 

It  was  admitted  that  the  money  was 
given  out  of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund, 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlords,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  distress  in 
Ireland,  and,  indirectly,  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  the  agricultural  interest  of 
the  country.  Under  the  Act  as  it  stood, 
by  an  Amendment  of  his  (Mr.  Synan's), 
the  landlord  was  prevented,  if  he  had 
an  award  for  raising  rent,  from  charg^g 
the  tenant  more  under  that  award  than 
he  paid  himself;  but  that  Amendment 
would  not  prevent  a  bad  landlord  from 
serving  a  notice  to  quit,  and  evicting  his 
tenant,  unless  the  tenant  consented  to 
pay  a  greater  rent.  For  the  purpose  of 
taking  that  power  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  bad  landlord,  this  new  clause  came 
in  to  supplement  the  other  clause,  so  that 
if  a  tenant  were  disturbed  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  his  holding  he  should  be  paid 
the  value  of  his  improvements,  as  far  as 
he  had  paid  the  instalments  upon  them, 
but  no  farther.  If  he  had  paid  increased 
rent  he  was  entitled  to  the  value  of  im- 
provements, so  far  as  that  increased  rent 
went.  The  property  of  the  tenant  was 
not  protected  unless  some  such  arrange- 
ment were  made.  Probably  three- 
fourths,  or  even  nine-tenths,  of  the  Irish 
landlords  would  be  content  with  the 
award,  and  would  regard  themselves  as 
well  paid  by  having  their  rents  well 
securea.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
put  it  to  the  Government  whether  thev 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  clause,  li 
was  aocepted  by  the  previous  House  of 
Commons  and  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Lords. 

New  CHause  (Definition  of  improve- 
ments under  8.  4  of  the  Landlora  and 
Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870)  hrou^kt  up, 
and  read  a  first  time. 


Sm  H.  HEEVEY  BRUCE  thought 
there  was  no  great  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause,  because  the  tenant 
wno  had  been  paying  interest  on  his 
outlay  ought  to  receive  the  benefit  of  it; 
but  he  could  not  accept  the  wording  of 
the  clause,  because  there  was  no  appeal. 
It  said  ''that  the  rent  of  any  tenant  shall 
be  increased  by  reason."  It  did  not  saj 
who  was  to  decide. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  it  was  previoosly 
expressed  in  the  clause  ''  by  any  awaia 
or  otherwise." 

Sir  H.  HERYEY  BBUCE  said,  the 
wording  should  be  more  dear  as  to  the 
tenancy  that  was  to  be  benefited.  If  he 
read  it  aright,  a  tenant  for  one  jear 
would  be  benefited  by  that  use ;  and  if 
another  tenant  came  in  for  a  year  or  bo, 
he  also  would  be  benefited.  Some  words 
should  be  inserted  to  limit  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  to  tenancies  of  a  certain 
period. 

Mb.  GIBSON  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
H.  Herve^  Bruce)  was  perfectly  right 
in  the  pomt  he  had  taken.  A  tenant 
might  nave  the  enjoyment  for  15  or 
20  years,  until  the  improvements  ex- 
haiisted;  and  then  a  County  Court 
Judge,  under  this  clause,  might  award 
him  the  full  value.  There  was  a  dauae 
in  the  Land  Act  to  the  effect  that 
the  Judge  should  take  into  considera- 
tion the  enjoyment  that  the  tenant 
had  had;  and  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
Member  for  limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  did 
not  wish  to  withdraw  that  from  his  con* 
sideration. 

Mb.  synan  quite  agreed  with  that ; 
but  it  was  met  by  the  worda— 

'*  Sliall  be  deemed  to  be  improTemeBts  made 
by  such  tenant  within  the  xneantDg  ol  the 
fourth  section  of  'The  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870.'  '* 

Mb.  OIBSON  thought  it  would  not 
apply  to  all  tenants,  but  only  those 
existing  at  the  pasainr  of  the  Land  Act. 

Mb.  W.  K  FOBSTEB  said,  this  was 
a  matter  upon  which  it  was  neoessaij  to 
consider,  not  only  the  words  of  the 
clause,  but  what  had  already  been  done. 
He  was  in  favour  of  the  danse  when  it 
was  ori^jnally  brought  in.  He  thought 
that  in  its  general  meaning  it  was  per- 
fectly fair  and  equitable ;  and  his  only 
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doabt  about  it  would  haye  been  whether 
thej  had  any  right,  at  that  time,  to  im- 
port any  fresh  condition  into  the  con« 
tract  by  putting  the  landlord  under  a 
fresh  obhgation  to  the  tenant.  His 
difficulty  was  remoTed  when  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Qibson) 
stated  that  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
spirit  of  it;,  and,  therefore,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment,  sub- 
ject to  the  possible  alteration  which  had 
been  suggested. 

Mb.  OEBSON  said,  he  must  discharge 
himself  from  any  misunderstanding.  He 
only  came  into  the  House  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ooleraine  (Sir 
H.  Henrey  Bruce)  was  speaking,  and 
rose  at  once  to  apply  himself  to  the 
matter  he  heard  going  on.  The  clause 
was  open,  no  doubt,  to  objections ;  but 
he  preferred  takine  the  matter  as  far  as 
he  could  without  objections.  He  would 
consider  the  matter  carefully  between 
that  time  and  Report ;  and.,  of  course, 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  full  right  of 
making  any  objection  on  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 
to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Postponed  Clauses  3  and  4. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  before  coming 
to  those  clauses,  there  was  an  important 
point  to  be  settled  in  reference  to  the 
Seeds  Act.  He  belieyed  the  right  hon. 
G^tleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  undertook  to 
bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he  under- 
took to  do  BO  on  Report,  as  far  as  he 
could  recollect. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  there  was  also 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick's  (Mr. 
Synan's)  dause  as  to  limitation  of  time, 
and  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  own  little  matter 
about  the  £60,000.  He  supposed  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  did  not  intend  to 
finish  the  Committee  that  night;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  be  content  to  allow 
the  three  questions  he  had  named  to 
remain  until  the  Committee  resumed. 
He,  therefore,  now  moTed  to  report 
Prog^ress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leare  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  PenmeU.) 


Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  ask  the  Committee  to  pro* 
eeed  any  further  now. 

Mb.  PARNELL  inquired  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  move  any  other 
clauses  when  the  Committee  resumed  ? 

The  chairman  replied,  not  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  on  the  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

House  resumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  WiUiam  Edward  Forster.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  it  was  only  30 
minutes  past  12,  and  he  thought  they 
might  go  on  with  the  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  take  a  step  in 
that ;  and  there  was  also  the  Municipal 
Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill.  They  were 
both  opposed  Orders;  and  if  they  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  taking  them  noW| 
they  might  not  be  able  to  get  them  any 
other  night. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  said,  the  Go- 
yemment  clearly  pledged  themselves  that 
nothing  should  be  taken  at  that  Sitting 
but  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
(Ireland)  Bill,  and  they  were  certainly 
boimd  by  their  guarantee  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  not  now  present,  and 
must  abide  by  it. 

Mb.  CALLAN  appealed  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  wished  to  proceed  not  to 
persist  in  that  idea.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  they  were  for  the  measures  which  had 
been  mentioned ;  but  the  House  was 
honourably  bound,  and  every  individual 
Member  who  assented  to  the  undertaking 
of  the  Government  was  bound  by  it. 
Although  he  did  not  wish  to  speak 
against  proceeding  with  an  Irish  Rill, 
he  certainly  should  vote  with  the  Go- 
vernment on  that  occasion.  But  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  not  place 
himself  or  others  m  the  false  position  of 
voting  against  Bills  in  which  they  were 
interested.  He  appealed  to  them  not  to 
oppose  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :-~AjeB  43;  Noes 
22 :  Majority  21.— (Div.  List,  No.  41.) 

The  HouM  wat  adjourned  aocordin^v 

at  half  after  Twelve  o'clock 

till  Honds7  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Monday,  bth  July,  1880. 


BilN  UTES-V-PtniLic  Bills— JVr#<  Beading^ 
Inolosure  Provisional  Order  (Abbotside  Com- 
mon) *  (119) ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Orders  (Aberavon,  &c.)  •  (120). 

Second  Beading — Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)* 
^98);  Elementary  Education  (106);  Local 
Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  * 
(102). 

Committee  —  Report  —  General  Police  and  Im- 
provement  (Scotland)  Provisional  Order 
(Broughty  Ferry)  ♦  (99). 


ABMY  EDUCATION— LITEEARY  AND 
PHYSICAL  COMPETITIONS -REPORT 
OP  THE  JOINT  COMMITTEE. 

OBSERTATIONB. 

Eabl  FOETESCTJE,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Eeport  of  the  Joint 
Committee  of  the  War  Office  and  the 
Civil  Seryice  Commissioners  on  supple- 
menting the  literary  examinations  for 
the  Army  by  physical  competition,  said : 
I  am  very  glad  that  I  complied  with  the 
wishes  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Lansdowne),  some  months  ago, 
and  postponed  bringing  on  the  question 
which  I  nave  the  honour  of  now  sub- 
mitting to  your  Lordships;  for  since 
that  time  great  changes  have  taken 
place.  A  new  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  has  been  appointed,  and  I  have 
the  advantage  of  bringing  under  his 
notice,  through  my  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State,  views  which 
I  had  repeatedly  brought  in  vain  imder 
the  consideration  of  the  late  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  Not  that  I  should  have 
despaired  of  ultimately  convincing  him ; 
because  some  40  years  of  Parliamentary 
life  have  taught  me  that,  however 
resolute  the  opposition,  and  however 
positive  the  declarations  of  Ministers 
may  be  against  a  measure,  if  it  is 
founded  on  sound  principles,  is  conform- 
able to  common  sense,  and  has  the 
support  of  competent  practical  authority, 
it  will  sooner  or  later  be  carried— indeed, 
I  have  not  seldom  seen  measures  carried 
by  the  very  Ministers  who  had  before 
most  strongly  denounced  them.  As  I 
think  that  supplementing  the  present 
purely  literary  and  scientific  ezamina- 
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tions  for  oommisaons  in  what  maybe 
called  the  non-Sdentifio  Corps  of  ike 
Army  is  sound  in   principle  and  oo>a« 
formable  to  common  sense,  and  I  kncnr 
that  it  is  strongly  recommended  by  higi& 
practical    authorities,    both    civil    and 
military,    and    unofficially   by    almost 
every  officer  of  experience  with  whom 
it  has  been  my  fortune  to  converse  oa 
the  subject,    I  venture  sanemnely  to 
hope  that  this  great  practical  improve* 
ment  will  be  extended  to  the  candidates 
seeking  commissions  in  the  Cavalry  and 
Infant^,  as  it  has  long  been  partiaUj 
applied  to  candidates  seeking  commia- 
sions  in  the  Artillery  and  Engineers.   It 
should  be  remembered  that  this  recog- 
nition of  the  principle  in  the  case  of  the 
two  Scientific  Corps  is  all   the   more 
valuable  because  the  system  of  compe- 
titive examinations  for  commissiona  in 
them  gprew  up  gradually  to  meet  the 
requirements  of  the  Service;  and  waa 
not  in  any  way  the  result  of  popular 
pressure  from  without,  as  the  adoption 
of  competitive    examinations    for    the 
Cavalry  and  Infantry  must  be  allowed 
to  have  been  to  a  certain  degree,  bow- 
ever  strong  may  have  been  the  conscien- 
tious convictions  of  its  superiority  over 
Purchase  in  those  who  carried  it  into 
effect.    I  must,  therefore,  still  hold  the 
new  system  in  its  present  shape  decidedly 
crude  and  imperfect ;  though,  after  the 
noble  Lord's  (Viscount  Cardwell's)  as- 
surances, I  do  not  doubt  much  conside- 
ration was  bestowed  upon  it.    To  show 
the  superiority  of  the  old  over  the  new 
system,  riding,  which,  though  indispen- 
sable  from  me  first  in   every    H^rse 
Artillery  officer,  and,  after  attaining  a 
certain  rank,   in  every  Field  Artillery 
officer,   may  practically  hardlv  be  re- 
quired for  years  together  in  an  Engineer 
officer  employed  upon   works,  such  as 
many  of  those  which  I  have  seen  at 
Malta,  Corfu,  and  Gibraltar,  yet  counts 
for  a  number  of  marks  in  the  Woolwich 
examinations.     But  riding  is  not  more 
indispensable  from  the  first  in  a  Horse 
Artillery  than  a  Cavalry  officer,  nor,  I 
believe,  more  in  a  Field  Artillery  than 
in    an    Infantry  officer   for  a  certain 
number  of  years;    while,    as   I  have 
shown,  it  is  decidedly  less  so  in  many 
Engineer    officers.     Yet    Cavalry    and 
In&ntry  officers  can   only   obtain,    in 
competing  for  commissions,  marks  for 
literary  acquirements,  or  for  an  amoant 
of  arithmetical  and  mathematioal  know- 
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ledge,  desirable,  no  doubt,  in  itself  for 
us  all,  but  professionally  requisite  for 
tbe  ihigineer  and   Artillery  officer  to 
quit«  a  different  extent  from  what  it  is 
in  the  Infantry  or  Cavalry  officer.    This 
I  may  confidently  say,  if  the  system  be, 
CM  I  have  been  told  and  believe  ex- 
perience has  shown  it  to  be,  good  for 
the  two   Scientific  Corps,  much  more 
must  it  be  so  for  the  Cavalry  and  In- 
fantry.   Let  us  have,  at  all  events,  some 
csonsistency  and  some  regard   to  prin- 
eiple  on  this  question.    But  we  shall  be 
told  again,  I  doubt  not,  by  tiie  IJDder 
Secretary  of  State  for    War  and  the 
illustrious    Duke,    that    the    physical 
vigour  and  activity  of  the  officers  enter- 
ing under  the  present  system  are,  in 
general,   most  satisfactory.      I  do  not 
oubt  it  on  the  average ;  though  I  must 
observe  that  this  is  not  the  consequence 
of  any  encouragement  given  to  the  de- 
Telopment  of  these  qualities  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment,  but  rather  to  habits, 
tramtions,  and  sympathies  yet  lingering 
—and,  I  ho^,  lon^  yet  to  linger  in 
moderation — m  the  dass  from  which  the 
officers  of   our  Army   are    principally 
derived ;  to  a  love  of  sport  and  athletic 
exercises,  denounced,  indeed,  by  some 
Members  of  the  Oovemment  and  many 
of  its  supporters,  but  countenanced  by 
others,  and  among  them  by  my  noble 
Priend  the  Lord  Fresident,  who,  con- 
scientiously diligent  in  the  discharee  of 
his  duties,   during  his  seasons  of  re- 
laxation,  OMudet  equiB  eamhu$qM$  it — I 
will    omit    the    epithet    as     inappro- 
priate to  him — et  gramine  eampt.    But 
was  the  new  system  adopted  in  con- 
sequence of  the  proved  general  incapa- 
oity  of  our  officers  entering  or  promoted 
by  Purchase  ?    Will  anyone  stand  up 
and  declare  that  they  were  not  in  general 
highly  efficient;  that  under  their  com- 
mand   and    leading   the  British  Army 
habitually  disgraced  itself;  that,  to  say 
nothing  of  the  glories  of  the  Peninsula 
and  mtterloo,  the  British  officers  in  the 
Crimea  and  in  the  Indian   Mutiny,  in 
China  and  at  the  Bed  Kiver,  entering 
and  promoted  under  that  Purchase  system 
not  then  superseded,  did  not,  under  a 
tropical  sun  and  in  frost  and  snow.  North 
ana  South,  East  and  West,  maintain 
noUy  the  honour  of  the  British  flag? 
If  this  argument  of  the  officers  under 
the  present  system  being  good  is  to  ex- 
dudEe  any  attempt  at  improvement,  what 
justification  was  there  for  the  introduc- 


tion of  oomnetitive  examinations,  which 
Mr.  Cardwell  proposed,  and  I,  amongst 
others,   supported?    The    g^imd  was 
simply  thiB--that   though  the   officers 
under  the  Purchase  system  had  shown 
themselves  generally  good,  there  were 
solid  reasons  for  believing  that  under 
the    competitive    system  uiev,  on  the 
average,  would  be  better.    It  was  on 
this  ground  alone  that  I,  in  this  House 
and  elsewhere,  year  after  year  pressed 
for  an  improvement  in  the  present  system 
of  competitive  examinations  for  commis- 
sions.   It  was  to  ascertain  whether  it 
was  expedient  that  the  present  literary 
examination  for  the  Army  should  be  sup- 
plemented by  physical  competition  that 
the  Joint  Committee  were  appointed.  It 
was  on  this  point  that  they  reported ;  and 
it  is  to  their  unanimous  Report,  based 
upon  careful  inquiry  and  the  opinions  of 
most  competent  witnesses,  that  I  ven* 
ture  again  to  call  your  Lordships'  atten* 
tion.     Of  the  military  Members  of  the 
Committee  I  will  say  no  more  than  this 
— that  their  appointment  upon  it  ought 
to  be  taken  to  oe  conclusive  as  to  their 
eminent  qualifications.    But  of  the  civi- 
lian Members  of  the  Joint  Committee,  I 
will  remind  you   that    at    their   head 
appeared  the  honoured  name  of  Lord 
Hampton,  with  whom  I  had  the  plea- 
sure of  some  acquaintance  during  the 
many  years  I  sat  with  him  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament.  He  had  filled,  among 
other  high  Cabinet  Offices,  that  of  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  War  Department, 
and,  therefore,  was  fully  acquainted  with 
our  military  administration.     But,  more 
than  that,  his  sympathies  had  always 
been  strongly  and  markedly  with  educa- 
tion, and  he  had  shown  himself  on  that 
subject  much  in  advance  of  most  Mem- 
bers of  both  political  Parties.    I  cannot 
but  recall,  with  melancholy  satisfaction, 
that  tiie  very  last  time  I  saw  him  I  had 
some  conversation  with  him,  as  I  had 
often  before,  upon  this  very  (question ; 
and  he  kindly  promised  me  his  hearty 
aid  once  more  upon  it —  aid  which  would 
have  powerfully  supplemented  my  own 
feeble  advocacy  of  a  thoroughly  good 
cause.    Sir    George    Dasent's  eminent 
ability  and  high  culture  are  too  well 
known  to  require  my  dwelling  on  them ; 
and  Mr.  Walrond,  though  he  enioys  a 
less  extended  reputation,  is  most  highly 
spoken   of  by    those  who  know  him. 
iJiese    are    the    high  authorities   who 
unanimously  agreed  to  the  Beport  which 
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I  hold  in  my  band.  But  they  did  not 
base  it  merely  on  their  own  opinion. 
They  inquired  as  to  the  views  of  21 
heads  of  the  most  eminent  large  educa- 
tional establishments.  Ofthese  21  highly 
qualified  witnesses,  only  3  of  whom 
could  be  supposed  to  have  any  military 

SrejudicOy  15  were  favourable  to  the  ad- 
itional  examinations  proposed,  and  of 
these  9  were  most  s&ongly  so,  and 
among  them  the  Commandant  of  the 
Staff  College,  General  Napier,  and  the 
Governor  of  Sandhurst,  Sir  Archibald 
Alison ;  3  only  were  strongly  opposed  to 
it,  among  whom  was  the  Governor  of 
Woolwich,  Sir  John  Adye.  Of  the  re- 
maining  3,  2  wrote  rather  doubtfully, 
and  1  was  in  favour  of  a  qualifying,  in- 
stead of  a  competitive,  examination.  The 
letters  of  these  high  educational  autho- 
rities, 18  of  them  ex  hypotheti  of  hiffh 
literary  attainments,  are  given  in  the 
Appendix  to  the  Beport ;  and  I  must  say 
the  superiority  in  argument  of  most  of 
the  15  favourable  ones  was  as  striking 
to  me  as  their  superiority  in  number  to 
the  8  unfavourable  ones ;  while  the  care- 
ful consideration  of  the  whole  subject,  its 
practical  difficulties  and  the  wayofover- 
comiug  them,  the  moderation  and  excel- 
lent good  sense  of  the  whole  Report, 
must,  I  think,  strike  everyone  who  reads 
it.    They  say — 

''On  the  general  question  of  the  proposed 
addition  wo  apprehend  there  can  be  httle  dif- 
ference of  opinion.  Whether  regard  be  had  to 
the  direct  utility  of  ph^cal  vigour  in  the  dis- 
charge of  military  duties,  or  to  its  importance 
as  connected  with  valuable  mental  and  moral 
qualities,  we  entertain  no  doubt  that  some  ac- 
count should  be  taken  of  it  in  Uiese  examina- 
tions, provided  the  value  set  upon  it  be  not  such 
as  to  aepredate  superior  intellectual  alnlity ,  that 
proper  tests  can  be  agreed  upon,  and  that  satis- 
factory means  can  be  found  of  applying  those 
tests." 

I  have  heard  it  said  that  as  there  are 
some  600  or  700  candidates  for  commis- 
sions at  each  examination,  the  number 
of  candidates  for  the  physical  competi- 
tion would  render  the  scheme  unwork- 
able. But  the  Beport  proves  that  the 
Committee  had  anticipated  and  satisfac- 
torily met  that  objection.  Further  on, 
they  say  that  in  competitions— 

"  It  is  commonly  found  that  below  the  degree 
of  superior  merit,  and  on  each  side  of  the  line 
wbich  separates  the  successful  from  the  unsuc- 
cessful, there  occurs  a  long  list  of  candidates 
showing  a  comparative  level  of  mediocrity ;  and 
we  consider  that  no  undue  weight  will  be  given 
to  physical  exceUenoe  if  it  b«  allowed  pt»oti. 

JEWr/  ForUieui 


caUy  to  decide  the  qnestioa  of  snooesi  or  fubfft 
among  candidates  of  this  class.  ....  In  these 
exammations,  at  which  about  100  candidates  art 
usually  selected,  the  average  differoMse  beiwMa 
the  60th  and  the  160th  is  about  1,000 


It  is  dear,  from  their  B^>ort,  that  the 
Joint  Committee  contemplated  for  these 
physical  examinations,  which  were  to  be 
purely  voluntary,  rules  which  would  cer- 
tainly keep  the  number  of  oompetiton 
in  this  supplementary  examination  well 
below  100--a  number  which  I  oaanot 
for  a  moment  believe  it  would  be  found 
practically  difficult  to  examine  as  pro- 
posed by  the  Joint  Committee.  Andy  now, 
do  not  let  it  be  said  that  I  am  a  wild 
enthusiast  about  athletics,  and  at  all 
indifferent  to  book-learning.  I  think 
that,  as  regards  athletic  games  and  ex- 
ercises, the  fashion  at  present  runs  to  a 
mischievous  and  absurd  excess.  Theenor^ 
mous  crowd,  for  instance — ^very  di£br«it 
from  that  in  my  earlier  days — ^of  late 
years  assembled  to  see  22  boys  play  a 
game  at  cricket,  affords,  in  my  opinion,  a 
ridiculous,  not  to  say  humiliating,  spec- 
tide.  I  have  done  much  more  and 
worked  much  harder  for  many  years  in 
the  promotion  of  book-learning.  I  had 
offered  an  annual  prise  for  modem  lan- 
guages at  Harrow  years  before  I  gave 
some  champion  cups  for  excellence  in 
various  games  and  athletic  exerdses  to 
be  annually  contended  for  there.  I  was 
one  of  the  founders,  and  have  been  one 
of  the  trustees  and  directors,  for  more 
than  20  years,  of  the  Devon  County 
School,  the  first  middle-class  county 
school  established  in  England,  and  have 
taken  an  active  part  ever  since  both  in 
that  and  in  Cavendish  College  at  Cam- 
bridge. It  is  my  deep  interest  in  the 
Army,  and  my  desire  to  see  its  effidenoy 
promoted,  which  alone  have  prompted 
me,  year  after  year,  to  bring  the  sutnecC 
before  your  Lordships.  I  supported;  by 
my  vote  the  abolition  of  Purchase.  The 
competitive  system  substituted,  professed 
to  be  based  on  the  sound  principle  that, 
as  the  number  of  candidates  for  commis- 
sions gpreatly  exceeded  the  number  of 
commissions  to  be  disposed  of,  it  was 
desirable  for  the  country  to  secure  the 
best  of  those  candidates  for  the  service. 
But,  then,  that  principle  has  been  very 
imperfectly  earned  out.  And  though, 
not  at  all  thanks  to  that  system,  I  quite 
allow  that  under  it,  as  under  the  super- 
seded Purchase  system,  pretty  satis- 
factory  results  are  obtained,  I  ooatend — 
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and  in  this  I  am  supported  by  the  con- 
onrrent  opinion  of  almost  every  officer 
"whom  I  have  talked  with  on  the  subject, 
from  Field  Marshals  down  to  subalterns, 
of  the  highest  educational  authorities, 
and;  I  must  add,  by  the  general  common 
sense  of  the  public— that  a  better  system 
might  be  introduced,  which  would  secure 
all  the  good  results  of  the  present 
system  without  any  of  its  inherent 
disadvantages,  of  which  examples  from 
time  to  time,  though,  I  admit,  not  very 
flagrant  ones,  are  seen.  Mr.  CardweU 
said,  '*Let  us  have  the  most  learned 
officers  we  can  get,  provided  they  pass 
a  medical  examination ; "  which  I  know, 
on  excellent  authority,  was  some  time 
ago  far  ^m  a  severe  one.  I  say.  Let 
us  have  the  best  men  all  round,  intel- 
lectually and  physically,  as  far  as  com- 
petitive examination  can  enable  us  to 
test  them.  And  do  not  let  us  be  told 
that,  if  riding  is  one  of  the  subjects,  in- 
justice will  be  done  to  the  sons  of 
parents  who  cannot  afford  to  mount  their 
ions.  The  object  is  not  to  secure  a 
good  race,  but  the  best  winners.  As  I 
aaid  once  before,  in  taking  servants  our- 
selves, we  look  to  their  qualifications 
for  the  work  they  have  to  do ;  we  do  not 
ask  what  facilities  for  obtaining  the  re- 
quisite training  they  had  enjoyed.  As 
tnere  may  be,  and  in  past  times  has 
been,  an  unfair  preference  for  favoured 
families  in  military  as  well  as  civil  ap- 
pointments, so  there  may  be  an  unfair 
preference  for  less  qualified  over  better 
qualified  candidates  for  the  Army  under 
a  false  plea  of  fair  play.  All  we  have 
to  look  to  is  obtaining  the  best  article 
we  can  for  our  money,  without  giving 
any  unfair  protection  to  inferior  ar- 
ticles, because  they  happen  to  be  of 
the  middle  instead  of  the  higher  class. 
A  fair  field  and  no  favour  is  the  sound 
pinciple.  If  riding,  which  is  a  very 
important  one,  be,  which  I  do  not 
beueve,  such  a  very  costly  accomplish- 
ment to  acquire,  let  the  country  have 
the  advantage  of  officers  who  have 
become  efficient  in  it  at  no  expense  to 
the  Treasury.  Do  not  us  have  in  these 
days  a  disguised  Protection  for  in- 
feriority in  qualifications,  a  dap-trap 
favouritism  to  the  relatives  of  middle- 
class  constituents.  I  have  been  for  40 
years  a  Free  Trader,  and  I  protest 
ag^ainst  Protection  to  high  or  low, 
nuddle  class  or  wage  dass.  In  conclu- 
sioa,  I  will  very  shortly  recapitulate  the 

TOL.  OOTiTTT,    [thibd  sbbixs.] 


argument  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Beport  of  the  Joint  Committee.  I 
protest  against  this  imperfect  scheme  of 
yesterday — a  quite  recent  innovation — 
being  treated  as  if  it  were  a  time- 
honoured  institution,  not  to  be  touched 
without  hazard  by  any  innovating  hand, 
when  the  secular  system  of  Purchase, 
though  it  had  worked  well,  had  been 
superseded  by  the  competitive  system, 
because  that  was  expected  to  work 
better.  Secondly,  I  protest  against  the 
bugbear  of  hopeless  impractibUity  being 
raised  against  the  additional  examina- 
tion recommended  by  the  Joint  Com* 
mittee,  when  they  indicate  so  plainly 
how  easy  and  practicable  would  oe  the 
means  of  carrying  it  out  with  regard  to 
the  limited  number  of  candidates  which 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with.  Thirdly, 
I  protest  against  the  iraorant  taUc 
of  literary  and  educational  enthusiasts 
about  the  supreme  importance  of  book- 
learning  and  high  intellectual  culture, 
and  the  unimportance  of  physical 
strength  and  activity  in  officers — placing 
a  knowledge  of  Chaucer  above  skill  in 
riding,  and  a  knowledge  of  Lucretius 
above  swimming.  Fourthly,  I  protest 
against  a  bounty  being  given  at  the 
expense  of  the  countxy  to  the  less 
wealthy  in  the  shape  of  the  admission 
to  the  Army  of  candidates  of  their  class 
giving  less  promise  of  future  efficiency 
as  officers,  in  the  place  of  candidates 
from  a  ridier  class  giving  greater  pro- 
mise of  effidency  as  officers.  Let  the 
country  get  the  best  officers  it  can  for 
its  money ;  not  merely  the  most  learned, 
but  the  best  officers  all  round — as  far  as 
these  can  be  tested  and  selected  by  ex- 
amination.        

LoBD  DOItOHESTEB  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  views 
of  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Earl  Fortescue).  The  subject  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion was  of  the  utmost  importance  and 
deserved  every  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships,  and  he 
believed  that  there  was  no  tribunal 
better  qualified  to  five  an  opinion  on 
the  subject  than  their  Lordships' House. 
In  addition  to  the  Beport  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  alluded,  there  was 
another,  the  Beport  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee  on  the  Organization  of  the 
Army,  which  he  regretted  had  not 
been  presented.  That  Beport  was 
sore  to  ooze  out  through   tne  news- 

3  F 
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papers.  He  thought  it  ought  to  be 
produced.  

Earl  GEANVILLE  rose  to  Order, 
and  suggested  to  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
was  irregular  to  allude  to  a  Beport  not 
before  the  House,  and  which  was  on  a 
subject  not  before  the  House. 

iiOBD  DOECHESTER  said,  he  ac- 
cepted the  noble  Earl's  apology.  [^Much 
laughter,']  He  begged  pardon — ^he 
bowed  to  his  reproof;  but  he  might  add 
that  he  believed  the  Eeport  to  which  he 
had  alluded  would  throw  much  light  on 
,the  matter.  He  begged  to  support  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Fortescue)  in  every 
observation  he  had  made.  Good  riding 
was,  of  course,  indispensable  in  the 
Cavalry ;  but  he  held,  from  his  own  ex- 
perience of  25  years,  that  it  was  highly 
useful  to  Infantry  officers  and  to  Naval 
officers  also.  [Laughter. ]  He  repeated 
that  it  was  useful  for  Naval  officers,  who 
occasionally  might  have  to  ride  with 
despatches  across  a  strange  country.  It 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  a  dis- 
tinguished member  of  the  Naval  Profes- 
sion had  obtained  great  credit  in  the 
Crimea  for  carrying  despatches  on  horse- 
back in  an  enemy's  country. 

YiscouNT  ENFIELD  said,  that  as 
his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fortescue)  had 
alluded  to  the  Eeport  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, he  wished  to  explain,  as  repre- 
senting the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
that  the  Commissioners  saw  no  para- 
mount difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  physical 
competition  in  the  case  of  candidates  for 
the  Army ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
felt  that  unless  they  should  be  ade- 
quately supported  in  that  view  not 
only  by  the  authorities  at  the  Horse 
Guards  and  the  War  Office,  but  also 
by  public  opinion  outside  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  no  steps  ought  to  be  taken 
by  them.  If  they  were  asked  to  do  so, 
they  were  perfectly  ready  to  carry  out 
such  alterations  in  the  examinations  for 
entrance  to  the  Army  as  would  secure 
a  mixture  of  physical  competition  with 
other  subjects  now  required  of  candi- 
dates. The  inquiry  originated  in  this 
way.  On  the  20th  of  December,  1877, 
Lord  Hampton  made  a  private  sugges- 
tion on  this  subject  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  Soon  after  the  CivU 
Service  Commissioners,  through  tiieir 
Secretary,  wrote  to  the  Director  General 
of  Military  Education,  assenting  to  a 
conference  on  the  subject,  as  suggested 
by  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy,  the  then  Se- 

Lord  Dorchester 


cretaiy  of  State  for  War.  In  February, 
1878,  the  Joint  Committee  met  m 
Cannon  Eow  —  Lord  Hampton,  Sir 
George  Dasent,  and  Mr.  Walrond,  as 
Civil  Service  Commissioners;  the  Director 
General  of  Military  Education  (lieu- 
tenant General  Beauchamp  Walker), 
the  Assistant  Military  Secretary  (Major 
General  E.  B.  Hawley),  and  the  Assis- 
tant Adjutant  General  (Colonel  G.  R 
Greaves),  representing  we  military  au- 
thorities. Ireviously  to  making  their 
Eeport,  which  they  did  on  the  26th  of 
April,  1878,  the  Joint  Committee  circu- 
lated questions  on  the  subject  of  their 
inquiry  to  General  W.  C.  E.  Napier, 
Governor  of  the  Eoyal  Military  GoUege 
at  Sandhurst ;  Major  General  Sir  John 
Miller  Adye,  Governor  of  the  Eoyal 
Military  Academy  at  Woolwich ;  Majcnr 
General  Sir  Arcmbald  Alison,  Gtivemor 
of  the  Staff  College  at  Aldershot ;  and 
to  the  head  masters  of  these  18  public 
schools  —  Charterhouse,  Cheltenham, 
Clii^n,  Dulwich,  Eton,  Harrow,  Hailey- 
bury,  Malvern,  Marlborough,  Merchant 
Taylor's,  Eepton,  Eugby,  Sherborne, 
St.  Paul's,  Westminster,  Wellington 
College,  Winchester,  and  Uppingham. 
He  thought  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
out  of  the  replies  received  &om  the  21 
military  and  civil  authorities  thus  con- 
sulted, 14  were  variously  though  not 
wholly  favourable  to  the  proj^sed 
scheme,  and  that  while  those  distin- 
p;uished  persons  who  were  favourable  to 
it  thought  with  the  Joint  Committee  that 
there  would  be  an  advantage  in  having 
a  physical  as  well  as  a  literaiy  exami- 
nation, they,  as  well  as  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, were  of  opinion  that  the  form^ 
ought  not  to  be  compulsory.  The  sub- 
jects recommended  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee for  physical  competition  were 
riding,  wafidng,  runnmg,  leaping, 
swimming,  and  gymnastics;  but  they 
recommended  that  the  candidate  should 
only  be  at  liberty  to  select  three  out  of 
the  six  subjects,  and  that  the  maximum 
number  of  marks  for  them  should  be 
1,200.  The  Eeport  of  the  Committee 
was  sent  in  on  uie  26th  of  April,  1878, 
and  on  the  28th  of  the  same  monih  an- 
other conference  was  held  between  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  and  the 
War  Office  Eepresentativee ;  but  nothing 
definite  was  agreed  upon,  the  Givu 
Service  Commissioners  not  regarding 
themselves  as  having  any  authority  to 
undertake  examinations  under  the  pro- 
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posed  echeme,  except  in  the  circumstances 
he  had  already  indicated.  There  was 
this  Memorandum — 

"  At  a  meetiii^  held  at  the  Office  of  the  Civil 
Service  Gonnniasion  on  May  28,  1878,  in  pursu- 
ance of  a  letter  from  the  Director  General  of 
Milituy  Education,  dated  the  24th  of  that 
month — ^present,  Lord  Hampton,  Lieutenant 
Gtoeral  Walker,  Sir  George  Dasent,  Mr. 
Walrond — G^eral  Walker  having,  after  some 
preliminary  discussion,  suggested  that  the  Com- 
missioners should  put  themselves  in  communica- 
tion with  such  persons  as  they  mi^ht  think  fit 
with  the  view  of  settling  the  method  of  carrying 
out  the  proposed  physical  competitions  for  the 
Army,  the  Commissioners  stated  that  they  did 
not  regard  themselves  as  having  authority  at 
present  to  take  any  action  in  the  matter,  but 
that  they  would  be  quite  willing  to  undertake 
the  arrangement  and  superintendence  of  such 
examinations  if  informed  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Field  Marshal  Command- 
ing-in-Chief  that  they  should  do  so,  and  Gkneral 
Walker  was  requested  to  report  to  His  Royal 
Highness  accordingly." 

From  the  28th  of  May,  1878,  nothing 
more  was  done  in  the  matter  till  the  28th 
of  February,  1 879,  when  his  noble  Friend 
brought  it  under  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House.  On  that  occasion,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  Commander-in-Chief  and 
the  then  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Viscount  Bury)  were  not  favour- 
able to  the  proposed  alterations.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  said — 


''  It  was  true  that  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  at 
first  disposed  to  carry  out  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee ;  out  on  considering  it,  and 
taking  the  opinion  of  military  authorities,  he 
found  that  difficulties  of  an  insurmountable 
nature  presented  themselves  against  giving  efifect 
to  it,  and  therefore  he  woiild  not  advise  the 
Qovemment  or  Parliament  to  endeavour  to  carry 
it  out."— [3  Hansard,  ccxliii.  1951.] 

The  illustrious  Duke  said,  in  the  same 
debate^ 

''  He  felt  strongly  with  noble  Lords  who  had 
addressed  the  House  ;  but  he  must  honestly  con- 
fess that  when  he  came  to  the  question  of  bring- 
ing the  proposed  system  into  practice,  he  found 
it  would  be  utterly  imi)0S8ible  to  do  so^he  did 
not  himself  see  how  it  could  be  done ;  and  two 
distinguished  officers,  who  signed  the  Report, 
being  present  when  the  question  was  further 
discussed,  could  not  give  any  plan  as  to  how 
their  own  recommendation  coula  be  carried  out. 
If  the  recommendation  should  be  adopted,  it 
would  change  the  whole  present  system  of  edu- 
cation, and  changing  the  whole  system  was  an 

extremely  grave  matter There  might  be 

very  good  grounds  for  doing  this,  and  possibly 
there  might  be  f oimd  a  reason  for  combining 
the  two  tibings ;  but,  he  and  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  War  Office  having  given  every  consideration 
to  the  matter,  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible 


I  to  combine  the  two  things The  other  day 

his  representative.  General  Lyons,  the  Quarter- 
master General,  went  down  to  Sandhurst,  and 
he  said  that  he  never  saw  a  finer  or  a  better  set 

of  young  men  than  he  saw  there He 

(the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  himself  had  also  been 
struck  with  the  qualiflcations  of  the  youne: 
men.''— [iJiVf.  1592-3.] 

After  those  two  speeches,  the  Civil 
Service  Commissioners  did  not  think  it 
right  to  take  any  step  in  the  matter, 
though  they  were  not  opposed  to  the 
proposed  changes,  if  the  Horse  Guards 
and  the  War  Office  authorities  thought 
them  desirable  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Army.  He  (Viscoimt  Enfield),  however, 
believed  he  was  correct  in  stating  that 
the  late  Secretary  for  War  and  the 
Commander-in-Chief  were  opposed  to 
any  action  being  taken  in  the  matter. 
For  himself,  he  did  not  see  how  the 
scheme  could  be  worked  out.  A  better 
class  of  younff  men  than  they  obtained 
at  present  could  not  be  had.  The  Com- 
missioners themselves  deprecated  the 
continually  stirring  up  of  tnis  question, 
which  only  unsettled  the  minds  of 
parents  of  candidates  and  of  tutors,  who 
did  not  know  what  alterations  in  the 
system  of  Army  examinations  might  be 
contemplated.  Besides,  all  history  and 
all  experience  showed  that  it  was  quite 
possible  to  combine  the  highest  military 
education  and  knowledge  even  with  a 
somewhat  deficient  physical  exterior. 
He  begged  to  remind  his  noble  Friend 
that  Lord  Macaulay,  referring  to  the 
Battle  of  Neerwinden,  mentioned — 

**  The  hunchbacked  dwarf  who  urged  forward 
the  fiery  onset  of  France,  and  the  asthmatic 
skeleton  who  covered  the  slow  retreat  of 
England.*' 

No  doubt,  physical  qualifications  were 
of  great  importance;  but  he  thought 
that  if  the  preliminary  private  medical 
examination  which  preceded  the  literary 
examination  was  fairly  carried  out,  in 
all  probability  no  officer  physically  in- 
competent could  be  admitted  into  the 
Army ;  and  that  if  it  were  a  real  and 
a  tolerably  stringent  one,  the  test  of 
physical  competence  for  entering  the 
Army  would  be  solved  in,  perhaps,  a 
more  satisfactory  manner  than  by  making 
the  candidates  run,  jump,  swim,  or  ride, 
as  the  noble  Earl  wished.  At  the  same 
time,  his  Colleagues  and  himself  were 
only  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
military  authorities  and  the  public  in  a 
matter  of  such  vital  interest  to  the  future 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Fro- 
greas,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  Finigan.) 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEK  said,  there  was 
only  that  clause,  and  just  one  or  two 
others,  and  he  could  hardly  suppose 
those  would  be  pressed.  Of  course,  if 
they  led  to  a  long  debate  it  would  be 
useless  to  prolong  the  Sitting;  but  he 
did  hope  it  would  be  felt  that  it  was 
too  late  now  to  introduce  the  clause. 

Colonel  GOLTHUEST  also  ventured 
to  ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Villiers  Stuart)  not  to  press 
the  clause.  He  did  so,  because  in  f*eb- 
ruary  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  moved 
an  Amendment  to  enable  advances  to  be 
made  to  Quardians  and  Municipal  Cor- 
porations on  the  same  terms  as  to  land- 
lords, for  the  purpose  of  giving  employ- 
ment, instead  of  gratuitous  relief.  But 
the  Amendment  was  then  rejected,  and 
the  hon.  Member  must  see  it  was  too 
late  to  hope  to  carry  it. 

Mb.  FAENELL  did  not  think  the 
clause,  as  moved,  would  be  found  of  a 
workable  description.  In  order  to  set  it 
in  motion,  some  scheme  would  have  to 
be  provided.  At  all  events,  the  outlines 
of  the  scheme  would  have  to  be  em- 
bodied in  a  set  of  clauses,  for  it  would 
be  quite  impossible  to  set  in  motion  the 
clause  as  it  stood.  He  had  been  think- 
ing about  the  best  means  of  meeting 
the  object  of  the  clause,  and  had  in- 
tended, if  it  had  not  been  so  late  in  the 
season,  if  the  urgency  had  not  been  so 
great,  and  if  they  had  not  had  other 
concessions  of  a  valuable  character  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  had  in- 
tended to  move  a  set  of  clauses  in  the 
Bill  which  would  have  enabled  the  Com- 
mittee, at  all  events,  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject properly.  However,  he  did  not 
wish  to  detain  the  Committee  with  the 
clauses  he  had  proposed  to  move.  He 
would  have  constituted  the  county  sur- 
veyor to  assist,  in  conjunction  with  the 
Poor  Law  Boards,  in  the  machinery  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
clause.  He  would  have  proposed  that 
power  should  be  given  to  Boards  of 
Guardians  to  make  advances  to  occupiers 
of  land,  and  that  they  should  borrow 
money,  to  be  so  advanced  on  the  security 
of  the  rates,  and  that  the  money  should  be 
recovered  ^om  occupiers  in  the  shape  of 
rates.    Therefore,  this  money  would  be 


the  first  charge  on  their  holdings.  He 
would  propose  that  the  county  surveyor 
should  be  appointed  as  the  authority  for 
checking  the  Poor  Law  Boards  in  their 
allocation  of  the  advances.  That  would 
have  given  the  county  surveyor  the  veto, 
as  regarded  any  work  proposed.  He 
had  uie  clauses  there;  but  he  did  not 
propose  to  read  them,  for  he  had  aban- 
doned all  intention  of  moving  them 
some  time  ago.  But,  in  that  way,  a 
simple  machinery  would  be  provided  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  object  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  County  (Mr. 
Villiers  Stuart),  the  county  surveyor 
acting  as  a  check  on  the  Poor  Law  Boara, 
as  to  the  work  to  be  undertaken.  But 
now,  as  the  season  had  got  so  late,  it 
would  be  useless  for  immediate  relief; 
and  as  he  was  assured  that,  should  the 
distress  continue  next  winter,  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Lreland  intended  to  adopt 
sweeping  measures  to  cope  with  it,  then 
there  would  be  an  opportunity  of  rais- 
ing the  question  again.  He  diid  not  see 
the  slightest  practical  use  io^  persevering 
with  the  clause  now. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  trusted  the 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress  would  be 
withdrawn.  He  was  thankful  to  the 
Committee  for  having  sat  so  long,  and 
hoped  soon  to  relieve  them  £rom  fuiher 
effort. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  reaUy  though^  they 
ought  to  report  Progpress.  There  was  no 
ground  for  going  on  longer,  and  if  they 
wanted  to  go  to  church  at  all  thev  had 
better  get  to  bed.  He  believed  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Water- 
ford^(Mr.  Villiers  Stuart)  though,  per- 
haps, not  couched  in  the  proper  form, 
still  did  contain  a  valuable  principle. 
Amendments  might  be  found  to  it,  and 
certainly  he  thought  the  Committee 
should  consider  them.  As  to  the  ail- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City, 
that  this  subject  had  received  a  discus- 
sion in  the  last  Parliament,  and  should 
not,  therefore,  be  discussed  now,  he 
(Mr.  Biggar)  would  only  say  that  the 
present  Parliament  represented  popular 
ideas  and  interests  which  its  preoeceaaor 
did  not,  and  he  thought  it  obligatory 
on  a  so-called  Liberal  Government  to 
give  the  opportunity  of  another  discus- 
sion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  if  he  went 
to  church  on  the  morrow,  he  should  do 
so  with  a  clearer  conscience  if  he  first 
got  the  Bill  through  Oommittoe.     He 
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tlioughtthelioii.Qentlemanwouldseetliat 
this  was  really  not  a  remarkable  clause, 
and  that  it  was  too  late  in  the  history  of 
the  distress  to  bring  this  clause  in  now.  If 
they  had  another  bad  harvest,  they 
would  have  to  consider  this  and  much 
more  besides.  He  hoped  also  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  would  not  be 
persevered  with.  They  were  within  a 
short  time  of  going  through  all  the 
clauses  ;  and  he  nad  always  found  that  a 
Committee  having  once  got  to  work 
appreciated  the  convenience  of  not  leav- 
ing off  until  they  reached  a  point  for 
making  a  clear  division  of  their  labours. 
Mr.  yiLUERS  STUAET  expressed 
his  unwillingness  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  the  insertion  of  the  new  clause. 
Mr.  PABNELL  said,  it  might  be  left 
until  the  time  came  for  dealing  with 
the  clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Limerick  (Mr.  Synan).  That  was 
the  only  other  important  clause  on 
the  Paper  with  the  exception  of  the 
"  Suspension  of  Ejectments"  Clause  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cavan 
(Mr.  Bi^gar),  which  he  (Mr.  Pamell) 
thought  had  better  be  left  to  be  moved 
as  an  Amendment  to  the  Government 
liand  Bill.  So  far  as  he  could  see,  the 
only  important  part  of  the  Business 
remaining  was  the  clause  of  his  hon. 
Friend ;  but,  of  course,  if  a  discussion 
was  raised  upon  that,  they  ought  not  to 
go  on  that  night. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  said,  why  he  moved 
to  report  Progress  was  because  when 
they  asked  for  grants  for  fishery  piers, 
they  were  told  it  would  take  so  long  that 
it  would  be  useless  for  purposes  of  re- 
lief ;  and  then  when  tney  asked  for 
money  for  the  tenant  farmers,  they  were 
told  it  was  too  late  for  the  relief  of 
distress,  although  they  bad  previously 
been  told  that  some  of  the  loans  ad- 
vanced to  landlords  would  not  be  ex- 
E ended  for  two  or  three  years.  Beally 
e  could  not  understand  which  of 
these  reasons  to  believe.  It  was  simply 
because,  to  use  a  common  expression, 
''things  had  got  considerably  mixed" 
in  the  Oommittee,  that  he  moved  to  re- 
port Progress;  but,  in  answer  to  the 
appeal  of  his  hon.  Leader,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leavoi  withdrawn, 

Mb.  YILLIERS  STUART  said,  he 
would  now  ask  leave  to  withdraw  the 
clause. 


Motion  and  Clause,  by  leave,  with' 
drawn. 

Colonel  COLTHTJHST  said,  the 
clause  of  which  he  had  g^ven  Notice 
was  not  likely  to  provoke  dissent.  It 
was  only  to  extend  to  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  that  which  they  had  now 
to  enforce,  or  require  out-door  relief  to 
be  given  in  certain  districts  up  to  the 
3l6t  December  this  year,  to  extend  that 
power  up  to  the  80th  June  next  year. 
He  therefore  moved  the  insertion  of  the 
following  clause : — 

(Grant  of  ont-door  relief.) 

■  *  The  Local  Goyemment  Board  shall,  up  to  the 
thirtieth  day  of  Jane  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eighty-one,  be  entitled  to  authorise 
the  grant  of  out-door  relief  in  food  and  fuel,  or 
either,  by  order  for  the  time  and  subject  to  the 
power  of  revocation  stated  in  section  three  of 
*  The  Belief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  ISSO,' 
and  the  said  section  three  shall  be  read  and  con- 
strued in  all  respects  as  if  the  said  thirtieth  day 
of  June  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty- 
one  had  been  there  inserted,  instead  of  the 
thirty-first  da^r  of  December  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  eighty.'' 

New  Clause  (Ghrant  of  out-door  re- 
lief) brought  up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Colonel  ColthursL) 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
reasonable  that  the  clause  should  corre- 
spond with  the  other  portions  of  the 
Bill  which  ran  into  next  Session ;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  make  the  date  March  1st, 
instead  of  June  30th,  he  would  accept 
the  clause. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  said,  he  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment,  and  would 
accordingly  move  the  substitution  of  the 
date  Marcm  1st  for  June  30th. 

Amendment  of  proposed  New  Clause 
agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  read  a  second 
time,  and  ordered  to  stand  part  of  the 
BUI. 

Mb.  synan  said,  he  had  a  new 
clause  to  propose,  which,  unless  accepted 
by  the  Oovemment,  might  lead  to  a  long 
discussion ;  and,  if  it  would  be  more  con- 
venient, he  was  willing  to  let  it  stand  for 
discussion  among  the  postponed  clauses. 
He  was  quite  prepared  to  move  it  now. 
It  wcus  a  clause  which  was  intended  to 
amend  &e  9th  clause  of  the  Bill  of  last 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time.''— (Ifr.  8yn4n.) 

Sm  H.  HEEVEY  BRUCE  thought 
there  was  no  great  objection  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause,  because  the  tenant 
who  had  been  paying  interest  on  his 
outlay  ought  to  receive  the  benefit  of  it; 
but  he  could  not  accept  the  wording  of 
the  clause,  because  there  was  no  appeal. 
It  said  *'  that  the  rent  of  any  tenant  shall 
be  increased  by  reason."  It  did  not  say 
who  was  to  decide. 

Mb.  SYNAN  said,  it  was  previously 
expressed  in  the  clause  **  by  any  awara 
or  otherwise." 

Sib  H.  HEBYEY  BBUCE  said,  the 
wording  should  be  more  clear  as  to  the 
tenancy  that  was  to  be  benefited.  If  he 
read  it  aright,  a  tenant  for  one  year 
woijdd  be  benefited  by  that  use ;  and  if 
another  tenant  came  in  for  a  year  or  so, 
he  also  would  be  benefited,  oome  words 
should  be  inserted  to  limit  the  opera* 
tion  oi  the  Bill  to  tenancies  of  a  certain 
period. 

Mb.  QIBSON  thought  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Coleraine  (Sir 
H.  Herye^  Bruce)  was  perfectiy  right 
in  the  point  he  had  taken.  A  tenant 
might  have  the  enjoyment  for  15  or 
20  years,  until  the  improvements  ex- 
haiisted;  and  then  a  County  Court 
Judge,  under  this  clause,  might  award 
him  the  full  value.  There  was  a  clause 
in  the  Land  Act  to  the  effect  that 
the  Judge  should  take  into  considera- 
tion  the  enjoyment  that  the  tenant 
had  had;  and  he  was  sure  the  hon. 
Member  for  limerick  (Mr.  Synan)  did 
not  wish  to  withdraw  that  from  his  con« 
sideration. 

Mb.  synan  quite  agreed  with  that; 
but  it  was  met  by  the  worda— 

*'  Shall  he  deemed  to  he  impxx>vements  made 
by  such  tenant  within  the  meaning  of  the 
fourth  section  of  'The  Landlord  and  Tenant 
(Ireland)  Act,  1870.' " 

Mb.  GIBSON  thought  it  would  not 
apply  to  all  tenants,  but  only  those 
existing  at  thepassing  of  the  Land  Act. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0B8TEB  said,  this  was 
a  matter  upon  which  it  was  necessaiy  to 
consider,  not  only  the  words  of  the 
clause,  but  what  had  already  been  done. 
He  was  in  favour  of  the  clause  when  it 
was  ori^ally  brought  in.  He  thought 
that  in  its  general  meaning  it  was  per- 
fectly  fair  and  equitable ;  and  his  only 


Session.  It  was  contained  in  the  Bill  as 
it  left  the  House  of  Commons,  but  was 
rejected  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The 
clause  was  as  follows : — 

(Definition  of  improvements  under  8.  4  of  the 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Act,  1870.) 

**  Whenever  by  any  award  or  otherwise  the 
rent  of  anj  tenant  shall  be  increased  by  reason 
or  in  respect  of  any  works  ei^ecuted  on  his 
holding  under  the  Relief  of  Distress,  Ireland, 
Act,  1880,  then,  and  in  every  sach  case,  the 
works  so  executed  shall,  so  far  as  such  increase 
shall  be  paid  by  such  tenant  or  his  successor  in 
title,  be  deem^  to  bo  improvements  made  by 
such  tenant  within  the  meaning  of  the  fourth 
section  of  the  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) 
Act,  1870.'» 

It  was  admitted  that  the  money  was 
given  out  of  the  Church  Surplus  f*und, 
not  for  the  benefit  of  the  landlords,  but 
for  the  purpose  of  relieving  distress  in 
Ireland,  and,  indirectly,  for  the  purpose 
of  promoting  the  agricultural  interest  of 
the  country.  Under  the  Act  as  it  stood, 
by  an  Amendment  of  his  (Mr.  Synan's), 
the  landlord  was  prevented,  if  he  had 
an  award  for  raising  rent,  from  charging 
the  tenant  more  under  that  award  than 
he  paid  himself;  but  that  Amendment 
would  not  prevent  a  bad  landlord  from 
serving  a  notice  to  quit,  and  evicting  his 
tenant,  unless  the  tenant  consented  to 
pay  a  greater  rent.  For  the  purpose  of 
taking  that  power  out  of  the  hands  of 
the  bad  landlord,  this  new  clause  came 
in  to  supplement  the  other  clause,  so  that 
if  a  tenant  were  disturbed  in  the  enjoy- 
ment of  his  holding  he  should  be  paid 
the  value  of  his  improvements,  as  far  as 
he  had  paid  the  instalments  upon  them, 
but  no  farther.  If  he  had  paid  increased 
rent  he  was  entitled  to  the  value  of  im- 
provements, so  far  as  that  increased  rent 
went.  The  property  of  the  tenant  was 
not  protected  unless  some  such  arrange- 
ment were  made.  Probably  three- 
fourths,  or  even  nine-tenths,  of  the  Irish 
landlords  would  be  content  with  ^e 
award,  and  would  regard  themselves  as 
well  paid  by  having  their  rents  well 
secured.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
put  it  to  the  Government  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  accept  the  clause,  li 
was  accepted  by  the  previous  House  of 
Commons  and  rejected  by  the  House  of 
Lords. 

New  Clause  (Definition  of  improve- 
ments under  S.  4  of  the  Landlord  and 
Tenant  r Ireland)  Act,  1870)  brought  up, 
and  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  Synan 
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doubt  about  it  would  have  been  whether 
thej  had  any  right,  at  that  time,  to  im- 
port any  fresh  condition  into  the  con- 
tract by  putting  the  landlord  under  a 
fresh  obhgation  to  the  tenant.  His 
difficulty  was  remoTed  when  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  Qibson) 
stated  that  he  saw  no  objection  to  the 
spirit  of  it;,  and,  therefore,  he  was  quite 
willing  to  accept  the  Amendment,  sub- 
ject to  the  possible  alteration  which  had 
been  si^gested. 

Mb.  (J£B80N  said,  he  must  discharge 
himself  from  any  misunderstanding.  He 
only  came  into  the  House  when  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Ooleraine  (Sir 
H.  Henrey  Bruce)  was  speaking,  and 
rose  at  once  to  apply  himself  to  the 
matter  he  heard  going  on.  The  clause 
was  open,  no  doubt,  to  objections ;  but 
he  preferred  taking  the  matter  as  far  as 
he  could  without  objections.  He  would 
consider  the  matter  carefully  between 
that  time  and  Report ;  and.  of  course, 
he  reserved  to  himself  the  full  right  of 
making  any  objection  on  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

« 

Clause  read  a  second  time,  and  ordered 
to  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Postponed  Clauses  3  and  4. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  before  coming 
to  those  clauses,  there  was  an  important 
point  to  be  settled  in  reference  to  the 
Seeds  Act.  He  belieyed  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  W.  B.  FoTster)  undertook  to 
bring  up  a  new  clause. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  under- 
took to  do  so  on  Report,  as  far  as  he 
could  recollect. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  there  was  also 
the  hon.  Member  for  Limerick's  (Mr. 
Synan's)  clause  as  to  limitation  of  time, 
and  his  (Mr.  Pamell's)  own  little  matter 
about  the  £60,000.  He  supposed  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  intend  to 
finish  the  Committee  that  night;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  be  content  to  allow 
the  three  questions  he  had  named  to 
remain  until  the  Committee  resumed. 
He,  therefore,  now  moved  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leaye  to  sit  again." — 
{Mr.  ParneU.) 


Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did 
not  wish  to  ask  the  Committee  to  pro- 
ceed any  further  now. 

Mb.  PARNELL  inquired  whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  move  any  other 
clauses  when  the  Committee  resumed  ? 

The  chairman  replied,  not  in  Com- 
mittee ;  but  on  the  Report. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  upon  Monday  next. 

House  reeumed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 
(Mr.  William  Edward  Foreter.) 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  it  was  only  30 
minutes  past  12,  and  he  thought  they 
might  go  on  with  the  Registration  of 
Voters  (Ireland)  Bill,  and  take  a  step  in 
that ;  and  there  was  also  the  Municipal 
Franchise  (Ireland)  Bill.  They  were 
both  opposed  Orders;  and  if  they  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  taking  them  now, 
they  might  not  be  able  to  get  them  any 
other  night. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  Go- 
Temment  clearly  pledfl;e<l  themselves  that 
nothing  should  be  taken  at  that  Sitting 
but  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
(Ireland)  Bill,  and  they  were  certainly 
boimd  by  their  guarantee  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  not  now  present,  and 
must  abide  by  it. 

Mb.  CALLAN  appealed  to  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  wished  to  proceed  not  to 
persist  in  that  idea.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  they  were  for  the  measures  which  had 
been  mentioned ;  but  the  House  was 
honourably  bound,  and  every  individual 
Member  who  assented  to  the  undertaking 
of  the  Government  was  bound  by  it. 
Although  he  did  not  wish  to  speak 
against  proceeding  with  an  Irish  Bill, 
he  certainly  should  vote  with  the  Go- 
vernment on  that  occasion.  But  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  opposite  would  not  place 
himself  or  others  in  the  false  position  of 
voting  against  Bills  in  which  they  were 
interested.  He  appealed  to  them  not  to 
oppose  the  adjournment  of  the  House. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  .'—-Ayes  43;  Noes 
22 :  Majority  21.— (Div.  List,  No.  41.) 

The  Hoxise  was  adjourned  accordingly 

at  half  after  Twelve  o'clock 

till  Monday  next. 
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those  clauses  should  not  be  postponed 
with  an  intention  of  quietly  killing  them 
afterwards.  Of  course,  he  could  not 
object  to  their  being  killed,  if  they  were 
to  be  killed ;  but  he  wanted  it  done  in 
a  proper  fashion. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  should 
like  to  make  a  suggestion  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  were  interested  in  those  clauses. 
He  should  be  very  glad  to  meet  them, 
and  to  find  out  what  alterations  they 
thought  should  be  made.  Of  course,  he 
could  not  say  beforehand  that  he  would 
consent  to  those  alterations.  It  was  pos- 
sible, however,  that  if  hon.  Members 
were  in  favour  of  those  clauses,  and 
could  agree  as  to  how  they  thought  they 
should  be  placed  before  the  Committee, 
they  might  be  able  to  get  them  through 
without  the  difficulty  which  would  evi- 
dently otherwise  arise. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  thought  the  Com- 
mittee  should  be  satisfied  with  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  Oentleman, 
who  had  made  a  very  proper  proposal. 
He  only  wished  after  what  had  been 
said  by  other  hon.  Gentlemen  to  put  his 
opinion  on  record  that  those  clauses 
were  of  the  greatest  possible  value.  His 
constituents  were  most  anxious  for  them ; 
and,  putting  aside  questions  as  to  ma- 
chinery and  so  forth,  he  regarded  the 
main  principle  as  extremely  valuable. 

Question  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Powers  of  Board  of  Works). 

Me.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  in 
the  absence  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime) 
he  would  move  in  page  3,  line  13,  to 
leave  out  "thirty  "  and  insert  " sixty." 
The  object  was  to  increase  the  sum  pro- 
posed to  be  given  for  the  purposes  of 
Ssheiy  piers. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  it  was  out  of 
Order  for  a  private  Member  to  move  to 
increase  the  grant  proposed  to  be  given 
out  of  public  moneys  by  this  Bill.  Such 
increase  could  only  be  proposed  by  a 
Minister  of  the  Crown. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  believed  that 
was  the  case.  He  therefore  begged  to 
move  that  **  forty-five"  be  put  in  the 
place  of  "thirty."  When  the  latter 
Bum  was  first  decided  upon,  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  sum  required  to  build 
piers  in  the  most  distressed  districts,  and 
where  they  would  do  most  good ;  but  it 
had  been  foimd  desirable  to  increase  it 
to  £45,000,  in  order  that  they  might 

Mff/or  Nolan 


take  advantage  of  all  the  money  eo 
generously  granted  by  the  Canadian 
Government.  He  did  not  expect  hon. 
Members  to  say  they  were  satisfied,  and 
that  that  sum  would  meet  the  reqoire- 
ments  of  all  the  distressed  disteicts ;  and 
however  much  might  be  proposed,  he 
dared  say  they  would  feel  justified  in 
askine  for  more.  But  this  was  a  con- 
siderable advance,  and  he  believed  it 
would  do  very  great  good. 

Question,  '*  That '  thirty '  stand  part 
of  the  Clause,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  proposed, "  That '  forty-five  * 
be  inserted.''— (ifr.  IT.  £.  ForsUr.) 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  &e 
right  hon.  Oentleman  told  the  Conmiittee 
that,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Gfovemment, 
£30,000  represented  what  would  be 
likely  to  be  wanted  before  they  had  any 
information,  or  before  they  took  any 
steps  to  meet  the  gprant  from  Canada. 

SMr.  W.  E.  FofiSTEE  explained  that  he 
id  not  say  that.]  He  could  only  say 
that  if  the  Government  had  information 
about  the  Canadian  gprant  they  must 
have  been  sadly  wanting  in  aritlunetical 
ability  not  to  have  arrived  at  a  fairer 

figure.  

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  what  he 
said  was  that  they  fixed  the  sum  of 
£30,000  at  first,  because  they  thought  it 
would  meet  those  piers  for  which  there 
was  the  most  urgent  necessity. 

Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  did  not 
wish  to  misrepresent  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ;  but  it  did  seem  strange  to  him 
that  when  the  Canadians  had  given 
£10,000,  the  Government  should  have 
proposed  to  give  only  £30,000.  At  any 
rate,  they  knew  that^from  outside  Bouroes 
there  was  a  fund  of  £15,000  now  avail* 
able,  which,  treated  as  a  fourth  of  the 
entire  expenditure,  would  leave  a  balanee 
of  £45,000  to  be  supplied  from  Im- 
perial funds.  That  was  supposing  that 
no  contribution  whatever  was  to  come 
from  Ireland  for  fisheiy  purposes.  It 
was  supposed,  in  fact,  tnat  the  example 
of  the  Canadians  would  not  be  met  by 
anyone  in  Ireland.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  an  entirely  gratuitous  assump- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Qovemmait ; 
and  he  wished  to  point  out  that  this 
clause,  and,  in  his  opinion,  the  whole 
Bill,  was  a  thorough  sham.  The  Bill, 
in  its  entirety,  was  a  sham,  and  any 
portion  of  it  was  a  sham.     It 
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in  the  Seeds  Loans  this  presented  no 
Kreat  difficulty,  and  the  difficulties  would 
be  more  easily  met  in  the  case  of  loans 
to  large  farmers  than  was  the  case  in  the 
Seeds  Loans,  which  included  an  infinite 
number  of  petty  loans  to  small  cottiers. 
There  woula  be  no  difficulty  in  reaching 
the  tenant  farmers  through  the  means 
of  the  Board  of  Ouardians,  and  also  in 
taking   sufficient  security.    Of  course, 
the  Board  of  Guardians  were  the  natural 
and  proper  machinery  for  reUeving  dis^ 
trees ;  they  would    be  thoroughly  ao* 
quainted  with  the  circumstances  of  every 
man  in  the  Union ;  they  could  put  their 
finger  on  him  at  once ;  they  knew  which 
farmer  was  solvent  and  which  was  not ; 
in   fact,  no   more   capable  machinery 
cotild  be  employed  or  any  more  imme- 
diately   available.      There   they  were 
available  at  once,  and  he  thought  that 
relief  could  not  be  more  carefully  ad- 
ministered  than  through  the  medium  of 
the  Board  of  Guardians.    The  Govern- 
ment proposal  was  to  confine  the  loans 
to  these  bodies  for  purposes  of  out>door 
relief ;  but  the  object  of  his  Amendment 
was  to  enable  the  Boards  to  give  not 
only  outdoor  relief,  but  to  give  employ- 
ment, and  to  have  a  discretion;    for 
Poor  Law  Guardians  well  knew  the  de- 
moralising effect  of  giving  out-door  re- 
lict.   The  labouring  men  were  perfectly 
conscious  of  that  themselves,    for    he 
heard  deputations  of  them  say — **  We 
do  not  want  charity ;  we  want  employ- 
ment to  earn  an  honest  subsistence  for 
ourselves  and  our  families."    And  there 
was  no  doubt  that  was  by  far  the  best 
means  of  meeting  distress  without  un- 
necessary delay.    At  the  present  time 
the  BoMds  of  Guardians  were  not  em- 
powered to  give  employment ;  thev  could 
only  give  out-door  relief;  and  he  had 
often  heard  Ghiardians  complain  during 
the   last  winter   of  the   demoralising 
efieet  of  the  mode  of  relief,  and  that  u 
they  only  had  the  power  to  ^ve  em- 

Coyment  it  would  be  an  immense 
inefit  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  think  favourably  of  his  proposal, 
which 


*«It  shall  beUwfalfor  the  Board  of  Works  to 
make  adTaaoea  to  boards  of  gfoardiana  and  muni- 
rtpal  oorpqtations  in  aohediiled  diatriota  on  the 
•ame  terms  as  to  landlords." 

Soiar  as  that  went,  the  Ohief  Secretary  for 
Isriand  hadstated  his  unwillingness  to  ex- 
tend the  term  of  repayment  be]|rond  13 
years.  Tetheh^iedheniightbewillingto 


extend  the  term  beyond  13  years,  be- 
cause he  knew  in  the  ease  of  baronial 
sessions  what  an  obstade  this  had  been 
in  preventing  ratepayers  availing  them- 
selves of  the  loans.  He  hoped  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  see  his  way  to  making 
the  term  a  little  more  near  the  con- 
dition attaching  to  loans  to  landlords ; 
and  if  he  saw  objections  to  extending  the 
term  to  so  long  as  85  years,  yet  he  might 
extend  it  to  35  years.  If  he  would  do 
that  he  would  be  adding  immensely  to 
the  boon  he  was  bestowing.  He  then 
prooeeded  to  move  the  first  of  the  two 
clauses  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

New  Clause  (Power  to  Board  of 
Works  to  make  advances  to  boards  of 
ffuardians,  &c.)  hrowght  up,  and  read  a 
first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  second 
time."-  {Mr.  ViUierB  Stuart) 


Mr.  W.  R  FOBSTEB  said,  one 
son  for  objecting  to  the  clause  was  that 
he  did  not  know  that  there  was  the 
monev  to  meet  the  object  to  which  it 
was  directed.  The  £1,500,000  would 
be  pretty  well  swept  up  by  the  several 
charges  put  upon  it.  In  addition  to 
that,  he  tnou^t  this  proposal  was  made 
at  the  beginnmg  of  the  year,  as  an  al- 
ternative mode  of  relief.  It  was  not 
then  adopted,  and  it  was  not  too  late,  as 
a  means  of  meeting  the  necessities  of 
the  time  between  now  and  the  harvest. 
Thev  were  within  five  or  six  weeks  of 
the  harvest,  and  the  clause  would  require 
at  least  two  or  three  weeks  to  come  into 
operation.  He  did  not  think  it  would 
be  possible  to  change  the  operation^  of 
their  machinery  now,  even  supposing 
his  hon.  Friend's  idea  was  the  best. 
Whether  it  was  the  best  or  not,  he 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  did  not  say;  but  he 
did  not  think  it  was  possible  now  to 
make  the  change.  He  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  the  Amendment. 
It  would  appear  to  be  a  matter  that 
deserved  a  tnorough  consideration,  if 
brought  forward  earlier;  but  now,  cer- 
tainly, it  was  too  late  to  bring  it  forward. 

Mr.  FINIOAN  said,  as  it  was  a  vei^ 
late  hour,  and  it  was  agreed  that  this 
was  an  important  new  clause,  he  thought 
the  Comnuttee  could  not  do  better  than 
dose  the  Sitting,  and  he  would  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  now  report  Pro- 
gress. 
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ment,  but  also  in  aid  of  tlie  fishennen 
of  that  district.    He  had  himself,  within 
the  last  four  or  five  weeks,  been  in  dis- 
tricts— ^he  referred  especially  to  40  miles 
of  coast — where  there  was  not  a  landing 
place  where  a  boat  could  be  drawn  up. 
The  districts  were  barren,  and  the  ordi- 
nary means  for  building  those  piers  were 
altogether  wanting.    There  was  one  hard 
case  which  he  wished  especially  to  bring 
to  the  notice  of  the  Committee.    That 
was  the  case  of  a  pier  and  harbour  of 
refuge  at  Ballycotton  that  was  urgently 
needed.    A  pier  was  already  built  there 
by  the  Board  of  Works ;  but  it  did  not 
go  far  enough  into  the  sea.    There  was 
no  turning  point  where  fishing  boats 
could  get  out  of  the  roll  of  the  sea  and 
lie  up ;  and  many  boats  had  been  wrecked 
there,  not  only  on  comingin,  but  actually 
when  lying  at  the  pier.  He  believed  that 
to  construct  a  haroour  of  refuge  there 
would  not  cost  more  than  about  £10,000, 
in  which  both  boats  and  fishing  vessels 
could  lie.    Application  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  that  pier  to  the  Board  of 
Works ;  and  the  answer  had  been  that, 
as  the  law  then  stood,  their  application 
could  not  be  entertained.    The  place  lay 
in  the  centre  of  an  exceedingly  distressed 
district.     He  understood  that  the  Guar- 
dians had  unanimously — or,  at  any  rate, 
by  a  large  majority — agreed  to  apply  to 
have  the  Union  scheduled,  and  their  ap- 
plication had  been  refused,  on  the  ground 
that  the  construction  of  that  pier  totcdly 
excluded  them  from  consideration.  There- 
fore, he  would  earnestly  appeal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  that  he  would  consider 
the  advisability  of  granting  that  £  1 5, 000 
in  aid  of  that  Vote ;  and  that  such  works 
as  those  at  Ballycottan,  to  which  he  had 
alluded,  might  be  taken  into  considera- 
tion in  preference  to  others  which  lay  in 
districts  which  were  not  absolutely  entitled 
to  be  termed  distressed  districts. 

Me.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  that  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan),  who 
had  appealed  to  him,  it  appeared  to  him 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that  they  thought 
he  had  the  key  of  the  Treasury.  He  had 
not  got  it,  and  he  would  inform  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  that  it  was  not  his 
(Mr.  Forster's)  money  that  he  was  asking 
for,  but  the  money  of  the  people,  which 
was  to  be  raised  by  taxation.  He  must 
state  that  he  did  not  think  the  Govern- 
ment could  increase  the  gprant.  In  so 
doing,  they  would  be  acting  ^uite  con- 
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trary  to  all  precedent,  and  nothing  but 
a  very  strong  case  would  induce  them  to 
allow  of  an  increase.  He  must  honestly 
say  that  he  thought  the  authorities  had 
done  quite  right  in  being  reluctant  to 
give  public  money  in  such  an  unprece- 
dented way.  He  was  perfectly  sure  that 
it  was  not  in  his  power  to  increase  the 
Yote,  and  if  the  Amendment  was  pro- 
posed he   should  be  in  favour  of  the 

Vote  remaining  at  £30,000. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  wished 
to  say  a  few  words,  as  he  was  deeply  in- 
terested in  that  question.    He  thought 
that  the  grant  was  utterly  insufficient, 
and  he  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  to  the 
fact  that  before  long  £40,000  would  be 
required  for  a  harbour  at  Gal  way.  It  was 
not,  he  knew,  a  fishery  harbour ;  but  that 
sum  alone  amounted  to  within  £5,000  of 
the  Vote  they  now  were    to    receive. 
With  regard  to  what  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  he  would  beg  to  eay  that  the 
grant  of  Imperial  money  for  local  har- 
bours was  not  altogether  so  unprece- 
dented as  he  wished  to  make  out    Im- 
perial money  had  been  given  to  matteis 
partly  Imperial  and  pc^y  local  before 
then  ;  and,  as  that  money  would  go  to 
assist  in  the  construction  of  harbouFs  of 
refuge,   it  was  necessary,  he  thought, 
that   Imperial  as  well  as  local  funds 
should  contribute.     He  understood  from 
the  hon.   Member  for  the  County   of 
Waterford  (Mr.  Blake),   who  was  the 
highest  authority  upon  that  subject,  that 
according  to  the  present   system    the 
power,  of  giving  money  for  fishery  piers 
was,   practically  considered,  rather  de- 
creased than  increased,  and  that  heavier 
conditions  were  to  be   required    from 
those  making  applications  than  were  re- 
quired before.     He  thought  the  grant 
might  well  be  increased    to  £60,000. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman    the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Forster)  bad 
stated  that  he  had  not  the  key  of  the 
Treasuiy ;  but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
understood   that   the    noble  Lord  the 
Secretaiy  to  the  Treasury  had  it.    He 
would  suggest  that  the  way  out  of  the 
difficulty  was   to    grant    the  £45,000, 
and  also  continue  thd  annual  grant  of 
£5,000. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAYENDI8H 
said,  that  the  proposals  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  spoken  of  as  a  sham ;  lie 
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must  say  that  he  could  not  regard  it  in 
that  light.  That  was  an  epithet  that 
could  hardly  with  propriety  be  applied 
to  any  Supplemental  Vote.  Whether  or 
no  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's  County 
(Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  was  right  in 
characterizing  the  Bill  as  a  sham,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  contributions 
were  to  be  paid  in  aid  of  local  works. 
With  regard  to  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  who  had 
just  spoken,  as  to  a  single  harbour 
absorbing  the  whole  sum,  he  would  beg 
to  point  out  to  him  that  the  money  for 
fishery  piers  was  limited  to  comparatively 
small  works,  and  would  not  be  employed 
for  piers  for  shipping  and  such  larger 
craft.  For  that  reason  they  did  not  see 
why  the  Vote  should  be  increased  to 
£45,000.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say 
that  in  the  present  state  of  the  Exche- 
quer the  amount  could  be  increased.  It 
was  intended,  however,  to  continue  the 
usual  grant  of  £5,000. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  said,  it  appeared 
from  the  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  that  the 
Treasury  would  be  threatened  with 
bankruptcy  in  case  that  grant  were  in- 
creased to  £45,000.  That  only  showed 
to  what  desperate  devices  hon.  Gentle- 
men might  be  driven  in  order  to  avoid 
any  increase  of  expenditure.  He  did 
think  that  such  a  sum  as  £45,000 
was  a  poor  miserable  sum  considering 
what  was  required  to  be  spent  on  the 
West  Coast  of  Ireland.  The  Inspectors 
of  Fisheries  had  recommended  that  some 
harbours  should  be  built.  They  asked 
for  that  purpose  fbr  a  Vote  of  £45,000, 
and  £15,000  was  to  be  given  by  Canada 
and  Liverpool,  making  atotal  of  £60,000, 
and  that  was  all  that  could  be  obtained, 
in  order  that  the  fishermen  might  reap 
the  magnificent  harvest  that  Providence 
sent  them.  As  a  measure  for  the  relief 
of  distress  it  was  equally  miserable.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasuiy  had  not  seen  his 
way  to  be  more  generous  in  that  matter. 
£45,000  was  a  poor  contribution  out  of 
the  Exchequer  for  the  relief  of  distress. 
It  was  not  what  they  might  have  ex- 
pected from  a  great  country,  and  he 
thought  that  they  should  have  received 
a  sum  equal  to  the  emergency — say 
£100,000.  It  would  not  ruin  England 
to  give  a  grant  of  that  kind,  and  the 
advantage  and  benefit  of  it  to  the  poor 
fishermen  on  the  Western  Coast  of  Ire- 


land would  render  them  perfectly  satis- 
fied. Upon  studying  the  question  he 
had  become  so  convinced  of  the  great 
necessity  that  existed  for  a  larger  sum 
of  money  to  be  expended  that  he  had 
placed  upon  the  Notice  Paper,  the  pre- 
vious night,  a  new  clause,  in  order  to 
enable  the  sum  of  £250,000  to  be  given 
for  that  purpose  out  of  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund,  and  he  hoped  that  when  the 
time  came  for  considering  that  clause  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  Forster)  would  see 
his  way  to  agree  to  it.  He  knew  of  no 
purpose  to  which  the  Church  Surplus 
Fund  could  be  better  put  than  in  na- 
tional works  of  that  kind,  and  thus  to 
improve  the  industrial  resources  of  the 
country,  and  increase  the  wage- earning 
power,  and  so  relieve  those  who  were 
then  dependent  upon  relief  Committees 
for  their  daily  bread.  He  had  merely 
referred  incidentally  to  his  own  clause, 
which  he  hoped  to  introduce.  Looking 
at  the  history  of  the  distress  in  Ireland, 
he  was  afraid  to  think  what  the  state  of 
things  would  have  been  had  it  not  been 
for  the  mamificent  contributions  they 
had  received  from  the  United  States  and 
far-off  Australia.  He  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  not  limit  their  con- 
tributions to  the  miserable  grant  of 
£45,000. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  he  had  heard  the 
opionions  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  with  re- 
gard to  that  matter ;  but  he  could  adduce 
very  strong  claims  for  assistance  in  the 
matter  of  piers  and  harbours.  Fifty 
years  ago  a  Bill  was  passed  in  that 
House  to  abolish  the  grant  of  £5,000 
for  harbours  in  Ireland ;  but  it  continued 
the  contribution  of  £3,000  which  had 
been  paid  to  Scotland.  The  grant  was 
removed  from  Ireland,  and  continued 
to  Scotland,  which  he  believed  at  the  pre*- 
sent  time  did  not  want  a  single  harbour. 
Since  the  Act  of  Union,  Scotland  had 
obtained  £1,500,000  more  than  Ireland 
for  fisheries ;  and  until  a  very  few  years 
ago  Scotland  received  £7,000  over  and 
above  the  sum  granted  to  Ireland  for 
the  same  purpose.  It  would  be  a  mis- 
taken policy  on  the  part  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord — for 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  the 
key  of  the  Treasury  the  noble  Lord 
had  it — not  to  sanction  the  £  1 5,000  addi- 
tional being  given.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman   hful  sufficient   information 
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before  Hm  to  know  that  not  a  third  of 
the  harbours  could  be  completed  with 
the  proposed  sum.  There  were  four 
harbours  in  his  (Mr.  Blake's)  own  county, 
for  which  nothing  could  be  done  on 
account  of  lack  of  funds.  Money  was 
urgently  needed  to  enable  the  unfor- 
tunate people  living  along  those  coasts 
to  obtain  a  livelihood.  If  those  har- 
bours were  not  completed,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  depend  upon  it  that, 
on  a  future  occasion,  they  would  have  to 
come  before  the  House  and  ask  for  a 
larger  grant  to  relieve  the  necessity  of 
the  population.  He  hoped,  therefore, 
that  he  would  be  induced  to  increase  the 
grant  to  £60,000. 

Ms.  WAETON  said,  that  as  an  Eng- 
lish Member  who  viewed  with  the  great- 
est concern  some  of  the  revolutionary 
schemes  of  the  Government  for  confis- 
cating property  in  Ireland,  and  who  dis- 
agreed with  that  policy,  he  should  wish 
to  say  a  few  words  on  that  occasion  in  be- 
half of  Ireland.  He  thought  that,  in- 
stead of  confiscation  and  revolutionary 
measures,  the  best  English  policy  was  to 
develop  the  material  resources  of  that 
country ;  and  he  must  say  that,  for  de- 
veloping such  resources  as  the  railway 
system  and  fisheries,  the  sum  \mder  dis- 
cussion appeared  very  small  indeed.  He 
earnestly  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
who  was  very  often  squeezed  to  a  consi- 
derable extent,  woula  give  what  was  a 
fair  and  legitimate  sum  for  that  purpose. 
He  asked  him,  as  the  Minister  of  the 
Crown  then  present,  to  acquiesce  in  what 
had  fallen  from  two  different  Irish 
Members  of  Parliament — namely,  that 
£60,000  was  required,  and  to  grant  that 
Amendment.  He  (Mr.  Warton)  could 
not  agree  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish)  as  regarded 
the  state  of  the  Imperial  Exchequer. 
Certainly,  with  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  and  the  Budget  that 
had  been  laid  before  them,  they  could, 
he  believed,  well  afford  to  part  with  some 
of  the  income  they  were  sure  to  have. 
In  all  probability,  the  arrangements 
were  intended  to  produce  a  larger  sum 
to  the  Exchequer  than  they  were  told  of. 
The  calculations  were,  no  doubt,  ar- 
ranged BO  as  to  produce  a  considerable 
surmus  in  order  that  they  might  look 
witn  astonishment  at  the  wonderful 
financial  ability  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Mr.  Bluke 


Exchequer.  He  was  pezfectlj  certain 
that  with  such  a  noble  purpose  a  supple- 
mental grant  would  not  be  out  of  the 
way. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  hoped  thai 
as  the  appeal  for  an  additional  £15,000 
had  the  support  of  the  whole  of  the 
Conservative  Party  present  in  the  House, 
the  right  hon.  GenUeman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  not  be  hard- 
hearted, but  give  way  on  the  point. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOBSTEH  said,  thej  had 
been    chained  with    hard-heartedness, 
and  their  generosity  had  been  appealed 
to.    But  it  was  absurd  to  talk  of  hard- 
heartedness  in  the  matter;   what  they 
had  to  consider  was  the  general  require- 
ments of  the  Public  Service  and  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  all  round.     It  was 
quite  an  exceptional  thing  to  make  a 
grant  at  all,  more  so  one  of  £30,000, 
and  still  more  so  to  be  asked  to  increase 
it  afterwards  to  £45,000.     He  must  re- 
peat to  the  Committee  that  he  did  not 
think  it  possible  to  go  any  further  than 
the  sum  they  had  stated.    He  was  bound 
to  state  that  £45,000  was  what  they  had 
been  asked  for,  and  probably  if  they  had 
granted  £60,000  they  would  have  been 
asked  for  £80,000,  and  if  they  had  given 
£80,000,  hon.  Members  would  hare  SLsked 
for  £  100,000,  and  so  on.  There  had  been 
a  good  deal  of  talk  about  different  har- 
bours about  the  country ;  but  that  was 
not  the  object  which  had  been  brought 
before  the   Government.      It  was  ^e 
case  of  the  stormy  West  Coast,  where 
fishing  was  the  only  alternative  occupa- 
tion, and  they  were  asked  that  msUHL 
harbours   might   be    constructed.     He 
would  not  put  his  information  against 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford 
County  (Mr.  Blake) ;  but  they  had  acted 
on  the  testimony  of  the  Fishery  Depart- 
ment, and  several  piers  were  expected 
to  be  made  at  a  small  cost.    No  doubt 
a  great  deal  was  required  to  be  done ; 
but  it  could  not  all  be  done  under  that 
Act.    It  was  impossible,  by  the  present 
measure,  to  develop    the  resources  of 
Ireland.   When  that  was  done,  it  ought, 
he  thought,  to  be  done  by  loan  and  not 
by  grant.    He  was  sorry  that  what  thej 
had  done  was  referred  to  as  being  miser- 
able.   The  only  reply  he  could  give  to 
that  was,  that  it  was  not  their  own 
money  they  were  dealing  with,  but  thej 
were  the  trustees  of  the  money  of  the 
public.    He  never  expected  to  get  mudi 
thanks  for  the  grant,  if  any.    There 
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was  no  reason  why  they  should  be 
thanked  for  doing  what  was  best,  consi- 
dering the  balancing  of  the  claims  of 
all  concerned,  and  the  exceptional  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.  He  believed 
that  the  £40,000  they  had,  or  even  the 
£30,000  of  the  grant,  would  give  a  good 
number  of  cottiers  in  those  distressed 
districts  employment,  and  they  had  ap- 
parently nothing  to  do  at  present  but 
miserable  cultivation — no  alternative 
employment  whatever. 

Mr,  DALY  said,  they  ought  to  bear 
in  mind  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  grant  was  given.  They  might  be 
told  nereafter  that  when  the  question 
was  raised  they  had  not  stated  that 
£45,000  would  be  insufficient.  That 
sum  of  £45,000  consisted  partly  of 
£10,000  from  Canada,  and  £5,000  from 
Liverpool,  making  together  £15,000.  If 
he  understood  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Frederick  Cavendish)  rightly,  he  had 
said  that,  in  case  those  contributions 
were  by  any  means  diminished,  the  Go- 
vernment would  increase  their  grant  in 
proportion.  Could  he  not  see  his  way 
to  making  the  increase  without  that 
diminution  taking  place?  They  only 
asked  for  a  sum  of  £15,000,  which  re- 
presented only  £450  a-year.  The  whole 
question  was  a  paltry  one,  and  he  trusted 
the  Government  would  see  their  way  to 
yield  to  the  wishes  of  Irish  Members 
with  regard  to  it. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  words 
substituted  accordingly. 

Mb.  BLAKE  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  8,  line  21,  after  ''  eighty," 
to  insert ''  one." 

Lord  PREDEEIOK  CAVENDISH 
said,  the  special  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  inserting  the  date  1880  was  to 
give  immediate  relief;  but  he  would 
not  object  to  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  6  (Terms  upon  which  Com- 
missioners may  undertake  works). 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  moving,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  26,  to  leave 
out  from  '^  Commissioners  "  to  ''  Com- 
missioners," in  line  35,  and  instead  of 
''  Commissioners  "  insert  "  they,"  said, 
he  wished  to  draw  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  to  that  and  the  following 


Amendment  which  he  had  on  the  Paper. 
If  the  clause  were  agreed  to  as  it  stood, 
not  a  single  harbour  would  be  erected 
on  the  West  of  Ireland,  or  anywhere 
else.  The  local  contributions,  being  a 
fourth  of  the  whole  cost,  were  raised 
with  the  ^eatest  possible  difficulty. 
These  districts  were  distressed  districts, 
and  it  was  not  easy  to  raise  the  necessary 
amount.  The  conditions,  as  put  in  this 
6th  clause,  amounted  to  this — that  in 
the  event  of  the  estimate  formed  by  the 
engineer  of  the  Board  of  Works  falling 
short  of  the  sum  required  for  complet- 
ing the  work,  the  locality  must  under- 
take to  give  their  proportion,  or  a  fourth 
of  whatever  might  be  in  excess.  Suppos« 
ing  the  estimated  sum  for  a  harbour  was 
£2,000.  The  engineer  had  gone  down, 
and  made  an  examination,  and  said  that 
was  the  sum  required.  The  Board  of 
Works  gave  £1,500,  and  the  loccdity 
raised  £500  by  local  contributions. 
There  was  a  condition  of  that  character 
at  present;  but  the  locality  was  not 
bound  to  any  sum  in  excess.  The  work 
might  come  to  £3,000  or  £4,000,  and 
with  the  condition  compelling  the  excess 
sum  to  be  contributed  locally  in  propor- 
tion, it  would  be  hopeless  at  present  to 
get  the  conditions  complied  with.  It 
was  hard  enough  to  get  the  fourth,  as 
calculated  in  the  first  instance.  What 
he  wished  was,  that  when  an  engineer 
officer  of  the  Board  of  Works  went 
down,  and  made  an  inspection,  in  the 
event  of  the  work  not  being  completed 
for  the  estimated  sum,  the  excess  should 
be  drawn  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
As  it  stood  at  present,  so  far  as  the  piers 
and  harbours  on  the  West  of  Ireland 
were  concerned,  the  Bill  was  not  worth 
the  paper  it  was  printed  on.  From  his 
experience  as  a  Fishery  Inspector,  he 
knew  that  the  localities  would  not  bind 
themselves  to  a  fourth  of  whatever  the 
excess  over  the  estimate  might  be.  He 
asked  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  and  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  to  ponder  well  on  what  he  said, 
and,  if  necessary,  to  suspend  the  clause 
until  they  had  commumcated  with  the 
Fishery  Board  in  Ireland;  and  if  they 
did  not  confirm  what  he  said  he  would 
withdraw  his  opposition  to  the  clause. 

LoBD  FREI5ERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  he  fully  admitted  that,  with  this 
provision,  there  would  be  great  difficulty 
m  the  way  of  immediate  expenditure  of 
this  money.    He  was  willing  to  with- 
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draw  the  words,  and  accept  the  first 
Amendment,  but  not  the  second.  If  it 
was  found  that  the  actual  cost  was  likely 
to  exceed  the  original  estimate,  then  the 
matter  would  stand  over  for  considera- 
tion. The  object  of  the  hon.  Member 
would  be  attained  if  he  (Lord  Frederick 
Cavendish)  consented,  as  he  now  did,  to 
the  withdrawal  of  those  words. 

Mk.  PAENELL  said,  what  would  be 
the  effect  of  adopting  the  first  Amend- 
ment and  not  the  second  one?  It 
appeared  to  him,  in  that  case,  the  work 
would  be  stopped,  and  not  proceeded 
with. 

Mb.  BLAKE  said,  as  the  law  stood  at 
present,  if  the  estimate  amounted  to 
£2,000,  and  the  proposal  of  a  contractor 
to  £3,000,  it  was  optional  for  them  to 
say  that  they  would  go  on  or  not ;  but 
as  the  clause  stood  it  was  compulsory. 
His  subsequent  Amendment  was  to  the 
effect  that  when  the  Board  of  Works 
eng^eer  estimated  the  cost,  and  it  was 
found  when  the  work  was  proceeded  with 
that  an  extra  sum  would  be  needed,  then 
that  sum  would  be  borne  by  the  Board 
of  Works.  If  they  made  a  blunder,  it 
was  right  that  the  sum  needed  should 
come  from  them. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mb.  BLAKE,  in  moving  a  further 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  40,  s^r 
"that,"  to  leave  out  to  end  of  para- 
graph in  page  4,  and  insert— 

"  In  any  case  where  the  actual  cost  shall  ex- 
ceed that  estimated  by  the  Engineer  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  then  the  entini  of  such  excess 
shall  be  defrayed  out  of  any  moneys  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Commissioners  by  Parlia* 
mcnt  for  the  making  of  loans  or  grants," 

said,  it  was  a  very  reasonable  proposal. 
As  Inspector  of  Fisheries,  he  had  recom- 
mended harbours  to  be  made,  and  got 
the  parties  to  raise  the  sum  originally 
estimated;  but  it  was  found  that  the 
contractors  estimated  higher,  and  nume- 
rous useful  works  had,  in  consequence, 
to  be  abandoned.  In  the  present  im- 
poverished state  of  the  country  that  was 
more  likely  to  occur  than  ever.  The 
works  were  of  a  very  simple  character, 
and  required  no  great  engineering  skill 
to  calculate  the  cost ;  and  if  reckless  cal- 
culations were  made  the  cost  should 
come  from  the  Board  of  Works.  If  the 
proposal  was  not  acceded  to,  a  gpreat  deal 
of  the  good  intention  of  the  Bill  would 
be  destroyed. 

Zord  Frederick  Cavendish 


Mb.  RAMSAT  said,  he  hoped,  before 
the  right   hon.  Gentleman  acceded  to 
the  Amendment,  he  would  consider  tbe 
source  from  which  the  money,  if  it  vu 
required  in  consequence  of  the  error  of 
the  engineers,  was  to  be  drawn.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
had  no  care  of  the  interests  of  the  tax- 
payers of  Great  Britain.    It  was  aaid 
that  the  money  for  the  relief  of  the  hid 
distress  was  to  be  taken  from  the  Jiid 
Church  Surplus  Fund.     For  that  raj 
reason,  the  matter  had  received  leaseoa- 
sideration  on  the  part  of  the  Membm 
for  Great  Britain  than  it  would  inre 
done  if  the  money  was  to  be  taken  bm 
the  Consolidated  Fund ;  but  the  propoBil 
now  before  them  was  to  take  from  la 
Imperial  fund  the  money  required  for 
works   in    Ireland,   as  to  the  ralne  of 
which  there  was  room  for  diyersity  of 
opinion ;  and  he  conceived  it  would  be 
necessary  to  pause  before  grantiog  tke 
principle    of   this    Amendment,  wbidi 
would  impose  a  burden  upon  the  tax- 
payers of  this  country  without  regard  to 
their  wants  and  wishes.    He  protedted 
against  the  adoption  of  the  Amendmest, 
and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  OentleiBiB 
would  not  accede  to  it.    He  had  listened 
with  great  interest  to  the  discussion  dit 
had  taken  place,  and  had  heard,  witli 
pleasure,  the  persistent  efforts  of  Hob. 
Members  opposite  to  get  money  forpw- 
poses  which  might  be  of  use  to  the  people 
of  Ireland ;   but  when  they  came  to  i^ 
for  money  which  would  comeoutoftlio 
pockets  of  people  living  on  the  West 
Coasts  of  Gh:eat  Britain,  where  harboms 
were  as  much  needed  as  in  Irebsd,  hs 
thought  it  was  requisite  to  pause.  There 
was  a  point  beyond  which  the)iffD^ 
for  Scotland  and  England  could  not  be 
expected  to  go. 

Mb.  BAEkY  said,  unless  this  Amend- 
ment was  adopted  by  the  Committee,  ike 
whole  clause  would  be,  to  a  large  ex- 
tent, practically  inoperative.  There  w» 
the  keenest  distress  in  this  part  of  the 
country,  and  he  was  quite  sure  the  pio* 
spect  of  a  large  aud  indefinite  expendi- 
ture would  deter  any  expenditure  what- 
ever. The  Government  ought  to  ooneeot 
to  the  Amendment.  If  the  Qorenunent 
Insnector  sent  down  to  make  an  estimate 
made  a  serious  blunder,  and  fdl  short 
by  some  thousands  of  the  amount  re- 
quired, it  was  a  hard  case  that  an  im* 
poverished  district  had  to  contribute  to 
meet  a  portion  of  the  blunder. 
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Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  forWaterford  (Mr.  Blake) 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment,  he 
would  move  that  the  whole  of  the  para- 
graph dealing  with  excess  be  deleted,  so 
as  to  meet  uie  Amendment  previouslj 
carried. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  wished  the  Board 
of  Works  to  make  correct  estimates ;  and 
where  they  did  not  make  correct  estimates 
it  was  a  small  affair  that  they  should  pay 
the  excess.  If  they  made  an  erroneous 
calculation  they  should  pay  for  it,  and 
useful  works  should  not  be  abandoned. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  if  the 
words  he  (Mr.  Forster)  had  alluded  to 
were  struck  out,  then  Notice  would  be 
published  of  the  intentions  of  the  Board 
of  Works  to  undertake  the  works,  and, 
by  the  clause,  the  works  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with.  The  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  to  insert  words  in  the 
clause  went  a  great  deal  further.  With 
regard  to  the  estimates,  he  said  the  en- 
gineer ought  to  be  quite  safe.  The 
result  of  putting  it  in  that  way  would 
probably  oe  disadvantageous  to  the 
matter  in  hand ;  for  it  would  be  a  strong 
stimulus  to  the  engineer  to  put  the  esti- 
mate at  too  great  a  height,  so  as  to  be 
within  the  actual  outlay.  He  thought 
the  clause  might  be  fairly  left  without 
any  proviso.  The  result  would  be  that 
upon  the  reception  of  a  Bepo'rt  the  Board 
of  Works  would  begin  the  work.  They 
would  spend  three-fourths  of  the  money 
upon  it ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  at  all 
likely  they  would  give  it  up  without  very 
strone  reasons.  What  they  probably 
would  do,  if  lefb  to  themselves,  was  to 
ask  the  parties  locally  interested  whe- 
ther they  could  not  subscribe  the  other 
fourth. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  he  did  not  want  to 
worry  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  be- 
cause he  had  been  worried  enough;  but 
he  could  give  cases  in  point  where  the 
work  was  left  unfinished,  and  liable  to 
be  swept  away  with  the  first  heavy 
storm,  in  consequence  of  localities  being 
unable  or  unwilling  to  meet  expenses 
beyond  the  estimated  cost.  They  might 
depend  upon  it,  if  this  was  put  upon  the 
Board  of  Works,  the  estimates  would  be 
correctly  made. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  did 
not  think  there  would  be  any  difficulty 
in  raising  the  fourth,  as  he  could  not 
believe  that  the  distress  was  so  great 
that  the  very  small  sum  of  a  fourth  of 


the  excess  could  not  be  found.  He 
thought  they  could  leave  it  safely  with 
the  Board  of  Works. 

Mr.  BLAKE  said,  to  save  further 
trouble,  he  would  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mtkdrawn. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  com- 
plained  that  a  very  useful  provision  of 
the  Piers  and  Harbours  Act  would  not 
be  available  under  the  terms  of  the  Bill. 
Clause  4  of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act  pre- 
scribed the  conditions  under  which  a 
grant  should  be  made  as  follows : — 

"And  the  amount  of  any  snch  grant  ahaU 
not  exceed  three-fourths  of  the  total  actual 
cost  of  any  such  work,  and  such  grant  shall 
only  be  made  on  condition  that  the  repayment 
of  the  residue  of  such  grant  shall  he  secured  or 
agreed  to  ho  secured  by  the  county  or  district, 
or  proprietors  of  lands,  which  or  who,  as  here- 
inafter {directed,  ought,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
said  Commissioners,  to  provide  for  securing  the 
same." 

The  6th  clause  went  on  to  provide  that 
not  only  might  the  Commissioners  grant 
three-fourths  of  the  total  expenses,  but 
that  if  the  locality  failed  to  provide  the 
other  fourth  the  Commissioners  might 
advance  it  on  loan  at  interest.  Now,  it 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
that,  considering  the  difficulties  which 
had  beset  many  of  these  piers  in  different 
parts  of  Ireland,  it  would  be  a  very 
good  thing  if  the  Government  would 
consent  to  leave  in  that  provision,  in 
order  that,  in  cases  of  emergency,  the 
Board  of  Works  might  have  the  power 
to  advance  on  loan  that  fourth  part 
which  the  locality  could  not  supply. 

Mr.  W.  E.  forster  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Queen's 
County  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  rather 
misunderstood  the  objects  with  which 
they  started,  one  of  which  was  to  get 
the  work  done  as  quickly  as  possible, 
and  that  was  why  they  had  not  put  in 
these  clauses  of  the  Fishery  Piers  Act. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Power  to  undertake  works); 
and  Clause  8  (Management  and  main- 
tenance of  works  when  constructed) 
severally  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Supplementary  provision  as 
to  presentments). 

Major  NOLAN  suggested  that  the 
clause  should  be  postponed,  because  it 
contained  a  reference  to  Clause  4. 
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Question,  ''That  Clause  9  be  post- 
poned/' put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  10  (Interpretation). 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  to  add  the  following 
words  in  page  5,  line  17 : — 

**  The  term  '  scheduled  union '  means  a  Poor 
Law  Union,  -which,  or  any  division  of  which, 
was  comprised  in  any  Schedule  published  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  the 
*  Dublin  Gazette '  as  a  union  or  division  in 
which  loans  might  be  made  in  accordance  with 
the  notices  of  the  said  CommissionerB  dated  the 
twenty-second  day  of  November  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  seventy-nine  and  the  twelfth 
day  of  January  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eighty,'' 

said,  he  moved  the  addition  of  these 
words  to  define  the  meaning  of  the  term 
'*  scheduled  Unions."  It  was  necessary 
to  put  in  that  definition. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  hoped  the 
right  hon.  G-entleman  would  have  con- 
tinued the  discretion  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  not  have  confined 
the  Bill  to  the  Unions  which  were  sche- 
duled several  months  ago,  because  since 
then  distress  had  arisen  in  other  Unions, 
and  more  accurate  information  could 
now  be  obtained.  He  thought  they 
should  ffive  the  Local  Government 
Board  full  power  to  name  the  Unions. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  thought  that, 
considering  what  the  Committee  had 
done  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening, 
they  ought  to  take  the  same  defijiition 
here  as  there.  He  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment,  and  define  the  Unions  in 
the  same  manner  as  they  had  been  de- 
fined by  previous  Amendments. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiiMrawn, 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Question,  "  That  the  postponed  clauses 
be  postponed  until  after  the  new  clauses 
have  been  considered, "put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  5,  after  Clause  9,  to 
insert  the  following  Clause : — 

(Amendment  of   terms  of  loans  to  boards  of 

guardians.) 
"  The  fourth  and  fifth  sections  of  *  The  Relief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880,'  shall  be  amended, 
BO  far  as  relates  to  scheduled  Unions,  as  follows 
(that  is  to  say):  — 

"  (1)  The  term  for  which  money  may  bo  bor- 
rowed by  the  board  of  guardians  of  any 
scheduled  union  shall  be  extended  to  twelve 
years.  The  rate  of  interest  at  which  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  may  lend 


to  any  such  board  of  goardians  shall  be 
reduced  to  one  per  centum  per  annum ;  and, 
in  the  case  of  any  loan  by  the  Commiflsaoiien 
of  Public  Works  to  any  such  board  of  guar- 
dians, the  payment  of  the  first  inatalment 
payable  in  respect  of  such  loans  may,  with 
the  consent  of  the  Treasury,  "be  postponed 
for  any  period  not  exceeding  two  years  fnai 
the  makmg  of  the  loan,  and  no  intcreat  sfaaD 
be  charged  on  such  loan  durin^^  any  mdi 
period  of  postponement  of  payment  of  the 
first  instalment ; 

**  (2)  In  addition  to  the  purposes  spocifiedxn 
the  said  fourth  section  as  the  purposes  £txr 
which  a  board  of  guardians  may  borrow, 
any  board  of  guardians  which,  has  con- 
tracted any  loan  under  the  provisions  of  the 
said  Act  may  borrow  money  to  pay  off  such 
loan; 

*'  (3)  So  much  as  may  be  neoessary  of  the 
said  sum  of  one  million  fiTO  hundred  thos- 
sand  pounds  payable  by  the  ConunisakHien 
of  Church  Temporalities  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  shall  be  applied  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  m  mak« 
ing  good  any  advance  by  way  of  loan  whkfa 
they  may  make  to  a  board  of  £^uardias« 
imder  the  authority  of  '  The  Relief  of  Dis- 
tress (Ireland)  Act,  1880,'  upon  the  tenns 
prescribed  by  this  Act ; 

*'  The  provisions  of  the  nineteenth  section  of 
'  The  Rehef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880,*  ahafl 
apply  to  the  repayment  of  all  amounts  advanced 
as  last  aforesaid  by  way  of  loan  to  Boards  of 
Guardians,  as  fully  as  if  such  ad^'ances  had  bees 
specified  in  that  section." 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  iha,t 
whereas  Boards  of  Guardians  were  em- 
powered to  give  out-door  relief,  and  to 
borrow  money,  which  the  National  Debt 
Commissioners  were  to  lend  at  the  usual 
terms  of  Z^  per  cent,  the  Amendment 
was  to  enable  the  Boards  to  borrow  out 
of  the  Church  Surplus  Fund  for  the  same 
term  of  years,  with  an  additional  two 
years  at  no  interest,  and  afterwards  in- 
terest at  only  1  per  cent. 

New  Clause  (Amendment  of  terms  of 
loans  to  Boards  of  Guardians)  hrwghi 
up,  and  read  a  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed* 
''  That  the  Clause  be  now  read  a  secooad 
time.''— (ifr.  JF.  K  Forster.) 

Mr.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
that  he  thoroughly  understood  the  dause. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  to  state  that  it  was 
to  enable  money  to  be  advanced  to  Boards 
of  Guai'dians  at  1  per  cent  out  of  the 
Irish  Church  Surplus ;  but  that  was  not, 
he  thought,  the  construction  of  the  clause, 
taking  it  altogether.  It  was  to  be  read, 
of  course,  in  connection  with  the  Belief 
of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act;  1880^  which 
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it  sought  to  amend ;  and  that  enabled 
loans  to  be  made  to  Guardians  out  of 
money  provided  by  Parliament.  Bearing 
that  in  mind,  let  them  read  the  clause 
proposed.  The  clause  was  divisible  into 
three  sub-sections ;  the  first  being  that 
theterm  for  which  money  might  be  bor- 
rowed should  be  extended  to  12  years. 
That  was  a  general  statement ;  it  might 
be  good  or  bad  policy,  but  he  did  not 
dispute  it.  The  second  enabled  Boards 
to  borrow  money  to  pay  off  those  loans, 
and  he  did  not  question  the  prudence  of 
that.  But  then  came  the  3rd  sub- 
section, which,  in  no  respect,  governed 
or  was  controlled  by  the  previous  sub- 
sections. It  was  entirelv  independent, 
and  mieht  stand  or  fall  by  itself.  It 
might  be  struck  out  or  retained,  and 
would  not  operate  in  the  slightestdegree 
upon  the  two  previous  ones.  He  should 
say  it  was  subsidiary  and  complementary, 
but  not  governing.  But  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  exclude  all 
other  resources  than  the  Church  Sur- 
plus? He  apprehended  that  if  the 
clause  were  passed,  money  voted  by 
Parliament  would  be  a  source  out  of 
which  loans  might  have  to  be  made,  so 
far  as  it  was  necessary  to  supplement 
this  £1,500,000. 

Thb  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  said,  the  inten- 
tions of  the  clause  varied,  and  applied 
to  any  money  borrowed  for  the  purposes 
of  out-door  relief.  He  would  be  pre- 
pared to  add  a  word  or  two  to  make  it 
clear. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 
— (Jfr.  JF.  F,  Fonter.) 

CoLOBTEL  COLTHURST  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  line  5,  to  leave  out 
"twelve"  and  insert  "  thirty-five."  He 
admitted  that  some  of  the  reasons  which 
might  induce  the  Committee  to  accept 
the  Amendment  had  been  modified  by 
the  action  of  his  rieht  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  with  respect  to  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City 
(Mr.  Pamell);  but  he  (Colonel  Colt- 
hurst)  claimed  the  credit  of  having  made 
the  proposal  when  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  City  moved  his  Bill  for  the  relief 
of  distress.  He  (Colonel  Colthurst)  then 
suggested  that  the  Boards  of  Guanlians 
should  be  the  channel  through  which 


relief  should  be  given.  He  had  been 
denounced  in  Ireland  by  the  special  prO' 
Ugh  of  his  hon.  Friend  opposite,  and 
he  supposed  those  denunciations  would 
now  DC  withdrawn,  seeing  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  practically  adopted  his 
suggestion.  In  February  last  he  pix>- 
posed  that  the  same  favourable  terms  as 
were  given  to  the  landlords — namely, 
loans  for  35  years  at  1  per  cent  interest, 
should  be  given  to  Boards  of  Guardians 
for  purposes  of  out-door  relief,  because 
he  had  all  along  felt  that  the  true  way 
to  meet  this  crisis  was  through  the  liberal 
administration  of  Poor  Law  relief ;  but 
that  the  Guardians  ought  to  be  forced  to 
^ve  out-door  relief,  and  they  could  not 
force  them  to  do  so  unless  they  gave 
them  liberal  terms.  The  question  was, 
whether,  after  the  concession  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  made,  the 
Amendment  was  still  necessary.  He 
humbly  submitted  it  was,  because,  as 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dublin  (Dr.  Lyons) 
had  pointed  out,  the  £200,000  to  be 

S'ven  in  erants,  as  proposed  by  the  hon. 
ember  for  Cork  Caty,  would  go  but  a 
very  little  way.  Perhaps  it  was  because 
he  was  enamoured  of  nis  own  sugges- 
tion ;  but  he  believed  that  his  proposal 
to  advance  £200,000  and  such  further 
sums  as  might  be  found  necessary  for 
35  years  at  1  per  cent  was  a  better  pro- 
posal, taking  the  interest  of  the  poor 
into  consideration,  than  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City,  which 
had  been  adopted  by  the  Government. 
However,  that  was  a  matter  that  was 
done,  and  he  would  now  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  accept  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  forster  proposed  to 
alter  the  wording  of  the  first  sub-sec- 
tion of  his  clause  by  omitting  the  words 
^'  scheduled  Unions"  and  inserting  the 
words — 

"Any  union  authorized  to  give  out-door 
relief  under  the  3rd  Section  of  <  The  Belief  of 
Distress  (Ireland)  Act,  1880.' " 

Mb.  CALLAN  was  afraid  the  words 
would  have  a  restrictive  effect.  He 
wished  to  leave  the  Local  Government 
Board  full  power  to  extend  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Act  to  any  Unions  in  which 
circumstances  might  hereafter  occur 
which,  in  their  opinion,  justified  such 
extension.  He  would  suggest  that  the 
words  *' scheduled  Unions"  be  left  out 
and  not  replaced  by  any  other  de- 
finition, imless  it  were  made  to  read  in 
this  way — ''Any  Board  of  Guardians 
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approved  of  by  the  Local  Government 
Board."  That  would  leave  the  Board 
perfectly  free. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER  thought  the 
words  he  had  proposed  were  sufficient. 
The  Poor  Law  Board  had  full  power 
to  use  its  discretion  with  regard  to  the 
Unions. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  if  the  hands  of 
the  Board  were  not  tied,  he  was  satis- 
fied ;  but  he  should  like  to  know  the 
exact  effect  of  the  Amendment.  To  what 
Unions  would  the  operation  of  the  clause 
be  restricted  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  replied,  that 
it  would  be  restricted  to  whatever  Unions 
the  Local  Government  Board  found  it 
necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  state 
of  distress,  to  give  out-door  relief.  It 
applied  to  all  Ireland  upon  the  discre- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

CoLOFEL  C0LTHUE8T  said,  he  would 
repeat  his  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  hoped  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  press  the 
Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Boards  of 
Guardians  would  be  able  to  get  on  with 
the  grants ;  but,  if  they  required  loans, 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  nx)t  to 
have  more  than  the  two  descriptions  of 
loans  now  existing  and  the  possible 
grants.  Besides,  35  years  was  a  dan- 
gerously long  time. 

OoLoifeL  C0LTHUE8T  said,  of  course, 
he  would  not  press  his  Amendment 
against  the  wish  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  the  Committee ;  but  he  re- 
garded the  administration  of  out- door 
relief  as  the  real,  vital  question  at  that 
moment,  and  he  wished  to  induce  the 
Boards  to  be  liberal  in  giving  out-door 
relief.  Therefore,  he  thought  there  was 
quite  as  good  a  case  for  granting  loans 
for  that  purpose  as  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  under- 
stood the  point  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson)  to 
be  that  these  loans  should  not  be  ex- 
tended to  every  purpose  for  which 
Boards  of  Guardians  might  borrow. 

Mb.  GIBSON  explained  that,  in  his 
view,  the  construction  of  the  clause 
seemed  to  supersede  the  right  of  bor- 
rowing from  Imperial  funds. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  that  was 
not  the  intention.    It  was  intended  to 

Mr.  CaUan 


confine  the  clause  entirely  to  loans  bor- 
rowed for  the  purpose  of  oat-door  relief. 
He  would  introduce  some  explanatory 
words  on  the  Eeport. 

Amendment  {Mr,  W.  E.For%ier)agr€ed 
to. 

Mb.  GIBSON  pointed  out  that  a  con- 
sequential Amendment  must  be  made  in 
the  two  other  sub-sections  of  the  daose, 
in  accordance  with  the  Amendment 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Ohief  Secreti^  for  Ireland  had  pit>- 

?osed,  as  to  the  definition  of  the  XTnioBs. 
f  they  inserted  the  words    ''of   any 
Union  as  aforesaid"  it  would  make  the 
sections  harmonize.     He  wished  to  know 
whether  certain  Unions  which  had  bor- 
rowed money  under  the  old  system  would 
have  the  benefit  of  the  new  proposal  ? 
He  also  suggested  that  in  the  3id  sab- 
section  the  word  '^necessary"   shoxdd 
be  replaced  by  the  word  "available;" 
because  it  was  obvious  that  they  were 
putting  so  much   on  this   £1,500,000, 
that  if  it  were  made  compulsory  to  do 
everything  out  of  it,  according  to  that 
Amendment,  it  would  be  an  imposra- 
bility. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
accept  the  words  "of  any  Union  as 
aforesaid.^'  Three  or  four  Umoas  had 
already  borrowed  money  since  the  last 
Bill,  though  not  to  a  large  extent ;  and, 
of  course,  they  would  feel  themselves  in 
a  very  unfair  position  if  neighboniing 
Unions  were  now  enabled  to  get  loans 
at  a  cheaper  rate.  That  was  the  reason 
why  this  clause  was  put  in.  He  moved 
to  omit,  in  lines  15  and  16,  all  the  woids 
from  *'  in  addition  "  down  to  '*  borrow." 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  those  words  stand  part  of  the 
sub-section." 

Mb.  GIBSON  said,  he  was  not  sure 
that  identity  of  meaning  would  be 
accomplished  in  that  way,  and  would 
suggest  that  the  necessary  alteration  of 
the  wording  might  be  done  on  Eeport. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  he  would 
like  to  get  it  done  now.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  to  insert  in  the  same 
sub-section  the  words — 

**  The  Board  of  Guardians  of  any  Union 
authorized  as  aforesaid  which  has  contracted 
any  loan  under  the  proyisiona  of  the  aaid  Act 
for  out-door  relief," 

after  striking  out  from  "  any/'  in  line 
16,  to  "Act/' in  line  18. 


I 


1601  Jrmjf  Edmcaium—Lit^arjf  (July  5,  1880)  and  Phyiieal  CompHitumt.    1602 


and  in  tliis  I  am  supported  by  the  con- 
current opinion  of  almost  every  officer 
whom  I  have  talked  with  on  the  subject, 
from  Field  Marshals  down  to  subalterns, 
of  the  highest  educational  authorities, 
and;  I  must  add,  by  the  general  common 
sense  of  the  public— that  a  better  system 
might  be  introduced,  which  would  secure 
all   the   good    results    of   the    present 
system    without    any  of    its    inherent 
disadvantages,  of  which  examples  from 
time  to  time,  though,  I  admit,  not  veiy 
flagrant  ones,  are  seen.    Mr.  Card  well 
said,  "Let  us  have  the  most  learned 
officers  we  can  get,  provided  they  pass 
a  medical  examination ; "  which  I  know, 
on  excellent  authority,  was  some  time 
ago  far  from  a  severe  one.    I  say.  Let 
us  have  the  best  men  all  round,  intel- 
lectually and  physically,  as  far  as  com- 
petitive examination  can  enable  us  to 
test  them.    And  do  not  let  us  be  told 
that,  if  riding  is  one  of  the  subjects,  in- 
justice will   be  doDO  to    the  sons    of 
parents  who  cannot  afford  to  mount  their 
sons.     The  object  is  not  to   secure  a 
good  race,  but  the  best  winners.    As  I 
said  once  before,  in  taking  servants  our- 
selves, we  look  to  their  qualifications 
for  the  work  they  have  to  do ;  we  do  not 
ask  what  facilities  for  obtaining  the  re- 
quisite training  they  had  enjoyed.    As 
tnere  may  be,  and  in  past  times  has 
been,  an  unfair  preference  for  favoured 
families  in  militaiy  as  well  as  civil  ap- 
pointments, so  there  may  be  an  unfair 
preference  for  less  qualified  over  better 
qualified  candidates  for  the  Army  under 
a  false  plea  of  fair  play.    All  we  have 
to  look  to  is  obtaimng  the  best  article 
we  can  for  our  money,  without  giving 
anv  unfair   protection   to  inferior  ar- 
ticles, because   they  happen  to  be   of 
the  middle  instead  of  the  higher  class. 
A  fair  field  and  no  favour  is  the  sound 
principle.     If  riding,  which  is  a  very 
important    one,  be,   which    I    do    not 
beueve,  such  a  very  costly  accomplish- 
ment to  acquire,  let  the  country  have 
the    advantage   of  officers   who   have 
become  efficient  in  it  at  no  expense  to 
the  Treasuiy.    Do  not  us  have  m  these 
days    a    disguised    Protection   for   in- 
feriority in  qualifications,   a  dap-trap 
favouritism  to  the  relatives  of  middle- 
class  constituents.    I  have  been  for  40 
years    a   Free  Trader,   and   I  protest 
ag^ainst   Protection    to   high    or    low, 
middle  class  or  wage  class.    In  conclu- 
sicm,  I  will  very  shortly  recapitulate  the 

VOL.  OGLIIL    [thibd  smss.] 


argument  in  favour  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Beport  of  the  Joint  Committee.  I 
protest  against  this  imperfect  scheme  of 
vesterday — a  quite  recent  innovation — 
being  treated  as  if  it  were  a  time- 
honoured  institution,  not  to  be  touched 
without  hazard  by  any  innovating  hand, 
when  the  secular  svstem  of  Purchase, 
though  it  had  worked  well,  had  been 
superseded  by  the  competitive  system, 
because  that  was  expected  to  work 
better.  Seoondlv,  I  protest  against  the 
bugbear  of  hopeless  impractibSity  being 
raised  against  the  additional  examina- 
tion recommended  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, when  they  indicate  so  plainly 
how  easy  and  practicable  would  be  the 
means  of  carrying  it  out  with  regard  to 
the  limited  number  of  candidates  which 
would  have  to  be  dealt  with.  Thirdlv, 
I  protest  against  the  ignorant  taDc 
of  literary  and  educational  enthusiastB 
about  the  supreme  importance  of  book- 
learning  and  high  intellectual  culture, 
and  the  unimportance  of  physical 
strength  and  activity  in  officers — placing 
a  knowledfi;e  of  Chaucer  above  skill  in 
riding,  and  a  knowledge  of  Lucretius 
above  swimming.  Fourthly,  I  protest 
against  a  bounty  being  given  at  the 
expense  of  the  countrjr  to  the  less 
wealthy  in  the  shape  of  the  admission 
to  the  Army  of  candidates  of  their  class 
giving  less  promise  of  future  efficiency 
as  officers,  in  the  place  of  candidates 
from  a  ridier  class  giving  greater  pro- 
mifie  of  efficiencv  as  officers.  Let  the 
country  get  the  oest  officers  it  can  for 
its  money ;  not  merely  the  most  learned, 
but  the  best  officers  all  round — as  far  as 
these  can  be  tested  and  selected  by  ex- 
amination.        

LoBD  DOBCKESTEB  said,  he  had 
great  pleasure  in  supporting  the  views 
of  his  noble  Friend  who  had  just  sat 
down  (Earl  Fortescue).  The  subject  to 
which  his  noble  Friend  had  called  atten- 
tion was  of  the  utmost  importance  and 
deserved  every  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships,  and  he 
believed  that  there  was  no  tribunal 
better  qualified  to  give  an  opinion  on 
the  subject  than  their  Lordships' House. 
In  admtion  to  the  Report  to  which 
his  noble  Friend  had  alluded,  there  was 
another,  the  Beport  of  Lord  Airey's 
Committee  on  the  Organisation  of  Uie 
Army,  which  he  regretted  had  not 
been  presented.  That  Beport  was 
sure  to  ooze  out  through   the  news- 
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papers.  He  thought  it  ought  to  be 
produced.  

Earl  GEANVILLE  rose  to  Order, 
and  suggested  to  the  noble  Lord  that  it 
was  irregular  to  allude  to  a  Beport  not 
before  the  House,  and  which  was  on  a 
subject  not  before  the  House. 

iiOBD  DORCHESTEE  said,  he  ac- 
cepted  the  noble  Earl's  apology.  [^Much 
laughter.']  He  begged  pcu*don — ^he 
bowed  to  his  reproof;  but  he  might  add 
that  he  believed  the  Eeport  to  which  he 
had  alluded  would  throw  much  light  on 
the  matter.  He  begged  to  support  his 
noble  Friend  (Earl  Fortescue)  in  every 
observation  he  had  made.  Oood  riding 
was,  of  course,  indispensable  in  the 
Cavalry ;  but  he  held,  from  his  own  ex- 
perience of  25  years,  that  it  was  highly 
useful  to  Infantry  officers  and  to  Naval 
officers  also.  [Laughter,']  He  repeated 
that  it  was  useful  for  Naval  officers,  who 
occasionally  might  have  to  ride  with 
despatches  across  a  strange  country.  It 
was  a  well-known  fact  that  a  dis- 
tinguished member  of  the  Naval  Profes- 
sion had  obtained  ^eat  credit  in  the 
Crimea  for  carrying  despatches  on  horse- 
back in  an  enemy's  coimtry. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  that  as 
his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fortescue)  had 
alluded  to  the  Beport  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, he  wished  to  explain,  as  repre- 
senting the  Civil  Service  Commission, 
that  the  Commissioners  saw  no  para- 
mount difficulties  in  the  way  of  a  physical 
competition  in  the  case  of  candidates  for 
the  Army ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  they 
felt  that  unless  they  should  be  ade- 
quately supported  in  that  view  not 
only  by  the  authorities  at  the  Horse 
Guards  and  the  War  Office,  but  idso 
by  public  opinion  outside  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  no  steps  ought  to  be  taken 
by  them.  If  they  were  asked  to  do  so, 
they  were  perfectly  ready  to  carry  out 
such  alterations  in  the  examinations  for 
entrance  to  the  Army  as  would  secure 
a  mixture  of  physical  competition  with 
other  subjects  now  required  of  candi- 
dates. The  inquiry  originated  in  this 
way.  On  the  20th  of  December,  1877, 
Lord  Hampton  made  a  private  sugges- 
tion on  this  subject  to  tne  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  Soon  after  the  CivU 
Service  Commissioners,  through  their 
Secretary,  wrote  to  the  Director  General 
of  Military  Education,  assenting  to  a 
conference  on  the  subject,  as  suggested 
by  Mr.  Gathome  Hardy,  the  then  Se- 

Lord  Dorchester 


cretary  of  State  for  War.  In  TehruMnjf 
1878,  the  Joint  Committee  met  m 
Cannon  Bow  —  Lord  Hampton,  Sir 
George  Dasent,  and  Mr.  Walrond,  as 
Civil  Service  Commissioners;  the  Director 
General  of  Military  Education  (liea- 
tenant  General  Beauchamp  Walker), 
the  Assistant  Military  Secretary  (Major 
General  B.  B.  Hawley),  and  the  Aans- 
tant  Adjutant  General  TColonel  G.  B. 
Cbreaves),  representing  the  military  am* 
thorities.  r4*evioualy  to  making  their 
Beport,  which  they  did  on  the  2Gth  of 
April,  1878,  the  Joint  Committee  oizca- 
lated  questions  on  the  subject  of  their 
inquiry  to  General  W.  C.  E.  Napier, 
Governor  of  the  Boyal  Military  CoUege 
at  Sandhurst ;  Major  General  Sir  John 
Miller  Adye,  Governor  of  the  Bo^^ 
Military  Academy  at  Woolwich ;  Major 
General  Sir  Archibald  Alison,  Govemor 
of  the  Staff  College  at  Aldershot ;  and 
to  the  head  mast^  of  these  18  puhlio 
schools  —  Charterhouse,  Cheltenham, 
Clifton,  Dulwich,  Eton,  Harrow,  Hailey- 
bury,  Malvern,  Marlborough,  Merchant 
Taylor's,  Bepton,  Bugby,  Sherborne, 
St.  Paxil's,  Westminster,  Wellington 
College,  Winchester,  and  Uppinghain. 
He  thought  he  was  correct  in  saying  that 
out  of  the  replies  received  from  &e  21 
military  and  civil  authorities  thus  con- 
sulted, 14  were  variously  though  not 
wholly  favourable  to  the  proposed 
scheme,  and  that  while  those  mstin* 
guished  persons  who  were  favourable  to 
it  thought  with  the  Joint  Committee  that 
there  would  be  an  advantage  in  having 
a  physical  as  well  as  a  literazy  exami- 
nation, they,  as  well  as  the  Jomt  Oom- 
mittee,  were  of  opinion  that  the  former 
ought  not  to  be  compulsory.  The  sab- 
jects  recommended  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee for  physical  competition  were 
riding,  waOdng,  runmng,  leaping, 
swimming,  and  gymnastics;  but  they 
reconmiended  that  the  candidate  should 
only  be  at  liberty  to  select  three  out  of 
the  six  subjects,  and  that  the  maximnm 
number  of  marks  for  them  shoold  be 
1,200.  The  Beport  of  the  Committee 
was  sent  in  on  the  26th  of  April,  1878, 
and  on  the  28th  of  the  same  month  an- 
other conference  was  held  between  the 
Civil  Service  Commissioners  and  the 
War  Office  Bepresentatives ;  but  nothing 
definite  was  agreed  upon,  the  Civu 
Service  Conmiissioners  not  regarding 
themselves  as  having  any  authority  to 
undertake  examinations  under  the  pro- 
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posed  scheme,  except  in  the  circumstances 
He  had  already  indicated.  There  was 
this  Memorandum — 


"  At  &  meetiD^  held  at  the  Office  of  the  Civil 
S«rTioe  Commission  on  May  28,  1878,  in  parsa- 
a.iioe  of  a  letter  from  the  Director  General  of 
military  Education,  dated  the  24th   of   Uiat 
month — present.    Lord   Hampton,  Lieatenant 
Oeneral    WaHcer,    Sir    George  Dasent,    lir. 
'Walrond — General  Walker  haying,  after  some 
pTeliminaiy  discussion,  suggested  that  the  Com- 
Ynissioners  should  put  themselves  in  communica- 
Hon  with  such  persons  as  they  might  think  fit 
^^irith  the  view  of  settling  the  method  of  carrying 
out  the  proposed  ph^cal  competitions  for  the 
Army,  tne  Commissioners  stated  that  they  did 
not  regeird  themselves  as  having  authority  at 
present  to  take  any  action  in  ^e  matter,  but 
that  they  would  be  quite  willing  to  undertake 
the  arrangement  and  superintendence  of  such 
examinations  if  informed  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  and  His 
Royal  Highness  the  Field  Marshal  Command- 
inf -in-Chief  that  they  should  do  so,  and  General 
lA^dker  was  reouested  to  report  to  His  Royal 
Highness  aoooroingly." 

From  the  28th  of  May,  1878,  nothing 
more  was  done  in  the  matter  till  the  28th 
of  February,  1 879,  when  his  noble  Friend 
brooffht  it  under  the  notice  of  their  Lord- 
ships House.  On  that  occasion,  it  ap- 
peared that  theOommander-in-Ohief  and 
the  then  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  (Viscount  Buiy)  were  not  favour- 
able to  the  proposed  alterations.  The 
Under  Secretary  of  State  said — 

*<  It  was  true  that  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  at 
flrst  disposed  to  canr  out  the  recommendation 
of  the  Committee ;  but  on  considering  it,  and 
taking  the  omnion  of  military  authorities,  he 
found  tiiat  difficulties  of  an  insurmountable 
nature  presented  themselves  against  giving  effect 
to  it,  and  therefore  he  woidd  not  advise  the 
Oorernmeot  or  Parliament  to  endeavour  to  carry 
it  out"— [3  Etmtmrd,  ocxtiii.  1951.] 

The  illustrious  Duke  said,  in  the  same 
debate— 

**  He  felt  strongly  with  noble  Lords  who  had 
addressed  the  House  ;  but  he  must  honestly  con- 
fer that  when  he  came  to  the  question  of  bring- 
ing the  proposed  system  into  practice,  he  found 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  to  do  so— he  did 
not  himself  see  how  it  could  be  done ;  and  two 
distinguished  officers,  who  signed  the  Keport, 
being  present  when  the  question  was  further 
discussed,  could  not  give  any  plan  as  to  how 
their  own  recommendation  could  be  carried  out. 
If  the  recommendation  should  be  adopted,  it 
would  change  the  whole  present  system  of  edu- 
cation, and  changing  the  whole  system  was  an 

extremely  grave  matter There  might  be 

very  good  grounds  for  doing  this,  and  possibly 
thm  might  be  found  a  reason  for  combining 
the  two  things ;  but,  he  and  his  noble  Friend  at 
the  War  Office  having  given  every  consideration 
to  the  matter,  he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possiUe 


to  combine  the  two  things The  other  day 

his  representative,  Oeneral  Lyons,  the  Quarter- 
master General,  went  down  to  Sandhurst,  and 
he  said  that  he  never  saw  a  finer  or  a  better  set 

of  young  men  than  he  saw  there He 

(the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  himself  had  also  been 
struck  with  the  qualifications  of  the  younfl: 
men.''— [iJiVf.  1692-3.] 

After   those    two    speeches,    the    Civil 
Service  Commissioners  did  not  think  it 
right  to  take  any  step  in  the  matter, 
though  they  were  not  opposed   to  the 
proposed  changes,  if  the  Horse  Quards 
and  the  War  Office  authorities  thought 
them  desirable  for  the  welfare  of  the 
Army.   He  (Viscount  Enfield),  however, 
believed  he  was  correct  in  stating  that 
the    late    Secretary  for  War   and  the 
Conmiander-in- Chief    were   opposed  to 
any  action  being  taken  in  the  matter. 
For    himself,   he  did  not  see  how  the 
scheme  could  be  worked  out.    A  better 
class  of  youne  men  than  they  obtained 
at  present  could  not  be  had.    The  Com- 
missioners  themselves   deprecated   the 
continually  stirring  up  of  this  question, 
which    oxily   unsettl^    the    minds    of 
parents  of  candidates  and  of  tutors,  who 
did  not  know  what  alterations  in  the 
system  of  Army  examinations  might  be 
contemplated.    Besides,  all  history  and 
all  experience  showed  that  it  was  quite 
possible  to  combine  the  highest  military 
education  and  knowledge  even  with  a 
somewhat    deficient    physical    exterior. 
He  begged  to  remind  his  noble  Friend 
that  Lord  Macaulay,  referring  to  the 
Battle  of  Neerwinden,  mentioned — 

"  The  hunchbacked  dwarf  who  urged  forward 
the  fiery  onset  of  France,  and  the  asUunatic 
skeleton  who  coyered  the  slow  retreat  of 
England.*' 

No  doubt,  physical  qualifications  were 
of  great  importance;  but  he  thoup^ht 
that  if  the  preliminaiy  private  medical 
examination  which  preceded  the  literary 
examination  was  fairly  carried  out,  in 
all  probability  no  officer  physically  in- 
competent  could  be  admitted  into  the 
Armv ;  and  that  if  it  were  a  real  and 
a  tolerably  stringent  one,  the  test  of 
physical  competence  for  entering  the 
Army  would  be  solved  in,  perhaps,  a 
more  satisfactory  manner  than  by  making 
the  candidates  run,  jump,  swim,  or  ride, 
as  the  noble  Earl  wished.  At  the  same 
time,  his  Colleagues  and  himself  were 
only  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the 
military  authorities  and  the  public  in  a 
matter  of  such  vital  interest  to  the  future 
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discipline  and  well-being  of  the  Army ; 
and  with  respect  to  any  difficulties  that 
Uiere  might  be  in  the  way  of  carrying 
out  these  alterations,  he  would  venture 
to  paraphrase  an  old  French  proverb, 
ana  say — **  If  it  is  difficult,  it  is  done ; 
if  it  is  impossible,  it  shall  be  done."  He 
repeated,  however,  that  the  Civil  Ser- 
vice Commissioners  claimed  an  unmis- 
takable expression  of  opinion  to  guide 
them  in  the  conduct  of  these  examina- 
tions. 

The  Earl  of  MOELEY  said,  that 
while,  no  doubt,  there  was  a  considerable 
consensus  of  authority  in  favour  of  what 
his  noble  Friend  (Earl  Fortescue)  pro- 
posed, he  (the  Earl  of  Morley)  ventured 
to  say  he  would  succeed  in  showing  that 
the  authorities  were  not  so  unanimous 
on  the  subject  as  his  noble  Friend 
seemed  to  suppose.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  proposition  that  it  was  de- 
sirable the  officers  of  the  British  Army 
should  be  physically  capable  of  with- 
standing the  difficulties  which  they  had 
to  encounter  from  changes  of  climate 
and  other  causes  in  all  parts  of  the 
world ;  but  as  to  the  plan  now  before 
the  House,  it  was  condemned  last  year 
by  the  illustrious  Duke  at  the  head  of 
the  Army,  who,  when  speaking  on  the 
subject,  while  admitting  the  desirability 
of  physical  training,  said  he  did  not  see 
how  it  should  be  allowed  to  take  the 
place  of  intellectual  capacity.  He  (the 
Earl  of  Morley)  believed  that  his  Hoyal 
Highness  adhered  to  the  opinion  which 
he  at  that  time  expressed.  Now,  he  put 
it  to  their  Lordships  that,  on  considera- 
tion of  it,  this  plan  would  be  found 
unnecessary  and  undesirable ;  and,  even 
if  it  were  practicable,  it  would  be  al- 
most impossible  to  carry  out.  He  would 
now  call  attention  to  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Joint  Committee ;  but  he 
would,  in  the  first  place,  remind  the 
House  that  they  considered  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  interfere  with  the  re- 
ward of  superior  mental  training,  He 
did  not,  however,  think  the  Committee, 
who  had  not  gone  into  details,  showed 
in  their  Beport  how  a  physical  compe- 
tition of  the  kind  su^eested  by  them 
could  be  introduced  without  interfering 
with  the  rewards  given  to  superior  in- 
telleotual  merit.  The  physical  tests 
proposed  by  them  were  six  in  number, 
and  any  candidate  was  to  be  allowed  to 
ti^e  up  three  of  them,  and  no  marks 
were  to  be  given  unless  the  candidate 
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reached  a  certain  effiotenqy.    Aa  to  tbe 
first  subject  they  recommended — ^riding, 
he  did  not  concur  with  his  noble  Friend 
in  thinking  that  the  rich  would  have  no 
advantage  in  a  competition  in  that  brandi. 
His  experience  might  be  different  from 
that  of  his  noble  Fnend;  but  he  thought 
that  keeping  horses  and  riding  them 
was  an  expensive  amusement,   and  it 
was  not  every  voun^  man  who  had  a 
desire  to    satisfy  this  test  who  could 
afford  to  keep  a  horse  in  the  exerdae  of 
which  he  might  acouire  that  qualiJBca- 
tion.    Then,  in  walking,  the  minimom 
rate  was  to  be  a  mile  in  10  minutes,  or 
six  miles  an  hour.    Many  young  men 
could    attain  that    speed;    but,    aa  a 
minimum,   it  was  prepoeteronalj  high, 
and  he  would  like  to  know  how  many 
candidates  would  succeed  in  walldng  at 
that  pace  ?    The  test  for  running  was 
one  mile  in  five  and  a-half  minatas. 
The  minimum  for  jumping  was  4  feet 
6  inches,  and  for  the  leaping  15  feet. 
Need  he  say  more  ?    He  aid  not  think 
that  many  candidates  would  come  up  to 
any  one  of  those  minimum  standaraa. 
The   physical  tests   proposed,   even  if 
fully  carried  out,  would  not  insure  the 
results  desired.    Walking  six  miles  an 
hour,  for  instance,  was  a  feat  which  re- 
quired a  certain  biack  rather  than  great 
powers  of  physical  endurance,  and  a 
man  might  tail  in  it  who  could  cover  hia 
30  miles  without  fatip^e.    Then  there 
were  practical  difficulties  in  the  exeoa- 
tion  of  the  scheme  which  had,  probably, 
not  been  sufficienUy  considered  by  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  and  many 
schoolmasters  who  had  giyon  their  ap- 
proval to  this  scheme.     Where  was  this 
jumping  and  running  to  take  place  ?    It 
would,  of  necessity,  be  private;  but  it 
would,  at  the  same  time,  require  a  place 
like  the  Agricultural  Hall  or  the  lillie 
Bridge  Grounds,  to  be  carried  out  in ; 
and  some  300  or  400  young  men  running 
and  jumping  after  their   commissions 
would  form,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  an  ex- 
traordinary spectacle.  Again,  were  these 
tests  to  come  in  at  the  preliminary,  or 
at  the  final,  examination?     If  at  the 
former,  something  like  800  candidates 
would  be  engaged  in  these  athletic  con« 
tests,    and  a  considerable  organization 
would  be  necessary ;  but,  if  at  the  latter, 
then  the  literary  examination  might  have 
the  effect  of  weeding  out  those  who 
physically  were  the  most  effective.    The 
scheme,  in  fact,  did  not  appear  to  be  a 
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well-considered  or  practical  one,  and  it 
was  condemned  by  no  less  an  authority 
than  Sir  John  Adye,  than  whom  it  would 
be  difficult  to  find  a  better  judge  of  the 
moral  and  physical  qualities  requisite 
in  candidates  for  the  Service.  Such  a 
protest  ought  to  carry  weight  as  against 
the  opinion  of  the  schoolmasters,  who, 
by  the  way,  were  not  unanimously  in 
favour  of  them.  If  the  proposed  change 
were  made,  it  was  clear  that  the  success  of 
candidates  under  the  system  would  de- 
pend not  so  much  on  their  constitutional 
powers  as  on  the  particular  state  of 
'*  training  "  in  which  they  happened  to 
be  when  they  presented  themselves.  He 
ventured  to  thmk  that  such  tests  would 
fail  to  produce  the  kind  of  officer  re- 
quired. They  would  even,  he  believed, 
be  seriously  prejudicial  to  the  young 
men  who  engaged  in  them,  as  it  was  a 
notorious  fact  that  severe  physical  ex- 
ertions by  young  men  at  the  age  of  17 
years  caused  great  harm  in  after  years. 
Moreover,  the  Government,  by  sanction- 
ing them,  would  appear  to  affix  a  stamp 
upon  the  system  of  athletic  competitions, 
wmch  was  already  too  prominent  in 
schools,  and  so,  indirectly,  do  mischief. 
If  it  could  be  shown  that  the  physique 
of  the  Service  had  deteriorated,  some- 
thing, of  course,  would  have  to  be  done ; 
but  he  was  assured  by  those  who  had  the 
best  means  of  judging  that  we  never  had 
a  finer  lot  of  young  men  at  Sandhurst 
and  Woolwich  than  at  this  time,  both  as 
regarded  physical  and  moral  qualities. 
Then  why,  after  considering  the  average 
good  resulting  from  the  present  system, 
should  they  change  it?  The  system 
gave  a  very  good  class  of  men  —  men 
of  excellent  intelligence — andtmder  the 
present  condition  of  warfare  it  was  most 
important  to  have  men  of  good  intelli- 
gence. They  were  subject  to  a  sort  of 
natural  selection,  for  weakly  youths 
naturally  shunned  the  Army,  with  its 
physical  hardships,  and  they  were  not 
too  strictly  weeded  by  the  examination 
process.  The  puny  bookworm  was  not 
a  man  likely  to  seek  a  military  career, 
andy  therefore,  there  wasno  dangerof  any 
Budi  finding  their  way  into  the  Army. 
The  examination  for  the  Army  was  a  test 
of  good  average  intelligence — a  quality 
rerr  essential  in  modem  warfare;  it 
comd  scarcely  be  described  as  of  a  veij 
high  intellectual  standard,  and  candi- 
dates once  admitted  to  Woolwich  or 
Sandhurst  obtained  an  admirable  phy- 


sical training.  He  was  assured  that 
they  were  thoroughly  practised  in  riding 
and  other  manly  sports,  which,  it  was 
hardly  necessary  to  say,  were  a  totally 
different  thiuK  from  the  competitive  tests 
now  proposed.  He  hoped  the  noble 
Earl,  after  what  had  been  said,  would 
be  satisfied  that  the  working  out  of  the 
details  of  the  scheme  recommended  by 
the  Committee  would  be  attended  with 
so  much  difficulty  as  to  render  it  almost 
impossible.  It  would  be  an  undesirable 
scheme,  and  absolutely  unnecessary.  He 
also  hoped  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  with  that  answer,  and  not  bring 
forward  the  question  again,  inasmuch  as 
such  discussions  tended  to  unsettle  the 
public  mind  and  to  make  candidates  un- 
certain as  to  what  subjects  they  would 
be  expected  to  learn. 

Thb  Duke  of  CAMBBIDQE  said,  that 
he  had  really  nothing  to  add  to  what  he 
said  in  February,  1879,  when  he  spoke 
of  the  physical  advantages  possessed  by 
the  young  officers  in  the  Army.  He  en- 
tirely denied  that  there  was  any  physical 
deterioration  on  the  part  of  the  cadets 
of  Woolwich  or  Sandhurst  to  justify  the 
change  proposed.  He  admitted  there 
would  be  great  advantage  in  the  physi- 
cal requirements  which  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  J^ortescue)  wished  to  introduce ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  (the  Duke  of 
Cambridge)  must  point  out  that  they 
they  were  at  present  a  remarkably  fine 
body  of  young  men,  and  they  had  ample 
opportunity,  both  at  Woolwich  and  Sand- 
hurst, of  improving  those  physical  quali- 
ties most  required  by  their  Profession. 
If  our  officers  were  deteriorated  in  this 
respect,  and  were,  in  consequence,  not 
competent  to  perform  their  duties  pro- 
perly, those  in  authority  would  be  de- 
sirous of  making  a  cnange;  but  he 
denied  that  there  was  any  such  necessity 
at  present.  He  would  be  glad  if  noble 
Lords  would  go  down  to  Woolwich  and 
see  the  cadets  there,  and  he  felt  sure  that 
they  would  be  struck  when  they  observed 
what  a  fine  body  of  younff  men  presented 
themselves.  There  might  be  some  in- 
dividuals among  them  of  somewhat 
small  stature ;  but  he  could  assure  their 
Lordshins  that  most  of  them  were  6  feet 
high.  Of  course,  their  appearance  on 
the  whole  might  be  better,  if  some  of 
them  were  not  lower  in  stature  than 
others.  We  gave  them  every  opj)ortunity 
of  learning  to  ride,  and  the  way  in  which 
they  performed  their  exercises  in  the  gym- 
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nasi  am  was  as  good  as  anyone  could  pos- 
sibly wish.  With  all  this  eridence  before 
them,  what  more  did  they  want?    Why 
introduce  a  system    which    would    be 
attended  with  great  difiiculty  and  incon- 
venience, and  of  which  the  results  would 
be  doubtful,  for  if  it  were  carried  out,  it 
must  place  some  young  men  at  a  serious 
disadvantage.  No  one  said  that  the  country 
was  suffering  from  want  of  a  good  class 
of  officers ;  he  therefore  hoped  that  this 
subject  would  not  be  brought  forward 
again,  for  he  did  not  see  that  the  class 
of  officers  who  were  now  obtained  and 
who,  it  should  be  remembered,  passed  a 
strict  medical  examination,  left  anything 
to  be  desired.     There  were  usuaUy  700 
or  800  candidates  for  100  vacancies,  and 
the  competition  was,  consequently,  very 
great.     He  did  not,  however,  think  that 
their  Lordships  would  wish  to  see  fewer 
candidates    presenting    themselves    for 
examination ;    for   the   fact   that  they 
presented  themselves  in  such  numbers 
showed  that  the  Service  was  popular, 
that  the  spirit  of  the  nation  was  good, 
and  that  there  were  a  great  many  young 
men  who  desired  to  exhibit  their  gallan- 
try in  the  field,  as  well  as  to  aisplay 
their  good  conduct  in  quarters.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  regret  that  there  was  so 
large  a  number  of  candidates  for  so 
small  a  number  of  vacancies.     He  did 
not,  moreover,  think  that  anything  ought 
to  be  done  at  present  to  change  the 
system  as  it  existed.  It  was,  he  believed, 
as  satisfactory  as  it  could  be  made ;  and 
although  he  was  as  much  opposed  as 
anybody  to  the  system  of  cramming,  he 
would  observe  that  that  necessity  had 
not  been  created  by  the  authorities,  but 
rather  by  the  number  of  competitors. 
He  did  not  know  that  he  could  alld  any- 
thing to  the  answer  which  had  been 
given  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State,  and  he  fully  endorsed 
the  arguments  which  he  had  laid  before 
the  House. 

Viscount  BTJET  said,  that,  as  he  had 
an  opportunity  of  goine  into  this  sub- 
ject last  year,  he  would  not  occupy  the 
attention  of  their  Lordships  long.  The 
reason  why  he  rose  was  because  the 
noble  Earl  (Earl  Fortesoue)  said  that  in 
Parliamentary  Motions  there  was  no* 
thing  like  perseverance  if  you  wished  to 
obtain  success,  and  by  that  he  supposed 
the  noble  Earl  intended  to  bring  forward 
this  matter  a^ain ;  but  he  quite  agreed 
with  the  nobleViscount  (Viscount  Ei&eld) 
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at  the  head  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion that  it  was  extremely  undesirable 
that  any  doubt  should  exist  on  the  part  of 
those  who  had  to  carry  out  the  instruc- 
tion of  young  officers,  or  on  the  part  of 
the  parents  of  those  officers,  or  that  the 
belief  should  gain  ground  that  changes 
of  a  radical  description  were  about  to  he 
introduced  into  the  system  of  education 
for  the  Army.     He,   therefore,  depre- 
cated the  bringing  forward  annually  of 
such  a  Motion  as  the  present  by  the 
noble  Earl;  and  it  was  clear,   in  his 
opinion,  that  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
it  was  not  regarded  as  beine  practicable. 
In  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  \9ho 
opened  the  discussion  there  was,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  an  entire  absence  of  any 
argument  to  show  that  the  physical  tests 
which  he  proposed  were  necessary  in 
consequence  of  any  deterioration  in  the 
personnel  of  young  officers ;  and,  if  he 
might  say  so  without  disrespect  to  the 
noble  Earl,  it  was  much  more  a  crotchet 
than  a  reality.     His  (Viscount  Bury's) 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  said. he  did  not  know  at 
what  period  the  physical  test  should  be 
applied.     Obviously,  however,  if  it  was 
deemed  expedient  to  have  recourse  to 
such  tests,  they  must  be  introduced  at 
the  very  outset,  and  must  form  part  of  the 
medical  examination ;  for  public  opinion 
would  not  sanction  the  proposal  that 
they  should  be  allowed  to  interfere  with 
the  intellectual  tests.    In  that  ease,  they 
would  then  find  many  difficulties  in  the 
way,  and  that  they  would  not  be  sup- 
ported by  pubHc  opinion  when  they  at- 
tempted to  enfore  it.     It  should  also  be 
borne  in  mind  that  there  were  700  or 
800  candidates  coming  up  at  every  ex- 
amination, and  if  the  whole  800  were  to 
be  examined  as  suggested,  it  would  be 
reducing,   in    his    opinion,    the    whole 
system  to  a  perfect  absurdity.     These 
young  men  came  up  to  town  at  very  con- 
siderable inconvenience  to  be  examined, 
and  if  the  time  during  which  they  were 
left  about  London  was  prolonged  in  order 
to  carry  into  effect  the  proposed  tests, 
then  an  extremely  unfair  tax  would  for 
insufficient  reasons  be  imposed  on  their 
parents.    He,  therefore,  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  in  deprecating  the  making  of  any 
change  in  the  physical  examination  for 
the  Army. 

Lord  HTLTON,  after  a  careful  pe- 
rusal of  the  Beport  of  the  Committee, 


1613        Landlord  and  Tenant       [  July  5,  1 880 )       ( Ireland)  ^Ejeeimefits.      1614 


-was  of  opinion  that  the  arguments  op- 
posed to  a  change  outweighed  those  m 
favour  of  it.    It  would  only  protract  the 
unreasonably  long  examination  which 
young  men  now  had  to  undergo.   It  was 
not  so  much,  he  thought,  physical  exami- 
nation which  was  required  as  a  reform 
in  the  mode  of  the  examinations  which 
were  now  carried  on.    At  present,  a 
number  of  young  men  were  brought  up 
Trom  all  parts  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
and  literally  cast  adrift  in  London  for 
more  than  three  weeks ;  and  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  from  his  own  know- 
ledge, that  many  had  failed  to  pass  their 
examinations    in    consequence    of  the 
temptations  to  which  they  had  been  ex- 
posed while  in  London.    If  the  exami- 
nations for  admission  to  Sandhurst  or 
Woolwich  could  be  held  at  either  of 
those  places,  it  would,  he  believed,  be 
a  great  advantage.    If  the  staff  at  those 
Establishments  was  not  sufficient,  let  it 
be  increased ;  it  more  buildings  were  re- 
quired, let  them  be  built.    He  appealed 
to  the  Oovemment — especially  to  the 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Civil 
Service  Commission — ^but,  above  all,  he 
appealed  to  the  Commander-in-Chief,  to 
assist  in  devising  some  plan  to  change  a 
system  which,  as  now  carried  out,  was 
detrimental  to  the  Service  and  to  the 
country. 

Eakl  POETESOUE  rose  to  reply, 
but 

Thb  Dukb  of  RICHMOND  awd 
GK)BDON  interposed  on  the  ground  of 
Order.  There  was,  he  said,  no  Motion 
before  the  House,  and  their  Lordships 
had  already  listened  to  the  noble  Ef^l 
with  ereat  indulgence.  Beyond  that, 
what  had  been  said  on  the  subject  by 
the  noble  Earl  had  been  fUlly  answered 
by  the  noble  Earl  on  the  Treasury  Bench 
(the  Earl  of  Morley}. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IRELAND)— 
EJECTMENTS. 

MOTION  ton  PAPXB8. 

Tnx  Ea&l  of  ANNESLET,  in  mov- 
ing— 

**  That  ihoro  be  laid  before  the  Houae,  Return 
in  tabular  form  for  each  county,  of  the  number 
of  dril  bill  ejectments,  distrnguishing  ejoct- 
mcnta  on  the  title  from  thoee  for  non-payment 
of  reott  tried  and  determined  in  each  oonnty  in 
Ireland  for  each  ol  the  three  yean  ending  30th 
June  1880,  exclunve  of  ejectments  for  premises 
sitnate  in  counties  of  cities,  borougns,  and 
towns,  under  the  Act  9th  Qeo.  IV.  chap.  82.,  or 


the  Towns  Improvement  Act,  1854,  or  any  local 
Act;  also  the  number  of  persons  re-admitted 
as  tenants  or  care-takers : — Ejectments  entered  : 
on  title;  for  non-payment  of  rent:  decrees 
granted :  decrees  executed :  dismisses :  cases 
otherwise  disposed  of ;  stay  put  on  decrees :  re- 
admitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers. 

*<Also,  Return,  in  tubular  form  for  each 
county,  of  the  number  of  actions  of  ejectments 
in  superior  courts  commenced,  distinguishing 
ejectments  on  the  title  from  ejectments  fornon- 
papnment  of  rent,  and  those  tried  and  deter- 
mmed  in  each  county  in  Ireland  for  each  of  the 
three  years  ending  30th  June  1880 ;  and  the 
number  of  haberes.issued  and  the  number  exe- 
cuted in  the  same  period ;  also,  nimiber  of  per- 
sons re-admitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers : — 
Actions  commenced :  on  title ;  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent :  actions  tried :  on  title ;  for  rent : 
number  of  haberes  issued:  number  of  haberes 
executed :  re-admitted  as  tenants  or  care-takers.*' 

"  And  also,  Return  for  each  county  for  the 
three  years  ending  30th  June  1880,  of  the  num- 
ber of  land  claims  in  which  the  court  certified 
under  section  9.  of  the  Land  Act,  that  the  non- 
payment of  rent  causing  the  eviction  had  arisen 
from  the  rent  being  an  exorbitant  rent ;  and 
of  the  amount  awarded  in  each  case  for  dis- 
turbance;" 

said.  Her  Majesty's  Government,  with 
a  view  of  relieving  the  distress  in  Ire- 
land, had  introduced  a  Bill  which  had 
for   its   object   to   release  the   tenant 
farmers  of  Ireland  from  the  necessity  of 
paying  the  debts  owing  to  their  creditors. 
A  Eetum  had  been  given  by  the  Crown 
of  the  number  of  evictions  that  had 
taken  place  in  Ireland,  which  stated 
that  in  1877  there  were  900  evictions, 
whilst  last  year  there  were  2, 063.    Those 
figures,  however,  were  obtained  from 
the  Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland ;  at 
least,  it  had  been  so  stated  in  ''  another 
place,"  and  he  (the  Earl  of  Annesley) 
thouffht  it  was  very  doubtful,  indeed, 
whemer  those  Beports  were  to  be  relied 
upon.     However  that  might  be,  he  said 
that  he  did  not  believe  that  the  land- 
lords in  Ireland  ever  did  evict  except 
under  great  provocation,  and  for  their 
own  protection.     If  there  really  had 
been  918  more  evictions  last  year  than 
in  the  preceding  12  months,  the  cause 
for  such  a  stato  of  things  must  be  looked 
for  in  the  baneful  and  unscrupulous 
agitation  at  present  oontinuinK  m  Ire- 
land.   He  thought  any  noble  Lord  ac- 
quainted with  the  management  of  estates 
in  Ireland  would  agree  with  him  in  say- 
ing that  the  large  estates  in  Ireland  were 
managed  upon  just  principles  towards 
the  tenants.    It  was  impossible  to  ima- 
fpjiQ  that  any  landlord  would  attompt  to 
evict  a  tonant  in  the  Ulster  Tenant  Bight 
districti  because  he  would  have  to  pay 
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an  enormous  sum  for  doing  so;  and, 
therefore,  a  landlord  would  not  try,  ex- 
cept in  a  case  of  absolute  necessity.  The 
Betum  which  he  asked  for  was  very 
nearly  the  same  asone  which  wasordered 
to  be  printed  by  the  late  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  which  he  believed  was  now 
in  course  of  preparation.  He  thought 
if  the  Eetum  was  granted,  the  public 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  finding 
out  the  real  state  of  the  case. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  the  Return 
which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  An- 
nesley)  moved  for  was  almost  identical 
with  a  Return  which  was  moved  for  by 
Mr.  Lowther,  when  he  was  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Lreland, 
in  March  last.  That  Return  would  be 
in  the  hands  of  Parliament  next  week, 
and  would  give  all  the  information  asked 
for  by  the  noble  Earl,  except  the  last 
portion,  which  asked  for  the  number  re- 
admitted as  tenants  or  care-takers.  He 
hoped  that  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  Return  moved  for  by 
Mr.  Lowther ;  *  and,  if  he  desired,  he 
(Earl  Spencer)  had  no  objection  to  the 
Return  being  made  up  to  the  dOth  June 
of  this  year. 

The  Eabl  of  ANNESLEY  expressed 
himself  satisfied  to  accept  the  Return  in 
the  form  suggested  by  the  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Spencer). 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

ELEMENTAKY  EDUCATION  BILL. 
{Th4  lord  Frsndent.) 

(no.  106.)      SECOND  EEADINO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

Eabl  spencer,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  the  second  time,  said,  that 
it  did  not  introduce  any  new  principle, 
but  was  merely  intended  to  carry  out 
what  the  Act  of  1 870  first  began.  That 
Bill  was  extended  by  the  Act  of  1876. 
He  did  not,  therefore,  think  it  necessary 
to  trouble  their  Lordships  with  any 
ffenoral  statement,  and  he  trusted  that 
we  Bill  would  not  meet  with  any  oppo- 
sition from  their  Lordships.  Briefly,  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  enforce  school 
attendance  throughout  the  country.  He 
wished  to  point  out  what  had  been  done 
under  the  former  Education  Acts.  First, 
there  was  the  Act  of  1870,  under  which 
there  was  no  obligation  on  parents  to 
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send  their  children  to  school ;  but  bye* 
laws  were  allowed  to  be  made  in  pkuDes 
where  there  were  school  boards,  under 
which  parents  might  be  prosecuted  for 
not  sending  their  childi^n  to  schooL 
Secondly,  &ere  was  the  Act  of  1876, 
which  was  introduced  into  the  otlier 
House  by  Lord  Sandon,  and  into  their 
Lordships'  House  by  the  noble  Duke 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Richmond  and 
Gordon),  his  Predecessor.  That  Act 
contained  some  important  clauses  with 
regard  to  education,  which  matetiaUj 
altered  the  measure  of  1870.  One  daiue 
enacted  that  there  should  be  an  obli- 
gation on  every  parent  in  England  and 
Wales  to  have  his  child  educated.  There 
was  a  further  enactment  making  it  penal 
on  the  part  of  every  employer  of  labour 
to  employ  children  under  Uie  age  of  10 
years ;  and  only  at  the  age  of  14  was  a 
child  able  to  daim  certain  exemptions. 
Those  exemptions  were  to  be  earned. 
The  rules  under  this  head  fipradoally 
increased  in  stringency,  and  the  maxi- 
mum of  stringency  would  be  reached  ia 
January,  1881,  when,  by  the  Act  of 
1876,  no  child  could  be  employed  op  to 
the  age  of  14,  unless  he  had  passed  the 
4th  Standard,  or  had  attended  school 
250  times  a-year  on  the  average  during 
five  years ;  and  the  child  must  not  have 
attended  in  more  than  two  schools. 
There  was  also  a  general  enactment  by 
which  bye-laws  might  be  made  for  the 
purpose  of  regulating  the  attendance  of 
children  in  every  district,  and  varying 
according  to  the  necessities  of  each  dis- 
trict. There  was  a  third  mode  of  exemp- 
tion under  the  Factory  Acts,  which  were 
thoroughly  revised  in  1876.  Under 
those  Acts  no  child  could  be  employed 
up  to  the  age  of  10  years.  If  he  was 
employed  after  that  age,  he  must  go  to 
school  half-time  up  to  the  age  of  13, 
without  a  standard  oeing  fixed.  At  that 
age,  if  he  passed  the  4th  Standard,  he 
could  go  to  work.  These  were  the  gene- 
ral regulations  so  far  as  regarded  com- 
pulsory education.  Then  there  was  one 
clause  in  the  Act  of  1876— the  11th 
clause — which  enacted  that  any  person 
convicted  by  a  Court  of  Summary  Juris- 
diction of  habitual  neglect  to  send  bis 
children  to  school  should  be  liable  to 
punishment.  That  Act  also  contained 
an  important  Amendment  with  reeard 
to  bye-laws.  Up  to  that  time  bye-laws 
could  only  be  enforced  where  there  were 
school  boards.    But  the  Act  contained  a 
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proTision  tliat  a  sohool  attendance  com- 
mittee, fonned  by  the  urban  and  rural 
authorities,  in  parishes  and  places  where 
there  was  no  sohool  board,  on  the  requi- 
sition of  any  parish,  should  have  the 
same  power  of  making  bye-laws  as  the 
school  boards.  Those  were  the  general 
reg^ations,  and  that  was  the  machinery 
for  enforcing  those  regulations ;  but  they 
-were  somewhat  defectiye.  Up  to  1876 
there  were  two  laws  in  different  districts. 
In  one  district  parents  might  be  under 
compulsion  owing  to  the  eidstence  of 
bye-laws,  and  in  another  there  might  be 
no  compulsion  because  there  were  no 
bye-laws.  But  thd  question  of  bye-laws 
was  somewhat  difficult,  because  it  was 
necessary,  when  there  were  no  bye-laws, 
that  there  should  first  be  a  requisition 
from  a  parish.  A  school  board  had  to 
be  appointed,  or  the  ratepayers  had  to 
Bijgn  a  requisition.  That  caused  a  great 
difficulty,  because  at  least  50  persons 
had  to  sign  the  requisition,  and  the 
farmers  were  not  always  fully  alive  to 
the  form  of  proceeding,  and  were  also 
reluctant  to  incur  any  expenditure  for 
oarryiDg  out  a  proposal  which  might 
break  down.  The  cost  was  considerable. 
For  instance,  the  cost  of  obtaining  these 
bye-laws  reached  in  some  Unions  the 
sum  of  £100.  The  Bill  before  their 
Lordships  professed  to  deal  with  that 
question  in  a  simple  manner.  It  was 
no  longer  to  be  necessary  to  get  a  requi- 
sition signed ;  but  the  sohool  attendance 
committee  was  to  be  empowered  to  make 
bye-laws,  and  the  Act  required  that 
before  the  end  of  this  year  all  the 
sohool  attendance  committees  should  do 
so.  He  next  wished  to  point  out  the 
number  of  schools  in  the  oountry, 
and  the  number  of  children  attending 
those  schools.  The  total  of  schools  in 
1869-70  was  8,281  ;  in  1875-76,  14,273; 
and  in  1878-9,  17,166.  In  those  schools 
there  was  accommodation  for  2,000,000 
children  in  1869-70,  for  3,500,000  in 
1875*6,  and  for  upwards  of  4,000,000  in 
1878-9.  The  percentage  of  the  popu- 
lation attending  those  schools  was,  in 
1869-70,  8*75;  in  1875-6,  1413;  and 
in  1878-9,  16*46.  That  showed  a  satis- 
factory state  of  things.  The  country 
had  now  arrived  at  something  like  what 
was  thought  to  be  by  those  wno  had  en- 
tered  into  calculations  on  the  subject 
the  goal  of  its  endeayours.  Then  he 
would  refer  to  the  Begister.  The  num- 
ber on  the  Begister  in  1869*70|  was 


1,600,000 ;  in  1875-6,  nearly  3,000,000  ; 
and  in  1878-9,  3,710,000.  Then  with 
respect  to  the  percentage  of  ayerage  at- 
tendance, as  compared  with  the  numbers 
on  the  books,  he  found  that  in  1869  the 
percentage  was  67 ;  in  1 875-6  it  was  68 ; 
and  in  lb78-9,  70 ;  so  that  not  only  was 
the  number  of  children  attending  school 
steadily  increasing,  but  the  percentage 
of  attendance  by  the  children  on  the 
books  was  increasing  in  equal  proportion. 
This  showed  that  compulsion  had  had  a 
desirable  effect.  In  the  first  six  years 
the  attendance  had  increased  at  the  rate 
of  200,000,  and  in  the  last  three  years 
at  the  rate  of  250,000.  If  they  looked 
at  the  population  of  5,580,000  who  were 
not  under  bye-laws,  they  would  find  that 
5,000,000  belouj^ed  to  rural  parishes. 
The  difficulty  of  enforcing  compulsion 
imder  the  general  Statute  upon  obstinate 
parents  was  that,  in  the  &rst  instance, 
an  attendance  order  was  made,  and  if  a 
penalty  were  desired,  it  was  necessary 
to  return  and  show  that  the  attendance 
order  had  been  disobeyed.  Two  motions 
were  necessary  before  any  practical  ac- 
tion could  be  taken.  Under  the  bye-laws 
it  was  found  that  the  process  was  sim- 

Eler  and  cheaper.  Although  there  had 
een  a  gradual  progress  in  school  at- 
tendance, something  further  was  neces- 
sary, and  he  proposed  by  this  Bill,  by 
extending  the  operations  of  the  bye-laws, 
to  carry  on  the  work  of  the  Act  of  1870, 
which  the  Act  of  1876  so  materially 
assbted ;  and  if  they  got  the  bye-laws 
now  proposed  passed,  they  would  be 
doing  quite  as  much  as  they  could.  The 
reason  why  he  introduced  the  Bill  was 
this.  In  1881,  the  Act  of  1876  would 
attain  its  greatest  stringency.  It  would 
be  illegal  next  year  for  any  person  to 
employ  a  cluld  at  half-time  even  up  to 
the  age  of  14,  unless  that  child  had 
passed  in  the  4th  Standard.  He  was 
afhdd  it  would  be  exceedingly  difficult 
in  many  districts  to  employ  children 
under  these  conditions.  Me  found  that 
last  year,  out  of  889,271  children  above 
the  affe  of  10,  there  were  506,820  pre- 
sented in  Standards  1,  2,  and  3.  That 
showed  that  there  had  been  considerable 
difficulty  in  obtaining  so  high  a  standard 
as  was  desired.  It  was,  besides,  ex- 
ceedingly difficult,  if  not  almost  impos- 
sible, from  the  removal  of  the  resi- 
dence of  the  parents,  and  other  causes, 
to  get  a  oenain  number  of  attend- 
anoes   shown.     What   would   be   the 
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result  in  1881  ?  He  believed  the  Act 
would  be  evaded,  as  it  was  now  evaded, 
by  a  large  class,  or  it  would  sweep  to  a 
great  extent  many  fields  and  places  of 
children  who  ought  to  be  doing  work 
and  bringing  wages  to  their  parents. 
They  should  require  every  school  board 
throughout  the  country  to  pass  bye-laws 
which  would  meet  the  requirements  of 
the  neighbourhood ;  and  u  the  boards 
did  not  pass  bye-laws,  bye-laws  should  be 
passed  for  them ;  and  it  was  hoped  that 
Dy  January  they  would  have  bye-laws 
which  would  obviate  the  great  hardships 
of  taking  from  labour  a  great  many  of 
the  children  of  the  country.  The  second 
part  of  the  Bill  dealt  wiUi  a  conflict  of 
authority  which  had  occurred  between 
the  bye-laws  and  the  Factory  Acts,  and 
two  cases  had  been  tried  in  order  to  see 
which  was  paramount.  At  present,  one 
employer  of  labour — ^namely,  the  manu- 
facturer, found  he  could  get  his  labour 
without  any  difi&culty  under  the  Factory 
Acts,  which  allowed  children  of  10  years 
of  age  to  go  to  work  as  half-timers ; 
while  the  farmer  could  not  get  a  boy, 
because  the  bye-laws  under  which  the 
boy  was  bound  to  be  so  employed  were 
very  much  more  severe  in  their  applica- 
tion than  the  Acts  in  question,  for  they  re- 
quired that  children  so  employed  should 
nave  passed  a  certain  standard.  The 
Judges  before  whom  one  of  thjd  cases 
was  tried  (Justices  BramweU  and  Den- 
man)  decided  that  the  bye-laws  were 
paramount ;  but  in  the  other  case,  tried 
by  Justices  Mellor  and  Lush,  the  deci- 
sion was  exactly  the  reverse.  No  appeal 
could  be  made,  as  it  was  a  criminal 
matter,  and  therefore  they  had  come  to 
a  deadlock.  The  Government  proposed 
where  there  was  a  conflict  of  this  kind 
that  the  bve-laws  should  prevail,  for  it 
had  been  shown  that  having  to  pass  a 
standard  was  a  great  stimulus  to  parents 
to  send  their  children  to  school,  and  it 
was  thought  desirable  to  place  allohUdren 
under  the  same  law.    There  was  also 

Sower  in  the  Bill  to  five  the  power  of 
eciding  to  the  school  Doard  to  say  whe- 
ther the  school  should  be  under  the  bye- 
laws  or  the  general  Act,  as  it  was  de- 
sired to  give,  in  the  matter  of  school 
attendance,  the  option  to  school  boards, 
and  not  to  the  magistrate  or  the  Judge, 
to  direct  a  prosecution.  There  was  one 
clause— the  40th— in  the  Act  of  1876, 
which  imposed  some  very  remarkable 
and  unfair  conditions  upon  pauper  chil- 
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dren.  For  instance,  if  a  man  met  with 
an  accident  and  applied  for  oot-door 
relief  to  the  Union,  his  children  must 
go  to  school  unless  they  fulfilled  cer- 
tain conditions — that  was,  readied  the 
drd  Standard ;  and,  therefore,  a  child 
who  had  fully  earned  exemption  from 
school,  was  required  to  go  bacJc  to  school 
at  the  very  time  his  services  were  most 
required.  He  did  not  think  that  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  Act.  There- 
fore, under  the  present  Bill,  it  was  pro- 
posed that  whenever  a  child  had  earned 
exemption  he  should  not,  because  his 
father  became  a  pauper,  have  to  go  to 
school  and  to  fulfil  other  conditiona. 
Those  were  the  provisions  of  the  Bill, 
and  they  would,  he  was  convinoed,  ope- 
rate wiUi  great  advantage.  The  noole 
Earl  concluded  by  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  nowread  2»." 
— (7%tf  Lord  President.) 

The  Duke  of  SOMEBSET  said,  he 
did  not  in  any  way  deprecate  the  ad- 
vancement of  education ;  but  he  thought 
that  great  discretion  should  be  given  to 
magistrates  in  cases  under  the  Education 
Act.  Parents  often  lost  much  time  and 
had  much  difficulty  in  getting  truant 
children  to  go  to  school.  He  (Uie  Duke 
of  Somerset)  had  known  of  cases  in 
which,  when  boys  were  told  to  go  to 
school,  they  went  bird's-nestine ;  and 
unless  the  father  lost  his  time  in  looking 
after  them  and  seeing  that  they  went 
regidarly  to  school,  he  would  be  liable 
to  })e  punished,  and  magistrates  were 
sometimes  very  severe  on  poor  parents 
in  such  circumstances.  Again,  a  poor 
widow  who  had  to  go  out  to  work,  if 
she  was  obliged  to  follow  her  children 
every  day  to  school,  would  be  unable  to 
earn  her  living.  He  admitted  that  there 
must  be  compulsion ;  but  he  thought  it 
should  be  adopted  gradually  and  with 
due  regard  to  circumstances.  In  his 
opinion,  magistrates  ought  to  have  some 
power  of  relaxing  the  rigour  of  the  prin- 
ciple in  cases  such  as  he  had  suggested* 

The  DtJKE  of  RICHMOND  akd 
GK)EDON  said,  he  could  assure  his 
noble  Friend  the  President  of  the  Coun- 
cil (Earl  Spencer)  that  this  measure  had 
his  most  cordial  support.  He  thought 
his  noble  Friend  would  not  be  surprised 
at  that  intimation,  because  he  beliered 
this  was  much  the  same  Bill  as  the  one 
which  be  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and 
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Oordon)  had  himself  intended  to  intro- 
duce if  circumstances  had  not  prevented 
liis  doing  so.  He  did  not  gather  that 
the  noble  Duke  who  had  just  spoken 
(the  Duke  of  Somerset)  objected  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  generally,  but 
rather  that  he  desired  that  there  should 
1:>e  some  power  given  to  magistrates  of 
relaxing  the  penalties  in  certain  cases 
to  which  parents  were  liable.  At  present, 
However,  the  magistrates  had  a  great 
discretion  in  carrying  out  the  law,  and 
instances  of  hardship  were  quite  the  ex- 
ception. Magistrates  always  dealt  with 
the  surrounmng  oircimistances  of  the 
cases  brought  before  them,  and  the 
parents  of  children  who  went  bird's- 
nesting  when  they  ought  to  go  to  school 
*would  not  be  treated  harshly.  That  Bill 
was  necessary,  more  especially  in  the 
agricultural  districts.  The  omy  point 
in  it  which  he  did  not  quite  understand 
was  the  last  part  of  Clause  4,  and  when 
they  went  into  Committee  it  might  be 
desirable  to  obtain  further  information 
with  regard  to  it. 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  he  could  con- 
firm substantially  what  had  been  said 
by  his  noble  Friend  the  late  President 
of  the  Council  (the  Duke  of  Eichmond 
and  Gordon)  in  respect  to  the  discretion 
vested  in  magistrates,  and  often  exer- 
cised by  them  in  cases  such  as  those 
mentioned  by  his  noble  Friend  the  Duke 
of  Somerset.  The  signature  of  two 
members  of  the  school  board  was  re- 
quire to  any  order  for  proceeding 
against  a  parent,  and,  beyond  that, 
truant  children  could  be  committed 
under  certain  conditions  to  industrial 
schools. 

Motion  a^$ed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord* 
ingly,  and  eommitUd  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thundasf  next. 

Hoofo  acUoumed  at  a  qoarter  before 

Eight  o'clock,  tin  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ton  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Mimia^,  6ih  July,  1880. 


MINUTES.]— Niw  Writ  Imubd— -For  Bewd- 
ley,  V,  Chariot  Harriaont  eaqoiro,  whose  Eloc< 
tion  haa  been  detennined  to  bo  void. 
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QUESTIONS. 

SPAIN— DETENTION  OF  A  BRITISH 
SUBJECT  AT  FERNANDO  PO. 

Dr.  CAMERON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  is  a  fact  that  IdEr.  James 
G.  Young,  a  British  subject,  was,  in 
June  1878,  sentenced  to  four  months 
imprisonment  or  £20  fine  by  the  Courts 
of  J^emando  Po,  and  that  the  fine  was 
paid  and  its  payment  accepted,  but  that 
Young  is  stiU  detained  a  prisoner  in  the 
island  on  the  ground  that  his  sentence 
requires  ratification  by  the  Superior 
Courts  at  Hayannah;  whether  the 
climate  of  Fernando  Po  is  not  considered 
to  be  one  of  the  most  deadly  to  Euro- 
peans in  the  world  ;  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment  have  taken  any  steps 
to  rescue  Mr.  Young  from  an  indefinitely 

Erotracted  imprisonment ;  and,  whether 
e  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  correspondence  relating  to 
Mr.  Young's  case  r 

Sib  CffilM4ES  W.  DILKE:  The 
facts  of  the  case,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member,  are,  I  regret  to  say,  correct. 
Urgent  remonstrances  on  the  subject 
have  been  repeatedly  addressed  to  the 
Spanish  Oovemment  through  Her  Ma* 
jesty's  Minister  at  Madrid,  special  stress 
being  laid  on  the  danger  to  Mr.  Young's 
life  involyed  in  his  continued  detention 
at  Fernando  Po.  The  latest  intelligence 
reoeiyed  was  to  the  effect  that  the  case 
was  to  come  before  the  Supreme  Court 
at  Havannah  on  the  12th  ultimo.  There 
will  be  no  objection  to  laying  the  Corre- 
spondence  on  the  Table  of  the  House  ? 

IRELAND—THE  PHCENIX  PARK, 
DUBLIN. 

Mr.  M.  BBOOKS  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Ti^ether  any  spaces  in  the 
Phcenix  Park  hitherto  enjoyed  by  the 
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general  public  have  been  recently  in- 
closed and  set  apart ;  and,  if  so,  whether 
such  encroachments  or  inclosures  have 
been  sanctioned  by  the  custodians  of  the 
Park  in  the  interests  of  the  public? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  am  not 
sure,  Sir,  that  this  Question  ought  not 
to  have  been  asked  of  the  Treasury,  as 
it  relates  to  the  Board  of  Works,  which 
is  under  the  Treasury.  All  I  know 
about  the  Phoenix  Park  is  that  it  is  a 
very  beautiful  park,  and  I  sometimes 
wish  that  I  was  there  instead  of  here. 
For  some  years  a  portion  of  it  has  been 
inclosed  with  a  wire  fence  for  the  pur- 
pose of  utilizing  the  sewage  of  the  Royal 
Hibernian  Mihtary  School,  and  for  a 
short  time,  I  understand,  an  additional 
wire  fence  has  been  put  round  an  ad- 
ditional space.  There  is  no  intention  of 
keeping  up  the  wire  fence  round  it,  and 
it  is  in  a  portion  of  the  Park  which  is 
less  frequented  than  the  other  portions 
of  it  are. 

THE  CAPE  COLONY— SIR  BAKTLE 

FRERE. 

Sm  WILFRID  LAWSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, Whether  the  failure  of  the  South 
African  Oonfederation  Scheme  has  al- 
tered the  view  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  the  retention  of  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  at  the  Cape  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  As  I  made  the 
fullest  statement  to  the  House  upon  this 
subject  on  a  previous  occasion,  it  may  be 
convenient  that  I  should  make  a  reply 
to  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member. 
Her  Majesty'sQovemmenthave  received 
with  very  great  concern  the  intelligence 
which  has  arrived  from  the  Cape,  show- 
ing that  the  proposals  of  the  Cape 
Mmistry  for  the  promotion  of  Confeder- 
ation among  the  Colonies  have  been 
frustrated.  I  am  aware  that  that  fact 
has  a  serious  bearing  upon  the  state- 
ment I  addressed  to  the  House  on  an 
early  day  of  this  Session ;  but  it  is  not 
possible  for  the  Government,  from  the 
succinct  telegraphic  notices  that  have 
arrived,  to  form  any  sufficient  and  com- 
prehensive judgment  on  the  circum- 
stances, and,  consequently,  I  cannot  at 
present  answer  my  hon.  Friend;  but 
when  the  despatches  giving  a  clear  and 
full  account  of  the  occurrences  have 
arrived,  the  matter  will  have  our  full  aoid 
serious  consideration. 

Mr.  M.  Brooki 


RAILWAYS  (IRELAND)— LIKEBICK 
JUNCTION. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  is  a 
fact  that,  owine  to  monetary  differ- 
ences between  the  Qreat  Southern  and 
Western  and  Limerick  and  Waterford 
Railways  as  to  the  terms  of  occupation 
and  use  of  the  station  at  Limerick  Junc- 
tion, the  latter  Company  have  received 
notice  to  quit  and  are  now  engag^  in 
constructing  a  station  on  their  own  land 
some  five  hundred  or  six  hundred  yards 
from  the  existing  station ;  and,  whether, 
as  this  is  the  most  important  centre  of 
Hallway  communication  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  and  that  by  the  propoeed 
arrangements  very  great  inconvenience 
will  be  caused  to  the  public,  attended* 
probably,  with  delays  m  the  transmis- 
sion of  mails  and  parcels,  the  Board  of 
Trade  will  take  steps,  by  arbitration  or 
otherwise,  to  protect  the  public  from, 
such  grave  annoyance  ? 

Mb.  OHAMBERLAIN  :  The  Board  of 
Trade  have  no  official  knowledge  of  the 
circumstances  referred  to  in  the  Question 
of  my  hon.  Friend,  and,  as  no  queetioa 
of  public  safety  appears  to  be  involved, 
they  would  have  no  power  to  interfere 
unless  appealed  to  by  both  of  the  Bail- 
way  Companies  interested.  Should  the 
Companies  apply  to  the  Board  of  Trade, 
I  shall  be  happy  to  direct  steps  to  be  at 
once  taken  in  order  to  bring  the  dif- 
ferences which  are  alleged  to  exist  to  a 
satisfactory  termination. 


THE  CURRENCY— WORN  GOLD  COINS. 

Sir  JAMES  M^GAEEL-HOGG  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  ihe  con- 
dition of  the  gold  currency ;  and,  whether 
it  is  proposed  to  take  steps  to  withdraw 
from  circulation  worn  coins  which  are 
below  the  current  weight  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  My  attention. 
Sir,  has  been  called  to  the  condition  of 
the  gold  currency,  and  I  am  aware  that 
it  is  unsatisfactory.  But  my  hon.  Friend 
will  know  that  the  question  is  a  very 
serious  one,  and  that  it  entails  con- 
sequences which  mi^ht  not  appear  at  first 
siffht  to  belone  to  it.  It  entails  a  con- 
sideration of  the  whole  question  as  to 
the  sufficiencv  or  insufficiency  of  the 
premises  of  the  present  Mint,  and  the 
amount  of  work  which  the  Mint  can 
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cany  on ;  and,  further,  whether  it  is 
practicable  or  desirable  to  delegate  to 
j)riyate  persons  the  conduct  of  any  por- 
tion of  our  currency — for,  without  that, 
the  gold  coinage  could  not  be  renewed, 
as  r  am  informed,  at  the  present  time. 
If  that  delegation  could  not  take  place, 
there  then  comes  up  the  question  of  the 
Temoval  of  the  site  of  the  Mint.  Under 
these  circumstances,  I  think  my  hon. 
Priend  will  not  regard  me  as  unreason- 
able when  I  say  that,  while  I  feel  the 
subject  will  require  early  attention,  I  do 
not  think  it  will  be  possible  to  give  it 
that  consideration  during  the  continuance 
of  the  present  Session. 


TURKEY— THE  IDENTIC  NOTE— MK. 
GOSCHEN'S  MISSION. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AJOfairs,  Whether 
the  identic  note  said  to  have  been  pre- 
Bented  to  the  Porte,  as  well  as  the  reply 
to  that  note,  can  be  laid  before  Parna- 
ment;  and,  whether  any  other  Papers 
connected  with  Mr.  Goschen's  Mission 
can  be  laid  before  Parliament  ? 

SiE  OHAELES  W.  DILKE:  The 
Identic  Note  and  Papers  relating  to  it 
will  be  presented  to  Parliament  as  soon 
as  circumstances  will  admit  of  this  being 
done  without  interfering  with  the  pro- 
gress of  negotiations.  We  shall  have 
to  obtain  the  concurrence  of  the  other 
Powers  concerned. 


CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND  REVENUE— 
THE  WINE  DUTIES. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  any  communications  have  been 
received  from  any  Foreign  Govemment 
other  than  that  of  France,  upon  the  sub- 
ject of  the  proposed  alteration  in  the 
Wine  Duties ;  and,  if  so,  whether  they 
can  be  produced  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  Her 
Majesty's  Oovemment  are  in  communi- 
cation with  the  Spanish,  Portuguese, 
Italian,  and  Austrian  Governments  on 
the  subject  of  the  Wine  Duties ;  but  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  lay  any  of  the 
Papers  before  the  House  at  the  present 
stage  of  the  negotiations.  Bepresenta- 
tiona  from  most  of  the  foreign  Powers 
ooDoemed  in  the  matter  will  be  found  in 


a  Memorandum  drawn  up  in  the  Foreign 
Office,  and  appended  to  the  Beport  of 
the  Select  Committee  of  this  House  on 
the  Wine  Duties  in  1879. 


PABLIAMENTABY  ELECTIONS— WICK- 
LOW  ELECTION— THE  BALLOT. 

Mb.  M'COAN  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  Whether  Mr.  Fen- 
ton,  the  land  agent  of  Mr.  Fitzwilliam 
Di(^,  an  unsuccessful  candidate  at  the 
late  election  for  Wicklow,  who,  having 
been  admitted  under  an  order  of  the 
Irish  Court  of  Common  Pleas,  to  inspect 
the  ballot  papers  of  the  said  election  in 
support  01  a  petition  (since  withdrawn) 
agamst  one  of  the  sitting  Members,  has 
since,  for  the  purpose  of  intimidating 
voters,  publicly  declared  that  he  had, 
during  such  inspection,  discovered  how 
they  had  voted,  has  not,  by  such  public 
declaration,  rendered  himself  liable  to  a 
criminal  prosecution  under  the  Ballot 
Act;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will,  on 
being  supplied  with  circumstantial  in- 
formation as  to  the  facts,  direct  that  the 
law  be  so  enforced  ?  

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  «)b 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  have  myself 
no  information  as  to  the  facts  stated  or 
implied  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member;  but  if  it  is  to  be  understood 
that  the  gentleman  referred  to  has, 
for  the  purpose  of  intimidating^  voters, 
threatened  them  with  any  ixnury  be- 
cause of  their  having  voted,  he  has  com- 
mitted the  ofifence  of  undue  influence, 
and  is  liable  to  a  prosecution,  not  under 
the  Ballot  Act,  but  under  the  provisions 
of  the  Corrupt  Practices  Prevention 
Act.  As  to  the  last  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion, I  can  onlv  say  that  if  the  facts  of 
the  case  shoula  come  before  me  on  sworn 
informations  in  the  usual  way,  it  will 
be  my  duty  to  consider  whether  a  prose- 
cution can  be  sustained. 


INDIA— BEHAB. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked  the 
Secretarv  of  State  for  India,  If  his  at- 
tention has  been  called  to  a  namphlet 
entitled  ''  The  Ruin  of  an  Inoian  J?ro- 
viuce,"  signed  "Charles  James  O'Don- 
nell,  Justice  of  the  Peace  for  the  pro- 
vinces of  Bengal,  Behar,  and  Orissa," 
I  and  which  ascribes  the  periodical  famines 
and  general  poverty  of  Behar  not  to 
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any  natural  or  unavoidable  oauses,  but 
to  the  rack-renting  of  their  tenantry  by 
the  landlords,  the  mismanagement  by 
the  GK)yemment  as  Court  of  Wards  of 
certain  vast  estates,  and  the  eviction 
and  oppression  of  the  farmers  by  Euro- 
pean adventurers  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
digo planting,  ''  often  witn  the  support 
of  officials  of  the  highest  local  position ;  " 
and,  whether  he  will  cause  any  inquiry 
to  be  made  into  the  accuracy  of  the 
statements  on  which  the  author  of  the 
pamphlet  bases  the  grave  accusations  it 
contains? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to,  and 
I  have  read,  this  pamphlet.  It  relates, 
in  the  main,  to  alleged  oppression  of 
ryots  by  proprietors  and  iudigo  planters 
through  abuse  of  the  law  relating  to  the 
levy  of  rent.  This  is  a  subject  which  has 
for  a  long  time  occupied  tne  attention  of 
the  GK)vemment  of  India,  and  legislation 
has  frequently  been  proposed  to  remedy 
evils  that  are  admitted.  The  subject  is 
at  jpresent  under  the  consideration  of 
a  Select  Committee,  whose  Beport  is 
almost  immediately  expected,  and,  no 
doubt,  it  will  be  follow^  by  legislation. 
The  pamphlet,  however,  contains  allega- 
tions of  so  grave  a  character,  not  only 
as  against  the  state  of  the  law,  but  also 
as  regards  the  conduct  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  these  Provinces,  that  I  shall 
certainly  consider  it  necessary,  as  soon 
as  I  am  able,  to  satisfy  myself  as  to  the 
nature  of  the  evidence  on  which  those 
allegations  rest.  But  until  I  have  had 
that  opportunity,  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  I  shall  consider  it  necessary  to 
order  any  investigation  to  be  made  in 
India. 

AFGHANISTAN  —  MK.  LEPEL 
GRIFFIN. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  there  is  any 
truth  in  the  report  that  Mr.  Lepel  Griffin 
has  been  ordered  from  Cabul  to  Simla ; 
what  arrangements  have  been  made  for 
the  continuance  of  neffotiations  with 
certain  Afghan  Chiefs  during  the  ab- 
sence of  that  officer ;  and,  when  he  in- 
tends to  lay  upon  the  Table  any  further 
Papers  relating  to  our  present  position 
in  Afghanistan  ? 

Thb  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  have  received  no  intimation  to  the 
effect  that  Mr.  Griffin  has  been  sum- 
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moned  to  Simla.  If,  however,  it  is  the 
case,  General  Sir  Donald  Stewart,  who 
has  the  supreme  political  as  well  as  mili- 
tary command  at  Cabul,  would  be  fully 
competent  to  continue  the  negotiationa 
going  on  with  the  Afghan  Chieu.  With 
reeard  to  the  latter  part  of  the  Question, 
I  ao  not  think,  in  the  present  state  of  the 
negotiations,  that  it  would  be  possible 
for  me  to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
anything  which  would  add  to  the  in« 
formation  of  the  House;  but  I  will 
take  care  to  lay  on  the  Table  such  Papezs 
as  I  am  able  at  the  earliest  possible 
moment. 

CONTROVERTED    ELECTIONS  — THE 
BEWDLEY  ELECTION  PETITION. 

Mr.  lea  asked  Mr.  Attorney  General, 
If  his  attention  has  been  drawn  to  the 
Beport  of  the  Bewdle^  Election  Peti- 
tion, in  which  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and 
Mr.  Justice  Lopes  have  unseated  Mr. 
Charles  Harrison  because  a  friend's 
bailiff  had  lent  a  voter  a  drill  without 
charge  for  hire,  and  because  two  work* 
ing  men  had  made  an  arrangement 
about  one  land  club  share ;  both  so- 
called  bribers  having  contradicted  the 
statements  made,  also  all  the  charges 
of  bribery  and  treating  having  com- 
pletely failed,  and  the  ground  ofagency 
being  that  these  two  persons  were  mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Association ;  and,  if 
he  will  consider  in  what  way  the  Law 
may  be  speedily  amended  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hkkry  James),  in  reply,  said,  the  evi- 
dence taken  on  the  tnal  of  the  Bewdley 
Election  Petition  had  not  yet  been 
printed  and  presented  to  the  House,  and, 
therefore,  his  attention  had  not  yet  been 
called  to  the  case  to  which  his  hon. 
Friend  referred.  He  imagined,  how- 
ever, ^m  the  wording  of  tne  Question, 
that  it  was  sought  to  gain  from  him  an 
opinion  as  to  the  justice  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  learned  Judges  who  tried 
the  Petition.  His  hon.  Friend  and 
the  House  would,  perhaps,  excuse 
him  if  he  declined  to  go  into  a  quee- 
tion  put  in  that  shape.    It  often  hap- 

gened  that  there  would  be  apparent 
ardship  in  a  strict  interpretation  of  the 
law  of  agency;  but  he  could  only  answer 
the  Question  put  to  him  as  to  an  altera- 
tion of  the  law  categorically  by  saying 
that  he  saw  no  opportunity  of  speedily 
amending  the  law  in  this  respect. 
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ABMT — NON-COMMISSIONED 
OFFICERS. 

Colonel  OWEN  WILLIAMS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Who- 
ther  it  is  not  an  acknowledged  fact  that 
Tery  serious  deterioration  has  taken 
place  amongst  the  Non-Commissioned 
Officers  of  me  regiments  of  the  line ; 
whether  he  has  any  evidence  before  him 
which  tends  to  show  that  this  deteriora- 
tion is  the  result  of  Lord  Gardwell's  re- 
organisation scheme  of  1871 ;  and,  whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  great  exigence 
of  the  case,  Her  Majesty's  Gt)yemment 
contemplate  taking  immediate  measures 
to  remedy  the  existing  state  of  afiEairs ; 
and,  if  so,  when  will  these  remedial  mea- 
sures come  into  operation  ? 

Mb.  CHILDEkS  :  In  reply  to  the 
lion,  and  gallant  Member,  I  must 
distinctly  dedine  to  admit  the  allegation 
that  it  is  an  acknowledged  fact  that  very 
serious  deterioration  has  taken  place 
among  the  non-commissioned  officers  of 
the  regiments  of  the  Line,  or  that  this  is 
the  result  of  Lord  CardwelFs  Be-organi- 
zation  Scheme  of  1 871 .  In  many  respects 
tho  non-commissioned  officers  of  the 
line  have  improved  since  1871.  They 
are  better  educated,  as  shown  by  the 
last  general  annual  Ketum  presented 
to  Parliament;  and  I  find  that  as  to 
punishment  the  number  reduced  to  the 
ranks  is  less.  But  they  are,  on  the 
average,  made  non-commissioned  officers 
at  a  younger  age  than  in  1871  ;  and  in 
the  opinion  of  many  commanding 
officers  some  of  them  have  in  conse- 

rdce  not  sufficient  experience.  It  is 
alleged  that  greater  difficulty  than 
f ormerlv  is  found  in  retaining  their  ser- 
vices, although  I  find  that  71  per  cent 
of  the  sergeants  who  completed  six 
years'  service  in  1879  elected  to  continue 
with  the  Colours.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, although  questions  affecting  the 
non-commissioned  officers  are  intimately 
connected  with  the  general  question  of 
the  organization  of  ue  Army,  which  we 
shall  have  to  consider  on  the  Beport  of 
Lord  Airey's  Committee,  I  have  arrived 
at  the  conclusion  that  this  is  the  most 
pressing  branch  of  the  subject,  and  we 
shall  tiULO  it  up  without  delay.  Perhaps 
I  may  add  that  both  the  German  and 
French  Military  Department  are  experi- 
encing the  same  difficulties  as  ourselves 
with  respect  to  non-commissioned  officers, 
althougn  their  Armies  are  recruited  in  a 


very  different  way,  and  theproblem  in  the 
face  of  social  circumstances  of  Uie  pre- 
sent day  appears  to  be  a  very  difficult 
one  throughout  Europe.  I  cannot  name 
any  particular  date  for  proceeding  in  this 
matter,  which  is  one  oi  80  or  100  most 
important  questions  that  I  found  on 
assuming  Office  had  to  be  dealt  with. 

CUSTOMS  DEPAKTMENT— COMPtrii- 
SORY  RETIREMENT. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULTJTAN  asked  the 
Secretanr  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
intended  to  reg^ate  the  superannuation 
of  the  Customs  officials,  in  accordance 
with  the  system  now  carried  out  at  the 
Admiralty,  as  to  the  compulsory  retire- 
ment of  men  65' years  of  age,  with  40 
years  service  who  have  obtained  the 
maximum  salary  of  their  position  ? 

Lord  FEEDERICK  CAVENDISH : 
There  is  no  general  rule  providing  for 
compulsory  retirement  from  the  Customs 
Service  at  any  given  age,  and  no  general 
proposition  has  been  made  of  the  nature 
suggested  by  my  hon.  and  learned 
Fnend.  But  certain  clerks  who,  after 
the  late  re-organization,  remain  redun- 
dant until  vacancies  occur  for  them  in 
the  superior  part  of  the  Establishment, 
have  been  permitted,  in  addition  to  this 
improved  prospect,  to  rise  in  the  mean- 
time to  salaries  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  salary  of  the  classes  in  which 
they  stood  previously  to  the  re-organiza- 
tion, subject  to  the  condition  (inter  alia), 
that  on  completing  the  60th  year  of 
their  age  they  should  retire  with  pension 
unless  the  Board  of  Customs  should  re- 
commend their  continuance  for  special 
reasons  and  the  Treasury  sdje  their 
consent.  I  hope  my  hon.  Friend  will 
forffive  me  for  repeating  what  I  stated  in 
reply  to  a  Question  a  short  time  ago — 
that  it  is  most  prejudicial  to  the  efficiency 
and  discipline  of  this  great  Service,  and 
renders  cnanges  in  it  next  to  impossible, 
that  the  attention  of  this  House  should, 
without  the  gravest  reasons,  be  invited 
so  frequently  as  has  been  the  case  in 
recent  years  to  matters  of  executive 
detail  in  connection  with  it. 


GREECE— GUARANTEED  LOAN  OF 

1832-3. 

Mr.  GEANTHAM  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  this  Country  is  by  Treaty  or 
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other  obligations  under  any  pecuniary 
liability  to  Greece  or  to  the  creditors  of 
(Greece ;  and,  if  so,  to  what  extent  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE:  This 
country  is  under  no  pecuniary  liability 
to  Greece  at  the  present  moment.  The 
final  payment  in  respect  of  the  portion 
of  the  Greek  Loan  guaranteed  by  Great 
Britain  was  made  in  1871.  Full  details 
on  the  subject  will  be  found  in  the  Re- 
turn presented  to  Parliament  on  the 
14th  of  February  last  (No.  40). 

COLONIAL  REGULATIONS,  RULE  75— 

BARBADOES. 

Mb.  EERINQTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretanr  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whe- 
ther Rule  75  of  the  Colonial  Regulations 
relative  to  the  tenure  of  pubHc  offices 
appljr  to,  and  are  enforced  in,  all  the 
juoicial  and  fiscal  appointments  in  the 
Island  of  Barbadoes  ? 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DTLKE:  In 
reply  to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  have  to'say 
that  the  case  of  Barbaidoes,  which  is 
very  exceptional,  is  covered  by  the 
words  '< generally  speaking"  in  that 
Regulation.  I  may  mention  that  the 
chieffiscal  officer  in  Barbadoes,  although 
confirmed  by  the  Governor,  is  appointed 
annually  by  the  Assembly. 

ARMY  (INDIA)— CASE  OF  MR.  F.  G.  C. 

SHAW. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If,  after 
considering  all  the  Correspondence,  in* 
eluding  the  Minute  of  Sir  N.  Chamber* 
lain,  which  has  passed  concerning  Mr. 
F.  G.  C.  Shaw,  Senior  Veterinary  Sur- 
geon of  the  Madras  Army,  he  will  cause 
any  steps  to  be  taken  to  redress  the 
grievances  complained  of  by  that  gen- 
Ueman? 

The  Maequess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  case  of  Mr.  Shaw 
had  Deen  decided  upon  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  and  by  his  Predecessor, 
Lord  Cranbrook.  He  had  not  been  able 
to  read  all  the  Correspondence  and  ex- 
amine it  himself ;  and  until  he  had  an 
opportunity  of  doing  so,  he  could  hold 
out  no  hopes  of  a  reversal  of  the  de- 
cision. 

CRIMINAL     LAW— POACHINO    IN 
HAWARDEN  PARK. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  I  rise  to  anoint  of 
Order.  I  gave  Notice  of  a  Uuestion 
publicly  in  my  jdace  in  the  House  the  I 

Mr.  OrafUham 


other  niffht,  and  I  find  that  in  the  foim 
in  which  it  appears  upon  the  P^per 
there  is  an  omission  in  it.  If  what  is 
omitted  was  irregular,  I  bow  at  once  to 
the  decision  of  the  Chair ;  but  I  wish. 
Sir,  to  know  if  the  omission  has  been 
made  by  your  authority,  or  by  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table  ?  If  it  has  been  done  by 
the  aerk  at  the  Table  I  think  it  is 
wrong,  because  no  hon.  Member  ought 
to  be  at  the  mercy  of  the  Clerks  at  the 
Table,  and  to  have  their  Question  altered 
without  notice  to  thehon.  Member.  When 
I  gave  Notice  of  the  Question  the  name 
of  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  upon  it, 
and  I  want  to  know  whether  it  is  com* 
potent  or  not  for  an  hon.  Member  to  in- 
clude in  a  Notice  of  a  Question  the  name 
of  an  individual  Member  ?  I  may  point 
out  that  in  the  Votes  for  to-night  the 
.name  of  Mr.  Fitzwilliam  Dick  is  inserted 
in  Question  No.  10,  and  in  No.  14  the 
names  of  Mr.  Justice  Denman  and  Mr. 
Justice  Lopes  are  included.  I  wish  to  ask 
you.  Sir,  if  it  is  competent  for  an  hon. 
Member  in  this  House  to  insert  in  a 
Question  the  name  of  any  Member  of 
this  House  or  of  any  individual  outside 
this  House,  or  whether  the  omission  in 
this  instance  was  done  by  your  authority, 
or  only  on  the  authority  of  one  of  the 
Qerks  at  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  The  alteration  re- 
ferred to  in  the  Question  has  been  made 
by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  under  my 
general  authoritv,  according  to  the  uni- 
form practice  of  the  House  when  the 
names  of  individuals  are  introduced 
into  Questions.  Those  names  do  not 
appear  upon  the  Paper,  unless  they  are 
necessaiy  to  make  the  Question  plain. 
That  has  been  the  practice  hitnerto 
pursued.  No  doubt,  m  this  case,  the 
name  was  omitted  because  it  was  thought 
unnecessary.  The  introduction  of  a 
name  appeared  to  be  of  an  invidious 
character,  and,  on  that  ground,  the  cor- 
rection was  made. 

Mb.  ONSLOW,  after  that  explana- 
tion,  begged  to  ask  the  Secretai^  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  If  hit 
attention  has  been  called  to  a  conviction 
bv  the  Flintshire  Maigistrates,  at  the 
Mold  Petty  Sessions  on  Mondav  last, 
of  three  men  named  Richard  Williams, 
Joseph  Taylor,  and  Robert  Pierce,  re- 
siding in  Uie  parish  of  Hawuden,  for 
poacmnff  in  Hawarden  Park;  and  to 
the  evidence  given  by  three  keepers, 
Herbert  Hirst, ISeniy  Hirst,  and  Jose|^ 


168a 


Navy— The 


{July  5,  1880 J 


Naval  Reserves. 


1684 


Fennah,  vliicli  showed  that  the  only 
game  found  in  the  possession  of  the 
prisoners  was  10  rabbits;  and,  if  he 
considers  the  penalty  of  two  months' 
imprisonment  with  hard  labour  exces- 
sive ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  take 
steps  to  mitigate  the  sentence  ? 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT:  My 
attention  has  been  called  to  this  case  by 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member.  I 
had  not  heard  of  it  before.  I  presume 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  aware  that 
this  was  a  case  of  night  poaching^,  ac- 
companied with  violence,  or,  no  doubt, 
he  would  have  stated  it  in  his  Question. 
The  three  prisoners  were  taken  after  1 
o'clock  in  the  morning.  They  resisted, 
and  struck  the  keepers  on  the  head. 
They  were  all  old  offenders,  and  had 
been  previously  convicted.  The  first 
man,  Kichard  Williams,  was  convicted 
in  1873,  under  the  Poaching  Prevention 
Act,  and  fined  20s,;  in  1874  he  was 
sentenced  to  one  month's  imprisonment 
for  rescuing  a  Militiaman  at  Mold ;  and 
in  the  same  year  he  received  14  days' 
imprisonment  for  larceny.  Again,  in 
1877,  he  was  convicted  under  the  Poach- 
'  ing  Prevention  Act,  and  fined  20^.,  and 
108.  for  assaulting  the  police;  in  1878 
he  had  three  months'  hard  labour  for 
night  poaching.  Joseph  Taylor  was 
convicted  in  1877,  under  the  Poaching 
Prevention  Act,  and  fined  20^.  for  that 
offence,  and  20s,  for  assaulting  the 
police.  In  1878  he  was  again  convicted 
several  times  for  poaching.  That  is  the 
history  of  Joseph  Taylor;  but  as  to 
Bobert  Pierce,  he  was  convicted  in  1877, 
and  fined  40a.  for  poaching,  there  being 
several  previous  convictions  for  poaching 
against  him ;  and,  in  addition,  he  has 
received  a  sentence  of  three  months' 
imprisonment  for  felony.  The  magis- 
trates say  that  they  had  some  doubt 
whether  it  was  not  their  duty  to  have 
dealt  with  the  prisoners  more  severely, 
as  their  characters  were  so  bad ;  but,  as 
the  conviction  was  under  a  different 
Act,  they  preferred  to  deal  with  the 
case  as  a  first  offence,  and  to  inflict  the 
mitigated  penalty,  which  is,  for  a  first 
offence,  three  months'  hard  labour ;  for 
a  second,  six  months'  hard  labour ;  and 
for  night  poaching,  with  violence,  which 
was  the  case  here,  two  years'  hard  labour. 
I  need  hardly  say  that,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  have  no  intention  of  in- 
terfering with  the  judgment  of  the  magis- 
trates. 

VOL.  COUn.    [thibd  seeies.] 


STATE  OF  IRELAND  —  EVICTIONS  AT 
BALLYDIJFF— THE  CONSTABULARY. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  a  special  force  of  con* 
stabulary  has  been  despatched  to  Bally- 
duff  in  Kerry ;  if  so,  what  reasons  exist 
for  their  being  so  despatched;  and, 
whether  the  cost  of  their  maintenance, 
or  any  part  of  it,  will  be  charged  on 
the  locality  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  I  am  informed 
that  on  the  8th  of  last  May  the  County 
Inspector  of  Kerry  reported  to  the  In- 
spector General  of  Constabulary  that, 
in  consequence  of  evictions  at  Bidlyduff, 
there  appeared  to  be  on  the  part,  of  the 
people  a  combination  to  resist  evictions 
and  intimidate  the  officers  of  the  law. 
He  recommended  the  temporary  re-es- 
tablishment of  the  police  station  at 
Ballyduff.  The  barracks  has  been  ac- 
cordingly temporarily  occupied  by  a 
constable  and  four  men.  I  think  the 
Constabulary  authorities  did  perfectly 
right  in  giving  the  protection  they  did ; 
but,  as  the  force  was  supplied  by  the 
county,  no  special  charge  has  been  made 
for  the  expenditure. 

INLAND  REVENUE  —  MALTSTERS' 
LICENCES. 

Captain  AYLMEE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  is  aware 
that  the  Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  are 
demanding  payment  of  the  maltsters' 
licences  in  July ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  give  instructions  that  they  should 
be  remitted,  as  they  must  cease  on  the 
Ist  of  October,  and  are  taken  out  for 
one  year  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  beHeve  the 
Board  of  Inland  Eevenue  are  only  doing 
their  strict  and  imperative  duty  in  re- 
quiring those  maltsters  who  intend  to 
make  malt  between  the  1st  of  July  and 
the  30th  of  September  to  take  out 
licences.  Should  the  law  pass  by  which 
an  end  will  be  put  to  the  Malt  Tax, 
three-fourths  of  the  amount  so  paid  will 
be  returned. 

NAVY— THE  NAVAL  RESERVES. 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Eeport  of  Ad- 
miral Phillimore  on  the  Naval  Eeserves, 
in  which  he  states  that  there  has,  within 
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the  last  few  years,  been  a  considerable 
falling  off  in  the  number  of  the  Coast 
Guard  "owing  to  the  lack  of  candi- 
dates;" and,  whether,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Admiralty,  this  lack  of  candi- 
dates is  in  any  degree  due  to  the  fact 
that  the  pay  and  pensions  of  the  men 
and  officers  has  lately  suffered  a  diminu- 
tion as  compared  with  those  of  similar 
rank  in  the  Navy  ? 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE:  The  atten- 
tion of  the  Admiralty  has  been  directed 
to  the  passage  in  the  Beport  of  Admiral 
Phillimore  quoted  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant. Member;  but  I  find  that  at  the 
present  moment  the  number  of  men  in 
the  Coastguard  is  only  56  below  the 
number  actually  voted — namely,  4,000, 
and  the  Admiralty  are  not  in  fear  of  a 
want  of  candidates  for  the  Service  suffi- 
cient to  maintain  this  number.  The  pay 
and  pensions  of  the  Coastguard  have 
not  been  reduced  of  late,  but  the  pay 
has  not  been  increased  relatively  to 
the  pay  of  the  seamen  in  the  Fleet ;  but  a 
large  number  of  men  ^ve  up  the  posi- 
tion of  petty  officers  in  the  Fleet  in 
order  to  enter  the  Coastguard  in  inferior 
grades ;  it  is  clear,  therefore,  that  the 
Service  is  not  an  unpopular  one. 

H.M.S.    "  THUNDERER  "—REPORT    OF 
THE  HEAVY  GUN  COMMITTEE. 

Captain  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  When  the  Eeport  of 
the  Heavy  Oun  Committee  upon  the 
bursting  of  the  second  gun  of  H.M.S. 
"  Thunderer  "  at  Woolwich  will  be  pre- 
sented ? 

Mr.  CHILDEES  :  The  Eeport  of  the 
Heavy  Gun  Committee  has  not  yet  been 
received  at  the  War  Office ;  but  when  I 
have  perused  it  I  hope  to  be  able  to  pre- 
sent it.  I  understand  that  it  is  almost 
complete. 

INDIAN    FAMINE     COMMISSION— THE 
FIRST  REPORT. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether  he  has 
received  the  first  Eeport  of  the  Indian 
Famine  Commission;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  lay  it  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House ;  and,  also,  how  soon  he  expects 
to  receive  the  second  and  final  Eeport  of 
the  Commission  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
The  first  Eeport  has  been  received  and 
printed,  ana  I  hope  it  will  be  in  the 

Captain  Price 


hands  of  Members  in  a  few  days.  I 
have  taken  steps  to  hasten  the  final  Be- 
port, which  I  trust  will  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  in  the  course  of  the  present 
month  as  promised. 

TURKEY  (FINANCE)— INTERNATIONAL 
COMMISSION  AT  CONSTANTINOPLE. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment propose  taking  any  steps  to  con- 
voke the  meeting  of  an  International 
Commission  at  Constantinople  to  consider 
the  financial  condition  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  with  special  reference  to  the 
claims  of  the  Eussian  Government  and 
of  the  holders  of  bonds  of  the  Ottoman 
Public  Debts  ? 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DELKE  :  I  do  not 
think  I  can  give  the  hon.  Member  any 
further  information  on  this  subject  than 
is  contained  in  the  Instructions  to  Mr. 
Goschen,  which  have  been  recently  laid 
before  the  House.  It  is  there  stated 
that— 


It 


It  may  be  a  question  whether  the  Powen 
should  not  call  for  the  appointment  of  a  finan- 
cial Commission,  such  as  is  indicated  in  the 
recommendation  recorded  in  the  18th  Protocol 
of  the  Berlin  (ingress.** 


LAND  ACT  (lEELAND)  1870  — COMPEN- 
SATION  FOR  DISTUEBANCE, 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Ideutenat 
of  Ireland,  If  any  cases  have  occurred  in 
which  compensation  for  disturbance  haa 
been  awarded  under  section  9  of  the 
Land  Act  of  1870,  on  the  ground  that  the 
rent  was  an  exorbitant  rent;  and,  if  many 
cases  have  not  occurred  in  which  eject- 
ments have  been  brought  affainst  tenants 
whose  rents  have  exceeded  Qriffith'a 
Valuation  by  fifty  or  even  one  hundred 
per  cent  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEB  :  Sir,  aBetom 
presented  to  Parliament  in  1878  shows 
that  between  the  passiuj?  of  the  Land 
Act  and  the  beginning  of  the  year  1877 
no  such  case  occurred.  I  have  no  official 
information;  but  I  rather  think  there 
have  been  one  or  two  cases  since.  As 
regards  the  question  of  (Griffith's  valoa* 
tion,  I  really  can  give  no  answer  about 
that.  The  hon.  Member  himself,  or  any 
other  Member  of  the  House,  is  as  well 
able  as  I  am  to  determine  as  to  the  sub- 
ject.   I  do  not  think  Griffith's  valuatioA 
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is  much  prized  at  the  present  moment  as 
a  value  for  rent.  I  think,  however,  I 
ought  to  add  that  as  regards  the  word 
''exorbitant"  no  such  thing  is  b'kelj 
to  occur  in  the  stringent  legal  interpre- 
tation of  the  term. 


INDIA  (FINANCE,  &c.) 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  India,  If  he  has  yet  received 
the  full  information  regarding  the  finan- 
cial condition  of  India  which  he  expected 
first  on  the  10th  of  June,  and  then  on 
the  20th  of  June,  if  not,  what  is  the 
cause  of  the  delay ;  and,  if  he  has  any 
reason  to  believe  that  the  deficit  is  greater 
than  has  been  stated  ? 

The  Marquess  of  'BARTINOTON  : 
The  fuller  information  promised  on  the 
20th  of  June  has  been  received.  The 
Papers  were  immediately  placed  in  the 
printer's  hands.  Some  further  tele- 
graphic correspondence,  however,  has 
been  going  on  for  the  purpose  of  ascer- 
taining the  exact  financiiu  position  at 
the  present  moment.  That  only  came 
to  a  close  on  the  Srd  of  July,  and  that 
will  be  included  in  the  Papers  which 
will  almost  immediately  be  presented. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  it  is  now  understood  that  the 
excess  of  the  war  expenditure  over  the 
Estimates  in  the  Financial  Statement 
was  £9,000,000;  but  the  greater  part 
has  been  disbursed  from  the  balances 
before  the  Slst  of  March  last,  though 
not  brought  into  accoimt.  The  excess 
to  be  met  in  the  year  1880-81  is  now 
estimated  at  £d|370,000. 


CONTROVERTED  ELECTIONS- 
CORRUPT  PRACTICES  AT  EVESHAM. 

Mb.  J.  E.  TORKE  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  institute  a  prosecution  against 
the  voter  for  Evesham,  on  account  of 
whose  corrupt  practices  the  late  election 
at  that  borough  has  been  declared  void ; 
whether  any  machinery  exists  by  which 
that  person  can  be  brought  to  justice ; 
and,  whether  he  will  be  entitled  to  vote 
at  the  forthcoming  election  ? 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
"Bxsvr  Jakes)  :  In  answer  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man which  refers  to  the  institution  of  a 
prosecution,  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  not 


my  intention  to  advise  the  GK)vemment 
to  take  any  proceedings  against  this 
voter.  The  duty  of  the  GK)vemment,  or 
rather  of  the  Attorney  General,  with  re- 
gard to  any  person  convicted  of  bribery 
IS  regulated  by  the  9th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1863 ;  and  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
refers  to  that  statute  he  will  find  that  it 
seems  to  be  intended  that  prosecutions 
should  be  instituted  after  the  Report 
of  a  Commission  that  extensive  brioery 
had  been  committed.  In  answer  to  the 
second  portion  of  the  Question,  I  wish 
to  point  out  that  there  is  now  a  Public 
Prosecutor,  whose  duties  are  defined  by 
the  Act  of  last  Session  to  be  that  he 
shall  institute  proceedings  in  any  case 
to  which  his  attention  had  been  called, 
and  in  which  he  thinks  proceedings 
would  be  justified.  In  answer  to  the 
third  portion  of  the  Question,  whether 
this  person  is  entitled  to  vote  at  the 
forthcoming  election,  it  appears  that  the 
disqualification  exists  onlv  when  the 
person  l\as  an  opportunity  of  being  heard 
m  answer  to  the  charge ;  and  it  has  been 
decided  by  high  authority  that  a  person 
called  as  a  witness  is  not  a  person  who 
has  had  an  opportunity  of  answering  a 
charge. 

AFGHANISTAN— REPORTED  ACTION. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
it  was  true,  as  stated  in  the  Cabul  cor- 
respondence of  The  Times,  that  on  the 
collection  in  a  certain  village  of  a  num- 
ber of  Afghan  Tribes,  General  Hill,  one 
of  General  Roberts's  **  vigorous-policy  " 
men,  despatched  a  brigade  of  Cavalry 
to  disperse  the  gathering,  and  to  give  as 
good  an  account  of  them  as  possible : 
that  the  people  took  to  flight,  but  were 
pursued  for  six  miles;  that  200  were 
killed,  and  that  one  man  in  particular 
was  killed  after  laying  down  his  arms 
and  begging  for  mercy;  and  whether, 
if  the  facts  are  as  reported,  the  conduct 
of  the  officers  was  not  in  direct  contra- 
vention of  the  orders  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  informed  the  House  had 
been  sent  out  to  India  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HARTINGTON  : 
I  have  certainly  received  no  information 
which  leads  me  to  think  that  the  ac- 
count which  appears  in  The  Timet  of  this 
morning  is  entirely  accurate.  I  will, 
however,  if  the  hon.  Member  will  give 
Notice,  on  another  occasion  state  what 
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information  we  have  relating  to  the  pro- 
ceedings to  which  the  hon.  Member's 
Question  refers. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 

HOUSE. 

Sm  STAFFOED  NOETHCOTE 
asked  what  Business  would  be  taken  at 
the  Morning  Sitting  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said  that,  assum- 
ing  the  House  divided  that  evening  on 
the  discussion  which  was  the  first  Order, 
the  Government  proposed  to  go  on  with 
the  Employers'  Liability  Bill  to-morrow. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBAED  asked,  Whe- 
ther the  Savings  Banks  Bill  would  be 
resumed  that  evening,  or  when  it  would 
receive  the  consideration  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
(Lreland)  Bill  would  occupy  the  attention 
of  the  House  all  the  evening.  For  the 
convenience  of  Members,  both  of  the 
House  and  the  trade,  he  might  say  that 
he  proposed  to  pass  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Eevenue  BUI  through  Committee 
pro  formd,  on  the  assumption  that  the 
Notices  on  the  Paper  witn  reference  to 
it  would  pass  over  until  the  time  when 
a  real  vote  was  to  bo  taken  in  the 
matter. 


ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS,  1869,  1873, 
AND  1874  (SIR  ANDREW  JUDD'S 
SCHOOL  AT  TONBRIDGE). 

The  COMPTEOLLEE  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Kensington) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address  of  [28th  June]  as  foUoweth : — 

/  have  received  pour  AddresSy  praying  that  I 
will  withheld  My  canHnt  from  Section  16  of  the 
Scheme  pasted  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts, 
1869,  1873,  and  1874,/or  the  Management  of  Sir 
Andrew  Judd^s  School  at  Tonbridye, 

I  will  withhold  My  consent  from  the  Section  in 
conformity  with  your  desire, 

ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACTS,  1869,  1873, 
AND  1874  (SKINNERS'  COMPANY'S 
CHARITIES  AT  TONBRIDGE). 

The  COMPTEOLLEE  of  the 
HOUSEHOLD  (Lord  Kensington) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address  of  [28th  June]  as  followeth : — 

/  have  received  your  Address^  praying  that  I 
will  withhold  my  consent  from  Section  IZ  of  the 
Scheme  passed  under  the  Endowed  Schools  Acts^ 

The  Ufarqueee  of  HartingUm 


1869,  1873,  and  1874,/oi*  the  Manayewteni  of  the 
Skinners*  Company's  Charities  at  Tonkridye, 

I  will  withhold  My  consent  from  ths  Settion  in 
conformity  with  your  desire, 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


COMPENSATION     FOR     DISTURBANCE 
(IRELAND)  BILL— [Bill  232.] 

{Mr,  W.  E,  Forster,  Mr,  Attorney  General  f«r 
Ireland^  Mr,  Solicitor  General  for  Irtlated.) 

SECOND  READINO.  ADJOUBKED  DKBATl 
ON  AMENDMENT    ON    SECOND    RKADIVa. 

\2bth  Jwte.'] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  Ques- 
tion [25th  June];  "  That  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time." 

And  whioh  Amendment  was,  to  leaTe 
out  the  word  ''  now/'  and  at  the  end  <^ 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon 
thisday  three  months."-^  Ifr.  ChapUm.) 

Question  again  proposed,  *'  That  the 
word  'now/  etana  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion." 

Debate  resumed. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  it  was  with  considerable  regret  he 
found  himself  unable,  owing  to  me  late 
hour  at  whioh  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Lreland  spoke  on  Tuesday,  to  offer  some 
reply  to  his  speech.  He  would  remark 
generally,  with  respect  to  that  speech, 
that  there  was  one  thing  in  it  which  filled 
him  with  surprise,  and  it  was  the  tone 
of  yindictive  animosity  towards  land- 
lords which  pervaded  the  speech  from 
the  beginning  to  the  end.  He  should 
really  have  been  astonished  had  it  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Citj 
of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell) ;  but,  comine  as 
it  did  from  one  of  the  most  able  and  re- 
spectable members  of  the  Lrish  Bar,  he 
was  filled  with  considerable  dismay.  It 
occurred^to  him  that  if  that  speech  faith- 
fully represented  the  yiews  of  the  Oo- 
yernment,  the  Bill  was  not  merely  a  tem- 

Sorary  measure  for  the  relief  of  Irish 
istress,  but  it  was  something  widely 
different — it  was  the  commenoement  of 
a  campaign  against  landlords ;  it  was  the 
first  step  in  a  sodal  war;  it  was  an 
attempt  to  raise  the  masses  against  the 
propertied  classes.  And  in  connection 
witn  this  yiew  there  was  another  feature 
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in  that  speech  which  was  most  remark- 
able^that  although  there  was  going 
on  at  present  an  agitation  of  the  most 
unmeasured  nature  on  the  Land  Ques- 
tion, and  although  language  was  being 
used  of  a  very  singular  kind  at  meet- 
ings which  must  have  given  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  grave  cause 
for  anxiety  and  alarm,  not  a  word,  not 
a  single  syllable,  not  a  hint,  even,  did 
the  Attorney  General  give  that  could 
afford  to  the  House  a  suspicion  that  he 
deprecated  that  agitation,  or  disapproved 
of  that  language.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  were  to  be  judged 
by  the  promoters  of  that  agitation  from 
his  speech,  then  those  promoters  had 
every  right  and  reason  to  look  on  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  in  Ireland  as 
their  sympathizer,  friend,  and  ally.  He 
would  leave  the  legal  arguments  with 
which  his  speech  abounded  to  others  who 
were  more  acquainted  with  the  subtle- 
ties of  lawyers  than  he  was ;  but  what 
the  Attorney  General  said  practically 
amounted  to  this — The  landlords  have 
had  £1,250,000  from  the  State;  how 
could  thov  have  the  face  to  object  to  a 
measure  ior  the  relief  of  their  tenantry  ? 
A  more  ungenerous  and  misleading  argu- 
ment was  never  used  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  What  was  the  real  position  ? 
At  a  most  critical  period  of  last  year 
the  late  Government  found  themselves 
compelled  to  provide  employment  for 
the  people  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
avoid  the  disasters  which  resulted  from 
their  enonployment  upon  public  works  in 
1 848.  They  sought  the  assistance  of  the 
Irish  landlords,  and  offered  them  terms, 
which  were  not  extravagantly  in  their 
favour,  in  order  to  secure  the  employ- 
ment of  the  people  and  the  development 
of  the  agricultural  resources  of  the  coun- 
try. The  landlords  throughout  the  dis- 
tressed districts  came  forward  and  ac- 
cepted the  terms  of  the  Government ; 
and  thousands  of  people  had  been  em- 
ployed, and  were  bemg  employed,  by 
means  of  an  outlay  for  which  the  land- 
lords had  rendered  themselves  liable. 
If  the  landlords  had  had  any  suspicion 
that  what  they  had  done  would  be  turned 
ag^nst  them  in  the  way  it  had  been  by 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
the  ^use  must  not  suppose  that  a  six- 
pence of  the  loan  would  nave  been  taken 
up.  What  Her  Majesty s'  Government 
said  to  the  Irish  landlords  was  to  this 
effect — ''  When  no  prudent  man  would 


willingly  have  incurred  fresh  liability, 
when  a^tation  was  increasing  and  rents 
were  failing,  when  you  were  being  de- 
nounced throughout  Ireland  as  a  criminal 
class,  you  came  forward  and  incurred 
liabilities  for  the  good  of  the  people  and 
of  the  State ;  in  return  for  this  we  will 
now  deprive  you  of  a  portion  of  the 
means  by  which  you  could  hope  to  dis- 
charge those  liabilities  with  any  ease. 
Such  is  your  reward  for  your  action  in  a 
time  of  difficulty ;  such  is  the  encourage- 
ment we  offer  you  to  devote  yourselves  in 
the  future  to  the  service  of  your  coim- 
try  at  a  time  of  trial."  The  Attorney 
General  insinuated — and  it  was  an  in- 
sinuation that  could  only  derive  value 
from  that  want  of  knowledge  of  the  de- 
tails of  Irish  affairs  which,  to  a  certain 
extent,  prevailed  in  all  English  audi- 
ences— although  it  had  been  contradicted 
over  and  over  again,  that  the  £1,260,000 
had  Q;one  into  the  pockets  of  the  Irish 
landlords,  instead  oi  which,  as  the  right 
hon  and  learned  Gentleman  knew  per- 
fectly well,  it  had  simply  gone  from  the 
hands  of  the  landlords  into  the  hands 
of  the  Irishpeople  and  into  the  soil  of 
Ireland.  The  benefit  which  would  be 
derived  by  the  landlords  from  that  ex- 
penditure would  be  indirect,  remote,  and 
uncertain,  while  the  benefit  to  the  ten- 
ant was  direct  and  immediate.  Well, 
then  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man spoke  of  Irish  distress  as  the 
necessi^  for  this  Bill.  On  this  sub- 
ject of  Irish  distress  he  thought  he 
could  back  his  knowledge  against  that 
of  the  Attorney  Generd  for  Ireland. 
He  did  not  say  so  in  any  spirit  of  arro- 

rce ;  but  thought  it  was  his  duty  to 
the  House  know  what  had  come 
under  his  personal  notice.  He  happened 
for  a  period  of  10  weeks,  when  the  dis- 
tress was  at  its  height,  to  be  associated 
with  a  Committee  that  was  relieving 
that  distress  on  a  very  vast  scale, 
and  his  work  in  connection  with  it 
occupied  him,  almost  without  intermis- 
sion, from  ei^t  to  ten  hours  a*day  during 
that  time.  He  was  in  constant  commu- 
nication with  the  Local  Government 
Board  and  its  Inspectors,  and  with  the 
Inspectors  employed  by  the  Committee, 
and  with  Chairmen  of  Bounds  of  Guar- 
dians in  all  parts  of  the  country.  If 
any  person  absolutely  free  from  all  re- 
sponsibility and  care,  and  perfectly  un- 
prejudiced, had  had  an  opportunity  of 
ascertaining  the  real  extent  and  nature 
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of  the  distress,  he  was  that  person ;  and 
he  did  not  hesitate  to  say  that  although 
the  distress  was  most  severe  at  times 
and  in  parts  and  would  have  been 
most  disastrous  but  for  the  relief  af- 
forded, yet  it  never  at  any  time,  and 
did  not  now,  warrant  the  introduction  of 
a  Bill  of  that  kind.  The  people  had 
been  nobly  supported  through  the  crisis 
not  by  the  charity  of  one  country  or 
another,  but  by  the  charity  of  the 
world;  and  he  gladly  recognized  the 
conspicuous  services  of  the  right  hon. 
Genueman  the  Lord  Mayor  of  Dublin 
(Mr.  Gray)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  in  stimulating 
that  charity.  Not  only  had  food  been 
received  in  enormous  quantities,  but 
clothes  and  bedding,  and  immense  quan- 
tities of  excellent  seed,  to  aid  in  secur- 
ing a  return  of  former  prosperity.  But, 
although  the  distress  was  great,  the 
fraud  and  imposture  which  sprang  up 
alongside  of  it  were  also  great.  Although 
the  relief  afforded  was  great  the  de- 
moralization occasioned  by  it  was  also 
great.  He  did  not  think  there  could  be 
any  doubt  in  disinterested  minds  that  if 
Ireland,  under  God's  providence,  were 
blessed  with  a  good  harvest  this  year, 
the  Irish  people  would  be  able  to  extri- 
cate themselves  from  their  difficulties 
without  recourse  to  any  such  violent 
measures  as  that  now  proposed  by  the 
Government.  He  could  quote  volumes 
of  testimony  in  support  of  that  assertion, 
but  would  not  weary  the  House  with  it. 
He  preferred  resting  his  case  on  the  state- 
ments and  arguments  of  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government;  he  would  not 
notice  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
(Lord  Frederick  Cavendish),  when  he 
said  the  other  afternoon  that  the  distress 
was  not  of  a  very  exceptional  nature,  be- 
cause he  did  not  think  the  noble  Lord 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  knowing  what 
the  extent  of  the  distress  was.  He 
would  rather  remind  the  House  of  the 
remarkable  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Postmaster  General  ^Mr. 
Fawcett),  made  a  few  days  ago,  wnich 
showed  that  the  deposits  in  the  Savings 
Banks  in  Ireland  had  absolutely  in- 
creased in  the  last  year  all  over  Ireland, 
and  increased  even  in  the  distressed 
districts.  In  spite  of  the  distress,  there 
had  not  only  been  no  decrease,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  an  increase.  He  thought 
that  the  faces  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
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the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  grew 
uncommonly  gloomy  as  they  listened  to 
that  statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. Again,  he  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  the  other  day 
why,  if  the  distress  was  so  severe  and 
intense  as  to  warrant  the  introduc- 
tion of  such  a  Bill,  a  grant  to  relieve  it 
had  not  been  made  from  the  Imperial 
Treasury?  If  the  distress  were  suffi- 
cient to  warrant  the  Government  in 
plundering  one  particular  class,  why 
was  it  not  great  enough  to  warrant  them 
in  granting  the  money  out  of  the  Imperial 
Treasury?  Taking,  then,  into  acoount 
his  own  experience  and  the  statements 
and  arguments  of  Members  of  the  Go- 
vernment, he  maintained  that  if  the  Bill 
was  supported  on  the  g^imd  of  exist- 
ing distress,  it  was  put  forward  on  a 
ground  entirely  inadequate  and  falla- 
cious. The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land entirely  ridiculed  the  view  ad- 
vanced as  to  the  uses  which  the  Irish 
tenants  would  make  of  the  Bill  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  landlord,  and  he 
said  that  to  substantiate  such  views  it 
should  be  shown  that  Irish  tenants  were 
all  knaves  and  Irish  County  Court 
Judges  all  fools;  and  he  asked,  were 
they  on  that  side  of  the  House  preparod 
to  show  that  ?  Well,  he,  for  one,  was 
not  prepared  to  use  such  bad  language ; 
but  he  knew  the  acute  and  natural  in- 
telligence of  the  Irish  people,  and  he  was 
prepared  to  say  that  the  advatanges 
which  would  be  derived  by  the  tenantry 
under  this  Bill,  without  their  beins 
liable  to  such  savage  imputations,  would 
not  be  inferior  to  the  advantages  which 
would  be  derived  in  a  case  where  the 
tenant  was  a  knave  and  a  Judge  was  a 
fool ;  and  he  thought  the  right  non.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  very  little  doubt 
in  his  mind  on  that  point.  It  had  been 
said  that  the  Bill  was  an  attack  upon 

froperty.  The  Attorney  (General  for 
r eland  had  jeered  at  that  assertion ;  but 
he  wonderea  whether  the  Prime  Minis- 
ter could  inform  the  House  what  he  con- 
sidered the  value  of  a  Parliamentary 
title  to  land  in  Ireland  now  was.  When 
the  Encumbered  Estates  Court  Act 
passed  much  was  said  as  to  the  value 
of  a  Parliamentary  title.  One  distin- 
guished Law  Lord  said  that  the  pur- 
chaser would  have  a  dear  title ;  another, 
that  he  would  have  a  fresh  title ;  an- 
other, an  unencumbered  title ;  and  Lord 
Campbell,  then  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
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land,  said — ''  This  Bill  will  give  titles 
^hich  will  be  good  against  all  the  world, 
and  purchasers  of  estates  under  this  Bill 
^will  have  atitle  which  notiiingcan  a£Eect." 
When  the  Land  Act  of  1870  passed 
prices  of  land  hardly  fluctuated.  Not- 
"withstanding  much  agitation,  prices  rose 
after  the  passing  of  the  Act  &om  20  to 
22,  23,  and  24  years'  purchase.  What 
^as  the  case  now  ?  Since  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  Bill,  sales  of  land  in  the 
lianded  Estates  Oourt  had  come  to  a  dead 
stop.  Purchasers  would  not  come  for- 
ward. Capital  acted  instinctively  and 
almost  unerringly ;  it  refused  investment 
in  Irish  land.  The  present  Oovemment 
were,  it  was  supposed,  ambitious  to 
acquire  renown  as  Land  Beformers ;  but 
how  could  they  hope  to  gain  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people  if,  as  a  consequence 
of  their  first  step  in  land  legislation,  a 
Parliamentary  title  which  had  been 
thought  the  most  desirable  became  the 
most  worthless,  depending  no  longer  on 
the  honour  of  the  British  Parliament ; 
but  merely  on  the  exigencies  of  Party, 
and  on  tne  houriy  demands  which  the 
Business  of  the  House  might  make  on 
the  patience  and  fortitude  of  Ministers. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in  the 
extremely  able  and  ingenious  speech 
with  which  he  had  introiduced  the  Bill, 
told  the  House  that  it  merely  carried 
out  the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act.  He  had 
never  been  one  of  those  who  denounced 
the  Land  Act  of  1870.  No  one  acquainted 
with  Ireland — ^with  its  history,  its  people, 
with  its  customs  of  land  tenure  and  land 
cultivation— could,  he  thought,  truth- 
fully assest  that  the  Act  of  1870  was 
not  a  necessary  Act,  that  it  was  not  wise 
in  its  purpose,  and  had  never  been,  on 
the  whole,  beneficial  in  its  operation ; 
and  he  was  prepared  to  co-operate  in 
any  attempt  which,  consistently  with 
justice  to  all  parties,  would  still  further 
ameliorate  the  condition  of  the  Irish 
fanner.  But  what  was  the  spirit  of  the 
Land  Act?  It  was  to  secure  to  the 
tenant  compensation  for  his  improve- 
ments, and  to  restrain  the  landlord  from 
capricious  evictions,  and  from  arbitrary 
increases  of  rent.  But  the  cardinal  and 
leading  feature  of  the  Land  Act  was  the 
inviolability  of  the  rent  which  the  land- 
lord demanded  and  which  the  tenant 
agreed  to  pay.  The  rent  was  the  one 
incident  of  a  tenancy  which  the  Act 
respected  and  safeguarded,  and  which 
Parliament  refused  to  endanger.    What 


did  this  Bill  provide  ?  That,  under  cer- 
tain circumstances,  the  existence  of  which 
was  to  be  determined  by  an  inferior 
Court  of  Justice,  and  by  an  official,  the 
lowest  possible  in  the  judicial  scale, 
the  rent  should  not  be  enforced  without 
the  landlord  having  to  pay  heavily  for 
its  enforcement.  That,  he  maintained, 
was  a  correct  description  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  which  was  utterly  opposed  to 
the  principle  and  spirit  of  the  Land  Act. 
He  could  prove  his  statements  by  the 
illogical  position  which  the  Government 
occupied.  If  the  Bill  was  framed  in  the 
spirit  of  the  Land  Act,  why  was  it  not 
made  permanent  in  its  operation  and 
universal  in  its  scope  ?  It  was  because 
it  was  opposed  to  the  principles  of  pre- 
ceding legislation  that  it  was  limited 
both  in  time  and  extent ;  for  the  Govern- 
ment knew  very  well  that  if  they  had 
proposed  to  make  the  Bill  a  permanent 
one  their  tenancy  of  the  Government 
Bench  would  be  very  insecure.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  a  most 
powerful  mind;  but  he  was  obliged 
to  have  recourse  to  the  most  extraor- 
dinary shifts  to  j  ustify  the  measure.  He 
said  the  other  night  with  great  accuracy 
that  it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Irish 
landlord  to  raise  his  rents  without  be- 
coming liable  for  compensation  under 
the  clauses  of  the  Lana  Act.  He  then 
went  on  to  make  the  extraordinary  and 
unparalleled  announcement — ''The cir- 
cumstances of  the  present  year  were 
equivalent  to  an  increase  of  rent'' — those 
were  his  very  words.  What,  in  the 
name  of  Heaven,  did  that  mean  but 
that  failure  of  the  earth  to  produce  her 
accustomed  fruits,  owing  to  the  operation 
of  great  national  laws,  uncontrollable, 
unlmown,  and  unforeseen,  which  gave 
us  an  increase  of  cold  and  moisture,  and 
a  decrease  of  sunshine  and  warmth,  was 
equivalent  to,  or  exactly  the  same  thing 
as,  an  arbitrary  increase  of  rent  by 
landlords  throughout  Ireland  generally  ? 
That  argument,  it  had  been  said,  was  in 
the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act.  He  (Lord 
Eandolph  Churchill)  appealed  to  the 
Prime  Minister  to  say  whether  he  was 
not  right  when  he  said  that  the  Land 
Act  was  passed  to  protect  tenants  from 
the  arbitrary  action  of  the  landlord,  and 
not  to  save  them,  at  the  expense  of  an 
equally  suffering  landlord,  from  the 
operations  of  the  phenomena  of  nature  ? 
Tnat  was  an  instance  of  the  extraordi- 
nary shifts — the  weak  shifts^to  which 
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the  Chief  Secretary  bad  been  obliged  to 
have  recourse  to  justify  the  measure.  He 
would  give  the  House  another  example 
of  his  arguments.    The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  how  unfair  it  was  that  a 
tenant  living  on  one  side  of  a  particular 
boundary  under  the  Ulster  custom  could 
not  be  turned  out  even  for  non-payment 
of  rent  without  being  compensated,  while 
on  the  other  side  of  the  boundary  a  tenant 
not  under  the  Ulster  custom  could  be 
evicted  for  non-payment  of  rent  without 
any  compensation.     That,  no  doubt,  was 
a  very  melancholy  thing,  as  all  poverty 
and  all  distress  and  misfortune  were 
pitiful  and  melancholy;  but  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  altogether  forgotten  to 
tell  the  House  that  the  tenant  under  the 
Ulster  custom  had  bought  and  paid  for 
his  right  to  compensation,  which  was  as 
much  his  property  as  the  furniture  of  his 
house,  ana  that  the  other,  outside  the 
boundary,  had  no  such  property,  and 
had  made  no  such  purchase.     The  Bill, 
however,  proposed  to  confer  on  him  a 
property  which  was  never  his,  and  at  the 
expense,  not  of  the  State,  but  of  the  class 
least  able  to  bear  it.    If  that  was  in  the 
spirit  of  the  Land  Act,  why  had  not  the 
Prime  Minister  in   1870  legalized  and 
extended  the  Ulster  custom  over  the 
whole  of  Ireland  ?    He  had  refused  to 
do  so  at  the  time ;  and  now  it  was  too 
late,  besides  being  entirely  inaccurate, 
to  say  th^t  the  extension  ef  the  custom 
— for  that  was  what  the  Bill  really  came 
to — was  in  the  spirit  of  the  Land  Act. 
The  Chief  Secretary  had  made  a  great 
point  of  the  increased  number  of  evic- 
tions; but,  in  stating  the   figures,   he 
had  taken  care  not  to  tell  the  House  the 
real  cause  of  that  increase.    Here  and 
there,  in  Ireland  as  in  all  other  countries, 
there  were  hard  landlords ;  but,  in  the 
great  majority  of  cases,  wherever  there 
was  a  real  inability  to  pay  rent,  the  land- 
lords had  come  forwara  to  remit  them. 
['*  No,  no ! "]    If  he  was  wrong,  the 
statement  easily  admitted  of  refutation. 
He  would  remark,   however,   that  the 
Land  League  in  Dublin  had  published 
a  statement  to  the  effect  that  the  re- 
cent remissions  of  rent  amounted   to 
£3,006,000.      The    real    cause   of  the 
great  majority  of  the  evictions  was  that 
the  tenants  were  not  allowed  to  pay 
their  rents.    They  did  not  dare  for  their 
lives  to  do  so,  on  account  of  the  tre- 
mendous pressure  put  upon  them  by 
the  land  agitators,  the  secret  societies, 
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and  those  who  advised  them  to  **  keep  a 
firm  grip  of  their  land."  The  majority  of 
evictions  wer6  resorted  to  because  tenants 
had  set  up  a  claim  to  the  fee  simple  of 
the  soil ;  and  the  cause  of  them  was  not 
the  cruelty  of  landlords,  nor  the  g^eral 
distress,  but  the  maxim,  "  keep  a  firm 
grip  of  your  land,"  to  which  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  had    lent    the   whole 
weight  of  the  authority  of  the  Gkrrem- 
ment,  when   he    introduced  thlB  mea- 
sure.   There  was  another  inoonoelTable 
inconsistency  in  the  attitude  of  the  Oo- 
vemment.    They  brought  in  a  Bill  of  the 
most  remarkable  and  forcible  character, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  told  the  House 
that  they  were  going  to  issue  a  Boyal 
Commission  to  inquire  into  the  operation 
of  the  Land  Act.     What  did  the  iasoe 
of  that  Commission  mean  but  that  the 
Government  wanted  information  ?    Nay, 
more ;    the  issue  of  a  Commission  at 
the  time  when  another  Commission  was 
sitting  to  inquire  into  precisely  the  same 
subject  meant  that  the  Government  were 
so  absolutely  without  information  that 
immediate  and  concentrated  inquiry  was 
absolutely  necessary  before  they  could 
move  a  single  step.     And  yet,  having 
made  this  announcement,  they  had  intro- 
duced a  measure  which  nothing  but  the 
most  exhaustive  and  impartial  inqairr, 
the  fullest  information,  could  possibly 
justify.    It  was  said  that  the  Bill  was 
only  a  temporary  measure.  That  was  the 
account  given  of  it  by  the  Government, 
and  he  would  take  it  for  granted  that 
such  was  their  intention.    Bnt  it  most 
be  remembered  that  its  effects  would  be 
permanent  in  this  way — ^it  would  instruct 
the  people,  it  would  give  a  new  feature 
to  the  Land  Question,  it  would  gpreatly 
guide  the  Royal  Commission,   and    it 
would  greatly  influence  Parliament  when 
further  land  legislation  was  presented  to 
it  next  year.  The  House  ought  to  bear  in 
mind  that,  if  it  adopted  the  measure,  its 
action  would  not  be  free  and  unfettered 
when  future  legislation  was  proposed; 
and  yet  they  were  asked  to  tie  their 
hands  before  dealing  with  the  most  diffi- 
cult question  by  a  Government  that  con- 
fessea,  without  scruple,  almost  without 
shame,  that  they  were  absolutely  without 
information.    He  could  mention  another 
circumstance  that  ought  to  make  the 
House  pause  before  giving  its  assent  to 
the  Bill.    The  Chief  Secretary  had  told 
them  that,  perhaps,  he  should  hardly  be 
believed  in  saying  that  when  he  took 
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Office  he  had  not  the  slightest  idea  that 
it  would  be  incumbent  on  him  to  intro- 
duce such  a  Bill.  For  his  own  part,  he 
had  no  difficulty  whatever  in  believing 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  ;  he  felt  sure 
that  the  Government  had  all  along  in- 
tended to  squeak  through  the  Session, 
by  hook  or  by  crook,  without  touching 
the  Irish  Land  Question;  and  they 
would  have  succeeded  in  their  intention, 
no  doubt,  had  it  not  been  for  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor 
Power),  which  came  on,  by  some  extra- 
ordinary accident,  in  tJie  small  hours 
one  morning.  He  was  present,  and  he 
saw  the  dismay  that  came  over  the  faces 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the  Prime 
Minister  as  they  listened  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  in 
behalf  of  his  modest  proposals,  and  as 
they  detected  the  gathering  storm  in  the 
Irish  Party,  in  case  they  should  refuse  to 
consider  the  measure.  Where  would  be 
their  "  Supply  ?  "  Where  would  be  the 
Estimates?  Where  the  poor  hares  and 
rabbits  ?  Where  would  be  the  unfortu- 
nate elect  of  Northampton  in  case  the 
Irish  Party  should  be  allowed  to  eet  its 
"back  up?"  The  Bill  was  a  device 
suddenly  invented  to  meet  that  great 
danger.  It  was  "  a  Ten  Minutes'  Sill," 
if  ever  there  was  one,  and  no  part  of  the 
original  policy  of  the  Government;  an 
afterthought,  not  a  deliberatelv  coim- 
selled  measure ;  an  inspiration,  out  not 
from  above.  The  fact  was,  that  this  Bill 
was  intended  not  for  the  relief  of  Irish 
distress,  but  for  the  purpose  of  oiling  a 
portion  of  the  Parliamentary  machine, 
which  threatened  to  become  daneerously 
rusty.  It  was  for  that  small  and  tempo- 
rary purpose  of  oiling  the  Parliamentary 
machine  that  Uie  House  of  Commons 
was  asked  to  give  its  assent  to  legislation 
of  a  kind  which  was  never  before  pro- 
posed to  Parliament  by  a  Government — 
which  was  based  on  principles  so  danger- 
ously near  to  Communism,  that  only  the 
most  extraordinary  coincidence  of  cir- 
cumstances could  in  any  degree  justify 
it,  and  which  had  given  to  many  of  their 
own  Party  a  shock  from  which  they 
would  take  a  long  time  to  recover. 
This,  then,  was  the  Irish  poliqy,  long 
looked  for,  long  promised,  of  this  great 
Government !  When  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary took  Office,  he  was  evidently  imder 
the  impression  that  he  was  conferring  a 
great  compliment  on  Ireland.  [Mr. 
W.  E.  FoBSTXB :  No,  I  did  not]    That 


was  the  inference  he  drew  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  speeches  and  actionsi 
which  he  had  observed  with  great  mi- 
nuteness. He  believed  that  the  mere 
fact  of-  his  acceptance  of  that  Office 
would  change  the  face  of  the  country 
and  the  nature  of  the  people — that  the 
mere  fact  of  his  arrival  at  King^stown 
would  calm  the  Irish  nation.  He  had  not 
been  24  hours  in  the  country  before  he 
decided  on  a  policy  of  conciliation.  He 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  state  of 
the  country  was  so  peaceful,  that  the 
inhabitants  were  so  contented,  life  and 
property,  law  and  order  so  absolutely 
secure,  that  the  mild  exceptional  powers 
possessed  by  the  late  Gbvemment,  though 
they  might  be  good  enough  for  them, 
were  absolutely  useless  to  the  new  Ad- 
ministration. The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
at  that  time  reminded  him  of  a  miner, 
going  into  a  fiery  and  explosive  mine, 
with  which  he  was  totally  unacquainted, 
and  declaring  that  safety  lamps  were,  in 
his  view,  unnecessary  incumbrances,  and 
that  an  ordinary  tallow  candle  was  good 
enough  for  him.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, after  he  had  been  a  little  longer 
in  Ireland,  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  policy  of  conciliation,  pure  and  un- 
diluted, was,  perhaps,  a  tnfle  risky,  and 
the  policy  of  conciliation  developed  into 
what  he  might  call  a  policy  of  appeals. 
The  Chief  Secretary  came  down  to  the 
House  and  made  a  tremendous  appeal 
to  the  Irishmen  of  the  North — to  the 
Protestant  boys  and  Catholic  boys  of 
Ulster — to  forget  their  differences  and 
bury  their  animosities,  and  to  unite  in 
one  hysterical  embrace  in  celebration  of 
his  accession  to  Office.  He  then  went 
on  to  make  a  powerful  appeal  to  the 
Irish  Members  to  co-operate  with  him 
in  l^e  task  of  governing  Ireland,  and 
to  use  their  great  influence  to  keep 
the  country  quiet;  and,  not  content 
with  this,  he  made  a  most  pathetic 
appeal  to  the  Irish  landlords  not  to 
thmk  of  exacting  their  rents  under  any 
circumstances  at  the  present  moment, 
the  whole  burden  of  the  appeals  being 
— ''For  God's  sake  keep  the  country 
quiet,  or  what  an  awfUl  hole  I  shall  be 
in."  The  policy  of  appeals  not  proving 
altogether  satinactory,  outrages  going 
on  as  briskly  as  ever,  and  law  being 
defied  as  successfully  as  ever,  the  jK>lioy 
of  appeals  developed  into  a  pohoy  of 
bribes— a  policy  which  was  marked  by 
the  generosity  which  was  characteristic 
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of  people  who  were  dealing  with  the 
property  of  others.  He  feared  that  the 
next  phase  of  the  Government  policy 
would  be  one,  and  must  be  one,  of  re- 
pression ;  and  he  was  the  more  afraid 
that  this  would  be  the  case,  because 
he  had  noticed  that,  in  a  recent  speech 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  at  the  Man- 
sion House  in  Dublin,  the  noble  Lord 
had  stated  his  intention  to  put  the 
law  in  force  in  order  to  preserve  peace 
in  Ireland,  and  there  could  be  no  aoubt 
that  before  long  they  would  see  the 
Chief  Secretary  come  down  to  the  House 
and  ask  for  Westmeath  Acts,  Arms  Acts, 
Curfew  Acts,  and  other  similar  measures, 
which  were  always  required  for  the  go- 
vernment of  Lreland  whenever  the  Liberal 
Party  was  in  power.  [^Laughter.'}  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  laughed ;  but  if  he 
would  look  to  history  he  would  find  that 
the  whole  history  of  Ireland  was  a  series 
of  repressive  measures  imposed  by  the 
Whigs,  relaxed  by  the  Tories,  and  re- 
imposed  by  the  Whigs.  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  said,  in  one  of  his  outbursts 
of  candour,  that  if  there  was  another 
bad  harvest  in  Ireland  he  would  wish 
himself  anywhere  than  where  he  was ; 
but  there  was  another  day  when  he 
would  wish  himself  anywhere  than 
where  he  was,  and  that  would  be  the  day 
when  he  came  down  to  ask  Parliament 
for  unconstitutional  powers  for  the  pre- 
servation of  peace  in  Ireland.  On  that 
day  he  need  not  look  for  sympathy  or 
approval  of  his  policy.  He  had  stimu- 
lated disorder  and  placed  a  premium  on 
outrage,  when  he  had  not  the  courage  to 
renew  the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  and  he 
stimulated  disorder  and  placed  a  premium 
on  agitation  of  the  most  violent  kind, 
when  he  introduced  this  plundering  Bill. 
He  had  deliberately  and  recklessly  sowed 
the  wind,  and  he  would  most  certainly  reap 
the  harvest  of  the  wind.  He  had  shown 
the  House  that  this  was  a  Bill  which, 
if  it  reposed  on  Irish  distress  for  its  jus- 
tification, reposed  on  inadequate  grounds. 
He  had  shown  that  it  was  a  BUI  which 
was  in  direct  violation  of  the  spirit  of 
the  Land  Act.  It  was  a  Bill  brought  in 
by  a  Government  which  had  freely  con- 
fessed that  it  was  without  adequate  in- 
formation as  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Land  Question  and  the  necessity  of  the 
case.  It  was  a  Bill  brought  in,  not  for 
the  benefit  of  Ireland — on  the  contrary, 
it  was  fraught  with  disaster  to  Ireland 
and  the  Irish — ^but  for  the  purpose  of 
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expediting  the  Government  Business, 
and  for  the  wretched  purpose  of  render- 
ing the  government  of  Ireland  momen- 
tarily easier,  without  one  thought,  or 
one  spark  of  thought,  as  to  the  future 
welfare  of  the  country.  All  were  anxious 
to  see  the  Government  make  prog^ress 
with  their  legitimate  Business,  and  they 
were  all  anxious  to  resume  the  discussion 
of  the  various  measures  which  had  been 
recommended  in  the  Eoyal  Speech ;  but, 
however  anxious  they  might  be  in  that 
matter,  however  desirous  to  bring  this 
unsatisfactory  Session  to  a  speedy  dose, 
there  were  principles  involved  in  this 
measure  which  Parliament  could  not 
sanction,  and  rights  endangered  by  it 
which  Parliament  would  never  ovetride. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE:  It  appears  to 
me,  Sir,  that  the  undoubted  talents  of  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  just  resumed  his 
seat  would  have  contributed  much  more 
substantially  to  the  disposal  and  satis- 
factory issue  of  this  question  had  he 
been  less  unmeasured  in  his  imputations, 
had  he  been  content  to  give  a  little  more 
credit  for  deliberate  considerations  and 
for  honest  and  upright  intentions  in  re- 
gard to  this  measure,  had  he  dealt  less 
in  physiognomy  and  in  prophecy,  and 
had  he,  in  the  historical  portions  of  his 
speech,  made  greater  approaches  to  ac- 
curacy. The  Bill  whi^  is  before  the 
House  is  one  which,  in  my  opinion,  will 
lose  nothing  by  being  discussed  in  a 
less  lively  spirit  than  was  thought  fitting 
for  the  occasion  by  the  noble  Lord.  It 
is  a  Bill  undoubtedly  of  great  impor- 
tance, because  it  is  exceptional  in  its 
circumstances,  exceptional  in  its  provi- 
sions, and  because  it  constitutes,  on  the 
part  of  the  Executive  Government, 
something  in  the  nature  of  a  promise 
or  engagement  to  the  poorest  part  of 
the  population  of  Ireland,  now  suffering 
heavily  under  a  severe  visitation  of  Pro- 
vidence. Under  these  circumstances,  a 
grave  discussion  is  all  I  can  promise  to 
the  House.  The  noble  Lord  says  it  is 
a  Bill  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
'^  oiling  the  Parliamentary  machine," 
and  for  the  purpose  of  bribing  sup- 
porters ;  and  there  are  Gentlemen  who 
agree  with  those  views.  [Mr.  Wartox  : 
Hear,  hear !  ]  Nor  can  I  wonder 
that  they  should  so  agree  when  I  con- 
sider the  inflamed  and  exaggerated  ac- 
counts that  have  been  given  of  this  mea- 
sure. The  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim 
(Mr.  Tottenham),  who  spoke  of  it  the 
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other  day,  promised  we  should   have 
liarder  language  yet  aoplied  to  the  Bill 
than  we  have  listenea  to.     I  entirely 
differ  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Leitrim, 
not  because  I  am  not  willing  to  accept 
any  promise  he  makes,  but  becaiise  no 
liarder  language  that  I  am  aware  of  is 
to  be  found  in  the  dictionary.    It  has 
l>oen  described  by  the  noble  Lord,  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.    Chaplin),    and    some  others,    as 
* '  plunder,^'  as  "  robbery,"  and  as  *'  con- 
fiscation;"   and,  having  been   so  de- 
scribed, I  wait  to  learn  what  are  the 
harder  words  to  be  used  of  this  measure. 
There  have  been  exceptions,  I  am  bound 
to  say,  tothb  inflammatory  style.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who   was  First 
Liord  of  the  Admiralty  in  the  last  Par- 
liament (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith),  though  he 
indulged  in  the  most  dismal  anticipa- 
tions which,  as  I  think,  were  quite  un- 
needed  by  tlie  case,  yet  carefully  avoided 
everything  like  exaggerated  description 
and  everything  like  unwarranted    at- 
tack.    I  have  had  the  pleasure  of  seeing 
sitting  behind  him  a  Gentleman  who 
made  his  first  speech  to  the  House  on 
thisquestion,  in  opposition,  undoubtedly, 
to  the  Bill — I  mean  the  hon.  Member 
for  West  Surrey  (Mr.  Brodrick) — which 
we  believe  to  be  a  necessary,  and,  under 
the  circumstances,  a  valuable  measure ; 
but  who  made  the  speech  with  an  ability 
which  promises  much  for  his  Parlia- 
mentary future,  and,  I  am  boimd  to  say, 
with  an  evident  love  of  truth  and  a 
manifest  candour  which  are  rarer  in  this 
House  than  ability,  and  upon  which  I 
offer   him   my  congratulations.      The 
noble  Lord  has  given  his  version  of  the 
purpose  of  this  Bill.    Allow  me  to  give 
mine.    The  noble  Lord  says  it  is  a  Bill 
to  invade  the  principles  of  property.  We 
say  it  is  a  Bill  to  maintain  the  principles 
of  property.    We  say  that,  in  the  face 
of  those  afflicting  circumstances  which 
partially  prevail  m  Ireland  with  an  ex- 
treme severity,  it  is  a  Bill  to  enable  the 
State  with  a  safe  conscience  to  use  the 
strength  at  its    command  in  order  to 
maintain  the  rights  of  property  and  to 
enforce  the  provisions  of  the  law.    Now, 
this  is  the  account  we  Rive  of  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Bill,  and  I  think  that  the 
account  given  by  the  noble  Lord  may 
be  said  to  confute  this.     He  says  our 
onlv  object  was  to  conciliate  the  support 
— I    translate  his  figurative  language 
into  prose— of  those  Gentlemen  wno  act 


with  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  It  is  always  well 
to  g^ve  your  opponents  credit  for  the 
possession  of  some  degree  of  common 
sense  and  discernment ;  and  I  think  the 
noble  Lord,  if  he  were  a  witness  of  the 
transactions  of  Saturday  last,  or  if  he 
were  a  witness  of  what  passed  in  this 
House  on  Friday  morning,  must  know 
that  that  charge  bore  on  its  face  the 
stamp  of  absurdity,  for  no  man  in  his 
senses  could  dream  of  imagining  that  by 
this  measure,  or  any  measure,  we  are 
likely  to  conciliate  the  approval  of  those 
GenUemen.  At  the  same  time,  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  listen  with 
respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for  the  City 
of  Cork,  and  to  all  those  who  act  with 
him,  when  they  are  uttering  the  words  of 
truth  and  justice,  and  it  is  their  duty  to 
allow  none  of  their^differences  with  that 
hon.  Member  to  cause  them  to  prejudge 
the  witness  he  may  bear ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  be  less  than 
children  in  the  practice  of  the  Business 
of  the  State  and  of  Parliament,  if  they 
could  be  so  weak  as  to  suppose  it  was 
possible  to  bring  the  policy  recommended 
by  them  to  Parliament  into  harmony 
with  the  objects  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  is  believed  to  pursue.  The 
noble  Lord,  in  speaking  of  the  state  of 
Ireland,  appears  to  imagine  that  no- 
thing has  been  done  which  is  in  the 
slightest  degree  exceptional,  or  which 
raises  any  dan^^erous  principle  into 
prominence,  until  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment appeared  with  this  Bill. 
He  appears  to  think  that  all  this  is 
simply  a  matter  of  course.  Now,  we 
say,  on  the  contrary,  that  the  late  and 
the  present  CK>vemments  and  that  both 
Paruaments  have  sanctioned,  or  are 
sanotioninff,  apart  from  this  Bill,  most 
exceptioniu  measures.  We  have  given 
loans  to  landlords  at  a  nominal  rate  of 
interest.  We  have  also  permitted  the 
indefinite  extension  of  out-door  relief  to 

gersons  holding  land,  and  thereby  we 
ave  relaxed  one  of  the  most  vital  and 
essential  principles  of  the  Poor  Law. 
We  have  advanced  public  money  from 
the  Exchequer  to  supply  Irish  occupiers 
with  seed  u>r  the  purpose  of  sowing  their 
land.  What  are  all  these  measures  but 
measures  of  an  extraordinary  and  ex- 
ceptional character,  produced  by  an 
extraordinary  and  exceptional  state  of 
things  ?  P*  Hear ! "]  I  am  glad  to  see 
the  noble  Lord  assents  to  that  fact  now; 
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but  there  was  not  the  slighest  trace  in 
his  speech  of  any  impression  or  belief 
that  these  things  were  extraordinary  at 
all.  He  seemed  to  me  to  be  like  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire,  who 
was  generous  at  the  public  charge,  and 
said — "  I  do  not  mind  what  amount  of 
relief  you  give  to  these  people,  provided 
you  give  it  out  of  public  funds."  ["Quite 
right."]  But  these  are  suggestions  and 
doctrines  of  the  most  dangerous  charac- 
ter. When  you  have  arrived  at  a  state  of 
things  in  which  you  are  compelled  to  make 
the  funds  of  the  whole  country — I  am  now 
speaking  principally  of  Ireland — respon- 
sible for  the  support  of  a  portion  of  the 
country,  you  have  arrived  at  a  state  of 
things  so  exceptional  that  it  is  impossible 
to  contend  it  may  not  be  necessary,  in 
some  matters  affecting  private  rights,  to 
consider  the  state  of  the  law  on  other 
points  besides  those  which  have  been 
actually  raised.  Now,  Sir,  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  have  thought  that  they 
produced  a  damning  argument  against 
this  Bill  when  they  mentioned  that  some 
London  solicitors  were  debating  whether 
it  was  safe  to  allow  money  to  be  lent  on 
mortgage  in  Ireland.  Do  they  suppose 
that  this  is  the  first  date  at  which  that 
idea  has  entered  into  the  minds  of  Lon- 
don solicitors?  I  happen  to  be  ac- 
quainted, more  or  less,  with  the  pro- 
ceedings of  one  of  the  first  firms  of  solici- 
tors in  London  ;  and  with  them  it  has,  I 
believe,  been  the  uniform  practice — un- 
less it  has  been  very  lately  corrected 
owing  to  the  improved  circumstances  of 
Ireland — to  insert  in  wills  a  provision 
that  the  sums  to  be  invested  under  a  will 
might  be  invested  in  real  property  in 
England  or  Scotland,  but  not  in  Ireland. 
So  much  for  that  particular  instance. 
With  respect  to  this  Bill,  the  noble  Lord 
has  referred  to  one  or  two  points  which, 
perhaps,  are  fitter  for  discussion  in  Com- 
mittee than  at  the  present  moment.  He 
states  that  the  delicate  and  difficult 
question  that  is  opened  by  the  Bill  is  to 
be  referred  to  the  decision  of  a  gentle- 
man who  is  at  the  bottom  of  the  judicial 
hierarchy.  That  officer  will  discharge 
this  duty  subject  to  appeal ;  and,  more- 
over, he  will  discharge  this  duty  with 
the  advantage  of  the  experience  he  has 
acquired  under  the  Land  Act  in  deciding 
questions  very  much  of  the  same  order. 
At  the  same  time,  the  question  whether 
it  is  rifi;ht  that  exceptional  provisions 
should  be  aocompaniea  by  a  modification 
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of  the  tribunal  before  which  cases  are  to 
be  tried  is  evidently  a  question  which 
may  be  very  well  considered  in  Commit* 
tee  on  the  Bill.  Another  important  ques- 
tion has  been  raised  by  the  Notice  giTen 
by  an  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  ToUemache  Sin- 
clair) of  a  Motion  to  be  made  before 
Mr.  Speaker  leaves  the  Chair.  The  sub- 
stance of  it  is,  as  I  understand  it,  that 
this  Bill  shall  not  apply  in  cases  where  a 
landlord  is  willing  to  allow  the  tenant  to 
sell  his  goodwill.  That,  undoubtedly, 
is  a  very  important  proposition ;  but  it 
is  a  proposition  with  regfard  to  which  I 
am  in  a  position  to  state  it  is  the  belief 
of  the  drawers  of  the  Bill  that  it  is  in- 
corporated in  the  measure  as  it  now 
stands,  inasmuch  as  no  Judge  in  his 
senses  could  possibly  allow  the  Bill  to 
apply  in  a  case  where  a  landlord  had 
been  willing  to  allow  the  tenant  to  aell 
his  goodwill.  I  refer  to  these  matters 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  this  is 
not  the  time  for  a  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  dwell  largely  upon 
them.  It  is  the  principle  of  the  Bill 
that  is  now  challenged ;  and  while  the 
principle  of  the  Bifl  is  so  challenged, 
as  involving  robbery,  plunder,  and  con- 
fiscation, it  is  idle  for  us  to  tender  to 
opponents  who  hold  such  views  Amend- 
ments which  might  meet  reasonable  ob- 
jections and  mitigate  alarm.  As  regards 
a  large  portion  of  the  opposition  to  this 
measure,  I  must  say  it  is  a  revival  of  the 
hostility,  the  smouldering  hostility,  to 
the  Land  Act.  [An  hon.  Membkb  : 
Hear,  hear!]  I  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  did  not 
attempt  to  conceal  that,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  this  was  the  case,  for  I  think 
he  said  this  measure  was  a  renewal  and 
an  extension  of  the  most  vicious  prin- 
ciple of  the  Land  Act.  That  was  a  fair 
and  frank  avowal;  but  I  am  glad  to 
hear  from  the  noble  Lord  who  has  just 
sat  down  that  he  does  not  share  that 
view.  Upon  that  we  shall  have  more 
to  say  by-and-bye;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, let  me  ask  hon.  Members  to  place 
themselves  upon  the  starting-point  of 
the  Land  Act  for  Ireland,  before  it  is 
possible  for  them  to  form  any  just  or 
comprehensive  judgment  upon  this  BilL 
Now,  Sir,  it  seems  to  be  thought  suffi- 
cient by  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid  lin- 
oolnshire  to  say  that  this  Bill  interferes 
with  the  principles  of  property ;  that  by 
this  Bill,  in  certain  circumstances,  yoa 
take  something  firom  A  and  give  it  to  B ; 
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and  that  this  fact  is  enough  to  prove  the 
Bill  to  be  plunder,  robbery,  and  spolia- 
tion.   Has  the  hon.  Member  addressed 
his  mind  to  a  review  of  the  legislation 
of  Parliament  during  the  last  50  years  ? 
Why,  Sir,  I  should  spend  more  than  the 
time  which  I  could  fairly  ask  from  the 
House  for  all  I  have  to  say  were  I  to 
set  out  in  detail  the  instances  in  which 
during  the  last  50  years  the  Parliament 
of  this  country  has  interfered  with  the 
principles  of  property.    The  principles 
of  property  are  vital  to  the  welfare  of 
the  State.    They  are  at  the  very  base 
of    the    social   system ;    but,   notwith- 
standinp^  these  great  and  fiindamental 
truths,  it  is  not  less  true  that  there  are 
occasions  when,    not  merely  necessity 
calls  upon  you  to  modify  the  extreme 
application  of  those  principles,  but  when 
the  introduction  of  modifications  are  the 
best  and  the  only  means  by  which  you 
can  effectually  preserve  the  principle  of 
property  itself.     Let  us    see  whether 
this  is  so  or  not.     My  doctrine  is,  not 
only  that  there  are  ample  precedents  for 
interference  and  for  a  modification  of 
the  extreme  application  of  the  ordinary 
principles  of  property,  but  that  those 
preceaents  have  been  good  and  sound 
precedents,   and  have   marked   out    a 
course  of  action  in  which  it  is  safe  and 
wise  to  walk.    What  examples  shall  I 
adduce  ?    I  will  not  go  so  far  as  to  cross 
the  Atlantic  and  appeal  to  the  important 
legislation,  both  ecclesiastical  and  civil, 
as  reg^ards  Oanada.    But  what  of  the 
Tithe  Commutation  Act  of  England  ? 
Did  you  take  nothing  iu  that  case  from 
A  and  give  it  to  B?    Yes;  you  took 
from  the  clergy  of  the  country  the  entire 
prospective  increase  of  tithe  on  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land,  and  you  handed  it  to 
the  landlords.    Did  any  hon.  Member 
for  Linoolnshire  rise  then  and,  on  the 
part  of  the  clergy,  protest  against  this 
"monstrous  injustice,"  this  "violation 
of  the  principles  of  property?"    I  be- 
lieve that  this  was  a  justifiable,  a  wise, 
and  expedient  measure ;  but  it  was,  un- 
doubtedly, an  interference — and  a  very 
strong  interference — with  the  applica- 
tion of  the  principles  of  property ;  be- 
cause the  right  of  the  clergy,  the  ri^ht 
of  the  tithe  proprietor,  to  the  future  in- 
crease of  the  produce  was  a  right  just  as 
much  belonging  to  him  as  was  the  right 
of  the  landbrd  to  the  increase  beyond 
what  was  covered  by  the  tithes.    And 
what  happened  in  Ireland  at  the  same 


time?  Did  Parliament  scruple  to  in 
terfere  in  Ireland  ?  It  took  away,  with 
the  unanimous  assent  alike  of  Conserva- 
tive and  Liberal  politicians,  one-fourth 
part  of  the  property  of  the  tithe-owner, 
handed  it  over  to  the  landowner,  im- 
posed upon  the  landowner  the  responsi- 
bility of  collection,  valued  that  responsi- 
bility at  25  per  cent,  but  never  asked  the 
tithe-owner  whether  he  agreed  to  the 
valuation,  or  the  landowner  whether  he 
wiEks  prepared  to  assume  the  burden.  It 
is  impossible  to  conceive  a  stronger  in- 
terference with  the  principles  of  property 
than  was  involved  in  this.  If  1  under- 
stood the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Lincolnshire  has  introduced,  it, 
too,  interferes  with  the  principles  of  pro- 
perty. According  to  my  reading  of  it,  it 
provides,  with  regard  to  the  agricultural 
holdings  of  the  country,  that  unless  the 
landlord  can  agree  with  the  tenant,  on 
certain  terms  as  to  the  property  in  im- 
provements, the  laws  of  compensation 
laid  down  as  voluntary  laws  by  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act  shall  be  com- 
pmsorily  applied.  [Mr.  Chaplin  dis- 
sented.] The  hon.  Gentleman,  I  see, 
disputes  my  reading.  I  will  p;ive  way  if 
he  wishes  to  explain ;  but  that  is  my  read- 
ing of  the  Bill.  Undoubtedly,  among 
the  invasions  of  the  principle  of  pro- 
perty the  Irish  Land  Act  holds  a  con- 
spicuous place.  And  its  justification, 
just  as  in  the  other  cases  we  have  found 
a  justification,  is  the  wisdom  of  its  pro- 
visions with  regard  to  the  social  state 
and  the  general  interests  of  Ireland.  It 
was  a  Bill  ostensibly  dealing  with  the 
interests  of  the  landowner  in  a  manner 
injuriously  affecting  those  interests  — 
ostensibly  and  primd  facts ;  but  we  con- 
tended that  although  it  might  bear  that 
appearance,  and  be  subject  to  the  im- 
putation of  '*  robbery,'*  of  **  plunder," 
and  of  **  confiscation,"  yet  it  was  a  Bill 
so  required  by  the  circumstances  of  Ire- 
land, so  adapted  to  those  circumstances, 
that  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to  confer 
benefit  upon  the  country  at  large,  upon 
the  landlord  as  well  as  the  tenant.  We 
shall  see  by-and-bye  how  far  that  is  true. 
But  let  me  remind  the  House  now  what 
the  Land  Act  did.  It  did  not  extend  the 
Ulster  tenant  right  to  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land— that  has  been  nlost  justly  and 
truly  stated  by  the  noble  Lord— but  it 
did  create  over  the  whole  of  Ireland, 
beyond  the  limits  of  Ulster  tenant  right 
and  of  any  analogous  custom,  sporadi- 
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cally  elsewhere,  an  interest,  an  estate, 
a  property  of  the  tenant  in  his  holding 
which  did  not  exist  before.  That  was 
done  by  the  act  of  the  Lenslature ;  and 
it  is  from  the  creation  of  that  interest 
and  property  that  you  must  set  out  if  you 
want  to  arrive  at  any  true  and  just  solu- 
tion. It  has  been  said  that  the  principle 
of  the  Land  Act  was  that  no  compensa- 
tion for  disturbance  should  be  paid  when 
an  action  for  ejectment  was  brought  for 
non-payment  of  rent.  I  am  not  going 
to  dissemble  or  extenuate  the  importance 
of  this  provision  of  the  Land  Act ;  but 
it  appears  to  me  to  be  a  gross  misnomer 
to  call  that  the  principle  of  the  Land 
Act.  The  principles  of  the  Land  Act 
were  its  main  provisions,  not  those  sub- 
ordinate provisions.  The  principles  of 
the  Land  Act  were  mainly  two — to  secure 
occupiers  full  compensation  for  their  im- 
provements, which  was  taking  from  the 
landlord  what  belonged  to  him  and 
giving  it  to  the  tenant ;  and,  secondly, 
after  creating  and  constituting  this  estate 
on  behalf  of  the  tenant,  this  interest  in 
his  holding  which  he  never  had  before, 
the  general  principle  of  the  Land  Act 
was  that,  over  and  above  his  improve- 
ments, if  dislodged  from  his  holding,  he 
was  to  receive  compensation  according 
to  the  limit  of  a  scale  on  a  maximum 
which  was  determined  by  the  Act.  I 
quite  admit  that  to  that  principle  there 
was  a  most  important  exception — namely, 
that  eviction  should  not  be  ''  disturb- 
ance "  in  cases  where  it  was  founded  on 
non-payment  of  rent.  That  was  a  great 
exception  to  the  principle.  But  there 
were  exceptions  to  that  exception ;  and 
I  wish  the  House  to  take  into  view — 
not  because  I  think  it  is  the  only  or, 

Eerhaps,  even  the  principal  matter  we 
ave  now  to  consioer,  but  as  a  matter 
which  we  cannot  exclude  from  view — 
the  terms  in  which  the  Land  Act  was 
introduced  by  the  Gbvemment,  the  terms 
on  which  it  was  accepted  by  the  House ; 
because,  be  it  recollected,  that  those 
terms  were  cordially  agreed  to  bv  men  so 
little  revolutionary  as  Lord  Carlingford, 
Lord  Cardwell,  and  Lord  Clarendon; 
and,  further,  that  the  Bill  containing 
these  proposals  was  introduced  into  and 
read  a  second  time  in  this  House  unani- 
mously. Lord  Beaconsfield— Mr.  Disraeli, 
as  he  then  was  called — did  not  find  in 
those  principles,  introduced  by  the  Land 
Act  for  the  nrst  time,  any  reason  whv  he 
should  dispute  the  second  reading  of  the 
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Bill.  Whenthe  Bill  was  carried  tliroiigk 
this  House,  it  contained  a  provision,  ai 
I  have  said,  that  an  eviction  for  nxmr 
payment  of  rent  should  not  be  a  dis- 
turbance ;  but  to  that  was  appended  a 
most  important  qualification.  The  mind 
of  the  House  of  Commons  was  thaterieticBi 
for  non-payment  of  rent  should  not  be  a 
disturbance,  unless  there  were  special 
circumstances  which,  in  the  view  of  tiie 
Judge,  should  make  it  so.  That  was  tiie 
principle.  [Sir  Gabrisl  (JoLDinnr :  As 
to  existing  tenancies.]  Quite  so ;  quite 
so.  Well,  that  was  the  principle  to  lAiidi 
this  House  committed  itself,  with,  again, 
a  limitation  which  I  am  about  to  men- 
tion. The  Land  Act  was  in  oar  view  a 
new  point  of  departure  for  Lreland.  We 
laid  down  thatrule  for  existingtenanciee, 
without  extending  it  to  future  tenanciee. 
Nor  do  I  at  all  attempt  to  escape  firom 
the  importance  of  that  admission.  What 
I  now  call  upon  you  to  observe  is  that 
that  enactment  was  adopted  by  the 
House  of  Commons  by  a  large  majority ; 
and  that,  with  the  unanimous  acoeptance 
of  the  Bill  on  the  second  reading,  was 
an  enactment  far  wider  in  its  scope  than 
the  proposal  of  m^  right  hon.  Friend. 
The  proposal  to  whidi  Lord  Cariingford» 
Lord  Cardwell,  and  Lord  Clarendon 
agreed  was  a  proposal  far  wider  than 
that  denounced  to-day  as  a  proposal  of 
**  plunder,"  of  "  robbery,"  and  of  "  con- 
fiscation." That  Bill,  I  freely  admit, 
was  limited  to  existing  tenancies ;  and  it 
is  important  we  should  consider  the 
position  in  which  we  are  placed  by  that 
limitation.  And  now  a  word  to  thoee 
who,  when  they  have  heard  this  descrip- 
tion which  I  have  given  of  the  Land 
Act,  may  arrive  at  the  conclusion  that  it, 
too,  was  an  Act  of  ''  robbery,  plunder, 
and  confiscation."  These  words  are  very 
easily  produced  and  thrown  at  the  head 
of  your  antagonist.  There  is  a  great 
temptation  to  make  use  of  them,  and 
sometimes,  as  I  am  inclined  to  contend, 
it  is  unmanly  not  to  make  use  of  them. 
But  the  whole  question  is,  whether  they 
are  justified  by  the  circumstaDces  of  the 
case?  What  were  the  facts  with  re- 
gard to  this  Land  Act  ?  Down  to  the 
time  of  the  Land  Act,  what  had  been 
the  history  of  legislation  with  respect 
to  land  in  L^land  ?  Well,  Sir,  it  had 
been  this — and  it  is  a  melancholy  chap- 
ter ;  and,  as  the  noble  Lord  is  fond  of 
studyinfl^  history,  I  recommend  him  to 
study  this  history,  and  see  how  it  was 
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that  thia  House  of  Parliament  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  until  a  wider 
aocees  was  ffiven  to  popular  influence — 
how  it  was  that  they  held  the  scale  of  jus- 
tice between  landlord  and  tenant  in  Ire- 
land ?  Eveiything  was  for  the  landlord 
and  nothing  for  the  tenant.  We  are 
told  that  the  landlord  is  the  natural 
friendy  and  the  natural  protector  of  the 
tenant.  I  rejoice  to  think  that  in  a 
multitude  of  cases  he  is  so,  and  that  he 
is  becoming  so  more  and  more.  But 
that  doctrine,  unhappily,  is  not  borne 
out  by  history,  and  you  must  be  willing 
to  recollect  that  these  facts,  these  enact- 
ments, these  proceedings,  this  policy, 
although  it  may  pass  away,  though  the 
Acts  may  be  repealed,  though  the 
temper  of  Parliament  may  be  changed, 
are  branded  ineffaceably  upon  the 
memory  of  a  country,  and  we  are  pre- 
pared to  allow  largely,  indulgently,  for 
those  nearly  ineffaceable  marks,  and 
even  to  exceed  in  some  cases,  perhaps, 
the  strict  letter  of  reason,  in  considera- 
tion of  those  monstrous,  prolonged,  in- 
Teterate  efforts  which  continued  so  long 
to  dishonour  the  proceedings  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  which  have  accumulated  a 
debt  to  the  people  of  Ireland  which  it 
will  be  difficult  to  redeem.  These  were 
the  grounds  which  brought  us  to  intro- 
duce the  Land  Act.  It  was  not  any  in- 
difference to  the  principles  of  property. 
I  never  attempted  for  one  moment  to 
disgtdse  the  gravity  of  the  legislation  we 
proposed.  I  always  endeavoured,  as  did 
mvTriends  near  me,  to  justify  it  by  the 
more  than  corresponding  gravity  of  the 
caae.  Well,  this  Land  Act  was  largely 
denounced  as  robbeij,  plunder,  and 
confiscation,  though  1  must  do  Lord 
Beaoonafield  the  justice  to  sav  that 
it  was  a  credit  to  him  —  truly  sig- 
nal and  deserved  —  that,  with  great 
aagacihr,  he  was  unwilling  to  commit 
himself  in  any  conflict  in  which  he 
saw  he  would  be  worsted ;  and,  conse- 
quently, he  reined  in  the  impatience  of 
a  portion  of  his  Party,  and,  instead  of 
encouraging  them  to  denounce  the  Land 
Act  as  a  measure  of  plunder,  robbery, 
and  confiscation,  he  dissuaded  them,  or 
inhibited  them,  I  do  not  know  which,  or 
educated  them,  so  that  they  should  not 
divide  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
But  how  did  the  Land  Act — this  mea- 
sure of  plunder,  robbery,  and  confisca- 
tion— operate  on  the  peace  of  Ireland  ? 
The  agrarian  offences  committed  in  Ire- 


land in  the  year  1869,  the  year  before 
the  Land  Act,  were  767.  In  1870,  the 
year  of  the  Land  Act,  they  were  1,329. 
Immediately  after  the  Land  Act  a  great 
change  was  seen,  and  for  eight  years — 
from  1871  to  1878^the  average  of  the 
agrarian  offences  in  that  coun^,  which 
had  been  in  1870,  1,329,  had  fallen  to 
247.  That  was  the  effect  on  the  peace 
of  the  country.  What  was  the  effect 
on  the  interests  of  the  landlord  ?  Were 
his  rents  reduced  ?  Were  the  prices  he 
obtained  for  his  land  diminished  ?  No. 
In  Ireland  we  have  some  means  of  test- 
ing these  assertions.  The  sales  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Courts  are  sufficient  for 
the  purpose.  In  the  five  years  ending 
in  1870  the  average  number  of  yearr 
purchase  of  estates  sold  in  the  Court  was 
21-8.  In  the  years  from  1870  to  1878 
it  was  22*25  years.  That  was  not  a  very 
g^eat,  but  it  was  a  very  solid,  improve- 
ment. A  new  form  of  sale,  moreover, 
had  been  introduced  under  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Land  Act.  A  certain  num-> 
ber  of  sales  were  made  before  the  action 
of  the  Court  which  are  not  included  in 
the  figures  I  have  read,  when  the  land 
was  bought  by  the  tenants,  and  it  was 
bought  by  the  tenants  at  a  price  which 
must  have  seemed  fabulous  to  all  Irish 
landlords  of  the  past,  and  in  some  cases 
must  have  made  the  mouths  of  English 
landlords  water.  In  1871  the  price  of 
land  sold  to  tenants  reached  from  19  to 
30  years'  purchase.  In  1872  it  ranged 
from  18  to  27  years'  purchase.  In  1873 
the  mean  was  36 ;  in  1874  it  was  29 ;  in 
1875  it  was  26;  in  1876  it  was  29;  in 
1877  it  was  26 ;  and  in  1878  it  was  26. 
I  ask  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  still 
denounce  the  Land  Act  as  robbery  and 
confiscation,  or  who,  like  the  noble  Lord, 
are  willing  to  admit  that  the  Land  Act 
was  necessary,  but,  having  swallowed 
the  camel,  still  strain  at  the  gnat — I  ask 
them  whether,  looking  to  the  effect  of 
the  Land  Act,  and  contrasting  that  with 
the  depression  of  land  at  the  present 
moment,  if  the  true  inference  does  not 
appear  to  be  that  another  measure, 
similar  in  spirit,  but  carefully  yarded 
and  restricted,  is  now  wanted  to  improve 
the  social  state  of  Ireland  and  give  ad- 
ditional security  to  land?  The  noble 
Lord  has,  if  I  mav  say  so,  a  good  deal 
attenuated  the  character  of  the  Irish 
distress.  He  refers  with  just  pride  to 
his  own  exertions  and  those  of  his  dis- 
tinguiflhed   relatives    in   guiding    the 


1 668  Cafupensaiion  far 


i COMMONS]    Disiurlanes  {Ir^Umi)  SOL  1664 


stream  of  cbarity  for  the  purpose  of 
mitigating  the  calamity  of  the  time. 
But,  without  tiie  least  oontesting  what 
he  had  said  with  regard  to  the  imposture 
that  creeps  in,  not  only  to  the  waste  but 
absolute  perversion  of  the  funds  intended 
for  die  relief  of  suffering,  I  find  quite 
enough  in  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  which  admits  that,  although  very 
partial  in  its  character,  yet  that  this  dis- 
tress is  one  of  extreme  severity.  I  be- 
lieve it  is  not  understating  it,  or  over- 
stating it,  when  we  say  that  the  two  bad 
harvests  of  1877  ana  1878  were  suc- 
ceeded in  1879  by  a  harvest  which  in 
parts  of  Ireland  was  the  very  worst 
Known  since  the  time  of  the  great  Irish 
Famine.  With  these  bad  harvests  the 
number  of  evictions  increased.  With 
the  bad  harvest  of  1879  their  num- 
ber was  greatlv  increased.  The  gene- 
ral conduct  of  the  landlords,  I  ad- 
mit, was  highly  to  their  honour,  al- 
though there  were  exceptions.  But, 
upon  the  whole,  I  call  attention  to  the 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  (the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land) in  his  most  able  speech.  He 
pointed  out  that  this  was  a  distress  due 
to  the  act  of  God — the  succession  of  bad 
harvests  produced  in  parts  of  Ireland 
an  extreme  state  of  things.  In  the 
failure  of  the  crops,crowned  by  the  year 
1879,  the  act  of  God  had  replaced  the 
Irish  occupier  in  the  condition  in  which 
he  stood  before  the  Land  Act.  Because, 
what  had  he  to  contemplate  ?  He  had 
to  contemplate  eviction  for  non-pavment 
of  rent ;  and,  as  a  consequence  of  evic- 
tion, starvation.  And  this  eviction,  it 
is  no  exaggeration  to  say,  in  a  country 
where  the  agricultural  pursuit  is  the 
only  pursuit,  and  where  the  means  of 
the  payment  of  rent  are  entirely  de- 
stroyed for  the  time  by  the  visitation  of 
Providence,  that  the  poor  occupier  may 
in  these  circumstances  regard  the  sen- 
tence of  eviction  as  comings,  for  him, 
very  near  to  a  sentence  of  starvation. 
Such  was  the  state  of  things  we  had  to 
contemplate ;  and  when  the  noble  Lord 
is  severe  on  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment he  will,  perhaps,  remember  the 
number  of  weeks  that  nave  elapsed  since 
we  took  the  reins  of  power.  I  admit 
that  when  we  passed  tne  Land  Act  we 
did  not  foresee  everything.  We  hoped 
we  were  going  to  pass  into  a  normal 
condition.  We  sought  in  good  faith  to 
do  that  which  we  t<dd  the  landlord  we 

Mr.  Gladstone 


desired  to  do.  We  told  him  that  whiley 
on  the  one  hand,  we  created  a  new  etteta 
for  the  tenant  in  the  soil ;  on  the  otlier 
hand,  we  did  not  desire  to  give  him,  not 
only  a  continuance  of  security,  bat  «n 
increase  of  security,  for  the  payment  of 
his  rent ;  and  such,  I  believe,  has  been 
the  effect  of  the  Land  Act.  But  I  ad- 
mit we  did  not  foresee  every  con- 
tingency. We  did  not  foresee  that  thero 
would  arise  in  Ireland,  though  only  in 
parts  of  it,  a  state  of  lyings  analogous 
to  that  state  of  things  which  led  to  tlie 
legislation  of  1847.  It  has  arisen^  and 
the  question  is,  how  are  we  to  deal 
with  it  ?  We  are  now  going,  I  admit, 
to  constitute  an  exception  to  the  Land 
Act.  What  justification  ought  we  to 
show  for  the  exception  ?  In  my  opinion , 
it  should  be  shown —  first,  that  tne  ne- 
cessity is  strong;  secondly,  that  the 
remedy  is  carefiUly  adapted  and  care- 
fully limited  to  the  necessity;  and,  in 
the  third  place,  that  the  case  is  of  mtxh. 
a  nature  that  we  have  taken  effectual 
precautions  against  being  betrayed  un- 
awares into  the  establishment  of  a  dan- 
gerous precedent.  Let  me  try  the  case 
under -these  three  heads.  We  are  goinff 
to  establish  an  exception  to  the  Land 
Act.  Well,  it  is  well  to  consider  to  what 
it  is  we  are  going  to  establish  an  excep- 
tion ;  because  here,  again,  I  believe, 
that  until  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  be- 
gan, many  hon.  Members  were  quite 
imaware  of  the  real  position  of  the  land- 
lord in  Ireland  with  regard  to  remedies 
for  the  recovery  of  his  land  in  cases  of 
non-payment  of  rent.  The  noble  Lord 
said  he  would  not  refer  to  the  leeal  sub- 
tleties in  the  speech  of  my  ri^t  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland ;  but  there  were  some  legal 
portions  of  that  speech  that  were  not 
subtleties  at  all.  A  great  and  broad 
principle  was  laid  down,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, in  the  able  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
0.  Bussell),  which  was  more  largely  un- 
folded by  my  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend ;  and  I  want  to  know  from  the 
lawyers  on  that  side,  as  well  as  on  this, 
whether  it  is  true  or  not  ?  The  propo- 
sition is  this — that  every  remedy  which 
the  landlord  possesses  for  the  recovery 
of  his  rents  is  left  intact  and  entire  by 
this  Bill,  and  will  remain  in  full  force 
should  this  Bill  become  law.  Did  the 
noble  Lord,  who  followed  Uie  speech  of 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  FHend  vety 
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acutely  and  vieilantly,  hear  that  state- 
ment? He  did  not  contradict  it.  He 
is  aware  that  it  is  true.  He  is  aware 
that,  hy  this  plunder  and  confiscation, 
the  landlord  in  Ireland,  without  the 
sacrifice  of  one  farthine,  will  have  every 
power  that  the  landlord  in  England  now 
has  for  the  recovery  of  his  rent.  Surely, 
if  that  be  so — and  whether  it  is  so  the 
House  is,  perhaps,  prettv  well  in  a  con- 
dition to  judge — it  may  be  thought  that 
these  attacks  on  the  Government,  as  if 
they  were  undermining  the  foundations 
of 'property,  are  somewhat  premature. 
Now,  oir,  here,  again,  we  come  upon  the 
painfbl  history  of  British  legislation. 
The  House  of  Commons — and  yet  more 
the  House  of  Lords — ^have  legislated 
against  the  Irish  tenants.  They  have 
provided  and  strengthened  remedies  un- 
jmown  to  the  spirit  of  the  English  law 
for  the  purpose  of  increasing  tiie  power 
of  the  landlord  over  his  tenant.  I  un- 
derstand that  anything  like  eviction  for 
the  non-payment  of  rent  was  unknown 
to  the  law  of  this  land  until  the  reign 
of  Oeorge  I.,  and  it  was  then  introduced 
as  applicable  exclusively  to  the  case  of 
leases.  Various  Acts  were  passed  of 
which  it  is  unnecessary  to  follow  the 
history  ;  and  it  was  by  the  Acts  of  1 851 
and  1860  that  the  Parliament  of  this 
country  thought  fit  to  establish  and  make 
effectual  against  the  Irish  occupier 
remedies  of  which  the  landlords  in 
Scotland  and  in  England  knew  nothing, 
and  processes  more  stringent  and  severe 
than  any  previously  adopted.  I  am  quite 
unaware  of  any  reason  why  the  power  of 
the  landlord  should  have  been  fortified 
by  such  processes,  which  were  not  re- 
cognized by  the  general  law  of  the  land. 
The  consequence  of  this  was  that  the 
power  of  eviction  was  extended  from 
leases  to  tenants  at  will  and  tenants 
from  year  to  year;  it  was  extended 
alike  to  cases  of  parole  and  of  written 
agreement;  and,  having  first  been 
brought  in  subject  to  the  limitation  in 
amount  imposed  upon  the  Civil  Bill 
Courts  or  the  County  Courts,  the  power 
was  enlarged  so  as  to  embrace  in  its 
sweep  the  whole  of  the  tenants  in  Ire- 
land. Be  it  recollected  it  is  only  to  that 
law — and  not  to  the  general  law  of  the 
land  for  the  recovey  of  rent,  which  will 
remain  whoUpr  untouched,  as  it  is  in 
England — it  is  only  to  this  particular 
law,  introduced,  as  I  may  say,  behind 
the  back  of  the  Irish  occupier,   almost 
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in  fraud  of  the  Irish  occupier,  that  w^ 
propose  an  exception.  I  do  not  say  on 
that  account  that  an  exception  is  to  be 
justified  beyond  what  necessity  and  pru- 
dence require.  Well,  Sir,  is  the  neces- 
sity not  strong  ?  It  appears  to  us  it  is 
exceedingly  strong.  You  have  a  visitation 
afiecting  tne  crops  in  a  part  of  Ireland 
such,  at  any  rate,  as  comes  but  once  in 
a  generation,  for  there  has  been  no  such 
visitation  since  1847,  or  for  the  third 
part  of  a  century.  You  have  had,  as 
we  believe,  capricious  evictions  to  a 
certain  and  limited  extent  practised  in 
Ireland,  and  those  who  have  practised 
them  are  chargeable  with  bringing  upon 
their  more  numerous  and  better-minded 
brethren  in  the  class  of  landlord  the 
consequences  of  their  misconduct.  We 
have  had,  as  has  already  been  stated,  a 
great  increase  in  the  number  of  these 
ejectments.  It  appears  from  a  Return 
of  the  ejectments  reported  to  the  Con- 
stabulary, that  in  1846  there  were  79; 
in  1878,  884;  in  1879,  1,698;  and  in 
five  months  and  20  days  of  this  year, 
1,060 — showing  a  proportion  more  than 
double  this  year  over  last,  and  a  number 
last  year  more  than  double  that  of  the 
year  before.  But  these  are  only  the 
numbers  reported  to  the  Constabulary. 
If  we  look  to  the  total  numbers  we  find 
that  in  1878  there  were  1,749  ;  in  1879, 
2,677 ;  and,  as  was  shown  by  my  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  1,690  in  the 
first  five  and  a-half  months  of  this  year 
— showing  a  further  increase  upon  the 
enormous  increase  of  last  year,  and 
showing,  in  fact,  unless  it  be  checked, 
that  15,000  individuals  will  be  ejected 
from  their  homes,  without  hope  and 
without  remedy,  in  the  course  of  the 
present  year.  This  is  a  serious  and  for- 
midable state  of  things  when  it  comes 
upon  the  back  of  long,  angry,  and  sore 
recollections  connected  with  a  lengthened 
period  of  misgovemment  in  Ireland. 
Sir,  to  that  omy  requires  to  be  added 
the  recollection  of  how  it  is  that  the  law 
is  enforced.  In  the  West  Biding  of 
Galway  alone  nearly  3,500  men  have 
been  employed  in  enforcing  the  processes 
of  the  law ;  and  these  processes  are  now 
to  be  enforced  not  by  units,  nor  by 
scores,  for  scores  are  not  sufficient,  but 
by  hundreds ;  and  when  you  have  arrived 
at  a  state  of  things,  however  it  be  limited 
to  a  portion  of  the  country— and  I  rejoice 
to  think  it  is— in  which  hundreds  of 
peace  officers  are  required  to  be  em- 
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ployed  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing  evic- 
tions, you  have  got  dangerously  near  to 
something  that  would  be  called  local 
civil  war.  If  that  is  the  case,  the  neces- 
sity is  strong ;  and  what  is  the  remedy 
we  propose  to  apply  ?  Is  it  not  a  care- 
fully limited  and  guarded  remedy  ?  You 
may  devise  other  limitations  if  you  will ; 
but  you  will  only  devise  them  after  you 
have  come  to  recognize  the  necessity  and 
to  be  in  a  condition  so  to  devise  them 
that  they  shall  not  interfere  with  the 
efficiency  and  purpose  of  this  measure ; 
and  you  will  not  devise  them  so  long  as 
you  are  content  to  indulge  in  the  large 
and  exaggerated  accusations  you  have 
rained  down  in  such  abundance.  Whv 
does  the  noble  Lord  charge  us  witL 
being  in  contradiction  with  ourselves, 
and  say  that  we  have  had  no  informa- 
tion with  reference  to  the  subject-matter 
and  scope  of  the  Bill  ?  It  is  one  thing 
to  have  information  with  reference  to  a 
temporary  necessity  in  the  exceptional 
state  of  things  created  for  us  and  recog- 
nized by  this  Bill ;  it  is  quite  another 
kind  of  information  which  would  be 
requisite  for  the  purpose  of  renewing  all 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act,  and  con- 
sidering in  what  respects  they  have  suc- 
ceeded, and  in  what  they  mav  have  par- 
tially failed.  We  have  ample  informa- 
tion ;  the  few  figures  stated  to  the  House 
are  ample  to  justify  the  present  measure. 
It  is  limited  in  time,  though,  I  believe, 
a  particular  date  is  not  very  easy  to  fix 
mathematically.  It  is  limited  in  place 
again.  We  have  drawn  a  line,  the  only 
one  practicable  for  us  to  draw,  perhaps 
not  mathematically  exact,  but,  at  the 
same  time,  indicating  a  distinct  inten- 
tion. It  is  limited  in  subject-matter, 
because,  as  the  noble  Lord  has  seen,  not 
one  farthing  can  be  allowed  by  the 
Judge  under  this  Bill  unless  where, 
first,  there  is  inability  to  pay ;  secondly, 
it  is  proved  to  be  due  to  the  recent  visi- 
tation of  Providence  ;  thirdly,  the  tenant 
is  willing  to  accept  reasonable  terms; 
and  fourthly,  the  landlord  unreasonably 
refuses  them.  For  the  interpretation  of 
the  word  •*  reasonable,"  I  will  only  refer 
to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire  with  regard  to  tenants'  im- 
provements. These  are  the  limitations, 
and  if  you  think  there  are  others  state 
them,  and  let  us  get  rid  of  these  general 
charges.  The  question  now  is,  whe- 
ther we  establish  a  primd  facie  case  for 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  that  something 
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ought  to  be  done  to  prevent  ih,o&e 
extreme  calamities  which  will  arise  when 
a  portion  of  the  nation,  deprived  by 
the  act  of  Gk>d  of  the  means  of  pay- 
ment, is  to  be  liable  to  eviction,  ai>80- 
lutely  without  resource,  and  to  the  total 
confiscation  of  that  estistte  provided  for 
the  tenant  by  the  Land  Act,  in  instaaoee 
in  which  he  has  nothing  to  do  with  the 
unfortunate  circumstances  which  expoae 
him  to  it.  And  now  with  regard  to  the 
third  condition  I  laid  down,  that  the 
cause  ought  to  be  so  well  defined  that 
you  should  not,  unawares,  establish  pre- 
cedents in  cases  of  this  kind.  I  will 
make  this  admission  to  the  noble  Lord 
and  others  who  have  spoken,  that  no 
man  is  more  reluctant  than  I  am  to  de- 
part from  the  principles  of  the  Land  Act, 
and  especially  from  that  part  of  it  whidi 
aims  at  giving  the  landlord  increased 
security  for  the  payment  of  his  rent.  I 
think  it  is  almost  an  obligation  of  per- 
sonal honour  for  us  who  were  parties  to 
it  to  maintain  in  spirit,  thoufifn  we  may 
not  in  the  letter,  tne  whole  beiuring^  of 
the  conditions  of  that  Act  for  the  im- 
provement of  the  position  of  the  owner 
as  well  as  of  that  of  the  occupier.  For 
that  reason,  I  am  as  jealous  as  the  noble 
Lord  or  anyone  else  can  be  of  being  led 
by  this  Bill  to  establish  a  precedent  with 
respect  to  which  I  wish  to  reserve  a  per- 
fectly dear  discretion.  But  I  venture  to 
point  out  to  the  noble  Lord,  that  if  he 
IS  afraid  of  the  precedent  we  eetabliah 
by  this  Bill,  the  true  danger  of  esta- 
blishing such  a  precedent  is  to  be  found 
in  the  speeches  of  those  who  assert  that 
it  contains  all  those  ulterior,  wider,  and 
unnecessary  changes  which  we  oursehree 
have  declined  to  recognize  as  having  anv 
connection  with  the  Bill,  and  as  to  which 
we  desire  to  maintain  our  perfect  free- 
dom.  Sir,  I  cannot  state  too  broadly 
what  I  conceive  to  be  the  great  safegoard 
which  marks  the  present  legislation  as 
exceptional  legislation,  and  which  re- 
serves for  future  and  free  consideration 
every  other  question,  great  and  small, 
connected  witn  the  Iri^  Land  Act.  The 
security  is  that  you  have  already  created 
by  Parliamentary  legislation  this  excep- 
tional state  of  thin^.  I  think  the  noble 
Lord  was  unintentionally  meet  ui^jast  to 
my  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in 
saying  that  he  spoke  in  a  spirit  of  vin- 
dictive legislation  against  the  landlorda. 
I  do  not  speak  in  that  sense ;  I  wish  to 
recognize  meir  claims.    I  do  not  think 
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mj  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  was 
in  the  slightest  degree  chargeable  with 
that  intention.  For  myself,  I  wish  to 
avoid  it,  for  I  should  regard  it  as  a  very 
great  offence  indeed.  But  you  must  take 
the  facts  as  they  stand.  I  regard  the 
owner  no  less  than  the  occupier  as  suf- 
fering in  this  instance  by  the  act  of  God 
— not  suffering  to  the  same  extent,  but 
as  truly  suffering  by  the  the  act  of  God  ; 
and  Parliament  has  recognized  that  state 
of  facts,  and  has  come  down  to  contribute 
to  the  support  of  one  portion  of  the  com- 
munity at  the  expense  of  the  rest  of  the 
community.  Well,  Sir,  that  is  the  state 
of  thin^.  This  is  a  proceeding  on  the 
part  of  Parliament  which,  if  it  were 
made  common,  would  be  pretty  nearly  a 
dissolution  of  society.  It  is  a  principle 
of  the  utmost  danger,  to  be  watched 
with  the  greatest  jealousy-^aye,  just  as 
great  jeafousy  as  the  principle  which  is 
embodied  in  tiie  nresent  Bill.  What  has 
Parliament  actually  done  ?  It  has  granted 
£1,250,000  in  the  shape  of  loans  to  the 
landlords.  Supposing  that  sum  to  be 
taken,  how  much  of  it  is  the  landlord  to 
pay  back  ?  He  is  to  pay  it  back  subject 
to  a  deduction  of  £36  per  £100 ;  so  that 
the  portion  of  the  £1,250,000  offered  to 
the  L&ndlord  for  the  improvement  of  his 
estate — [Lord  Eandolph  Churchill  : 
Not  merely  as  a  boon.] — I  know  it  is 
not  a  mere  boon  to  the  landlord.  I  am 
npeaking  simply  of  what  the  State  is 
doing  for  the  landlord  and  the  occupier 
together.  I  cannot  consent  to  regard 
their  interests  as  separate,  as  the  noble 
Lord  seems  to  do.  Of  the  £1,250,000, 
no  more  than  £800,000  can  ever  come 
hack  to  the  Church  Surplus:  so  that 
£450,000  is  a  gift.  Of  the  £250,000 
advanced  to  Guardians,  reckoning  it  in 
the  same  way,  the  re-payment  will  be 
made  less  £16  for  every  £100— that 
18,  there  will  be  a  gift  of  £40,000  ; 
£200,000  more  is  now  to  be  placed  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government  for  the 

Sorpose  of  meeting  this  distress.  Well, 
ir,  that  is  a  sum  in  all  of  £690,000 
actually  given  in  relief  to  various  bodies 
in  Ireland.  But  you  will,  perhaps,  say 
that  the  State  has  done  nothing.  The 
State  has  done  little  compared  with  what 
the  Church  Surplus  has  done ;  but,  at 
the  same  time,  the  State  gives  £130,000. 
We  have  given  a  large  sum  of  money — 
£600,000— for  two  years,  without  in- 
terest, to  purchase  seed,  and  £45,000 
for  piers,  and  we  have  just  made  a  re- 


mission of  interest  as  to  the  Church  Sur- 
plus Fund  of  £54,000— that  is,  £130,000 
of  the  total  figures  I  have  read  of 
£820,000.  Now,  I  am  not  drawing  a 
distinction,  or  saying  that  all  this  is  for 
the  landlords ;  but  I  say  it  is  given  to 
the  landlords  and  tenants  together,  of 
these  districts — it  is  the  gift  of  the  State, 
and  of  Ireland  particulariy,  from  an  Irish 
Fund,  to  the  landlords  and  tenants  of 
these  districts.  Now,  let  us  divide  a 
little  between  the  tenant  and  the  land- 
lord. Where  would  the  landlord  have 
been  if  this  gift  had  not  been  made? 
Are  we  really  so  cruel  to  him  in  pro- 
posing that  in  exceptional  and  extreme 
cases,  where  a  man  has  no  power 
to  pay,  he  shall  have  some  mdul- 
gence,  limited  and  guarded  as  it  is  by 
the  Bill?  In  answering  that  question, 
consider  the  position  in  which  the  land- 
lord once  stood  towards  the  law.  Why, 
Sir,  he  stood  liable,  through  the  medium 
of  Parliament,  to  feed  sufficiently,  out  of 
the  produce  and  value  of  his  land,  every 
one  of  those  hungry  mouths — liable  to 
well  and  sufficiency  sustain  them,  and 
that  without  aid  from  a  Church  Surplus 
or  the  Exchequer.  That,  Sir,  is  the 
direct,  the  absolute,  the  legal  liability  of 
the  landlords  of  Ireland.  Some  men  of 
singularly-framed  minds  may  believe 
that  Parliament  has  not,  in  providing 
these  means  for  the  landlord's  assistance, 
enormously  benefited  his  condition,  and 
that  we  are  other  than  wise  in  taking 
some  precaution  against  his  endangering 
the  peace  of  the  country  by  pursuing  to 
the  extreme  those  processes  of  eviction 
of  which  he  has  become  the  master  bv 
legislation,  quite  as  peculiar,  I  will 
venture  to  say,  as  any  now  proposed. 
My  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has 
said,  and  truly  said,  that  no  doubt  we, 
like  others,  are  liable  to  err.  Our  object 
in  this  Bill  is  not  to  sooth  the  feelings  of 
anyone— to  conciliate  the  support  of  any- 
one. It  is  not  our  object  to  attain  any 
indirect  or  secondary  purpose.  If  there 
be  a  special  object  in  it,  it  is  this — that 
we  may  be  enabled,  with  a  firm  and 
unflinching  hand,  to  maintain  the  prin- 
ciples of  law  and  order  in  Ireland.  But 
we  do  regard  with  a  repugnance — which 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  do  not,  however, 
seem  to  feel — the  introduction  of  armies 
of  agents  of  the  State,  for  such  I  may 
call  Si  em,  of  regiments  of  Constabulary, 
for  the  purpose  of  conducting  what 
ought  to  oe  peaceful  operations.    Tou 
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will  tell  me  that  this  is  all  caused  by  the 
anti-rent  agitation,  and  the  noble  Lord 
has  complained  of  my  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  because  he  did  not  dwell 
upon  the  existence  of  that  anti-rent  agi- 
tation. I  admit  the  existence  of  that 
which,  in  some  parts  of  the  country, 
may,  undoubtedly,  be  called  a  conspiracy 
— not  against  the  payment  of  rent  only, 
but  against  the  payment  of  all  just  debts. 
I  am  not  able  to  draw  a  distinction  be- 
tween rent  and  other  debts.  Kent  must 
be  regarded  as  a  just  debt,  and  no  ad- 
mission will  be  made  by  me,  or  by  any 
of  my  right  hon.  Friends,  I  am  quite 
sure,  which  will  tend  in  any  way  to 
weaken  that  proposition.  But  what  we 
fear  and  what  we  feel  is  this — that  there 
is  no  such  sure  way  of  strengthening  the 
anti-rent  agitation  as  leaving  some  pleas 
of  justice  in  the  mouths  of  those  who 
promote  it ;  and  that  there  is  no  way  of 
making  war  upon  the  anti-rent  agita- 
tion which  is  so  sure  to  have  efiPect  as 
that  of  drawing  a  broad  and  clear  line 
between  the  cases  where  a  man  is 
stripped  by  the  visitation  of  Providence 
of  means  of  payment  and  is  willing  to 
offer  reasonaole  terms,  subject  to  the 
tribunals  of  the  country,  and  cases, 
which  the  noble  Lord  assumes  to  exist — 
I  cannot  say  whether  they  exist  or  not — 
where,  under  the  influence  of  the  anti- 
rent  agitation,  persons  able  to  pay  allow 
themselves  to  lose  house  and  home 
rather  than  pay.  [Lord  Randolph 
CnuBCHiLL:  There  are  hundreds.]  I 
do  not  say  that  such  cases  do  not  exist ; 
but  I  confess  I  am  ^eatly  sceptical.  It 
is  supposing  terrorism  to  have  reached 
an  extraordinary  extent,  and  one  not 
extensively  proved  to  us.  It  is  a  some- 
what astounding  proposition  to  say  that 
persons  having  no  means  of  support  on 
eviction  are  willing  to  be  driven  forth 
on  the  wide  world  when  the  means  are 
in  their  pocket  by  which  they  might 
secure  themselves  in  possession  of  their 
homes,  which,  whatever  may  be  said  of 
the  Irish  peasant,  all  will  admit  he  most 
fondly  loves.  Sir,  it  is  in  order  to  op- 
pose such  agitation  and  conspiracy,  it  is 
in  order  to  maintain  effectually  the  rights 
of  property,  it  is,  at  the  same  time,  in 
order  to  maintain  the  peace  of  the  country 
and  the  supremacy  of  the  law,  that  we 
hope  the  House  will  not  decline  to  pass 
a  measure  which  we  believe  to  be  c^ed 
for  by  a  strong  necessity,  which  we  have 
endeavoured  to  limit  to  the  bounds  of 
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that  necessity,  which  rests  wholly  upon 
an  exceptional  state  of  things  already 
created  in  characters  that  cannot  pos- 
sibly be  mistaken  by  the  proceedings  of 
Parliament  itself,  and  which  we  belieTe 
to  be  alike  calculated  to  promote  the 
comfort  of  the  poorest  of  the  population, 
the  security  of  the  rights  of  property, 
and  the  supremacy  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
Mr.  MAKIJM  said,  he  must  take  ex« 
ception  to  the  statement  that  thedis- 
tlress  in  Ireland  was  solely  owing  to  tlie 
failure  of  the  crops.  He  had  a  strong 
feeling  that  it  sprang  from  the  land 
tenure  system  and  the  altered  agriml- 
tural  conditions.  It  was  the  want 
of  observation  of  these  facts  that  had 
influenced  the  noble  Lord  and  other 
speakers.  The  rental  of  Ireland,  which 
was  £4,000,000  before  the  PeninmUar 
War,  rose  in  15  or  12  years  to 
£9,000,000.  He  must  here  draw  a 
broad  and  honourable  distinction  be- 
tween the  landlords  of  Ulster  and  those 
of  the  other  Provinces.  The  landlords 
of  Ulster  had  always  observed  rules  in 
relation  to  their  tenants  which  were 
ignored  by  the  Southern  landlords,  and 
it  was  by  the  latter  that  the  enormous 
increase  of  rent  he  had  referred  to  was 
chiefly  made.  Under  protective  duties 
the  value  of  land  went  on  increasing  till 
1846,  when  the  rent  was  £11,000,000. 
Up  to  the  last  two  or  three  years  tillage 
farming  had  suffered  from  the  impor* 
tation  of  com,  but  live  meat  importations 
had  struck  the  last  blow  at  the  Irish 
tenant  farmer.  While  America  was 
acting  in  this  manner  did  the  landlords 
of  the  United  Kingdom  take  one  step  to 
support  the  tenants,  in  whose  condition 
they  ought  to  have  had  a  partnership 
interest  r  On  the  contrary,  it  had  been 
by  coercion  acts  that  they  had  met  the 
tenantry.  In  the  meantime  the  tenants 
had  purchased  the  highways  and  public 
roads,  and  had  built  the  workhouses 
and  other  institutions.  These  worics 
were  really  accomplished  by  the  tenants, 
and  fidly  25  per  cent  of  the  value  of  the 
estates  in  Ireland  might  be  fairly  charge- 
able with  these  works.  As  to  the  private 
works,  by  reclamation  of  the  land  by 
fences  ana  other  things  on  their  private 
holdings,  the  tenantry  had  likewise  con- 
tribute  fully  25  per  cent  of  the  value  of 
the  estates.  What  ground,  therefore, 
was  there  for  hard  words  and  talk  of 
confiscation  ?  He  should  think  language 
of  that  kind  might  be  better  apphed  to 
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the  landlords  than  to  the  tenants.  The 
tenant  farmers  had  laboured  under  an 
increased  cost  of  production,  and,  owing 
to  the  undulating  soil  and  the  humid 
climate,  machinery  could  not  be  brought 
to  bear  to  the  extent  in  Ireland  that  it 
could  in  other  more  favourable  countries. 
While  the  course  of  production  had 
risen,  the  prices  of  produce  had  become 
reduced  with  wheat  being  sold  more 
cheaply  than  it  could  be  grown  in  Ire- 
land. The  home  producer  could  not 
meet  the  foreign  competitor.  Within 
the  last  few  years  an  enormous  expan- 
sion of  credit  had  taken  place  in  Ireland, 
and  farms  were  bein^  Worked  by  men 
who  were  deplorably  m  debt ;  and  up  to 
the  present  their  pride  had  enabled 
them  to  struggle  on.  The  present  dis- 
tress was  said  to  be  a  temporary  calamity 
and  would  pass  away.  On  the  contrary, 
the  banking  system  had  enabled  the 
tenants  to  pay  their  rents;  but  the  bubble 
had  burst,  and  in  12  months  a  large 
part  of  them  would  be  much  worse  off 
than  now.  If  there  were  a  good  harvest 
the  farmers  would  have  a  crowd  of 
creditors  coming  on  them ;  so  that  they 
had  this  anomsuj',  that  it  was  almost 
immaterial  to  the  tenant  whether  his 
harvest  was  a  good  one  or  a  bad  one. 
By  the  system  of  agency  estates  were 
often  put  into  the  han^  of  men  who 
knew  nothing  of  agriculture,  and  whose 
only  principles  were  competitive  letting 
and  the  absorption  of  tenant's  interests ; 
and,  in  the  end,  he  noticed  transformation 
of  tillage  into  pasturage,  and  the  conse- 
quent loss  of  crops.  The  hon.  Member 
was  arguing  that  by  population  and  the 
decrease  of  tillage  Ireland  had  lost 
£150,000,000  during  the  past  30  years, 
when 

Mr.  speaker  said,  he  must  re- 
mind the  hon.  Member  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was  the  relief  of  dis- 
tress in  Ireland,  and  his  observations 
scarcely  seemed  to  him  to  be  relevant  to 
that  question. 

Mr.  MAEUM  intimated  that  he  would 
reserve  his  observations  for  some  future 
occasion  when  the  subject  of  land  tenure 
should  be  under  discussion.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  asked  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
that  while  England  was  a  commercial  na- 
tion, Ireland  was  principally  an  agricul- 
tural country,  ana  it  should  not,  there- 
fore, censure  Irish  Members  very  much  if 
they  asked  that  different  principles  of 
legislation  should  be  applied  to  Ireland. 


Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  he  ad- 
dressed  the  House  not  in  his  capacity 
as  a  Member  of  the  Government,  but  as 
an  Irish  landlord  who  owned  property 
in  one  of  the  scheduled  districts.  He 
was  not  in  the  least  alarmed  at  the  pro- 
posals of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  what  he  said  on  this  subject  was 
the  result  of  conviction  and  examina- 
tion. If  evil  consequences  had  already 
been  brought  about  in  Ireland,  he  un- 
hesitatingly asserted  that  they  were  the 
direct  result  of  the  exaggerated  lan- 
guage used  by  the  opponents  of  tho 
fiill,  and  that  they  were  in  no  way  the 
result  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  itself. 
The  able  and  amusing  speech  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock 
(Lord  Eandolph  Churchill)  was  only 
one  more  illustxation  of  how  much  easier 
declamation  was  than  argument.  The 
whole  foundation  on  which  the  confis- 
catory denunciations  of  the  Bill  were 
based  was  a  notion  that,  in  the  words  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Wood- 
stock, it  was  a  measure  to  enact  that 
the  right  of  the  landlord  should  not  be 
enforced.  In  reality,  the  Bill  was  no- 
thing of  the  sort.  Its  object  was  to 
make  the  landlord  pay  if  he  were  deter- 
mined to  take  advantage  of  the  present 
state  of  things  to  obtain  possession  of 
his  land  at  all  costs  and  at  whatever 
suffering  to  the  tenant.  It  was  absurd 
to  suppose  that  under  any  provision  of 
the  Bill  a  single  tenant  who  could  x^Ry 
would  not  pay  sooner  than  be  evicted 
and  receive  the  compensation  which 
might  be  awarded  to  him.  Although 
he  supported  the  Government  Bill,  it 
was  impossible  not  to  say  that  during 
the  last  12  or  18  months  the  landlords 
had  had  very  hard  measures  meted 
out  to  them,  and  were  often  treated  as 
pariahs  of  society.  Having  been  the 
objects  of  much  opprobrium,  they  were 
in  a  state  of  nervous  prostration,  and 
believed  that  any  measure  which  they 
considered  to  be  a  result  of  the  land 
agitation  must  be  detrimental  to  their 
vital  interests.  But  post  hoc  was  not 
alwavs  propter  hoc,  ana,  in  his  opinion, 
nothing  in  the  Bill  had  been  prompted 
by  the  denunciations  of  the  land  agi- 
tators. It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that 
most  of  the  Irish  landlords  were  humane 
men.  That,  of  course,  was  the  case ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  it  could  not  be 
denied  that  there  were  a  certain  number 
of  landlords  and  agents  who  might  think 
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the  present  a  favourable  opnortunity  for 
clearing  their  estates;  and  no  matter 
how  small  the  proportion  might  be,  even 
if  it  was  no  more  than  1  per  cent,  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  under  the 
circumstances  to  interpose.  A  great  deal 
of  wholly  unnecessary  alarm  had  pre- 
vailed respecting  the  measure  before  the 
Souse.  He  believed  that  it  would  pre- 
vent no  reasonable  landlord  from  receiv- 
ing as  full  an  amount  of  rent  as  under 
the  existing  law.  It  would  apply  only  to 
cases  in  which  payment  was  impossible. 
Judging  from  his  own  knowledge  of  Ire- 
land, he  should  say  that  there  was  no 
Communistic  feeling  among  the  pea- 
santry against  the  payment  of  rent.  On 
the  contxary,  the  payment  of  rent  was 
generally  regarded  almost  in  the  light 
of  a  religious  duty,  except  where  the 
agitators  had  lately  stirred  up  the 
people,  though,  no  doubt,  the  object  of 
every  tenant  was  to  pay  as  low  a  rent 
as  jpossible.  That  was  a  purely  natural 
desire ;  but,  subject  to  that  proviso,  the 
small  Irish  farmer  was  ready  and  will- 
ing to  meet  his  engagements.  It  was 
to  be  remembered  that  under  the  provi- 
sions of  the  Bill  the  claim  for  compen- 
sation must  come  from  the  tenant  and 
after  he  was  evicted,  who,  on  summon- 
ing his  landlord  for  compensation,  would 
have  to  prove  the  j  ustice  of  his  case.  The 
onus  of  proof  was  thrown  on  the  tenant. 
It  had  gravely  been  suggested  that  an 
evicted  tenant  might  obtain  compensa- 
tion and,  after  paying  arrears,  might, 
under  his  six  months'  right  of  redemption, 
return  to  his  holding  with  the  balance 
of  the  compensation  money  in  his  pocket. 
He  need  not  say  how  absurd  it  was  to 
imagine  that  a  tenant  could  keep  both 
holding  and  compensation ;  but  this  was 
an  illustration  of  the  wild  and  unfounded 
alarms  which  the  Bill  had  roused.  With 
regard  to  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Woodstock,  hon.  Mem- 
bers who,  for  Party  purposes,  used 
such  language,  had  only  themselves  to 
thank  if  the  effects  of  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill  had  been  in  some  instances 
rather  unfortunate.  He  deprecated  very 
strongly  the  idea  that  the  Bill  should 
not  now  be  passed,  because,  after  the 
language  with  which  it  had  been  met, 
the  omy  thing  that  could  convince 
the  people  of  Ireland  as  to  its  real 
import  would  be  its  enactment.  He 
would  undertake  to  say  that,  if  the  Bill 
passed,  the  Irish  tenant  would  very  soon 
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understand  that  it  was  not  a  measure  ia 
accordance  with  the  views  of  agitators, 
but  that  it  was  intended  only  to  throw 
the  SBgis  of  protection  over  the  honest 
and  ill-used  farmer.  The  operation  of 
the  Bill  would  speedily  show  that  the 
Liberal  Party  had  supported  no  measure 
of  confiscation.  It  would  reduce,  rather 
than  aggravate,  the  present  difficulty ; 
and  he  trusted  that  it  might  be  allow^ 
to  become  law. 

Sib  H.  HERVEY  BEUCE  said,  that 
only  one  Conservative  Irish  landlord 
had  spoken  in  the  debate,  and  that  the 
others,  who  had  waited  to  hear  the 
reasons  for  the  Bill,  had  failed  to  dis- 
cover them.  They  found  no  principle 
in  any  of  the  speeches  of  the  supporters 
of  the  Bill,  and  nothing  but  pity  and 
compassion  for  the  tenants,  combined 
with  an  opinion  that  a  fine  impoeed 
upon  one  section  of  the  commiinitj 
would  meet  the  difficulties  of  the  case. 
On  looking  at  all  the  circumstances,  he 
was  convinced  that,  though  deep  distress 
undoubtedly  existed  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland,  many  prosperous  tenants  had 
been  prevented  from  paying  their  rent 
by  the  arts  and  incitements  of  agitators. 
He  had  heard  with  pleasure  the  denon* 
ciations  of  those  persons  by  the  Prime 
Minister  and  the  Chief  Secretary* ;  but 
he  feared  that,  all  the  same,  the  popular 
idea  in  Ireland  would  be  that  the  Go- 
vernment supported  the  peasantry  in 
their  unlawful  agitation  against  the 
payment  of  rent.  The  speech  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland  had  as- 
tonished him.  He  regretted  that  speech, 
because  he  thought  it  likely  to  have  aa 
effect  not  intended,  though  he  was  not 
much  surprised  at  the  somewhat  harsh 
view  taken  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  of  the  landlords.  If  anj 
landlord  who  improved  his  property  bj 
consolidation  was  to  be  blamed  as  he 
was  blamed,  he  (Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce) 
believed,  that  evening,  then  people  woola 
be  afraid  to  improve  their  property  in 
the  way  in  which  it  was  the  duty  of 
Irish  landlords  to  do.  He  feared  this 
Bill  would  give  a  great  increase  of  em- 
ployment to  gentlemen  of  the  learned 
rrofession.  If  it  did  so,  he  wished  to 
know  whether  they  would  like  to  wait 
for  two  years  before  they  were  paid  for 
their  services  to  tenant  iarmers  ?  Strong 
expressions  had  been  used  against  land- 
lords  with  reference  to  the  advance  of 
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money  to  them,  as  if  it  was  a  boon  to 
them,  and  as  if  it  was  not  asked  for  in 
order  to  enable  them  to  act  charitably 
towards  poor  people  by  giving  them 
employment.  As  to  the  power  of  evic- 
tion, he  g^ranted  that  it  was  sometimes 
harshly  used ;  but  if  that  power  of  evic- 
tion were  taken  away  for  two  years,  he 
was  afraid  there  were  a  great  many 
people  in  Ireland  who  would  say  there 
was  nothing  dishonest  in  not  paying  for 
two  years.  It  would  have  been  a  much 
fairer,  more  statesmanlike^  and  more 
eenerous  plan  than  this  Bill  to  have 
legalized  over  the  whole  of  Ireland  a 
certain  amount  of  the  Ulster  custom. 
After  adverting  to  a  letter  which  ap- 
peared in  The  Timei  that  day  from  one  of 
the  largest  landlords  in  Ireland  (Mr. 
King  Harman),  to  whose  opinions  he 
said  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gang- 
way would  pay  some  attention,  the  hon. 
Baronet  said  he  would  next  allude  to 
the  conciliatory  speeches  of  the  Chief 
Secretarv,  who,  probably,  was  almost 
ashamed  of  the  Bill  he  had  introduced. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  used  kind 
language;  but  he  failed  to  see  in  his 
arguments  any  reason  for  depriving 
landlords  of  the  power  which  they  had, 
and  for  giving  their  money  to  their 
tenants  and  to  the  money-lenders  of 
Ireland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
wondered  why  he  (Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce), 
who  was  not  in  a  scheduled  district,  ob- 
jected to  this  Bill.  He  objected  to  this 
Bill  because  he  knew  that  ill  weeds 
grew  apace,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  or  all  the  talent 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  would  be  able 
to  prevent  this  question  of  non-payment 
of  rent  spreading  over  all  Ireland.  He 
wanted  to  know  in  what  way  would 
these  tenants  be  better  prepared  to  pay 
rent  at  the  end  of  two  years  than  now  ? 
He  was  afraid  this  Bill  was  no  act  of 
kindness  or  generosity  to  the  tenants 
themselves.  He  feared  that  it  would 
induce  tenants  who  were  able  to  pay  to 
ubo  their  money  in  other  ways,  and  that 
when  the  third  year  came  they  would 
be  in  a  worse  condition  than  they  were 
now.  Would  the  Government,  at  the 
end  of  the  two  years,  find  money  for 
people  to  pay  their  back  rent  with ;  or 
would  the  Government  permanentiv  fine 
the  landlords  for  being  lenient  ana  kind 
to  their  tenants  ?  If  no  rents  were  paid, 
how  were  landlords  to  pay  taxes,  or 
meet   their  current    expenses  ?     Why 


should  the  indulgence  proffered  be 
shown  to  the  tenant  farmers  of  the  dis- 
turbed districts  in  Ireland,  while  it  was 
refused  to  the  orderly  English  tenant 
farmer  ?  When  the  latter  found  himself 
unable  to  pay  his  way,  he  gave  up  pes* 
session  of  his  land  in  a  peaceful  way, 
whereas  the  Irish  tenant  farmer  in  those 
districts  where  agitators  had  influence 
tried  to  avoid  paying  his  rent  as  long  as 
he  could  do  so  safely.  Why  was  this 
exceptional  mercy  to  be  shown  to  the 
Irish  tenant  farmer  at  the  expense  of  a 

E articular  class  of  the  community  ?  In 
is  opinion,  it  would  have  been  far  wiser 
for  the  Government  to  have  brought  in 
a  measure  to  extend  the  Ulster  custom 
to  Ireland  generally  than  to  have  intro- 
duced this^ill.  A  great  deal  of  stress 
had  been  laid  upon  capricious  evictions, 
but  he  did  not  believe  such  evictions 
were  general.  In  any  case,  however,  it 
would  be  better  to  punish  the  harsh 
landlords  individually  than  to  punish  the 
good  and  bad  equally.  Why  had  the  Go- 
vernment allowed  themselves  to  be  influ- 
enced by  those  who  had  neither  law,  jus- 
tice, nor  equity  on  their  side — ^who  thought 
fit  to  hold  up  the  landlords  of  Ireland  to 
odium  and  execration,  and  who  charac- 
terized them  as  the  hereditarv  enemies 
of  the  Irish  people  ?  The  Land  Act  was 
the  law  of  the  land,  and  he  and  those 
who  thought  with  him  desired  loyally  to 
obey  it;  but  it  contained  many  unjust 
and  unwise  provisions.  Thus  the  pro- 
vision that  abolished  freedom  of  contract 
between  landlord  and  tenant  was  a  great 
blot  on  the  statute,  and  took  the  people 
out  of  the  hands  of  their  landlords  in 
order  to  place  them  in  those  of  the  money- 
lenders and  of  the  small  shopkeepers, 
who  dealt  far  more  hardly  by  mem.  If 
freedom  of  contract  between  the  Irish 
landlord  and  tenant  could  be  restored  it 
would  be  a  most  fortunate  thing  for  the 
country.  He  was  afraid,  however,  that 
the  views  of  the  Government  did  not  run 
in  that  direction.  They  were  willing 
enough  to  protect  the  tenants  from  their 
landlords,  but  they  would  not  protect 
them  from  each  other.  Nothing  could 
be  more  terrible  than  the  thirst  tor  land 
which  nrevailed  in  Ireland,  and  which 
induced  the  incoming  tenant  to  pay  the 
outgoing  tenant  40  years'  rent  of  a  farm 
in  order  to  obtain  possession  of  it  as  a 
mere  tenant  at  will.  The  result  was 
that  men  got  up  to  their  ears  in  debt 
merely  to  obtain  possession  of  a  farm 
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which  they  were  powerless  to  cultivate 
because  they  had  not  sufficient  capital. 
He  failed  to  see  how,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  a  County  Court  Judge 
would  be  able  to  decide  that  the  non- 
payment of  rent  was  caused  by  the  pre- 
vailing distress.  A  short  time  ago,  a 
well-known  Irish  agent  told  him  of  a 
case  in  which  a  man  who  had  protested 
that  he  was  unable  to  pay  his  rent  had, 
on  pressure,  produced  a  roll  of  notes  for 
an  amount  far  beyond  the  amount  due. 
In  such  a  case  bow  was  it  possible  for 
the  County  Court  Judge  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  man  was  or  was  not  able  to  pay 
his  rent  ?  On  first  sight  the  words  of 
this  Bill  appeared  to  be  wise,  reasonable, 
and  fair;  but,  looking  more  narrowly 
into  their  meaning,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  simply  offered  the  tenant  a 
premium  not  to  pay  his  rent.  When  the 
people  in  Ireland  heard  it  said  by  hon. 
Members  in  that  House  that  they  were 
to  keep  a  firm  grip  of  the  land,  they 
would  Delieve  the  advice,  and  they  would 
beHeve,  further,  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  would  g^ve  them  that  firm 
grip  of  the  land.  Therefore,  although  the 
wording  of  the  Bill  was  good,  the  spirit 
was  bad ;  it  would  lead  to  bad  feeling, 
and  would  place  the  people  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  were  before.  It  was  a 
step  towards  Commimism,  and  he  would 
advise  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  consider  well  before  they  passed 
Buch  a  Bill  into  law.  It  was  said  that 
no  complaints  were  made  against  the 
County  Court  Judges;  but  who  would 
take  the  responsibuity  of  complaining? 
Not  the  landlords  surely,  and  not  the 
tenants  who  were  liable  to  be  called 
before  those  Judges.  It  was  only  natural 
that  no  complaints  on  such  a  subject 
should  ever  reach  the  ear  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Dundidk 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  put  this  simply  as 
a  Fixity  of  Tenure  BiU,  and  he  avowed 
that  openly  and  honestly.  He  admired 
the  hon.  Member's  openness  and  honesty, 
though  he  differed  £rom  his  reasons.  The 
Government  did  not  say  they  meant  fixity 
of  tenure.  They  said  they  meant  no  such 
thing ;  but,  ttorn.  the  speeches  they  had 
heard,  it  was  clear  that  was  the  object 
of  those  wbo  supported  them. 

Mb.  T.  p.  OWNNOR,  interposing, 
said,  the  Government  did  not  say  that 
they  were  not  in  favour  of  fixity  of 
tenure.  He  said  nothing  either  one  way 
or  the  other. 

Sir  n,  ITerpe^  Bruc$ 


Sir  H.  HER  yet  BRUCE,  reeuming 
his  remarks,  observed,  that  another  rea- 
son why  he  objected  to  theBill  was  that  it 
seemed  to  him  to  show  eympathy  with 
agrarian  outrage,  and  want  of  sympathy 
with  peace  and  order.  That  was  where 
the  Bill  failed  most  materially.  It  said 
to  those  who  were  lo3ral,  and  had  paid 
their  rents  honourably,  **  We  will  do 
nothing  for  you ;  we  can  give  nothing 
to  those  parts  of  Ireland  that  are  quiet 
and  peaceful.  It  is  only  to  thoae  paits 
which  have  been  rendered  disaffected  by 
the  eloquence  of  hon.  Members  that  the 
Government  are  applying  this  BilL" 
This,  he  maintained,  would  unwittingly 
and  unconsciously  back  up  that  portiOQ 
of  the  people  in  their  habit  of  committing 
agrarian  crime.  It  was  not  much  kind- 
ness to  Irish  landlords  to  allow  them  to 
get  their  property  in  the  same  manner 
mat  a  money-lender  recovered  debts. 
He,  therefore,  failed  to  see  in  what  re- 
spect it  would  prove  the  boon  it  was 
expected  to  be.  The  emigration  of  small 
tenants  might  be  productive  of  good  both 
to  themselves  and  to  those  they  left  be* 
hind  them ;  but  emig^tion  on  the  lineb 
laid  down  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  simply  have  the  effect  of 
taking  all  the  bone  and  sinew  out  of  the 
country — the  able-bodied  young  men  and 
women — and  to  leave  only  the  old  and 
the  decrepid.  The  junior  Member  fur 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  accused  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  Benches  of  ob- 
structing this  ^ill.  But  what  was  most 
properly  to  be  called  obstruction — the 
searching  critidzm  applied  to  this  Bill, 
or  the  long,  drawling  speeches  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cone  and  his  Friends 
delayed  for  12  hours  the  progress  of 
another  Bill  which  was  designed  to  re- 
lieve distress  in  Ireland,  but  which  had 
the  misfortune  not  to  be  drawn  up  in 
exact  accordance  with  their  ideas  ?  This 
Bill,  he  feared,  would  starve  many  land- 
lords out  of  Ireland;  and  after  they 
were  driven  out  of  their  native  country 
by  penury  and  want,  it  would  be  hard 
to  bring  them  back  again.  Well,  he 
wished  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Friends  who  were  agitating  Uiis 
question  joy  of  the  country  if  they  were 
themselves  to  become  owners  of  the  land 
in  such  circumstances.  He,  for  one, 
should  pity  the  unfortunate  people  who 
would  be  dependent  upon  tnem,  ailer 
what  ho  had  seen  of  the  spirit  by  which 
they  were  actuated  in  many  of  their 
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speoches  addressed  to  fellow-subjects 
with  whom  they  did  not  happen  to 
agree.  The  main  features  of  the  Bill 
were,  practically  speaking,  fixity  of 
tenure  and  non-payment  of  rent,  and 
the  consequences  of  these  the  Govem- 
ment  would  find  it  very  hard  to  meet. 
How  was  the  payment  of  the  Income 
Tax  or  of  the  poor  rates  in  the  scheduled 
districts  to  be  made  ?  The  Bill,  it  seemed 
to  him,  if  carried  into  law  would  have 
the  effect  of  driving  the  landlords,  a  set 
of  honourable  and  hardworking  gentle- 
men, into  exile  from  their  native  land, 
and  into  a  state  of  misery  greater  than 
that  which  the  Bill  was  desired  to  re- 
lieve among  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  nelson  said,  it  was  easy  for 
an  hon.  Gentleman,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coleraine(Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce),  to  bring 
general  charges  against  those  who  were 
better  acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
Ireland  than  he  was,  or  was  ever  likely 
to  be.  They  had  never  adopted  the 
principles  of  Communism,  Socialism,  or 
Nihilism,  but  they  defined  landlordism 
as  the  Shylock  of  Irish  industry.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  was,  in  his  humble 
judgpnent,  onlv  intended  to  protect  those 
families  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coleraine  had  not,  like  him,  seen  placed 
upon  the  roadside.  Where  the  tenant  had 
effects,  and  even  the  small  residue  of  his 
small  crop,  the  landlord  had  his  remedy 
and  could  pay  himself.  They  were  only 
contending  for  the  protection  of  those 
poor  people  who  were  unable  to  pay ; 
and  if  there  was  a  stone  of  Indian  meal 
in  the  house,  they  said  that  it  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  children  rather  than  to 
the  rapacity  of  an  agent.  This  would 
not  be  so  powerful  a  cause  in  the  land  if 
it  were  not  a  good  one,  and  he  would 
warn  those  '*  forcible  feeble  '*  Represen- 
tatives of  Irish  landlordism,  such  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coleraine,  that  if  they 
did  not  listen  to  warning  in  time,  and 
accept  a  conscientious  and  moderate  re- 
form, the  hour  would  come  when  they 
would  be  told  to  pack  up.  They  wanted, 
if  possible,  to  do  justice  to  all  parties; 
but  as  Mayo  seemed  to  be  singled  out 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  happened 
to  be  the  only  Bepresentative  of  that 
district  present  for  the  moment,  he 
begged  to  say  that  as  they  had  scheduled 
several  of  the  Unions  there  he  would  say 
that  the  poor  could  not  support  the  poor. 
That  portion  of  the  Western  Island  on 
which  "  the  moaning  of  the  Atlantic  " 


had  produced  a  sort  of  moaning  amon&;6t 
the  people,  if  their  distinguished  Leader 
of  the  past  were  to  be  listened  to,  was  in 
that  condition,  and  he  wotdd  tell  the 
House  in  all  sincerity  that  if  they  did 
not  remedy  distress  in  Mayo,  andGalway, 
and  Leitrim,  and  Eoscommon — aye,  and 
in  Ulster — the  time  would  come  when 
the  Parliament  of  Englcmd  would  regret 
that  it  had  neglected  its  opportunity. 
The  Bill  did  nothing  but  demand  pro- 
tection for  an  honest  man ;  and  he  put  it 
to  any  hon.  Member  whether,  if  they  had 
a  portion  of  hard-scraped  food,  and  five 
or  six  or  seven  pale,  fasting  children  look- 
ing to  them  for  support,  they  would  not 
apply  it  to  the  support  of  their  offspring. 
Tne  tenant  was,  they  held,  bound  by  the 
law  of  nature  and  the  human  conscience 
to  support  his  family.  He  had  had 
cases  oefore  him  where  a  poor  man  was 
thrown  on  the  road-side  wher^  the  land- 
lord was  really  in  his  debt  on  account 
gone  into  to  the  extent  of  £150.  If 
justice  were  done  he  would  go  to  the 
length  of  saying  that  the  land  for  which 
this  rent  was  taken  was  not,  in  many 
a  case,  able  to  do  more  than  support  the 
family.  Some  of  them  would  even  go 
to  the  length  of  arguing  that  the  rent 
was  the  surplus  product  of  a  farm,  and 
that  it  only  came  in  after  proper  de- 
ductions had  been  made,  and  the  rela- 
tions of  the  landlord  to  the  possession  of 
the  property  ought  to  be  determined  by 
the  wants  of  the  family.  It  was  easy 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Coleraine  to 
talk  of  the  tenant  right  of  Ulster  being 
something  which  the  people  had  pur- 
chased. He  was  there  to  say  that  the 
majority  of  the  acres  of  Ulster  were 
plundered  from  the  Irish  people  by  an 
unjust  Monarch  who  talked  of  God  while 
ruming  many.  They  never  could  fulfil 
the  conditions  of  their  leases,  and  the 
day  was  not  far  distant  when  they  would 
be  able  to  say  something  like  what  they 
would  tell  the  Guilds  of  London  and  the 
Corporation  of  London.  He  did  not  say 
the  cases  were  identical ;  but  when  they 
would  say  you  have  robbed  Ireland  long 
enough,  and  if  the  Crown  had  the  rieht 
to  take  the  land  of  Ulster,  then  it  had  a 
riffht  to  resume  it.  They  were  twice 
taken  in  the  reign  of  Cluurles  I.  or  U., 
and  he  trusted  God  would  spare  the  Prime 
Minister  long  enoufi'h  to  resume  those 
lands  once  more,  and  turn  them  to  the 
support  of  the  families  living  upon 
them.    If  the  landlords  of  Ireland  had 
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whicli  they  were  powerless  to  cultivate 
because  they  had  not  sufficient  capital. 
He  failed  to  see  how,  under  the  provi- 
sions of  this  Bill,  a  County  Court  Judge 
would  be  able  to  decide  that  the  non- 
payment of  rent  was  caused  by  the  pre- 
vailing distress.  A  short  time  ago,  a 
well-known  Irish  agent  told  him  of  a 
case  in  which  a  man  who  had  protested 
that  he  was  unable  to  pay  his  rent  had, 
on  pressure,  produced  a  roll  of  notes  for 
an  amount  far  beyond  the  amount  due. 
In  such  a  case  how  was  it  possible  for 
the  County  Court  Judge  to  decide  whe- 
ther the  man  was  or  was  not  able  to  pay 
his  rent  ?  On  first  sight  the  words  of 
this  Bill  appeared  to  be  wise,  reasonable, 
and  fair;  but,  looking  more  narrowly 
into  their  meaning,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  simply  offered  the  tenant  a 
premium  not  to  pay  his  rent.  When  the 
people  in  Ireland  heard  it  said  by  hon. 
Members  in  that  House  that  they  were 
to  keep  a  firm  grip  of  the  land,  they 
would  oelieve  the  advice,  and  they  would 
believe,  further,  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  would  give  them  that  firm 
grip  of  the  land.  Therefore,  although  the 
wording  of  the  Bill  was  good,  the  spiiit 
was  bad ;  it  would  lead  to  bad  feeling, 
and  would  place  the  people  in  a  worse 
position  than  they  were  before.  It  was  a 
step  towards  Communism,  and  he  would 
advise  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  to  consider  well  before  they  passed 
such  a  Bill  into  law.  It  was  said  that 
no  complaints  were  made  against  the 
County  Court  Judges;  but  who  would 
take  the  responsibility  of  complaining? 
Not  the  landlords  surely,  and  not  the 
tenants  who  were  liable  to  be  called 
before  those  Judges.  It  was  only  natural 
that  no  complaints  on  such  a  subject 
should  ever  reach  the  ear  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  put  this  simply  as 
a  Fixity  of  Tenure  Bill,  and  he  avowed 
that  openly  and  honestly.  He  admired 
the  hon.  Member's  openness  and  honesty, 
though  he  differed  £rom  his  reasons.  The 
Government  did  not  say  they  meant  fixity 
of  tenure.  They  said  they  meant  no  sucn 
thing ;  but,  from  the  speeches  they  had 
heard,  it  was  clear  that  was  the  object 
of  those  who  supported  them. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O^CONNOR,  interposing, 
said,  the  Government  did  not  say  that 
they  were  not  in  favour  of  fixity  of 
tenure.  He  said  nothing  either  one  way 
or  the  other. 

Sir  IT,  Rervey  Brue4 


Sib  H.  her  vet  BRUCE,  Tesuxning 
his  remarks,  observed,  that  another  rea- 
son why  he  objected  to  the  Bill  was  that  it 
seemed  to  him  to  show  sympathy  with 
agrarian  outrage,  and  want  of  sympathy 
with  peace  and  order.  That  was  where 
the  Bill  failed  most  materially.  It  said 
to  those  who  were  loyal,  and  had  paid 
their  rents  honourably,  "  We  will  do 
nothing  for  you ;  we  can  give  nothing 
to  those  parts  of  Ireland  that  are  quiet 
and  peaceful.  It  is  only  to  those  parts 
which  have  been  rendered  disaffected  by 
the  eloquence  of  hon.  Members  that  the 
Government  are  applying  this  Bill." 
This,  he  maintained,  would  unwittingly 
and  unconsciously  back  up  that  portion 
of  the  people  in  their  habit  of  committing 
agrarian  crime.  It  was  not  much  kind- 
ness to  Irish  landlords  to  allow  them  to 
get  their  property  in  the  same  manner 
mat  a  money-lender  recovered  debts. 
He,  therefore,  failed  to  see  in  what  re- 
spect it  would  m'ove  the  boon  it  was 
expected  to  be.  The  emigration  of  small 
tenants  might  be  productive  of  good  bodi 
to  themselves  and  to  those  they  left  be- 
hind them ;  but  emigration  on  the  lines 
laid  down  by  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  simply  have  the  effect  of 
taking  all  the  bone  and  sinew  out  of  the 
country — the  able-bodied  young  men  and 
women — and  to  leave  only  the  old  and 
the  decrepid.  The  junior  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  accused  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  Opposition  Benches  of  ob- 
structing this  ^ill.  But  what  was  most 
properly  to  be  called  obstruction— the 
searching  criticizm  applied  to  this  Bill« 
or  the  long,  drawling  speeches  by  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Frienda 
delayed  for  12  hours  the  progress  of 
another  Bill  which  was  designed  to  re- 
lieve distress  in  Ireland,  but  which  had 
the  misfortune  not  to  be  drawn  up  in 
exact  accordance  with  their  ideas  ?  Thia 
Bill,  he  feared,  would  starve  many  land- 
lords out  of  Ireland ;  and  after  they 
were  driven  out  of  their  native  country 
by  penury  and  want,  it  would  be  hard 
to  bring  them  back  again.  Well,  he 
wished  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  and 
his  Friends  who  were  agitating  this 
question  joy  of  the  country  if  they  were 
themselves  to  become  owners  of  the  land 
in  such  circumstances.  He,  for  one, 
should  pity  the  imfortunate  people  who 
would  be  dependent  upon  tnem,  after 
what  he  had  soon  of  the  spirit  by  which 
they  were  actuated  in  many  of  their 
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speeches  addressed  to  fellow-subjects 
with  whom  they  did  not  happen  to 
agree.  The  main  features  of  the  Bill 
were,  practically  speakings  fixity  of 
tenure  and  non-payment  of  rent,  and 
the  consequences  of  these  the  Govern- 
ment would  find  it  very  hard  to  meet. 
How  was  the  payment  of  the  Income 
Tax  or  of  the  poor  rates  in  the  scheduled 
districts  to  be  made  ?  The  Bill,  it  seemed 
to  him,  if  carried  into  law  would  have 
the  effect  of  driving  the  landlords,  a  set 
of  honourable  and  hardworking  gentle- 
men, into  exile  from  their  native  land, 
and  into  a  state  of  misery  greater  than 
that  which  the  Bill  was  aesimed  to  re- 
lieve among  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  nelson  said,  it  was  easy  for 
an  hon.  Qentleman,  thehon.  Member  for 
Coleraine(Sir  H.  Hervey  Bruce),  to  bring 
general  charges  against  those  who  were 
better  acquainted  with  the  condition  of 
Ireland  than  he  was,  or  was  ever  likely 
to  be.  They  had  never  adopted  the 
principles  of  Communism,  Socialism,  or 
r^ihilism,  but  they  defined  landlordism 
as  the  Shylock  of  Irish  industry.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  was,  in  his  humble 
judgment,  onlv  intended  to  protect  those 
families  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coleraine  had  not,  like  him,  seen  placed 
upon  the  roadside.  Where  the  tenant  had 
effects,  and  even  the  small  residue  of  his 
small  crop,  the  landlord  had  his  remedy 
and  could  pay  himself.  They  were  only 
contending  for  the  protection  of  those 
poor  people  who  were  unable  to  pay ; 
and  if  there  was  a  stone  of  Indian  meal 
in  the  house,  they  said  that  it  ought  to 
be  given  to  the  children  rather  than  to 
the  rapacity  of  an  agent.  This  would 
not  be  so  powerful  a  cause  in  the  land  if 
it  were  not  a  good  one,  and  he  would 
warn  those  '*  forcible  feeble  "  Represen- 
tatives of  Irish  landlordism,  such  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Coleraine,  that  if  they 
did  not  listen  to  warning  in  time,  and 
accept  a  conscientious  and  moderate  re- 
form, the  hour  would  come  when  thev 
would  be  told  to  pack  up.  They  wantea, 
if  possible,  to  do  justice  to  all  parties; 
but  as  Mayo  seemed  to  be  singled  out 
by  the  hon.  Member,  and  he  happened 
to  be  the  only  Bepresentative  of  that 
district  present  for  the  moment,  he 
begged  to  say  that  as  they  had  scheduled 
several  of  the  Unions  there  he  would  say 
that  the  poor  could  not  support  the  poor. 
That  portion  of  the  Western  Island  on 
which  '^  the  moaning  of  the  Atlantic  " 


had  produced  a  sort  of  moaning  amon&;st 
the  people,  if  their  distinguished  Leader 
of  the  past  were  to  be  listened  to,  was  in 
that  condition,   and  he  woidd  tell  the 
House  in  all  sincerity  that  if  they  did 
not  remedy  distress  in  Mayo,  andGalway, 
and  Leitrim,  and  Eoscommon — aye,  and 
in  Ulster — the  time  would  come  when 
the  Parliament  of  Engl«md  would  regret 
that  it  had  neglected  its  opportunity. 
The  Bill  did  nothing  but  demand  pro- 
tection for  an  honest  man ;  and  he  put  it 
to  any  hon.  Member  whether,  if  they  had 
a  portion  of  hard-scraped  food,  and  five 
or  six  or  seven  pale,  fasting  children  look- 
ing to  them  for  support,  they  would  not 
apply  it  to  the  support  of  their  offspring. 
Tne  tenant  was,  they  held,  bound  by  the 
law  of  nature  and  the  human  conscience 
to  support  his  family.      He  had  had 
cases  oefore  him  where  a  poor  man  was 
thrown  on  the  road-side  wner^  the  land- 
lord was  really  in  his  debt  on  account 
^ne  into  to  the  extent  of  £150.     If 
justice  were  done  he  would  go  to  the 
length  of  saying  that  the  land  for  which 
this  rent  was  taken  was  not,  in  many 
a  case,  able  to  do  more  than  support  the 
family.     Some  of  them  would  even  go 
to  the  length  of  arg:uing  that  the  rent 
was  the  surplus  product  of  a  farm,  and 
that  it  only  came  in  after  proper  de- 
ductions had  been  made,  and  the  rela- 
tions of  the  landlord  to  the  possession  of 
the  property  ought  to  be  determined  by 
the  wants  of  the  family.    It  was  easy 
for  the  hon.  Member  for  Coleraine  to 
talk  of  the  tenant  right  of  Ulster  being 
something  which  the  people  had  pur- 
chased.    He  was  there  to  say  that  the 
majority  of  the  acres  of  Ulster  were 
plundered  from  the  Irish  people  by  an 
unjust  Monarch  who  talked  of  God  while 
ruining  many.    They  never  could  fulfil 
the  conditions  of  their  leases,  and  the 
day  was  not  far  distant  when  they  would 
be  able  to  say  something  like  what  they 
would  tell  the  Guilds  of  London  and  the 
Corporation  of  London.    He  did  not  say 
the  cases  were  identical ;  but  when  they 
would  say  you  have  robbed  Ireland  long 
enough,  and  if  the  Crown  had  the  right 
to  take  the  land  of  Ulster,  then  it  had  a 
right  to  resume  it.     They  were  twice 
taken  in  the  reign  of  Charles  I.  or  II., 
and  he  trusted  God  would  spare  the  Prime 
Minister  long  enouo'h  to  resume  those 
lands  once  more,  and  turn  them  to  the 
support    of    the  families    living    upon 
them.    If  the  landlords  of  IreU^d  had 
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no  better  advocates  than  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coleraine,  he  would  say  their 
cause  was  "forcibly  feeble/^ 

Mr.  W.  CAETWEIGHT  said,  it  was 
with  great  pain  that  he  felt  himself 
bound  to  separate  himself  from  the  Party 
with  which  he  generally  acted  and  op- 
pose this  Bill,  which  was  of  an  excep- 
tional and  anomalous  character.  He 
had  listened  with  attention  to  the  speech 
of  the  Prime  Minister ;  but  he  was  still 
of  opinion  that  any  argument  drawn 
from  the  Land  Act  of  1870  was  entirely 
beside  the  question.  He  took  objection 
to  the  Bill  on  the  ground  of  principle 
as  well  as  on  the  ground  of  policy  and 
expediency.  He  could  find  no  precedent 
in  legislation  which  was  in  principle 
exactly  analogous  to  this.  It  was  a 
measure  which  offered  facilities  to  a  cer- 
tain class  to  shelter  themselves  from 
their  obligations  to  pay  certain  creditors, 
which  creditors,  in  their  turn,  were  not 
relieved  from  their  responsibility  of  pay- 
ing their  own  debts.  The  Bill  had  been 
accurately  described  by  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  as  in- 
tended to  meet  an  emergency.  It  was 
a  Bill  with  regard  to  the  distress  in  cer- 
tain parts  of  Ireland  to  provide  compen- 
sations to  tenants  upon  failure  of  tneir 
crops.  But  he  would  notice,  in  the  first 
place,  that  there  was  a  discrepancy  be- 
tween the  purport  of  the  Bill  and  the 
Schedule  attached  to  it  which  required 
explanation.  The  Bill  provided  facili- 
ties for  the  avoidance  of  payment  of 
rent  in  the  districts  mentioned  in  the 
Schedule.  But  the  area  of  distress  was 
by  no  means  commensurate  with  the 
area  of  the  scheduled  districts.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Bill  only  deprived  the 
landlord  of  one  remedy,  and  that  a  re- 
medy which  was  not  possessed  by  land- 
lords in  England,  while  all  his  other 
remedies  remained  intact.  That  was 
technically  true,  but  practically  delusive. 
It  was  true  that  in  this  country  the 
power  of  ejectment  did  not  exist ;  but  a 
power  of  re-entry  existed,  which  was 
practically  etiuivalent  to  that  of  ejet^t- 
nient.  It  had  been  said,  too,  that  the 
Bill  was  limited  in  time  and  in  the  area 
to  which  it  was  applied.  But  what  was 
likely  to  be  its  effect  both  within  and 
without  the  limited  districts  ?  He  would 
not  pronounce  a  positive  opinion;  but 
he  did  not  like  to  contemplate  what 
would  be  the  state  of  thines  on  the  Ist  of 
January,  1882,  wheu,  probably,  a  large 

Mr,  Nehon 


number  of  evictions  would  take  place. 
He  wondered  whether  the  Government 
would  then  think  it  necessary  to  pass 
another  Suspensory  Bill.  It  was  denied 
that  the  effect  of  the  Bill  would  be  to 
deter  capital  from  Ireland.  But  ha 
could  corroborate  the  experience  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Westminster,  as  he  knew  of  instances 
where  the  prospect  of  the  Bill's  passing 
had  had  that  effect.  It  was  the  first 
time  since  he  had  had  a  seat  in  Parlia- 
ment that  he  felt  himself  compelled  to 
separate  himself  from  the  Libend  Party ; 
but  he  was  bound  in  cod  science  to  oppose 
the  Bill. 

Mb.  FITZPATEECK  said,  that,  as  one 
who  loved  his  country  he  was  as  anxious 
as  any  Irishman  could  be  for  its  welfare 
and  prosperity ;  but  he  believed  the  Bill 
would  be  mischievous  and  ruinous  in  its 
effects.  It  had  been  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, but  he  did  not  believe  it  was  really 
his  handiwork.  If  the  BUI  was  intended 
to  prevent  destitution,  he  would  ask  were 
the  circumstances  exceptional?  Why, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  ac- 
knowledged that  the  circumstances  were 
not  exceptional.  But  was  the  Bill  really 
one  to  relieve  distress,  or  was  it  a  Bill 
to  establish  a  peasant  proprietary  ?  Or 
was  it  merely  a  sop  to  agitation,  as  he 
believed  it  to  be  ?  But  the  whole  Ques- 
tion had  been  befogged  by  legal  quibbles. 
This  Bill  was  the  work  of  ignorant  hands; 
and  if  was  brought  in  with  a  good  mo- 
tive, those  who  brought  it  in  were  the 
more  to  blame  for  not  having  first  con- 
sulted those  who  could  have  told  them 
the  facts.  The  Bill  would  affect  not 
only  the  landlords  but  the  whole  capital 
of  Ireland.  It  would  affect  the  yeomen, 
the  farmers,  and  the  shopkeepers.  Those 
men  embarked  all  their  capital  in  land 
whenever  they  had  made  a  little  saving. 
He  was  afraid  that  that  class  would  be 
absolutely  ruined  by  the  Bill.  The  whole 
feeling  of  the  country  would  be  ono  of 
insecurity.  They  would  be  giving  the 
pooplo  to  understand  that  they  could  not 
rely  upon  the  law  which  was  passed  in 
1870,  and  they  would  create  such  a  feel- 
ing of  alarm  in  the  minds  of  all  con- 
cerned with  the  land  of  the  country  that 
the  whole  of  the  capital  to  be  used,  as 
well  as  the  desire  for  improvement, 
would  be  driven  out  of  the  country.  But, 
taking  it  for  granted  that  it  did  benefit 
the  men  it  was  intended  for,  what  would 
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be  the  result  of  the  two  years'  grace 
which  would  be  given  them  ?  Why,  they 
woidd  be  more  deeply  dipped  in  debt 
than  ever  ;  and  then  they  were  told  that 
force  would  have  to  be  employed,  and 
that  the  law  would  have  to  be  carried 
out  to  the  utmost.    What  would  be  the 
result  of  that  ?     The  man  would  resist, 
and  there  would  be  more  bloodshed, 
more  trouble,  and  more  misery.     They 
were  told  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury that  the  Law  of  Distress  could  be 
put  in  force  by  the  landlord ;  but  let  hon. 
Members  recollect  the  operation  of  the 
I^w  of  Distress  under  the  Tithe-rent  Law. 
He  believed  that  it  resulted  in  nothing 
less  than  practical  war  between  the  oc- 
cupiers and  the  authorities.     The  Chief 
Secretary  for  L^land  had  spoken  of  emi- 
gration as  a  good  thing.  Now,  there  was 
no  doubt  that  emigration  was  the  only 
solution  of  the  difficulties  of  these  poor 
people.    ["  No,  no !  "]    He  could  tell 
hon.   Gentlemen  that  the  unfortunate 
^>eople  were  only  living  from  hand  to 
mouth.    In  good  times  they  were  la- 
bourers in  England,  and  in  bad  times 
they  were  obliged  to  live  on  charity  and 
on  the  rates.     He  now  came  to  what  he 
believed  to  be  the  true  test  of  the  Bill. 
He  believed  it  to  be  a  mere  sop  to  agi- 
tators.    Was  it  a  right  or  a  good  thing 
to  those  ?    They  knew  the  state  of  the 
country,  in  parts  of  which  terrorism  of 
the  worst  kind  existed.     He  maintained 
that  the  present  year  had  done  more, 
and  would  have  done  more  if  they  had 
been  let  alone,  to  bring;  class  and  class 
together  than  ever  had  been  done  before. 
The  present  year  had  done  much,  and 
would  have  done  still  more,  if  there  had 
not  been  interference,  to  bring  class  and 
class  together.    They  had  seen  everv 
class  of  persons  speaking  together  with 
the  sole  object  of  doing  good  for  the 
people;  in  fact,  the  country  had  got  into 
such  a  state  that  everyone  banded  to- 
gether for  one  common  good.  But  by  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  all  this  would  be  de- 
stroyed, and  the  country  would  be  brought 
into  a  worse  state  than  ever.    He  would 
read  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hussey,  a  laree 
ownerof  property  in  the  South  andSoutn- 
West  of  Ireland,  in  which  he  gave  his 
opinion  of  the  Bill  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland.     Mr.  Hussey  said— 

•*  I  have  been  reading  with  attention  the  de- 
luto  on  Mr.  Fowtcr'u  lAnd  Bill,  and  I  venture 
Ui  trouble  yon  with  my  opinion  on  it.  I  reciivo 
rent*  frvm  about  5,100  tcmuit«»,  paying  about 


£90,000  a-year,  in  the  diBtriots  to  be  schedoled 
under  Mr.  Forster*B  Land  Bill,  and  in  my 
opinion  if  it  becomes  law  demanding  rent  will 
be  a  useless  formality,  and  landowners  will  pro- 
bably be  met  by  a  general  combination  to  de- 
mand compensation,  which  they  will  wholly  be 
unable  to  meet;  no  rents  will  be  paid,  and  cre- 
ditors, as  in  1846  and  1847,  will  call  in  their 
money  and  force  sales  with  unusual  rapidity ; 
and,  in  fact,  all  properties  wiU  stand  a  fair 
chance  of  being  confiscated.  In  illustration  of 
this  I  wish  to  mention  that  a  friend  of  mine  had 
agreed  to  borrow  £6,000  on  a  rental  of  £2,000 
a-year  free  of  charges  and  Landed  Estates  Court 
title ;  the  deeds  were  drafted ;  but  the  moment 
Mr.  Forster's  Bill  was  announced,  the  lender's 
solicitor  said  he  would  break  off  and  would  not 
lend  one  shilling  on  an  estate  affected  by  Mr. 
Forster's  Act,  no  matter  how  large  the  margin 
was ;  and  I  have  heard  of  similar  cases.  And 
even  since  the  Bill  was  announced  I  see  plainly 
that  it  has  affected  the  tenants,  and  there  is  no 
anxiety  on  their  part  to  come  to  a  settlement. 
In  conclusion,  I  oeg  to  say  that  I  am  the  most 
extensive  land  agent  in  the  South  of  Ireland, 
and  that  if  the  BUI  passes  and  Government  do 
not  put  a  stay  on  ail  demands  affecting  land- 
owners, or  do  not  lend  them  money  to  pay  the 
tenants  the  compensation  awarded  to  them,  ruin 
is  inevitable,  and  the  most  indulgent  landlords 
will  be  the  first  to  suffer." 

He  had  also  received  a  letter  from  Mr. 
Bentham,  of  the  Standard  Assurance 
Company  in  Dublin,  who  said — 

'^  I  always  had  the  highest  opinion  of  Mr. 
Forster's  ability,  but  in  this  matter  he  has  been 
completely  befooled  or  otherwise  led  astray.    I 
have  never  seen  anything  in  my  time  of  equal 
importance  or  danger  with  this  Bill.    Even  the 
mere  attempt  to  introduce  it,  whether  it  pass  or 
not,  is  of  serious  importance,  and  shows  to  what 
length  they  are  prepared  to  go.    But  I  hop^e  and 
belwve  that  the  sense  of  the  country  will  be 
manifested  before  the  second  reading,  and  that 
the  Commons  will  throw  out  the  Bill  if  the  Go- 
vernment have  not  the  sense  to  withdraw  it. 
For  myself,  I  am  disgusted  beyond  measure. 
You  know  how  I  have  struggled  to  like  ever^'- 
thing  Irish  and  to  see  all  that  is  good  in  the 
country.    Now  I  feel  quite  disheartened.    Wo 
thought  the  Land  Act,  1870,  went  quite   far 
enough.    At  that  time  all  the  Scottish  Offices 
sent  combined  statements  of  the  amount  they 
had  on  loans  in  Ireland  with  a  view  of  pcrsuad- 
ing  Mr.  Gladstone  to  modify  some  objectionable 
clauses,  which  he  did.    We  recognized  in  that 
Bill  that  the  kndlord  might  have  a  difficulty  in 
dealing  with  the  land  as  a  commodity  and  with 
their  tenants.      But  we  thought  it  made  the 
rents  absolutely  secure.    This  Bill  will  make 
them  absolutely  insecure.     Since  1870  I  suppose 
I  have  lent  by  my  own  hand  something  like 
£1,250,000  in  Ireland.     But  I  have  closed  my 
doors,  and  I  have  refused  to  carry  out  two  loan!* 
already  agreed  to  where  some  want  of  prompti- 
tude on  the  borrower's  part  (in  completing  title) 
gave  mo  the  excuse.     1  am  sick  of  their  eternal 
tegislation,  and  I  wish  I  was  out  of  it.    I  do  not 
know  what  the  Scotch  Companies  will  do,  but  I 
havr  no  doubt  strong  prcsmiro  will  bo  brought 
on  the  Government  by  Scotch  Members.    1  am 
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was  an  enimciatioii  on  the  part  of  the 
QoTomment  of  a  novel  and  taremendoos 
principle — ^namely,  that  whenoTor  a  bad 
time  came  then  it  shonld  be  right  to 
pTOvent  a  Lindlord  from  recovenng  his 
property,  and  to  give  the  tenant  a  pro- 
prietary right  in  the  aoiL  In  any  dr- 
cnmstanees,  that  would  be  a  bad  policy 
for  Lreland ;  in  the  face  of  the  sinister 
agitation  of  last  winter,  it  was  a  danger- 
OQS  policy.  Time  traTelled  fast,  but 
surely  not  so  fast  that  they  could  forget 
the  character  of  that  agitation.  Nor 
could  they  forget  the  language  that  was 
used,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in  America. 
He  did  not  wish  to  aUnde  to  the  words 
of  irresponsible  agitators ;  he  alluded  to 
speeches  which  had  been  made  by  hon. 
(^ntlemen  who  had  seats  in  that  House. 
What  was  the  character  of  that  agita- 
tion ?  The  language  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
did  not  imply  that  they  would  be  content 
with  an  equitable  re-adjustment  of  rent, 
with  a  reduction  of  rent  on  account  of 
distressed  circumstances — ^that  language 
was  an  incitement  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  pay  no  rent  at  ul.  It  was  a 
claim  on  behaK  of  the  tenant  to  pro- 
prietary right  in  the  soil ;  the  amoimt  of 
rent  to  be  assessed  by  himself.  It  took 
the  matter  entirely  outside  the  range  of 
law  and  equity,  making  it  a  question  of 
appeal  to  force.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Oentleman  belieye  for  one  moment  that 
when  this  Bill  waspassedythe  hon.Member 
for  Mayo  would  not  go  to  his  friends  in 
Ireland  and  say  —  "The  Govemment 
hare  admitted  the  principles  of  this  Bill ; 
you  haye  only  to  agitate  a  little  more 
and  we  shall  get  rid  of  the  landlord  and 
the  rent  together."  With  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  landlord  in  this  matter, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
not  the  case  that  the  landlord  would  be 
in  a  worseposition  than  any  other  creditor. 
That  was  true.  The  landlord  would  be 
in  the  same  position  as  any  other  creditor. 
Up  to  the  present  time,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  the  landlord  had  been  in  a 
better  condition  than  any  other  creditor, 
and  the  Government  were  proposing  to 
take  away  from  him  the  means  of  re- 
placing a  bad  tenant  by  a  good  tenant 
if  he  wished  to  do  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  these  were  exceptional 
times,  and  that  such  times  required  des- 
perate remedies.  The  figures  that  were 
given  by  the  Attorney  (General  for  Ire- 
land the  other  night  proved  a  very  sad 
and  diBtreasing  ^te  of  things  in  Ire- 
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land ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  a  rather 
lame  conclusion  to  propose  this  Bill  as  a 
remedy.  He  could  not  bring  himaelf 
to  vote  against  this  Bill  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  the  GK>vemment.  They 
had  a  responsibility  under  the  present 
distressing  state  of  things  in  Ireland. 
But  he  wished  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  make  a  concession  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  would  consider 
the  condition  of  the  landlords.  He  had 
no  wish  to  oppose  the  Gk>vemment  on 
this  matter,  and  if  he  could  he  would 
desire  to  vote  for  the  second  reading; 
but  as  the  Bill  at  present  stood  he  eoud 
not  do  so.  If,  as  had  been  said,  there 
was  a  combination  on  the  part  of  land- 
lords to  consolidate  their  farms,  to  add 
acre  to  acre,  to  take  advantage  of  the 
position  of  these  tenants,  there  might  be 
some  justification  for  legislation ;  but  no 
facts  had  been  adduced  in  support  of 
that  statement.  At  any  rate,  a  more 
temporary  measure,  having  effect  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  would  have  been  more 
advisable,  enabliug  the  Government  to 
gauffe  the  distress  and  see  how  the  case 
reallv  stood. 

Mb.  ABTHUB  ABNOLD  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  entirely  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  property,  and 
it  was  because  he  considered  the  House 
was  the  proper  guardian  of  those  rights 
that  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  sup- 
port the  measure.  Comparing  the  con- 
ditions of  Engliah  agriculture  with  those 
of  Irish  agriculture,  he  pointed  out  the 
wide  difference  that  existed  between 
them  in  connection  with  the  manner  in 
which  improvements  had  been  effected. 
Writing  in  1870,  before  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act,  Mr.  O^Connor  Morris,  the 
distinguished  Correspondent  of  The 
7ViM»,  had  observed — 

"That  if  the  landlords  in  Ireland  had  pro- 
perly discharged  their  dutiea  the  formidable 
problem  of  how  to  compensate  the  tenant  for 
his  improvements  without  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  property  conld  never  have  arisen,  and 
the  class  who  had  created  the  wealth  of  the 
country  would  not  have  found  themselves  de- 
prived of  their  Intimate  property  by  dishonest 
landlords.** 

He  asked  hon.  Members  whether,  when 
something  like  a  property  right  had 
grown  up  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  it 
was  reasonable  that  the  latter  should 
be  deprived  of  that  right?  He  saw 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  Opposi- 
tion side  of  the  House  who  were  highly 
distinguished  members  of  the    Boyal 
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shotdd  be  in  the  same  position  with  re- 
spect to  damages  for  evictions  for  non- 
payment of  rent  as  the  holders  of  tenan- 
cies which  existed  before  1870.  That 
was  a  distinct  breach  of  the  understanding 
upon  which  the  Act  of  1870  was  passed. 
It  this  Bill  could  not  be  regarded  as  a 
temporary  measure,  neither  could  it  be 
looked  upon  as  limited  in  area.  How 
could  they  deprive  tenants  in  other  parts 
of  Irelana  of  the  advantages  that  were 
to  be  conferred  on  those  in  the  distressed 
districts?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  it  was  not  a  question  of 
distress,  but  a  question  of  right  and  of 
justice.  The  tenants  of  other  districts 
would  take  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  and  endeavour  to  prove 
their  inability  to  pay  their  rents,  and 
would  ask  why  they  were  not  to  have 
the  same  advantages  as  the  tenants  in 
the  distressed  districts.  A  friend  of  his 
who  owned  land  in  the  distressed  dis- 
tricts told  him  only  last  week  that  he 
had  a  letter  from  lus  agent,  stating  that 
he  could  not  expect  to  give  him  during 
the  next  two  years  one  shilling  from  his 
property  in  those  districts.  It  might  be 
said  that  that  was  an  exaggeration  of  the 
effect  of  the  Bill ;  that  the  County  Court 
Judffe  would  have  to  decide,  and  if  he 
decided  against  the  tenant,  the  tenant 
would  have  to  pay.  But  the  County  Court 
Judge  would  nave  a  difficult  task  in 
valuing  the  rents — for  that  was  what 
it  practically  came  to — and  if  he  de- 
cided against  the  tenant  he  must  have 
an  iron  nerve  in  these  troublous  times, 
because  the  risks  of  the  agent  and  of  the 
landlord  would  be  transferred  to  the 
County  Court  Judge.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  C. 
Bussell)  had  said  the  other  day  that  the 
Qovemment  had  only  touched  the  ex- 
treme fringe  of  that  question.  If  that 
were  so,  he  (Mr.  Brand)  would  like  to 
know  what  was  the  kernel  of  it.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  seemed  to  aim 
at  fixity  of  tenure  with  fair  rents.  But 
the  most  illustrious  men  of  that  House 
would  oppose  that  measure,  because  in 
the  debates  on  the  Land  Act  of  1 870  the 
riffht  hon.  OenUeman  the  Member  for 
l^d  Lothian  had  exposed  with  elabora- 
tion the  absurdity  of  putting  upon  an 
outside  authority  the  duty  of  valuing 
rent.  The  present  Bill  was  identical 
in  principle  with  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo,  and  was  not  a  legiti* 
mate  extension  of  the  Xrish  Land  Act, 


'  but  was  an  application  of  the  principle 
of  the  Irish  Land  Act  to  a  firee^  set  of 
cases  to  which  the  promoters  of  that  Act 
promised  it  should  not  be  applied.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  would  be  frank 
enough  to  say  that  he  accepted  the  Bill 
as  an  instalment,  and  that  ne  would  use 
it  as  a  lever  to  make  the  measure  apply 
permanently  and  universally  over  Ire- 
land. The  hon.  Member  for  Orantham 
(Mr.  Eoundell),  in  defending  the  Bill, 
said  he  took  his  stand  on  the  Irish 
Land  Act.  He  did  so,  too  ;  but  he  dis- 
agreed from  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
interpretation  of  that  Act.  The  justifica- 
tion of  the  Irish  Land  Act  was  that  the 
conditions  of  the  occupancy  and  tenure 
of  land  in  Ireland  were  different  from 
those  of  England,  and  that  principles  of 
legislation  which  were  applicable  to  the 
former  country  were  not  applicable  to 
the  latter.  It  was  ureed  that  Ireland 
was  a  country  of  smcul  holdings,  the 
occupiers  of  which  were  not  able  to  make 
free  contracts  with  their  landlords,  and 
the  Irish  Land  Act  limited  the  interfer- 
ence with  freedom  of  contract  to  holdings 
of  £50  and  under.  Again,  in  England 
the  landlord  executed  all  the  repairs, 
kept  the  land  in  perfect  condition  for 
the  tenant,  and  thereby  a  community  of 
interest  had  arisen  between  the  two; 
whereas  in  Ireland  there  was  an  absence 
of  that  commimity  of  interest,  while, 
moreover,  there  was  the  sad  fact,  caused 
partly  by  iniquitous  legislation  and 
partly  by  the  character  of  the  people, 
and  that  there  were  more  people  in 
Ireland  than  the  land  could  support. 
Damages  for  eviction  were  strictly  limited 
by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to 
tenancies  which  existed  at  the  time  of 
the  passing  of  the  Act.  This  Bill  would 
apply  to  all  tenancies — to  tenancies 
created  subsequently  to  the  Act  of  1870, 
to  tenancies  created  at  any  time.  The 
right  hon.  Qentleman,  in  moving  for 
leave  to  bring  in  the  Irish  Land  Bill, 
said — 

*'  With  regard  to  all  proflpectivo  contracts,  it 
is  absolutely  necessary  that  if  a  landlord  evict 
for  non-pa^'ment  of  rent  there  should  not  be  in 
the  sense  of  the  Bill  a  disturbance  of  the  tenant 
by  the  landlord,  for  the  tenant  will  disturb  him* 
self  by  non-payment  of  rent.'* — [3  H»n$ard 
cxcix.  380-1.] 

He  (Mr.  Brand)  contended  that  this  Bill 
was  not  a  legitimate  extension  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  as  far  as  concerned  the 
tenancies  created  since  1870,  but  that  it 
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was  an  eniinciatioii  on  the  part  of  the 
Oovemment  of  a  novel  and  tremendous 
prinoiple — namely,  that  whenever  a  bad 
time  came  then  it  should  be  rip;ht  to 
prevent  a  landlord  from  recovering  his 
property,  and  to  give  the  tenant  a  pro- 
prietary right  in  the  soil.  In  any  cir- 
cumstances, that  would  be  a  bad  policy 
for  Ireland ;  in  the  face  of  the  sinister 
agitation  of  last  winter,  it  was  a  danger- 
ous policy.  Time  travelled  fast,  but 
surely  not  so  fast  that  they  could  forget 
the  character  of  that  agitation.  Nor 
could  they  forget  the  language  that  was 
used,  not  only  in  Ireland,  but  in  America. 
He  did  not  wish  to  allude  to  the  words 
of  irresponsible  agitators ;  he  alluded  to 
speeches  which  had  been  made  by  hon. 
Ctentlemen  who  had  seats  in  that  House. 
What  was  the  character  of  that  agita- 
tion ?  The  language  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
did  not  imply  that  they  would  be  content 
with  an  equitable  re-adjustment  of  rent, 
with  a  reduction  of  rent  on  account  of 
distressed  circumstances — ^that  language 
was  an  incitement  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land to  pay  no  rent  at  lul.  It  was  a 
claim  on  behalf  of  the  tenant  to  pro- 
prietary right  in  the  soil ;  the  amount  of 
rent  to  be  assessed  by  himself.  It  took 
the  matter  entirely  outside  the  range  of 
law  and  equity,  making  it  a  question  of 
appeal  to  force.  Did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  believe  for  one  moment  that 
whenthisBUlwaspassedythehon.Member 
for  Mayo  would  not  go  to  his  friends  in 
Ireland  and  say  —  **  The  Government 
have  admitted  the  principles  of  this  Bill ; 
you  have  only  to  agitate  a  little  more 
and  we  shall  get  rid  of  the  landlord  and 
the  rent  together."  With  regard  to  the 
position  of  the  landlord  in  this  matter, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  it  was 
not  the  case  that  the  landlord  would  be 
in  a  worse  position  than  any  other  creditor. 
That  was  true.  The  landlord  would  be 
in  the  same  position  as  any  other  creditor. 
Tip  to  the  present  time,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly,  the  landlord  had  been  in  a 
better  condition  than  any  other  creditor, 
and  the  Government  were  proposing  to 
take  away  from  him  the  means  of  re- 
placing a  bad  tenant  by  a  good  tenant 
if  he  wished  to  do  so.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  these  were  exceptional 
times,  and  that  such  times  required  des- 
perate remedies.  The  figures  that  were 
g'ven  by  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
nd  the  other  night  proved  a  very  sad 
and  distressing  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
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land ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  a  rather 
lame  conclusion  to  propose  this  Bill  as  a 
remedy.  He  could  not  bring  himself 
to  vote  against  this  Bill  which  had  been 
brought  in  by  the  Government.  They 
had  a  responsibility  under  the  present 
distressing  state  of  things  in  Ireland. 
But  he  wished  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  make  a  concession  with 
regard  to  this  Bill,  and  would  consider 
the  condition  of  the  landlords.  He  had 
no  wish  to  oppose  the  Gt)vemment  on 
this  matter,  and  if  he  could  he  wonld 
desire  to  vote  for  the  second  reading ; 
but  as  the  Bill  at  present  stood  he  coiud 
not  do  so.  If,  as  had  been  said,  there 
was  a  combination  on  the  part  of  land- 
lords to  consolidate  their  farms,  to  add 
acre  to  acre,  to  take  advantage  of  the 
position  of  these  tenants,  there  might  be 
some  justification  for  legfislation ;  but  no 
facts  had  been  adduced  in  support  of 
that  statement.  At  any  rate,  a  more 
temporary  measure,  having  effect  at  the 
end  of  the  year,  would  have  been  more 
advisable,  enabling  the  Government  to 
gauffe  the  distress  and  see  how  the  case 
really  stood. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  ARNOLD  said,  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  entirely  con- 
sistent with  the  rights  of  property*  and 
it  was  because  he  considered  the  House 
was  the  proper  guardian  of  those  righta 
that  he  appealed  to  the  House  to  sup- 
port the  measure.  Comparing  the  con- 
ditions of  English  agriculture  with  thoee 
of  Irish  agriculture,  he  pointed  out  the 
wide  difference  that  existed  between 
them  in  connection  with  the  manner  in 
which  improvements  had  been  effected. 
Writing  in  1870,  before  the  passing  of 
the  Land  Act,  Mr.  O'Connor  Morris,  the 
distinguished  Correspondent  of  7^# 
Times,  had  observed — 

"That  if  the  landlords  in  Ireland  had  pro* 
perly  discharged  their  duties  the  formidable 
problem  of  how  to  compensate  the  tenant  for 
his  improvements  without  interfering  with  the 
rights  of  property  could  never  have  arisen,  and 
the  class  who  had  created  the  wealth  of  the 
country  would  not  have  found  themselves  dc 

E rived  of  their  legitimate  property  by  diflhoc(>«t 
mdlords." 

He  asked  hon.  Members  whether,  when 
something  like  a  property  right  had 
grown  up  on  the  part  of  the  tenant,  it 
was  reasonable  that  the  latter  should 
be  deprived  of  that  right  ?  He  saw 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  OmMsi- 
tion  side  of  the  House  who  were  highly 
distinguished  members  of  the    Koyal 
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Agricultural  Society,  and  he  would  ob- 
serre  that  in  the  year  1878  that  Society, 
assembled  at  Paris,  was  anxious  to  pre- 
sent to  the  world  something  like  a  fair 
survey  of  the  agricultural  position  of 
the  United  Kingdom ;  and,  in  order  that 
that  might  be  perfectly  done,  they  en- 
gaged the  co-operation  of  a  gentleman  who 
was  considered  to  be  the  very  highest 
authority  on  agriculture  in  Qreat  Britain 
— Mr.Caird.  [^'No,no!"l  Hon.  Gentle- 
men might  say ''  No,  no!  *'  but  they  must 
not  forget  the  fact  that  the  Eeport  made 
by  Mr.  Caird  on  the  Agriculture  of  the 
United  Kingdom  was  accepted  by  the 
Royal  Ag^cultural  Society  and  by  the 
country  as  a  fair,  legitimate,  and  reason- 
able Keport.  In  that  Eeport  Mr.  Caird 
said  that  the  relation  between  landlord 
and  tenant  in  Ireland  was  altogether 
different  to  the  relation  between  land- 
and  tenant  in  England  and  Scotland. 
He  (Mr.  Arthur  Arnold)  held  that  that 
observation,  made  as  it  was  by  so  dis- 
tinguished an  authority,  would  put  on 
one  side  all  that  had  been  said  of  the 
analogy  between  the  relations  of  land- 
lord and  tenant  in  Ireland  and  the  rela- 
tions of  landlord  and  tenant  in  England. 
But,  far  more  important  than  that,  were 
the  concluding  words  of  the  Report,  upon 
which  he  would  rest  the  whole  of  his 
case.    Mr.  Caird  said  that — 

"  Circnmstaiioefl  have  thus  brought  about  a 
ntoation  in  which  the  landlord  cannot  deal  with 
his  property  with  the  same  freedom  as  the  land- 
lord in  England  or  in  Scotland,  either  in  the 
selection  of  his  tenants  or  in  the  fair  adjustment 
of  rents,  and  this  has  in  a  great  measure  arisen 
from  the  neglect  by  the  landlord  of  his  duty  in 
not  himself  executing  those  indispensable  per- 
manent improvements  which  the  tenant  is 
obliged  to  undertake,  and  who  has  thus  esta- 
blished for  himself  a  claim  of  co-partnership  in 
the  soU  itself.*' 

He  contended  that  that  co-partnership 
was  a  fact  which  ought  to  be  ad- 
mitted and  accepted  by  the  Legislature. 
Mr.  Heron,  formerly  a  Member  of  that 
House,  writing  in  1872,  said  that  hun- 
dreds and  thousands  of  tenants  had  been 
evicted  in  Ireland,  although  it  was  well 
known  that  by  their  labour  and  industry 
for  years  they  had  permanently  increased 
the  value  of  the  land;  and  he  added 
that  on  the  temporary  pressure  caused 
by  the  Famine  the  tenant,  unable  to  pay 
one  year's  rent,  lost  a  real  interest  in 
the  hnd  worth  many  years'  rent.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  through  the  legisla- 
tion of  that  House  a  tenant-right  did 


exist  all  over  Ireland.  The  daim  had 
existed,  and  did  exist,  up  to  the  present 
moment.  When  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  Woodstock  (Lord  Eandolph 
Churchill)  talked  of  a  Parliamentary 
title,  and  the  importance  attached  to  it, 
he  confused  the  issue,  for  no  one  would 
deny  that  every  one  of  the  estates  pur- 
chased in  the  Encumbered  Estates  Court 
was  purchased  with  this  unslumbering 
claim  of  the  tenant,  which  now,  because 
there  was  an  exceptional  state  of  affairs, 
was  again  presented  to  Parliament.  That 
tenant-right  claim  had  been  handed 
down  from  generations,  not  one  of  whom 
had  resign^  it.  The  Act  of  1870  solidi- 
fied the  claim,  and  it  was  now  again  em- 
bodied in  this  Bill.  The  Chairman  of 
Ways  and  Means  had  lately  contributed 
a  very  instructive  Paper  on  the  resources 
of  America,  and  snowed  by  figures 
which  were  unmistakable  that,  owine 
to  the  decline  of  agriculture  in  Ireland, 
the  food  production  of  that  country  had 
greatly  decreased ;  and  Professor  Bald- 
win, a  gentleman  of  whom  the  late  Go- 
vernment thought  so  highly  that  they 
placed  him  upon  the  Commission  of 
Agriculture,  had  shown  in  admirable 
Eeports  made  to  the  late  Lord  Lieute- 
nant that  the  production  of  Ireland 
would  be  enormously  increased ,  if  its 
tillage  were  extended,  instead  of  dimi- 
nishing. It  had  been  said  that  Ireland 
was  over-populated.  On  the  contrary, 
another  1,000,000  at  least  might  live 
happily  in  it.  If  the  population  of  Ire- 
lana  were  proportionately  as  thick  as 
that  of  Jersey — he  did  not  say  it  ought 
to  be  a  third  of  it — she  would  have 
30,000,000  of  people.  It  was  because 
he  had  studied  mis  question,  that  he  was 
convinced  that  this  claim  on  the  part  of 
the  tenants  of  Ireland  was  based  on 
right  and  justice.  Lord  Halifax,  on  the 
occasion  of  the  former  Famine,  had 
said — 

"  I  confess,  with  pain  I  can  scarcely  deecrihe, 
that  the  landlords  or  their  agents  are  pursuing 
a  system  of  ejectment  tinder  process  for  rent  to 
an  extent  never  hefore  known  in  this  country. 
If  the  same  course  is  to  he  generally  pursued, 
I  shall  despair  of  the  country  being  ever  re- 
Ueved.'* 

The  hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  in  speaking  against  the 
Bill,  declared  that  no  man  was  ready  to 
go  farther  than  himself  in  the  direction 
of  tenant  right.  The  hon.  Member  lived 
in  a  county,  Uie  only  English  county, 
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found  in  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  as  was  to  be  found  in  the  Bill 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government ;  the  dif- 
ferences were  merely  differences  of  detail, 
and  there  was  not  a  single  difference  of 
detail  which  they  would  not  be  told  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  himself  they  could 
strike  out  when  they  got  into  Committee. 
"Well,  if  that  were  so,  was  it  not  demon- 
stration that  the  principle  of  the  two 
Bills  was  the  same  ?    This  was  a  kind 
of  Janus-faced  Bill.     Its  principle  was 
for  Irish  Members,  who  were  not  asked 
to  look  at  the  details ;  its  details  were 
for  the  Whig  supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, who  were  asked  not  on  that  oc- 
casion to  look  at  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.     And  what  was  the  attitude  of  the 
Third  Party?     The  Irish  Party  were 
notable  on  that  occasion  for  their  most 
eloquent  silence.    No  men  were  more 
capable  of  making  eloquent  speeches; 
but  there  was  not  one  of  them  who 
could  make  a  speech  more  significant 
or  eloquent    than  in    conveying  their 
meaning  to  the  House  by  their  distin- 
guished silence.     He  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment   would    answer   tnis    question  — 
Would  this  Bill  have  been  introduced 
but  for  the  introduction  of  the  Bill  of 
the    hon.   Member   for  Mayo?      That 
was  a  plain  question,  and  it  ought  to 
be   answered  honestly  —  yes,    or    no. 
They  talked  of  great  principles  and  of 
great  necessities,  and  of  the  importance 
of  the  Bill ;  but  he   would   bring  the 
matter  to  this  test.     If  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  had  not  brought  in  his  Bill, 
would  the  Government  have  brought  in 
theirs  ?    Well,  what  was  the  difference 
between  the  position  of  the  Government 
and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  ? 
The  hon.  Member  was  irresponsible  save 
in  the  sense  of  being  responsible  for  the 
performance  of  his  duty  to  his  consti- 
tuents.   Who  were  they?    They  were 
the  people  of  Mayo,  a  county  which  had 
been  impoverished  by  distress,  and,  he 
would  add,   demoralized  by  agitation; 
and  the  hon.  Member  took  occasion  to 
present  the  views  of   his  constituents, 
and  he  did  so  by  his  Bill.     But  the 
position  of  the  Government  was  entirely 
different.     They  were  distinctly  respon- 
sible, and  when  the  Prime  Minister  said 
it  was  ridiculous  to   suggest  that  he 
would   endeavour  to  concuiate  any  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  near  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  and  that  such  a 
suggestion  was  unworthy  and  absurd, 

Mr.  Giheon 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  haTO 
thought  he  was  addressing  Gentle- 
men of  very  little  experience  and  know- 
ledge of  the  world.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  be  expected  to 
make  a  grave  announcement  to  the 
House  that  he  did  all  this  to  ooncilitte 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  Why,  the  whole  oonciliation 
would  then  be  gone.  It  would  be  worth- 
less ;  and  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
spoke  in  the  debate  he  had  no  doubt  he 
would  repudiate  the  suggestion  with  in- 
dignation.  The  hon.  Menaoer  would  state 
that  he  was  not  satisfied  with  the  BiU, 
with  the  usual  addition  that  it  dealt  with 
a  mere  fringe  of  the  Irish  question,  and 
that  it  would  be  absurd  to  say  that  it 
was  anything  like  a  settlement  of  it. 
Well,  the  Bin  was  built  on  the  lines  of 
that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maj^o,  and 
that  was  the  outcome  of  the  agitation 
prevailing  in  the  county  he  represented ; 
and  it  required  a  lengthened  debate  to 
show  that  it  was  not  an  act  of  spoliation 
directly  traceable  to  agitation.  The 
Relief  of  Distress  Bill  was  introduced 
without  the  clause,  and  when  it  was  in- 
troduced it  was  at  once  knocked  oat  of 
the  Bill.  He  asked  hon.  Members 
frankly,  calmly,  soberly,  to  look  ^^ 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  he  challenged 
their  judgment  with  respect  to  these  pro- 
positions. Land  might  be  let  at  a 
moderate  rent;  that  rent  might  bein 
arrear  one,  two,  or  three  years.  The 
landlord,  who  had  to  support  himsdfi 
rear  his  children,  and  meet  all  his  obh- 

fations,  said  to  his  tenant—"  Keep  your 
argain  to  me.  I  am  very  sorry  if  yo" 
are  unable  to  pay  your  rent ;  but  give  me 
back  my  land."  That  was  done  even- 
day  in  England,  and  no  fault  was  found. 
But  this  Bill  said  to  the  landlord— "  No. 
Power  is  given  to  a  Court  to  decide 
whether  you  are  or  are  not  unreasonable 
in  your  demand,  and  to  mulct  you  JJ 
damages  for  your  audacity  if  you  look 
for  either  your  rent  or  your  land. 
These  propositions  were  incapable  of 
contradiction ;  and  the  Land  Court  in 
its  discretion  might — he  did  not  say  it 
would — award  compensation  to  the  tenao' 
up  to  seven  years  of  the  rent  for  seeking 
to  recover  it.  But  it  was  said  that  the 
Bill  was  intended  for  unreaaonahle 
landlords.  He  would  test  that  in  J 
sentence.  It  could  not  be  contradicted 
that  on  the  construction  and  withi^a  the 
legitimate  meaning  of   the  worda  of 
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the  Bill  the  County  Court  Judge  could 
award  damages  against  a  man  who  had 
let  his  land    at  the    most  reasonable 
rate,  and  even  under  the  market  value. 
The  Judge  must  award  such  compen- 
sation, and  the  only  course   open    to 
the  landlord  was  to  go  to  the  Court  and 
adduce  arguments  or  evidence  to  induce 
the  Judge  to  mitigate  the  amount  of  the 
damages  which  he  would  award.    Land- 
lords would  not  be  able  to  save  them- 
selves from  the  operation  of  the  Bill  by 
sayine  that  they  were  ready  to  permit 
the  side  of  the  goodwill  of  their  farms. 
This  was  no  condition  of  the  Bill,  and 
oould   not,  therefore,  be  discussed  on 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading,  al- 
though it  might  be  said  that  the  Land 
Judge  could  take  the  circumstance  into 
his  consideration  in  fixing  the  sum  which 
should  be  paid  by  a  landlord  for  dis- 
turbance of  his  tenant.    He  had  listened 
to  the  Prime  Minister  with  great  atten- 
tion, as  he  always  did,  and  failed  to  dis- 
cover anything  in  contradiction  of  the 
principle  which  he  now  laid  down.    It 
was  argued  in  support  of  the  measure 
that  it  was  a  very  little  one,  and  was 
only  intended  to  apply  to  distressed  dis- 
tricts.   An  excuse  of  that  kind  had  been 
used  in  other  affairs  of  life.    That  very 
statement  surely  proved  the  indefensible 
nature  of  the  proposal.    It  had  been  de- 
fended on  account  of  the  special  poverty 
that  overwhelmed  certain  classes  ;  but  its 
principle  was  to  relieve  one  class  at  the 
expense  of  another.    If  the  defence  of 
the  Bill  was  that  the  distress  was  so 
great  that  the  Poor  Law  needed  to  be 
supplemented,  in  the  name  of  common 
sense  he  asked  why  it  was  that  the  State 
did  not  bear  that  supplemental  charge  ? 
It  was  a  rate  in  aid  of  the  Poor  Law 
levied  on  one  selected  class  of  the  com- 
munity.   Why  was  it  on  Saturday  that 
the  Qovemment  said  that  the  existing 
distress  was  not  great  enough  to  war- 
rant the  Treasury  in  bearing  the  loss  of 
the  difference  between  the  1  per  cent 
paid  by  the  landlords  and  the  2^  per 
cent  paid  by  the  Government,  although 
that  loss  would  not  exceed  £3,000  or 
£4,000 ;  and  yet  here,  on  Monday,  they 
were  found  urging  the  extreme  charac- 
ter of  the  distress  as  a  reason  for  this 
Bill  ?    The  fact  was  that  the  Bill  would 
apply  the  most  harsh  principle  ever  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament  in  a  Bill  in  the 
harshest  possible  manner.    It  had  been 
conceded  by  every  speaker  that  a  pro- 


posal of  this  startline  character  could 
only  be  adopted  on  evidence  of  the  most 
overwhelming  necessity ;  but  where  was 
that  evidence  ?  There  was  none,  and, 
moreover,  the  Chief  Secretary  himself 
had  negatived  the  possibility  of  such 
evidence,  for  when  opposing  the  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  he  stated  that 
there  was  now  a  prospect  of  a  good  har- 
vest, more  employment,  and  less  dis- 
tress ;  and  that  the  Qovemment  believed 
that  whatever  distress  did  exist  it  would 
be  within  the  machinery  of  the  Poor  Law 
to  meet  it.  If  the  Poor  Law  could  meet 
it,  what  justification,  he  asked,  was  there 
for  placme  this  charge  upon  the  poor 
Irish  landlord  ?  Was  there  no  evidence 
of  the  condition  of  the  country  given  in 
the  clear  and  distinct  answer  of  the  Post- 
master General  the  other  night?  The 
figures  which  were  then  read  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  showed  that  proportion- 
ately there  was  more  prosperity  among 
those  employed  in  agriculture  than  among 
the  landlords  upon  whom  the  Bill  would 
impose  the  additional  taxation,  there 
bemg  an  increase  not  only  in  the  amounts 
deposited  in  the  Savings  Banks,  but  in 
the  number  of  depositors.  That  state  of 
things  was  distinctly  traceable  to  the 
circumstance  that  rents  had  not  been 
paid  in  many  cases  by  those  who  had 
the  means  of  paying  tnem.  The  mea- 
sure would  ruin  many,  veiy  many,  land- 
lords, and  would  do  very  little  good  to 
anybody.  It  would  do  very  Bttle  to 
benefit  tenants,  whilst  its  demoralizing 
tendency  had  already  been  widespread, 
and  would,  he  feared,  be  irrevocable. 
Could  anyone  who  had  the  slightest  ac- 

?uaintance  with  what  was  goine  on  in 
reland,  who  wrote  to  a  single  banker, 
or  a  single  insurance  agent — he  passed 
over  the  landowners,  because  they  were 
considered  outside  the  pale  of  the  law 
at  present — but  could  anyone  doubt  that 
the  ruin  caused  by  this  Bill  would  be 
widespread,  almost  universal?  [The 
Attoiiney  Geneeal  for  Irelaitd  :  No !] 
Was  it  not  obvious?  [The  Attokney 
Gexeeal  for  Ireland:  No!]  He  would 
invite  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  get  up  and  argue  his  negative. 
Was  it  not  obvious  that  the  poor  land- 
owner— and  the  majority  of  them  were 
small — with  his  family  charges,  with 
jointures,  with  taxes,  and  with  no  rents 
for  meetmg  those  chai^^es,  would  he 
not  be  of  necessity  ruinea  ?  If  this  Bill 
passed  a  landlord  woiild  have  either  to 
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forego  land,  or  to  borrow  money  to  enable 
him  to  pay  damages  for  its  recovery. 
Whence  would  he  get  the  means  ?  Was 
the  State  going  to  lend  to  him?  This 
was  not  in  the  Bill.  Was  the  Money 
Market  going  to  lend  to  him  ?  Not  ac- 
cording to  the  information  they  had 
had  from  Ireland  since  the  introduction 
of  this  Bill.  If  this  Bill  passed  the 
landlords  would  practically  have  to  make 
up  their  minds  that  they  would  get 
substantially  no  rent  for  the  next  two 
years.  The  Prime  Minister  had  gravely 
told  them  that  the  purpose  of  the  Bill 
was  to  maintain  the  principles  of  pro- 
perty. Well,  unless  this  statement  con- 
tained a  threat,  he  would  say,  with  all 
deference,  that  it  was  absurd.  To  take 
away  property,  to  make  it  irrecoverable, 
and  then  to  say  that  they  were  thereby 
maintaining  the  rights  of  property  was 
simply  absurd,  unless,  as  he  said,  it 
contained  a  threat.  What  was  the 
threat?  Why,  "If  you  do  not  submit 
to  this  exaction  we  will  not  protect  you 
in  the  execution  of  the  processes  of  the 
law."  Suppose  the  Bill  were  not  passed, 
and  its  prmciples  were  not  affirmed,  did 
the  Government  mean  to  sav  they  were 
going  to  let  the  property  of  Ireland  go 
by  the  board,  that  they  were  not  going 
to  defend  the  processes  of  the  law  ?  If 
they  did  not  mean  that,  he  did  not  un.- 
derstand  the  proposition  that  on  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  depended  the 
vindication  of  the  rights  of  property. 
If  the  unfortunate  landlord  should  get 
judgment  in  the  Coimty  Court,  would  he 
be  sure  of  getting  possession  ?  The  cry 
of  the  agitation  had  been  "fixity  of 
tenure  and  fair  rents;"  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had 
gone  further.  His  cry  was,  "fixity  of 
tenure  and  no  rents ^'  for  two  years; 
or,  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  liked  it 
better,  no  rents  recoverable  for  two  years 
— he  did  not  see  much  difference — or 
rents  reducible  at  the  option  of  the  ten- 
ant. Since  this  subject  had  been  raised 
he  had  received  so  many  letters  in  refer- 
ence to  it  from  persons  in  Ireland  that 
he  had  made  up  his  mind  not  to  quote 
any  of  them ;  but  there  was  one  from  an 
eminent  Irish  land  agent,  Mr.  Kincaid, 
which  he  should  be  happy  to  show  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  a  specimen. 
It  would  give  him  some  plain  informa- 
tion about  the  character  of  the  Bill. 
["  Eead ! "]  Well,  he  had  no  objection 
to  read  it.    It  was  as  foUows : — 

Mr,  Oihson 


*'It  may  be  antidoaied  that  tho  agitatioii 
against  the  payment  of  rent  wUch  wa«  carried 
on  all  last  winter  will  be  oonfeinned  after  har- 
vest, and  will  be  greatly  strengthened  by  the 
hasty  legislation  now  proposed ;  the  result  wiU 
be  the  complete  demoralization  of  the  tenants  in 
the  West  of  Ireland,  and  it  will  be  impossible 
to  collect  rents  in  the  ordinary  way.  The  land- 
lords, having  already  exhaosted  tne  f  orbeaimnee 
of  their  creditors,  mil  be  totally  unable  to  meet 
the  accmnulating  claims  on  their  estates. 
Mortgagees  will  me  petitions  for  the  sale  of  the 
encumbered  estates,  and  great  expense  will  be 
incurred  in  the  first  instance.  Unless  mattcn 
improve,  sales  will  be  pressed  forward  as  thu^ 
were  in  1850  and  1851,  and  enormous  sacrifice 
of  property  will  again  be  made.'* 

They  were  told  that  the  Bill  was  by  no 
means  designed  to  oonciliate  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  If  that 
were  so,  some  persons  oonnected  with 
the  hon.  Memb^  for  Oprk  must  hare 
been  inspired  with  a  spirit  of  very  in- 
telligent prophecy.  Mr.  Michael  Davitt, 
a  gentleman  not  generally  onderfltood 
to  be  in  the  confidence  of  the  Prime 
Minister,  writing  to  an  Irish  p^er — 
The  Iruh  Wbrld-^  louat  ago  as  the  22nd 
of  April  last,  used  these  remarkable 
words — 

*'  A  measure  is  to  be  introduced  on  the  open* 
ing  of  Parliament  to  suspend  the  power  of  eric. 
tions.  Moreover,  a  Commission  is  to  be  de. 
xnanded  invested  with  plenary  powers  to  disea- 
tablish  the  London  Irish  Land  Lk>mpanie8,  with 
the  absentee  and  rackrenting  landlords.  The 
Land  Question  in  all  its  phases  is  now  the  great 
issue,  and  it  will  not  be  put  down  until  it  is  aetttod 
on  a  basis  of  eternal  iurtioe.  The  friends  of  the 
cause  are  determined  to  push  action  in  Ireland, 
and  to  continue  this  action  on  the  lines  of  *  the 
land  for  the  people  and  utter  destruction  of  rent 
and  feudalism ! ' " 

The  right  hon.  Gentleman  told  the  House 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  pre- 
serve property,  and  that  it  contained  a 
promise  or  an  engagement.  He  asked 
what  promise,  what  engagement  ?  Now^ 
he  was  sure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  no  sympathy  with  the  afl;itation 
on  the  subject ;  but  it  was,  he  thought, 
deeply  to  be  deplored  that  a  statesman 
occupying  his  position  had  said  nothing 
to  that  effect  throughout  the  whole  of 
his  speech.  He  had  listened  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  attentively,  and  from 
beginning  to  end  he  had  not  uttered  a 
single  word  to  deprecate  the  continuance 
of  agitation.  It  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted, he  thought,  that  he  had  not 
used  a  solitary  expression  which  could 
be  afterwards  quoted  by  the  friends  of 
law  and  order  m  Ireland.  But  was  the 
Bill,  he  would  ask,  calculated  to  confer 
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any  real  benefit  on  the  tenant?  It 
either  went  too  far  or  not  far  enough. 
There  were  other  creditors  beaides  the 
landlord.  Mr.  King-Harman,  in  a  letter 
^hich  appeared  in  The  Timm  that  morn- 
ing, aaia — 

"On  my  own  property  I  can  cite  several 
caaee  where  cows  given  by  me  to  btruggling 
tenants  were  almost  immediately  seized  by  their 
shopkeeper  creditors.'* 

It  seemed,  therefore,  that  while  other 
creditors  might  pursue  their  rights  to 
the  utmost,  fiie  landlords  were  the  only 
class  who  were  to  be  left  without  a  re- 
medy.   Many  landlords  had,  he  might 
add,  held  their  hands  even  without  being 
asked,  and  now  the^  were  told  that  they 
had  done  so  in  Tain,  and  that  the  pre- 
sent Bill  was  introduced  because  they 
could  not  be  trusted.     The  excuse  was 
that  it  was  only  intended  to  provide 
against    the  bad   landlords;    but   the 
bad  landlords  took  care  of  themselves. 
They    did   not    allow  their    rents   to 
fall    into  arrear,  and  when   they  did 
fall    into    arrear    they   secured   them- 
selves either  by  means  of  ejectment  or 
otherwise.    The  good  landlords,   how-* 
ever,  who  allowed  two  or  three  years' 
rent  to  remain  over,  were  now  to  be 
saorifioed   because  they  had  shown  a 
charitable  disposition.    It  was,  in  short, 
proposed  to  legidate  against  the  vast 
majority  of  Iriui  landlords,  because  it 
was  said  a  handful  of  them  were  not 
good.    A  most  able  man,  8ir  Charles 
Trevelyan,  had  stated  of  the  Hares  and 
Babbits  Bill  that  it  was  the  most  inde- 
fensible measure  which  had  been  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
present    generation.      The    description 
would  well  apply  to  this  Bill.    He  might 
further  observe  that  decrees  had  been 
in  many  oases  stayed  in  Ireland  either 
by  consent  of  the  landlord  or  by  the 
operation  of  the  Judge,  who  was  at  pre- 
sent clothed  with  the  utmost  jurisdiction 
to  stay  the  execution  of  ejectment  decrees 
as  long  as  he  thought  proper.    At  the 
last  I^d  Sessions  the  County  Court 
Judge  delayed   the    execution  of  the 
ejectment  on  his  own  motion  until  after 
January.    But  one  County  Court  Judge, 
at  all  events,  had  not  felt  himself  at 
liberty  to  put  any  stay  on  his  decree 
sinoe  the  mtroduotion  of  the  present 
Bill,   because  the   landlord   might  be 
brought  within  the  operation  of  the  mea- 
sure and  ruined.     Upon  what  was  the 
Bill  based  by  the  Qovemment?  Figures? 


Figures  were  a  mere  afterthought.  Sta- 
tistics did  not  cause  the  Bill.  It  was 
the  Bill  which  caused  the  statistics. 
Had  any  hon.  Member  any  figures  be- 
fore him  by  which  to  justify  such  a 
measure  as  this  ?  The  right  non.  Gen- 
tleman, when  he  produced  the  Bill,  had 
not  a  single  figure  on  the  Table  to  jus- 
tify his  action.  He  did  not  blame  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  for  not  having  any 
figures  there,  for  the  whole  thing  was  got 
up  in  a  hurry.  When  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  came  to 
speak,  it  appeared  that  he  had  been 
foraging  for  figures  on  his  own  account, 
and  had  sent  telegrams  to  the  sheriff 
of  five  different  counties  in  Ireland  for 
information.  And  it  was  upon  the  hasty 
figures  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, and  the  speculative  figures  of  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  that  the 
House  was  asked  to  say  that  there  was 
ground  for  passing  the^ill.  Of  course, 
there  had  been  an  increase  in  the  num- 
ber of  ejectments.  How  could  it  have 
been  otherwise,  when  many  rents  had 
been  due  for  two  or  three  years  ?  Could 
a  contrary  state  of  things  have  been 
expected  m  the  face  of  the  great  anti- 
rent  agitation,  which  preached  to  the 
tenant  not  to  pay  his  rent  ?  [Che^i,  and 
mwo/"No!^n 

Mb.  FINIGAN  rose  to  Order.  Was 
it  just,  he  asked,  or  in  Order,  for  any 
rient  hon.  or  hon.  Gentleman  to  assert 
what  was  not  correct  ? 

Mr.  Speaker  not  rising, 

Mb.  GIBSON  explained  that,  at  all 
events,  the  agitation  was  called  ''the 
anti-rent  agitation."  He  supposed  that 
that  title  must,  at  least,  have  suggested 
to  the  tenants  to  pay  only  such  rent  as 
they  themselves  should  think  reasonable. 
Everybody  who  read  the  Irish  papers 
knew  that  on  some  occasions  the  tenants 
on  rent  days  had  appeared  in  numbers, 
so  as  to  lend  one  another  courage,  and 
announced  that  they  could  not  and  would 
not  pay.  Other  cases  there  were  where 
good  and  honest  tenants  had  g^ne  quietly 
to  the  ag^nt,  when  no  one  was  looking, 
and  asked  for  service  of  notice  of  eject- 
ment, in  order  to  have  an  excuse  for 
payinff  their  rent.  Landlords  had  sub- 
mitted, not  only  to  reduction,  but  to 
having  no  rent  at  all,  and  they  had 
enough  to  bear  in  the  present  distress 
without  being  assailed  and  vilified.    He 
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was  very  sorry  that  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  had  thought  it  to  be  his 
duty  to  assail  them  by  such  statements 
as  that — 

"  They  proceeded,  with  a  view  to  consolidate 
their  farms,  to  enforce  their  pound  of  flesh,  and 
to  add  farm  to  farm,  in  order  to  grow  sheep 
instead  of  men.'* 

There  was  not  a  particle  of  foundation 
for  such  a  statement.  The  assertion  was 
one  that  was  incapable  of  being  proved, 
and  which  he  challenged  anyone  to 
prove.  The  Government  might  intro- 
duce a  Bill  to  take  away  the  property  of 
Irish  landlords;  but  their  cheiracters 
might  surely  be  left  untouched.  He 
had  two  witnesses  for  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  who  gave  their  evidence  before 
the  production  of  the  Bill,  and  upon 
whose  evidence  he  relied  to  rebut  the 
imputations  made  against  the  landlords. 
One  of  those  witnesses  was  the  noble 
Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the  Council 
(Earl  Spencer),  who  said — 

**  Many  landlords  were  ready  to  make  abate- 
ment to  the  extent  of  from  25  to  30  per  cent ; 
but  they  were  discouraged  in  their  intentions 
to  adopt  that  considerate  course.  For  his  part, 
he  felt  bound  to  protest  against  the  doctrine 
which  he  had  heard  from  time  to  time  that  the 
landlords,  as  a  class,  were  harsh  to  their  tenants, 
and  he  could  not  for  a  moment  believe  that  that 
allegation  could  be  proved." 

Who  was  his  other  witness  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
himself,  who  said,  in  the  debate  on  the 
Beport  of  the  Address,  when  he  was  not 
thinking  of  this  Bill,  that — 

'*  He  had  no  proof  himself  that  there  was  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  landlords  of  Ireland 
to  take  advantage  of  the  present  distressed  con- 
dition of  the  tenantry  to  enforce  their  rents ; 
and  he  should  deeply  lament  it  if  that  should 
be  the  case.  He  should  consider  that  harsh 
conduct  on  their  part  at  any  time,  and  more 
especially  in  a  season  of  distress,  like  the  pre- 
sent, would  call  for  the  moral  reprobation  of 
the  people  of  these  Islands.  But  he  must  beg 
the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  0*Donnell),  and  those 
who  sat  with  him,  to  remember  the  responsible 
position  of  the  Executive  Government.  If  the 
existing  law  were  allowed  to  be  disobeyed  in 
one  case,  it  would  be  disobeyed  in  many  cases, 
if  not  in  all.  It  was  impossible,  even  for  those 
who  were  very  anxious  to  reform  the  laws,  to 
allow  them  to  be  trampled  under  foot,  and  to 
be  defied.  An  illustration  was  presented  by 
the  case  of  a  process  server,  serving  processes, 
under  circumstances  of  which  he  knew  nothing, 
who  had  been  stopped  and  searched,  and  robbed 
of  a  number  of  processes,  those  for  debt  being 
ten  times  the  number  of  those  for  rent.  That 
showed  that,  if  the  Government  wore  to  allow 
the  recovery  for  rent  to  be  defied,  it  would  soon 
be  impossible  to  recover  any  debt  at  alL" 

Mr.  Gibson 


It  was  rather  hard,  in  the  face  of  that 
statement  from  the  right  hon.  Ctotle- 
man,  that  these  imputations  should  be 
cast  upon  the  landlords.  The  increase 
in  the  number  of  eviction  processes  had 
been  one  of  the  results  of  the  anti-rent 
agitation.  At  the  last  Spring  Assises 
two  sets  of  prisoners  in  Mayo  and  Gal* 
way,  who  were  found  guilty  by  the  jury 
of  interfering  with  the  service  of  the 
Queen's  process,  were  recommended  to 
mercy,  not  on  the  ground  that  their 
landlords  were  harsh,  but  because  they 
had  been  misled  by  bad  advice.  The 
remedy  of  the  Government  for  diminish- 
ing the  number  of  process  services,  and 
getting  rid  of  the  expense  of  maintain- 
ing the  police,  was  to  prevent  the  land- 
lords recovering  their  rent.  It  was  said 
that  the  present  law  in  Ireland  was  un- 
fair, and  favourable  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords. He  was  glad  of  the  opportunity 
of  explaining,  meeting,  and  refuting  this 
statement.  That  was  a  most  extraordi- 
naiy  statement.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  that  Act  was  passed 
behind  the  backs  of  the  Irish  people. 
-He  did  not  know  whether  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  had  forgotten  that  that  Act 
was  passed  in  the  year  1860  by  a  Cabi* 
net  of  which  he  was  a  distingoished 
ornament.  [Mr.  Gladstone  :  I  alluded 
to  the  Act  which  was  passed  in  1 86 1. J 
That  did  not  help  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  went 
back  nine  years,  and  said  that  that "  pe- 
culiar" Act  was  passed  in  1851.  But  that 
peculiar  Act  of  1861  was  amended  and 
consolidated  in  the  year  1860,  and  the 
Act  of  1861  was  worked  under  the  pro- 
cedure established  by  the  Act  of  1860, 
which  was  passed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  it  was  under  that  Act 
that  these  ejectments  for  non-payment 
of  rent  were  established.  Why  had 
the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  not  done  awaj 
with  that  peculiar  Act,  instead  of  amend- 
ing and  consolidating  it  ?  But  the  law 
of  1860  was  not  a  peculiar  law.  It 
simplified  and  cheapened  prooedare, 
and  saved  money  both  to  the  landlord 
and  the  tenant  In  particular,  it  saved 
the  tenant  from  great  oost,  and  simpli- 
fied evervthing.  It  gave  to  the  tenant  this 
right — that  in  no  circumstances  could 
more  than  one  year's  rent  be  reoovered 
by  distress.  There  was  also  another  ad- 
vantage for  the  tenant.  The  tenant  had 
the  rightgiven  him,  by  a  simple  and  sum- 
mary process,  of  redeeming  his  farm 
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within  six monthsofbeinff  evicted.  There 
was  a  summary  remedy  of  a  cheap  charac- 
ter which  might  be  resorted  to  at  the  cost 
of  a  few  shillings  or  a  few  pounds.  Within 
six  months,  by  a  summary  appHcation 
either  in  the  County  Courts  or  oefore  a 
superior  Judge,  the  tenant  might,  on  pay- 
ment of  the  rent  and  costs,  get  back  full 
possession  of  his  tenancy,  and  compel  the 
landlord  to  account.  But  he  believed  that 
the  great  majority  of  landlords  did  not 
bring  ejectments  until  considerably  more 
than  one  year's  rent  was  due.  The  vast 
majority  of  evictions  were  for  more  than 
one  year ;  many  of  them  were  for  two 
years',  and  many  even  for  three  years' 
arrears.  Then  they  were  told  that  the 
landlord  must  seize  the  tenant's  goods 
instead  of  ejecting.  That  was  the  al- 
'temative  wnich  was  offered.  But  there 
was  nothing  to  seize.  Then,  asain,  it 
was  said,  Let  the  landlord  sell  uie  ten- 
ant's interest  in  his  farm.  But  then  the 
tenant  would  be  in  a  worse  position  than 
ever.  It  was  also  urged  tnat  the  land- 
lord should  ezerdse  the  same  powers  as 
were  employed  by  Enslish  landlords. 
But  he  denied  that  thev  had  those 
powers.  In  England  the  landlord  could 
distrain  for  several  years'  rent ;  in  Ire- 
land he  was  limited  to  one  year.  And 
if  the  landlord  served  a  notice  of  eject- 
ment, although  there  might  be  three 
years'  rent  due,  the  tenant  would  at  once 
claim  the  benefit  of  the  disturbance 
clauses  of  the  Land  Act.  How,  then, 
could  the  landlord  in  Ireland  be  put  in 
the  same  position  as  he  occupied  in 
England  ?  No  two  cases  could  be  more 
disflomilar.  Then  there  was  the  right  of 
redemption  possessed  in  Ireland,  which 
had  been  passed  over  in  the  debate, 
and  under  which  the  Bill  coidd  do  a 
monstrous  injustice.  Suppose  a  tenant 
had  been  evicted  after  two  years'  arrears 
of  rent  had  accumulated;  the  tenant 
nii^ht  get  compensation  for  disturbance, 
and  say  that  the  compensation  had 
wiped  out  the  arrears,  and  bid  his  land- 
lora  good  morning.  That  was  what 
would  happen  in  case  after  case.  He 
had  suppoeed  two  years'  rent  due ;  but 
if  there  were  three  years'  rent  awarded 
as  damaffes,  and  the  tenant  was  then 
permitted  to  redeem,  the  landlord  would 
nave  to  leave  the  tenant  in  possession, 
and  give  him  one  year's  rent.  How 
was  a  landlord  to  disprove  the  state- 
ments made  by  a  tenant,  and  how  was 
a  County  Court  Judge,  who  was  not  a 


witch,  to  find  out  that  a  tenant  who 
said  he  was  not  able  to  pay  was  able 
to  discharge  the  debt  due  to  the  land- 
lord? Then  it  came  to  this — that  a 
tenant  who  was  unable  to  pay,  or  who 
said  he  was  unable  to  pay,  could  state 
to  his  landlord — **  Oh,  you  are  very  un- 
reasonable if,  when  I  am  not  paying  you 
the  rent  I  contracted  to  pay,  you  are  not 
satisfied  with  my  promise  that  I  shall 
pay  you  a  smaller  rent  in  the  future." 
Was  it  reasonable  for  a  landlord  to  ac- 
cept that  ?  He  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  promise,  or  be  punished  for  being 
unreasonable.  That  was  the  meaning 
of  what  the  Chief  Secretary  said.  It 
seemed  to  him  a  startling  proposition. 
If  a  tenant  refused  to  pay  now,  and  pro- 
mised to  pay  a  smaller  rent  in  the  future, 
it  would  be,  under  this  Bill,  imreasonable 
for  the  landlord  to  refuse  to  accept  this 
promise.  In  other  words — "  No  rent  now, 
and  a  promise  to  pay  less  rent  at  a  future 
time."  He  utterly  denied  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  BiU  was  to  be  found  in  the 
Land  Act  of  1 870.  This  Bill  was  a  vio- 
lation of  the  Land  Act,  its  principle  and 
its  exceptions ;  and  he  might  refer  to  the 
speeches  of  the  then  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue)  to 
show  that  ejectments  for  non-payment 
of  rent  were  not  disturbances  imder  that 
Act,  except  in  two  cases — first,  in  old 
tenancies  where  there  were  arrears 
handed  down  from  the  Famine  time ;  and, 
second,  where  certain  lettines  were  made 
at  exorbitant  rent.  How,  then,  could  it 
be  argued,  on  any  wonderfid  Darwinian 
theory,  that  the  germs  of  this  Bill  were 
contained  in  the  Land  Act  ?  What  had 
been  dealt  with  by  exception  in  the 
Land  Act  was  the  sole  principle  of  that 
Bill,  and  that  exception  haa  been  ex- 
presslv  introduced  because  it  was  stated 
that  there  had  been  an  injustice  in  the 
landlords  holding  over  stale  demands 
and  olaiminff  exorbitant  rents.  What 
injustice  coiud  be  suggested  now  against 
the  landlords  to  warrant  their  being 
treated  in  the  same  way  as  the  landlords 
who  were  open  to  those  observations  at 
the  time  of  the  passing  of  the  Land  Act? 
Then  it  was  said  that  this  measure  was 
a  small  one,  circumscribed  both  in  time 
and  in  place,  and  that  it  would  not  do 
much  harm.  But  its  principle  was  large, 
its  limitations  were  entirel;^  illogical, 
and,  like  everything  illogical,  must 
sooner  or  later  stand  condemned.  There 
was  absolutely  no  consistent  principle 
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on  which  they  could  stop  in  such  legis- 
lation short  of  this — that  where  one  of 
two  parties  to  a  contract  was  innocently 
unable  to  perform  his  share  of  that  con- 
tract, the  other  party  should  be  obliged 
either  to  perform  lus  share  of  it  or  to 
compensate  him  for  his  non-performance. 
That  was  a  very  strong  proposition.  The 
measure  was  said  to  oe  small ;  but  was 
not  that  the  history  of  the  first  intro- 
duction of  all  dangerous  principles -- 
were  they  not  in  the  first  instance 
always  moderate?  No  wise  advo- 
cate of  such  a  principle  would  ever 
present  it  at  the  beginning  in  its  real 
proportions.  It  woidd  be  enough  for 
nim,  partly  by  hiding  in  its  details  the 
true  character  of  the  measure,  partly  by 
fixing  attention  on  the  pressing  neces- 
sity which  was  to  be  its  excuse  and  justi- 
fication, and,  not  least,  by  dwelling  on 
the  smallness  of  the  effect  to  be  accom- 
plished by  it,  if  he  could  induce  men  to 
admit,  unconsciously  it  might  be,  the 
principle  which  was  so  important.  Then, 
when  the  legislator  of  the  day  came  to 
introduce  the  permanent  measure  which 
had  been  alluded  to,  the  House  would  be 
startled  when  they  recognized  clearly  its 
principle ;  but  they  would  be  told  that 
their  objection  to  it  was  too  late,  and 
that  they  had  already  admitted  it.  The 
leading  journal,  in  writing  onAhe  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  described 
it  as  a  measure  which  involved  in  a  few 
lines  a  scheme  of  the  most  dangerous 
confiscation.  He  must  really  borrow 
those  words  to  describe  the  Bill  now 
before  the  House.  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  came  to  understand  and 
realize,  as  he  probably  now  did,  the 
true  bearing  and  effect  of  his  Bill,  he 
could  hardly  envy  his  reflections.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  unquestion- 
ably ruined,  or,  at  sdl  events,  unques- 
tionably he  would  ruin,  hundreds  of 
landlords.  He  would  break  up  many  of 
their  homes,  and  reduce  many  of  their 
families  to  great  distress  and  suffering 
without  in  the  slightest  degree  render- 
ing their  tenants  more  contented.  He 
had  lowered  the  value  of  landed  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  as  an  investment  by 
hundreds  of  thousands,  and  even  by 
millions  of  pounds.  He  had  made  it 
hardly  available  at  all  as  a  security ;  and 
he  had  encouraged  agitation,  though, 
doubtless,  unintentionally,  yet  not  less 
certainly.  That  agitation  might  have 
abated  with  a  favourable  harvest  and 
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with  returning  prosperity ;  but  the  risbl 
hon.  Gentleman  had  unquestionably 
given  it  a  leyival  and  a  VtimnltiB  by 
adopting,  possibly  unwittingly,  some  of 
its  principles,  and  one,  at  least  of 
its  measures.  The  agitators  would,  he 
thought,  disreg^ard  the  good  advice  and 
the  cautious  words  which  had  been 
offered  to  them,  and  would  conoentnte 
their  attention  on  the  oonceesions  they 
had  obtained.  He  believed  that  thoee 
who  were  principally  interested  were,  as 
he  had  said,  the  Irish  landlords  of  the 
poorest  districts.  He  hoped  it  was  not 
too  late  to  re-consider  that  measure. 
He  admitted  that  the  Government  had  a 
vast  majority  behind  them ;  but  sorely 
they  were  numerous  enough  to  be  strong, 
and  strong  enough  to  be  just.  The 
Irish  landlords,  many  of  wnom  were 
constituents  of  his,  had  but  few  direct 
Bepresentatives  in  that  House.  All  they 
coiud  hope  for  was  that  every  Member 
in  the  House  would,  as  far  as  he  ooold, 
make  their  case  his  own ;  that  they  would 
consider  their  case  with  all  the  love  of 
fair  pla^  which  had  ever  characterised 
the  British  House  of  Commons.  If  they 
considered  that  case  from  the  point  of 
view  he  had  suggested,  he  hoped  they 
would  refrain  from  giving  a  second  read- 
ing to  a  Bill  which  was  opposed  to  all 
the  principles  of  sound  legislation,  and 
which  would  assuredly  tend  to  the  de- 
moralization of  the  nation  and  the  en- 
couragement of  a  feeling  opposed  to 
honour,  honesty,  and  justice. 

The  Mabqubss  of  HARTINGTON: 
Sir.  I  have  no  pretension  and  no  desire, 
ana  I  feel  if  I  had  a  desire  I  have  not 
the  ability,  to  sum  up  this  protracted 
debate,  or  even  to  follow  the  able  speech 
which  has  just  been  delivered  by  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
is  so  well  qualified  to  enter  upon  all  the 
aspects  of  the  question.  But  the  House 
will,  I  think,  allow  me  to  say  a  few 
words,  before  they  divide,  in  veiy  brief 
explanation  of  the  reasons  which  induce 
me  to  support  the  Bill.  I  thiidc  I  need 
scarcely  assure  the  House  that  I  have 
no  predisposition  to  support  ezoeptional 
legislation  as  regards  &sh  land  tenure, 
or  any  extension  of  the  principles  of  the 
Irish  Land  Act  without  Aill  and  oom- 
plete  consideration.  I  believe  I  can  ap- 
peal to  hon.  Members  who  sat  in  the  last 
Parliament,  whether  in  or  out  of  the 
House  I  have  said  one  word  to  encou> 
rage  that  agitation,  and  those  proposals 
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which  I  believe  to  be  misdiievoufi,  which 
I  think  injurioas  to  the  true  interests  of 
the  Irish  tenantiy,  and  to  the  Irish  land- 
lords.    I  can  assure  the  House  that  no- 
thing would  induce  me  to  support  any 
proposals  of  this  kind  but  we  strong 
conTiction  which  is  entertained  by  the 
Irish  Government,  by  those  who  are  now 
responsible,  as  hon.andright  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  are  not,  for  the  peace  of 
Ireland,  that  a  measure  of  this  sort  is 
necessary.    But  I  think  I  can  show  that 
thia  Bill  can  be  justified,  not  only  by  the 
responsible  authority  of  Uie  Government, 
but  by  its  own  provisions  and  its  own  in- 
ternal justice.  The  ri^ht  hon.  and  learned 
Oentleman  who  has  lust  sat  down  rested 
for  a  long  time,  at  the  beginning  of  his 
speech,  upon  the  circumstance  mat  this 
measure  was  not  brought  forward  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  at  the  opening  of  the 
Session,  but  that  it  was  delayed  till  the 
introduction  of  theBill  of  thehon.  Member 
for  Mayo.  Sir,  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
his  OoUeagues  are  not  altogether,  or 
solely,  responsible  for  this,  for  they  had 
not  at  the  commencement  of  this  Session, 
and  coidd  not  have,  entirelv  mastered 
the  affairs  of  the  country  which  they  have 
to  ^vem.    Upon  very  short  notice  Her 
Maiesty's  Government  has  had  to  deal 
witk  some  very  difficult  questions,  and 
with  a  state  of  things  of  extreme  com- 
plexity and  difficulty  in  Ireland.  A  great 
part  of  this  discussion  has  very  naturally 
turned  upon  the  Land  Act  of  1870.    I 
have  no  intention  of  going  into  the  dis- 
cussion of  that  Act  now.  The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down  said  he  would  urge  nothing 
against  that  Act ;  but  that  course  has 
not  been  taken  by  all  who  sit  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Table.     What  was 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  measure  f  Mr. 
Ohaplin)  ?  It  was  a  denunciation  or  the 
main  principle  of  the  Act  of  1870,  and 
many  non.  Members  who  have  opposed 
the  Bill  have  done  so  on  the  same  ground 
as  they  did,   or  would,  have  opposed 
the  Act  of  1870.   The  speech  of  my  hon. 
Friend  was  nothing  but  an  assertion  in 
most  unqualified  terms  of  the  rights  of 
landlords  to  the  disposal  of  the  soil,  and 
to  the  disposal  of  the  interest  of  all  con- 
nected with  the  soil.    In  the  opinion  of 
my  hon  Friend,  the  privilege  of  occupy- 
ing land  is  conferred  solely  bv  the  liud- 
lotd,  and  he  admits  no  riffht  but  that  of 
the  landlord,  while  he  holds  that  the 
right  of  the  tenant  to  eoust  on  the  land 


is  conferred  solely  by  the  landlord ;  and, 
therefore,  in  his  opinion,  any  failure 
whatever  to  comply  with  the  conditions 
upon  which  that  privilege  has  been 
granted  justly  forfeits  every  claim  which 
the  tenant  may  be  supposed  to  possess. 
Some  Members,  like  thehon.  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Gloucestershire 
rColonel  Elingscote),  profess  themselves 
lavourable  to  the  principles  of  the  Land 
Act,  but  oppose  tins  Bill  as  being  a  con- 
travention of  its  principles.  I,  on  the 
contrary,  assert  that,  so  far  from  being 
any  contravention  of  the  principles  of 
that  Act,  this  measure  has  been  framed 
simply  with  the  view  of  preventing  the 
objects  of  that  Act  from  bein^  defeated. 
The  Land  Act  is  upon  its  tnal  ;»and  I 
have  often  said  on  previous  occasions 
that  I  thought  the  time  had  arrived,  or 
would  soon  arrive,  when  its  results 
could  be  ascertained,  and  that  Par- 
liament could  form  an  opinion  as  to 
how  far  its  objects  had  been  accom- 
plished. Whatever  those  results  may 
have  been,  all  I  can  say  is  that  I  be- 
lieve that  the  intention  of  that  measure 
was  just  and  equitable ;  it  being  to 
compel  the  small  minority  of  Irish  land- 
lords to  deal  out  some  small  measure 
of  that  justice  to  their  tenants  that  the 
majority  of  landlords  in  that  country 
did.  Its  intention,  also,  was  to  give 
the  whole  of  the  Irish  tenantry  the  secu- 
rity— and  the  sense  of  security — which 
the  great  majority  of  them  already 
enjoyed,  and  not  only  to  give  it  to  them 
practically,  but  to  make  them  feel  that 
they  possessed  it.  I  believe  that  that 
object  was  a  just,  and  equitable,  and  a 
worthy  object.  How  far  that  object  has 
been  accomplished,  how  far  it  has 
failed,  and  how  far  such  failure  is  due 
to  any  defects  in  that  Act,  I  am  not 
goinff  to  say  at  the  present  moment. 
But  I  may  sav  that  I  do  not  think  that 
the  measure  has  had  fair  play  from  any 
partv  in  Ireland.  It  has  been  exposed, 
on  the  one  hand,  to  attacks  from  those 
who  object  to  its  objects,  and  who  have 
sought  to  evade  its  provisions;  while, 
on  the  other  hand,  it  has  never  con- 
ciliated, and  it  was  never  intended  to 
conciliate,  the  extreme  advocates  of 
tenant  right,  or  those  who  have  ex- 
horted the  Irish  tenantry  to  be  satisfied 
with  nothing  less  than  the  virtual  pos- 
session of  the  soil.  I  will  admit  at  once 
that  much  has  occurred  lately  in  Irelana 
that  wUl  not  inspire  Parliament  with  any 
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strong  desire  to  proceed  much  f^irther  in 
the  direction  of  exceptional  legislation, 
or  in  departing  still  more  nrom  the 
strictest  principles  of  political  economy. 
Neither  can  I  anticipate  what  the  results 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  working  of  the 
Statute  may  he — whether  it  may  show 
the  necessity  of  extending  or  resecting 
the  operation  of  the  Act.  The  duty  of 
a  Oovernment,  at  the  present  moment, 
pending  the  full  consideration  of  the 
subject  by  Parliament,  is  to  prerent,  so 
far  as  possible,  the  intention  and  object 
of  the  Act  from  being  defeated  by  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  which  could  not 
possibly  be  foreseen.  It  cannot  be 
denied  that  exceptional  circumstances 
do  exist,  which  have  enabled  landlords, 
who  have  been  so  disposed,  to  defeat  the 
main  object  and  purpose  of  the  Act. 
The  principal  object  of  the  Act  was,  as 
I  have  already  stated,  to  give  security  to 
the  tenant,  subject,  of  course,  to  the 
payment  by  him  of  reasonable  rent; 
but  the  bad  harvests  which  have  pre- 
vailed in  this  country,  and  still  more  so 
in  Ireland,  have  rendered  the  payment 
of  a  reasonable  rent  in  that  coun^  an 
impossibility.  Almost  all  over  England 
the  landlords  have  most  willingly  sub- 
mitted to  a  reduction  of  rent ;  but  the 
bad  harvests,  which  in  England  have 
produced  partial  failure  of  the  crops, 
have  in  Ireland  produced  an  almost  total 
failure.  In  some  parts  of  Ireland  the 
impoverished  circumstances  of  the  tenant 
have  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  landlord 
a  weapon  which  the  Qovemment  never 
contemplated,  and  which  has  enabled 
the  landlord,  at  a  sacrifice  of  a  half  or 
a  quarter  of  a  year's  rent,  to  clear  his 
estate  of  hundreds  of  tenants,  whom,  in 
ordinary  circumstances,  he  would  not 
have  been  able  to  remove,  except  upon 
payment  of  a  heavy  pecuniaiy  fine.  I 
ask  whether  that  is  not  a  weapon  calcu- 
lated to  enable  landlords  absolutely  to 
defeat  the  main  purposes  of  the  Act? 
Supposing  a  landlord  wished  to  clear  his 
estate  of  a  number  of  small  tenants,  he 
knows  that  this  is  the  time  to  do  it ;  and 
if  he  should  lose  this  opportunity,  he  can 
never  have  it  again  without  a  great 
pecuniary  sacrifice.  Therefore,  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  of  the  times  have 
placed  in  thehandsofbadlandlords  in  Ire- 
land— and  such  there  are — a  power  which 
will  enable  them  absolutely  to  defeat  the 
purposesof  the  Land  Act  of  1870.  Well, 
Sir,  that  is  the  main  object  which  tiie 
present  Bill  is  intended  to  meet.    The 
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Bill  has,  it  is  true,  a  further  object,  sub- 
sidiary to  that  which  I  have  8ta4»d.  Its 
further  object  is  to  compel  a  hard  land- 
lord, if  he  be  forced  to  proceed  to  the 
extreme  measure  of  eviction  for  the  pur- 
pose of  recovering  rent,  to  use  some  of 
that  moderation  and  patience  which  the 
great  majority  of  lanmords  do  extend  to 
tenants  under  such  circumstances;  and 
if  extreme  measures  are  resorted  to,  to 
force  him  to  mitigate  the  severity  to  the 
tenant  by  those  means  which  are  well 
known  on  every  estate  in  Ireland  where 
a  small  tenantry  exists.  If  it  can  be 
shown  in  Committee  that  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill  go  further  than  is  necessary 
for  securing  those  objects,  I  believe  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  be  ready  to  con- 
sider any  Amendment  which  may  be 
proposed  in  that  sense.  But  I  beliere 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  are  adequate, 
and  not  more  than  adequate,  for  Uie 
accomplishment  of  the  objects  I  haTO 
stated.  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman who  last  spoke  attempted  to  fliiow 
atereat  length  that  the  paseingof  this  Bill 
wiQ  lead  to  a  eeneral  refusal  to  pay  rent. 
I  do  not  think,  however,  that  a  careful 
examination  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
will  lead  to  any  sucn  conclusions.  What 
are  the  grounds  for  such  an  assertion  ? 
The  landlord  is  left  in  possession  of  every 
power  which  he  ever  possessed,  indudiog 
the  power  of  eviction  for  non-payment 
of  rent,  which  was  given  him  by  the 
Acts  of  1851  and  1 860.  My  hon.  and  nl- 
lant  Friend  the  Member  for  West  Gk>u- 
cestershire  (Ck>lonel  Kingscote)  is  en- 
tirely in  error  in  supposing  that  ^e  land- 
lord will  be  deprived  of  the  power  of 
eviction  for  non-payment  of  rent.  My 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  seems  to  suppose 
that  the  landlord  wiU  have  to  go  to  a 
Court  before  he  can  resort  to  that  remedy. 
In  point  of  fact,  the  landlord  may  use  lus 
power  of  eviction  against  the  tenant;  but 
the  tenant  will  subsequently  be  able  to 
take  the  landlord  into  Court.  I  say,  then, 
that  the  landlord  is  left  in  possession  of 
every  power  which  any  Act  of  Parliament 
has  ever  given  him.  This  Act  enables 
the  tenant  to  make  a  claim.  The  BUI 
provides  that  in  order  to  make  the  claim, 
and  to  get  anything  under  that  daim, 
the  tenant  must  prove  his  daim  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Judge.  It  is  not 
suffldent  to  make  the  claim — he  is  not 
judge  of  his  own  ease — but  he  must 
prove  his  case  to  the  saUsfaotion  of  the 
Court  or  Judge.  The  more  you  look  at 
the  prorisions  of  the  Bill  you  wiU  see 
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that  it  isfor  the  tenant  to  bring  the  land- 
lord into  Court ;  but  if  the  landlord  can 
show  that  he  has  been  actuated  by  one 
particle  of  moderation  and  forbearance 
towards  the  tenant — such  as  every  jrood 
landlord  exercises — then  the  case  of  the 
tenant  fails.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  stated  that  he  did  not  be- 
liere  that  the  provisions  of  the  Act  would 
sufficiently  protect  landlords'  interests.  I 
am  disposed  to  think  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Ghentleman  is  in  error ;  but, 
at  all  events,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  will  be  willing  to  make  thatper- 
feotly  clear  in  Committee.  We  are  told 
that  there  will  be  a  general  refusal  topay 
rent  in  consequence  of  this  Bill.  What 
a  monstrous  supposition  that  is.  Is  it  to 
be  supposed  tnat  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
land, whose  one  great  desire  is,  as  every- 
body knows,  to  remain  in  possession  of 
their  holdings,  are  going  to  refuse  to 
pay  rent,  and  run  the  risk  of  eviction, 
on  the  chance  of  being  able  to  prove,  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Judge,  a  case 
against  their  landlords?  That  supposition 
appears  to  me  to  be  monstrous.  I  put 
aside  the  allegations,  so  freely  made  to- 
night, that  the  Irish  tenants  are  un- 
wUling  to  pay  their  rents.  I  believe  the 
ocmtn^  to  be  the  fact ;  and  most  of  the 
Irish  landlords  will  bear  witness  that 
rents,  even  without  the  pressure  of  penalty 
or  proceedings,  are  as  well  paid  in  or- 
diniEtrily  prosperous  times  as  they  are  in 
England  or  Scotland.  But,  supposing 
that  the  tenants  are  really  as  unwilling 
to  pay  their  rents  as  they  are  said  to  be, 
I  say  it  is  perfectly  idle  to  suppose  that 
they  will  run  the  tremendous  risk  of 
eviction  from  the  holdings  which  it  is 
their  chief  desire  to  occupy,  upon  the 
mere  chance  of  being  compensated.  We 
are  told  also  that  the  County  Court 
Judges,  who  are  to  hear  these  cases, 
are  likely  to  be  prejudiced  in  favour 
of  the  tenants,  and  that  they  will 
not  arrive  at  a  just  decision  in  these 
cases.  That  is  a  very  serious  and  un- 
founded allegation  against  those  who 
have  to  admmister  justice  in  Ireland. 
8o  far  as  I  know,  that  assertion  has  not 
been  supported  by  one  particle  of  proof. 
Now,  wno  are  the  Cotmty  Court  Judges, 
and  the  Chairmen  of  S^sions,  who  are 
to  hear  these  cases  ?  They  are  learned 
gentlemen  engaged  in  the  administra* 
tion  of  justice  in  Ireland,  who  have 
practised  in  Uie  high  Courts  of  Law, 
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and  who  are  acquainted  with  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  the  rules  of  evi- 
dence. They  are  gentlemen  who  are 
ongc^^i  to  a  very  great  extent,  in  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland.  On  what  does  the  security  of 
property  and  order  in  Ireland  rest,  if 
not  on  the  impartiality  and  ability  of 
the  Judges  who  administer  the  law? 
And  how  can  it  be  supposed  that  the 
people  of  Ireland  will  respect  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law  if  you 
come  forward  in  Parliament  and  teU  us 
that  the  barristers  who  have  been  se- 
lected for  the  administration  of  the  Civil 
and  Criminal  Law  are  men  upon  whose 
impartiality  you  cannot  rely,  and  whose 
justice  and  ability  you  dislrust  ?  It  is 
useless  to  deny,  as  has  been  pointed  out 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland  the 
administration  of  the  law  of  property 
depends,  in  a  very  g^at  degree,  upon 
the  employment  of  force.  My  rieht  hon. 
Friend  described  the  number  of  police, 
sometimes  supported  by  the  military, 
which  it  is  necessary  to  employ  in  aid 
of  those  engaged  in  process  serving,  or 
in  carrying  out  evictions  in  Ireland. 
When  the  emplojrment  of  force  is  neces- 
sary it  is  impossible  for  a  Government 
to  perfectly  divest  itself  of  all  discretion. 
During  my  official  connection  with  Ire- 
land the  Government  had  to  exercise 
its  discretion.  I  admit  that  in  the  face 
of  a  dangerous  agitation,  such  as  that 
which  has,  in  my  opinion,  prevailed  for 
some  time  past  in  Ireland,  it  is  necessary 
for  the  law  to  be  carried  out  by  the 
Executive  with  more  than  usual  firmness. 
It  is  desirable,  however,  that  the  admi- 
nistration of  the  Executive  Government 
should  be  limited  as  much  aspossible, 
and  that  the  discretion  of  the  Executive 
should  be  controlled  as  far  as  may  be 
by  the  intervention  of  the  Courts  of 
Law.  Mv  right  hon.  Friend  has 
said  that  he  is  prepared  to  carry  the 
law  into  execution;  but  it  is  impos- 
sible for  any  (Jovemment  to  carry 
out  the  law,  unless  it  is  satisfied 
that  it  is  acting  in  obedience  not 
onlv  to  law,  but  to  justice  and  right; 
and  it  is  in  order  that  the  Executive 
Government  may  have  that  conviction 
that  my  risht  hon.  Friend  is  asking  you 
to  pass  th^  Bill.  I  will  not  deny  what 
has  been  asserted  so  frequently  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  the  measure  has  caused  in  Ire- 
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land  considerable  panic  and  alarm.    A 
great  many  of  the  speeches  of  hon.  Qen- 
tlemen  opposite  have   dwelt  upon  this 
topic,  and  letters  of  a  most  alarming 
description  have  been  read;   but  it  is 
difficult  indeed  to  know  how  much  autho- 
rity ought  to  be  attached  to  letters  of 
that  sort.     Still,  I  will  not  deny  the 
existence  of  a  very  considerable  feeling 
of  alarm.     The  question,  however,  is 
not  whether  the  alarm  exists,  but  whe- 
ther it  is  reasonable  or  not.    I  think  we 
have  shown  that  it  is,  to  a  g^at  extent, 
an  exaggerated  alarm  ;  and  we  must  re- 
member that  the  people  of  Ireland  are 
an  excitable  people,  and  that  this  ex- 
citability is  not  confined  to  the  lower 
class  of  the  tenants.     At    all  events, 
those  who  are  spreading  this  cry  of 
alarm  and  panic  to  the  utmost  of  their 
power   are  doin^  all  that  they  can  to 
brine  about  the  fulfilment  of  their  own 
predictions.    If  you  insist  that  this  Bill 
is  a  Bill  to  suspend  payment  for  rent — 
which  I  have  endeavoured  to  show  it  is 
far  from  being — if  you  insist  upon  tell- 
ing the  tenants  that  Parliament  and  the 
Government  do   not    desire   that  they 
should  pay  any  rent  for  the  next  two 
years— can  you  be  very  much  surprised 
if  the  tenants  believe  it?    It  is  quite 
possible  that  an  alarm  such  as  has  been 
described  may  exist.     There   are    cir- 
cumstances in  which  two  violent  and 
opposing  parties,  acting  from  different 
motives,  neither  of  them  possessing  the 
power  to  carry  into  execution  their  own 
opinions,  nevertheless  combine  together 
to  produce  such  a  state  of  things  as 
realize  all  the  worst  expectations  formed 
of  the  policy  of  the  other  by  either  Party. 
There  seems  to  me  to  be  much  appre- 
hension that  such  a  state  of  things  exists 
at  present  in  Ireland.    Both  agitators 
and  landlords  are  combining  together  to 
produce  a  state  of  distrust,  agitation,  and 
want  of  confidence.    I  see  no  remedy  for 
such  a  state  of  things  unless  Parliament 
will  prove  to  the  people  of  Ireland  that 
it  has  more  confidence  than  seems  to  be 
possessed  by  the  Leaders  of  either  Party 
in  the  honesty  of  the  Irish  tenantxy,  in 
the  impartial  administration  of  justice, 
and  in  the  firmness  of  the  Executive  Go- 
vernment. 

SiE  STAFFORD  NOETHCOTE :  Sir, 
I  shall  not  stand  many  minutes  between 
this  House  and  the  division;  indeed, 
after  the  veiy  powerful  and  able  speech 
of  my  right  hon.  and  learned  friend 

Th0  Iiarque$$  of  Eartington 


the    Member     for   the  Univeivity    of 
Dublin  (Mr.  Gibson),    I  should  scarcely 
have  thought  it  necessary  to  say  any* 
thing  at  a&  if  it  had  not  been  for  acme 
concluding   observations   of   the  noble 
Lord.    The  noble  Lord  complains  that 
this  Bill,  and  the  Government  in  reopeot 
of  the  Bill,  are  in  the  unhappy  positioii 
of  being  misunderstood.    He  argues  very 
strongly  that  we,  who  are  misrepresent- 
ing uiQ  character  of  the  Bill,  are,  to  a 
great  extent,  responsible  for  the  alarm 
which  it  may  occasion.    I  wiah  to  say 
that  if  this  Bill  and  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  really  are  misunderstood, 
it  is  they  who  have  to  thank  themselves 
for  it.    But  although  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  I  consider  the  Bill  in  itself  to  be 
objectionable,  what  is  far  more  objec- 
tionable, in  my  opinion,  is  the  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  brought  forwards 
and  the  arguments  which   have  been 
used  to  support  it.    For  there  are  two 
ways  in  which  you  may  look  at  it,  and 
two  grounds  upon  which  a  measure  of 
this  kind  «may  be  defended.    First,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
requires  amendment.    If  it  could  have 
been  shown  upon  a  calm  investigation, 
and  by  evidence  which  would  carry  with 
it  a  certain  amoimt  of  weight,  that  the 
Act  of  1870  was  defective,  that  might 
have  led  to  the  production  of  a  measure 
of  a  permanent  character,  which  would 
have  effected  an  amendment  of  the  Act, 
which  has  been  in  existence  during  the 
last  ten  years.    But  that  has  not  been 
the  ground  taken.    It  has  been  put  for* 
ward   very  prominently  by  the  Chief 
Secretaiy,  by  the  Prime  Minister,  and 
now  by  the  noble  Lord,  that  it  is  neces- 
sary to  pass  a  Bill  of  this  sort  in  heat 
and  haste  in  order  to  avoid  breaches  of 
the  peace.    They  say  that  it  is  neoessaiT 
for  the  maintenance  of  order  to  avoid 
what  has  been  called  a  local  civil  war, 
to  prevent  the  break  down  altogether  of 
the  system  of  law  in  Ireland  that  we 
should  give  way  to  an  agitation  whidi 
threatens  to  be  formidable.     Now,   I 
venture  to  say  that  is  about  the  most 
dangerous    argument    that    could    be 
pressed  upon  us.    When  we  are  told 
that  this  is  a  small  measure,  and  that 
it  will  have  no  very  mischievous  conse- 
quences, I  say  that,  brought  forward  as 
it  has  been  and  justified  as  it  has  been, 
it  contains  the  seeds  of  the  veiy  gravest 
danger.    The  noble  Lord  does  not  sap- 
pose  that  the  passing  of  sudi  a  Bill  wul 
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lead  Lisli  tenants  to  repudiate  the  pay- 
ment of  their  rents.    But,  if  it  is  under- 
stood by  Irish  tenants  and  agitators  that 
by  agitating  enough,  and  resisting  the 
payment  of  rent,  they  will  induce  the 
Govemment  of  the  day  to  come  forward 
and  make  concessions,  nothing  is  more 
likely  than  that  they  will  do  so.    When 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  the 
Bill  as  limited  in  point  of  time  and  area, 
how  can  he  possibly  say — **  Up  to  this 
line  the  tenant  shall  be  entitled  to  com- 
pensation for  disturbance,  though  ejected 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  and  beyond  this 
line  he  Shall,  not  have  that  privilege?" 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman,  when  de- 
scribing the  condition  of  the  Ulster  dis- 
trict and  the  district  adjoining,  made 
use  of  that  arspument.     He  pointed  out 
that  such  a  distinction  would  be  most 
arbitrary,  and  would  not  give  satisfac- 
tion.   I  say  precisely  the  same  as  to  the 
distinction  wnich  the  Bill  draws  between 
scheduled  and  non-scheduled  districts. 
It  could  not  be  maintained.    And  so 
with  regard  to  the  limit  of  time.    There 
will  always  be  a  time  when  some  men 
will  not  be  in  a  position,  from  circum- 
stances over  whicn  they  have  no  control, 
to  pay  their  rent ;  and  they  would  sajr, 
accoroing  to  the  principle  embodied  m 
your  leg&lation  of  1880 — "  You  ought  to 
giro  us  the  advantage  of  that  legisla- 
tion."   These  arguments  will  not  bear 
examination ;  and  if  this  measure  had 
not  been  suddenly  taken  up,  following 
the  leading  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo, 
and  in  consequence  of  a  fear  of  agitation 
in  Ireland,  we  never  should  have  had 
such  arguments  presented  to  us.    If  this 
measure  is  required  it  ought  to  have  been 
established  on  careful  and  full  considera- 
tion.  For  remember  with  what  a  delicate 
subject  you  are  dealing.   The  noble  Lord 
says,  one  great  object  of  the  Land  Act 
was  to  establish  confidence  in  the  mind 
of  the  tenant.    Is  it  not  necessaiy  that 
there  should  also  be  confidence  in  the 
minds  of  the  landlords  ?    In  a  country 
that  wants  capital,  confidence  is  required 
to  enable  capital  to  be  introduced  into  it. 
My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Prime  Minister 
spoke  of  observations  that  were  made 
with  regard  to  solicitors  advising  their 
clients  not  to  advance  money  on  Irish 
estates,  and  he  says  that  has  always  been 
the  case,  except  during  the  last  few  years. 
But  why  does  ne  except  the  last  few  years  ? 
I  will  tell  him.    There  has,  I  believe, 
been  growing  up  of  late  a  greater  amount 


of  confidence  in  the  value  of  Irish  pro- 
perty. It  has  been  thought  that  the 
Land  Act  of  1870  was  valuable  as  a 
settlement.  But  now  you  are  going  to 
disturb  that  settlement,  and  the  conse- 
quence will  be  that  you  will  shock  con- 
fidence ;  and  let  me  add  that  that  shock 
will  be  doubly  serious  if  it  be  announced 
that  the  ground  on  which  the  Act  is  not 
to  be  maintained  is,  lest  its  maintenance 
should  lead  to  disturbance  and  confusion 
in  the  country.  We  may  hereafter  have 
discussions  more  in  detail,  for  it  is  thrown 
out,  after  all,  that  this  measure  has  not 
been  so  seriously  considered  as,  in  some 
parts,  it  ou^ht  to  have  been.  But  the 
question  before  us  now  is  a  question  of 
principle,  on  which  the  House  ought  not 
to  shnnk  from  pronouncing  its  opinion. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  :  Sir,  I  entirely 
agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  House  ought  not  to  fear  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion,  notwithstanding  the 
alarming  representations  that  have  been 
made — representations  which  appear  to 
me  to  be  exaggerated  beyond  anything 
I  have  ever  heard  in  this  House,  ana 
which  are  calculated  to  alarm  capitalists 
likely  to  invest   money  in  Ireland.    I 
have  had  to  do  with  the  lendins^  and  the 
borrowinc;  of  money,  and  I  have  dis- 
covered that  when  a  borrower  eoes  to  a 
lender,  the  lender  is  very  ready  to  be- 
lieve him  when  he  speaks  of  his  own 
insolvency,  but  rather  doubtful  whether 
he  should  give  him  full  credit  when  he 
speaks  of  his  solvency.     When  these 
statements    are    made    that    different 
societies  are  unwilling  to  lend  money  in 
Ireland,  they  must  be  coupled  with  the 
exaggerated  statements  made  as  to  the 
effects  of  this  Bill.    I  should  be  quite 
content  to  let  the  case  depend  upon  the 
speeches  of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
noble  Lord  who  has  been  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,   and  who,  therefore, 
knows  something  by  experience  of  Irish 
affairs,  were  it  not  for  the  special  refer- 
ence which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
made  to  myself.     His  opposition  to  the 
Bill  was  of  a  very  different  character 
from  that  of  the  late  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.    He  said  it  was  not  so  much 
the  Bill  which  he  objected  to  as  the  ar- 
guments in  support  of  it.     He  put  into 
my  mouth  an  argument  I  never  used, 
and  which  I  never  should  use.    I  never 
said — and  no  Member  of  the  Govem- 
ment has  said — that  we  brought  forward 
this  Bill  because  we  could  not  keep  the 
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peace  of  the  country  without  it.  We 
Know  it  is  our  duty  to  keep  the  peace  of 
the  country.  We  know  we  must  make 
the  law  obeyed.  We  are  determined  to 
do  our  utmost  towards  attaining  that 
end.  As  far  as  my  experience  has  gone 
I  have  succeeded  in  getting  process 
serving  conducted  with  less  resistance 
than  previously,  because  I  have  sent  a 
large  force  with  the  process  servers, 
showing  that  we  are  determined  that  the 
law  shcQl  be  obeyed.  It  is  not  that  we 
want  this  amendment  of  the  law  in  order 
to  make  the  law  obeyed  in  Ireland ;  the 
whole  power  of  this  country  is  behind  us 
in  doing  that ;  but  it  is  because  we  wish 
to  be  able  to  enforce  that  law,  and  to 
use  that  tremendous  power,  perhaps, 
at  the  cost  of  life,  with,  as  I  said  before, 
a  good  conscience^  and  with  the  know- 
ledge that  we  have  done  what  we  could 
to  make  the  enforcement  equitable  and 
just.  It  is  because  we  believe  that  if  we 
did  not  make  this  amendment  of  the  law 
we  should  have  to  enforce  that  which 
would  not  be  altogether  just  that  we 
have  introduced  this  Bill.  What  is  the 
real  question  on  which  we  are  about  to 
divide  ?  It  is  this — whether  we  shall  so 
amend  the  Land  Act  of  1 870  as  to  pre- 
vent its  letter  being  used  in  defeat  of  its 
spirit,  and  to  frustrate  its  object.  That 
is  really  the  question  before  us.  We 
find  the  tenants  with  an  interest  in  their 
holdings  acknowledged  by  the  law.  The 
tenants  cling  to  their  proprietary  rights 
with  tenacity.  A  great  calamity  has 
occurred,  and  by  the  law,  as  it  stands, 
landlords  might  take  advantage  of  that 
calamity  to  deprive  the  tenants  of  their 
rights.  The  great  majority  of  the  land- 
lords would  scorn  to  do  so,  but  some 
might  do  so ;  and  when  the  Qovernment 
bring  their  forces  to  support  the  land- 
lords in  their  just  rights,  they  should 
take  care  that  in  doing  so  they  were  not 
enforcing  the  unjust  claims  of  a  few 
exacting  landlords.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  late  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  said  that  the  safe- 

fuards  in  the  Bill  were  worthless,  and 
e  named  them,  stating  that  they  were 
merely  so  much  set-off  agsiinst  the 
damage.  But  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  must  be  aware  ^at  there  can 
be  no  disturbance  at  all  until  all  these  con- 
ditions were  fulfilled.  It  is  not  a  question 
of  set-off  or  diminution  of  compensation. 
It  is  a  question  whether  any  compensa- 
tion whatever  should  be  given.    Tnen  as 

Mr.  IT.  E.  ForiUr 


to  the  word  reasonable.     The  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  that  word 
was  used  by  the  supporters  of  the  anti- 
rent  agitation ;  but  tney  demand  that  the 
tenant  should  judge  what  is  reasonable, 
while  in  this  case  it  would  be  decided  bj 
the  County  Court  Judge.      The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  warned  the 
House  that  the  passing  of  the  Bill  would 
cause  ruin  to  hundreds  of  landlords.  I  am 
perfectly  confident,  and  I  am  fortified  in 
that  confidence  by  legal  Gentlemen  of 
as  much  knowledge,  ability,  exx>erience 
and    learning    as    the   right  hon.  and 
learned    Gentleman    opposite,   and  by 
many  Irish  landlords  also,  that  that  fear 
is  groundless.    Then,  again,  we  are  told 
that  the  Bill  is  a  mere  sop.     There  are 
two  ways  of  dealing  with  an  agitation. 
You  may  say  that  the  claims  of  agitators 
shall  not  be  considered,  whether  they  be 
just  or  not,  and  by  so  doing  you  may 
give  them  a  power  which  they  would  not 
otherwise  have.    But  is  that  the  way  in 
which  to  deal  with  the  people  of  a  free 
country  having  a  representative  Gtovem- 
ment  ?    Is  not  our  duty  rather  to  find 
whether  the  agitators  have  any  groundfi 
for  their  complaints,  and  if  they  have, 
to  remove  such  grounds  ?    The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  Woodstock  said 
that  he  supposed  the  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced to  oil  the  machinery  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  to  remove  Parliamentary  ob- 
structions ;  and,  further,  that  he  had  for 
more  than  eight  weeks  been  considering 
the  question  of  distress  in  Ireland ;  but 
does  the  noble  Lord  think  so  badly  of 
those  who  sit  on  this  Bench  as  to  think 
that  in  the  present  state  of  difficulty  and 
distress  in  Ireland  we  should  bring  in  a 
Bill  of  this  kind  for  the  mere  purpose 
of  removing  or  preventing  obstruction  * 
The  Government  has  a  large  majority, 
quite  apart  from  the  assistance  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Cork  and  Mayo;  hut 
these  Gentlemen  who  have  a  right  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  districts  and  the 
counties  which  they  represent.    It  is  ^^ 
account,  not  of  Parliamentary,  but  of 
administrative,  difficulty,  that  this  Bill 
has  been  introduced.    This  Bill  is,  >>* 
fact,  an  administrative  act,  temporary  m 
form,  and  limited  in  area.    We  know 
that  we  oould  carry  on  the  government 
of  Ireland  without  it ;  but  we  think  it »» 
necessary  as  an  act  of  justice.    A  right 
hon.    Gentleman    opposite,    the   other 
night,  said  this  Bill  was  the  oflroring  of 
pity  and  fear.    I  do  not  Imow  that  p»ty 
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has  veiy  muob  to  do  with  it,  and  fear 
would  be  but  a  blind  ffuide  for  legiala- 
tion,  espedallj  for  IrSand  as  she  now 
is.  Fear  of  what  ?  Fear  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  sit  on  those  Benches  ?  We 
have  no  reason  to  fear  them.  But  I 
acknowledge  that  the  Bill  is,  in  one 
sense,  the  oflEspring  of  fear — the  fear 
that  we,  the  Government  of  this  great 
country,  with  all  the  force  of  this  g^eat 
country  behind  us,  may  be  using  that 
force  against  the  miserable  small  cottier 
tenants  of  Ireland  when,  to  some  extent, 
they  may  have  a  just  and  true  right  to 
say  that  they  are  treated  with  injustice, 
and  that  is  a  fear  which  is  a  terror  to 
me,  and  which  makes  me  appeal  to  this 
House  to  take  care  that  injustice  shall 
not  be  done. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  295 ;  Noes 
217:  Majority  78. 

AYES. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Adam,  rt.  hon.  W.  P. 
A|far-Bobarte«,hn.T.C. 
Amsworth,  D. 
Allen,  H.  G. 
Allen,  W.  8. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  G. 
Armitstead,  G. 
Arnold,  A. 
Aflhley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Balfour,  J.  S. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Baring,  Viscount 
Barnm,  J. 
Barry,  J, 
Bass,  A 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Biggar,  J.  O. 
Blaae,  J.  A 
Blennerhassett,  R.  P. 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
BorUse,  W.  C. 
Bradlaugh,  C. 
BrasMy,  U.  A 
Brusey,  T. 
Brigp,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Broadhnrst,  H 
Brooks,  M. 

Bruce,  rt.  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Bmt,T. 
Boscard,  H.  C. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Bjrme,  G.  M. 
Caine,  W.  8. 
Gdlan,P. 
OsmaroOf  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  0. 


Campbell,  R.  F.  F, 
Campbell*  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carbutt,  E.  H. 
Carington,  hon.  R. 
Causton,  R.  K. 
Cavendish,  Iiord  F.  C. 
Chamberlain,  rt.  hn.  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Clieetham,  J.  F. 
Childers,  rt.  hn.  H.  C.  E. 
Chitty,  J.  W. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
Cohen,  A. 
Collins,  E. 

Colthuist,  Col.  D.  la  T. 
Commins,  A. 
Corbet,  W.  J. 
Corbett,  J. 
Cotes,  C.  C. 
C3ourtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowper,  hon.  H.  F. 
CVuig,  W.  Y. 
CYeyke,  R. 
Cross,  J.  K. 
Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 
Currie,  D. 
Daly,  J. 
Davey,  H. 
Davies,  W. 
Dawson,  C. 
Dilke,  A.  W. 
Dilke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duckham,  T. 
Duff,  rt.  hon.  M.  E.  G. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  P. 


Egerton,  Adm.  hon.  F. 
Errington,  G. 
Fairbaim,  Sir  A 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R. 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Fay,  C.  J. 
Findlater,  W. 
Finigan,  J.  L. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Foley,  J.  W. 
Foljambe,  C.  G.  S. 
Foljambe,  F.  J.  8. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fort,  R. 
Fry,  L. 
Fry,  T. 

Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Gill,  H.  J. 
Givan,  J. 

Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
(Gordon,  Sir  A. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gk)wer,  hon.  £.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Gurdon,  R.  T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Harcourt,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
Ha  velock- Allan,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  Sir  A.  D. 
Henderson,  F. 
Heneage,  £. 
Henry,  M. 
Herschell,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Hill,T.  R. 
Holland,  S. 
HoUond,  J.  R. 
Holms,  J. 
Hohn8,.W. 
Hopwood,  C.  H. 
Howard,  E.  S. 
Howard,  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
lUingworth,  A. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  C. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  E. 
Johnson,  W.  M. 
Joicey,  Colonel  J. 
Kinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,  8. 
Law,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Lawrence,  Sir  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  W. 
Lawson,  Sir  W. 
Layoock,  R. 
Lea,T. 


Leahy,  J. 
Leake,  R. 
Leamy,  E. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leatham,  W. 
Lee,  H. 
liCeman,  J.  J. 
Lefevre,  G.  J.  S. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lvons,  R.  D. 
Macdonald,  A. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
Maclde,  R.  B. 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
McCarthy,  J. 
M*aure,  Sir  T. 
M*Coan,  J.  C. 
M*Intyre,  M,  J. 
M*Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
M'Laren,  C.  B.  B. 
McLaren,  D. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Magniac,  C. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
Marjoribanks,  Sir  D. 
Marjoribanks,  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
Marum,  E.  M. 
Mason,  H. 

Massey,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Maxwell,  J.  H.  M. 
Metge,  R.  H. 
Middleton,  R.  T. 
MUbank,  F.  A. 
Molloy,  B.  C. 
Moore,  A. 

Morgan,  rt.  hn.  G.  O. 
Alorley,  A. 
Morley,  S. 

Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 
Kelson,  I. 
Nicholson,  W. 
Nocl,E. 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
O'Beime,  Slajor  F. 
O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Connor,  A. 
O'Connor,  T.  P. 
O'Conor,  D.  M. 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
O'Gorman  Blahon,  Col. 

The 
O'KeUy,  J. 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
0*Shea,  W.  H. 
Otway,  A.  J. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Palmer,  C.  Af, 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  8. 
Pamell,  C.  S. 
A  (%ase,  A» 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel.  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
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Penningion,  F. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
PoweU,  W.  R.  H. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Power,  R. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugh,  L.  P. 
Pnlley,  J. 
Ralli,P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Redmond,  W.  A. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Reid,  R.  T. 
Rendel,  S. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Rogers,  J.  E.  T. 
Roundell,  C.  S. 
Russell,  C. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Seely,  C.  (Nottingham) 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Slagg,  J. 
Smith,  E. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Smyth,  P.  J. 
Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stanton,  W.  J. 


Stewart,  J. 

Story-Maskelyne,M.H. 
Stuart,  H.  V. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Sullivan,  T. 
Summers,  W. 
Synan,  E.  J. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
TiUett,  J.  H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trevelyan,  G.  0. 
Vivian,  A.  P. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  1). 
Whalley,  Capt.  G.  H. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitwell,  J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wigffin,  H. 
Williams.  S.  C.  E. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Wilson,  L 
Wodehouse,  K  R. 
Woolf ,  S. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Alexander,  Colonel  C. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Archdale,  W.  H. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer.  Capt.  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,rt.hon.  SirM.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bentinck,  G,  W.  P. 
Beresford,  G.  De  la  P. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Blackbume,  CoL  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  rt.  hon.  R. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.F. 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  H. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  Gen.  E.  S. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 


Cartwright,  W.  C. 
Castlereagh,  Viscount 
Cecil,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  G. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Churchill,  Lord  R. 
CUve.  CoL  hon.  G.  W. 
Coddin^n,  W. 
Cole,  Viscount 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Crompton-Roberts,  C. 
Cross,  rt.  hn.  Sir  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  right  hon.  G. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
De  Worms,  Baron  H. 
Dickson,  Major  A.  G. 
Digby,  CoL  hon.  K 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Dundas,  hon.  J.  C. 
Dyke,  rt.hn.  Sir  W.H. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton,  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  G.  W. 
Estcourt,  G.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ewing,  A.  0. 
Feilden,BIajor-General 

R.  J. 
Fellowes,  W.  H. 
Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 


Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.  H. 

Fitzpatrick,  hn.B.E.B. 

FitawiUiam,  hn.  C.  W. 

Fitzwilliam,  hn.  H.  W. 

Fitzwilliam,  hn,  W.  J. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Floyer,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Galway,  Viscount 

Garfit,  T. 

Ghirdner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 

Gamier,  J.  C. 

GKbson,  rt.  hon.  E. 

QiSaxd,  Sir  H.  S. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gooch,SirD. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 

Greer,  T. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Grey,  A.  H.  G. 

Guest,  M.  J. 

Hall,  A.  W. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,   right  hon. 
LordG. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Helmedey,  Viscount 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hicks,  E. 

HUdyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Hill,  Lord  A.  W. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Hope,  rt.  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

Johnstone,  Sir  H;' 

Kennard,  Col.  £.  H. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 

Kingscote,  Col.  R.  N.  F. 

Knightley,  Sir  R. 

Knowles,  T. 

Lambton,  hon.  F.  W. 

Lawley,  hon.  B. 

Lawrance,  J.  C. 

Lawrence,  Sir  T. 

Lee,  Major  V. 

Lcj:h,  W.  J. 
Leigh,  R. 

Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 

Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 

Lewis,  C.  E. 

Lewisham,  Viscount 

Lindsay,  CoL  R.  L. 

Loder,  R. 

Long,  W.  H. 

Lowther,  hon.  W. 

Lymington,  Viscount 

MEUsartney,  J.  W.  E. 

Macnaghten,  E. 

M*Garel.Hogg,  SirJ. 

Makins,  Colonel 

Manners,rt.hon.LordJ . 

Marchf  Earl  of 


Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwdl,  Sir  H.  E. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Moreton,  Lord 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  Bir 

J.R. 
MnlhoUand,  J. 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newport,  VisooTmt 
Nicholson,  W.  N. 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northoote,  H.  & 
Northoote,  rt  hn.  Air  8. 
Norwood,  C.  M. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
PaUiser,  Sir  W. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
PeU,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Eari 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunket,rt  hon.  D.  R. 
Portman,  hn.  W.  H.  B. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Ramsden,  Sir  J. 
Ranldn,  J. 
Rendlesham,  Lord 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridlev,  Sir  ^L  W. 
Ritchie,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Rothschild,  Sir  N.M.do 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
St.  Aubyn.  W.  M. 
Sandon,  Viscount 
Schreiber,  C. 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Seeljr,  C.  (Lincoln) 
.Selwin  -  iDbetaon,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  O.  T. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stewart,  M.  J. 
Storor,  G. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R.  M. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Taylor,  rt  hn.  CoL  T.E. 
Thomson,  H. 
ThomhiU,  T. 
Thvnne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Toilemachc,hon.  W.  F. 
Tottenham,  A.  L. 
Wallace,  Sir  R, 
Walpole,  rt  hon.  S. 
Walrond,  OoL  W.  H. 
Warburton,  P.  E, 
Warton,  C.  N. 
Watney,  J, 
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Welby.Greg<»y,SirW.  Wyndham,  hon.  P. 

Whitley,  E.  Wyim,  Sir  W.  W. 

Williams,  0.  L.  0.  Yorke,  J.  R. 
l^llyams,  E.  W.  B. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H.  tsllbks. 

Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.  Crichton,  Viscount 

Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart-  Winn,  R. 
Wroughton,  P. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agre$d  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Thursday. 
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of  Trade,  but  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Whitehaven 
Trustees  could  then  be  heard  on  the 
engineering  features  of  the  proposed 
line,  to  which  they  had  objections. 


REVENUE    OFFICES    (SCOTLAND)    HOLIDAYS 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jakes  Stewabt,  Bill  to 
make  provision  for  Holidays  in  the  Customs  and 
Inland  Rovenue  Offices  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  \ij  Mr.  James  Stewart,  Dr. 
Cameron,  and  lit,  Richard  Campbell. 

BiUpreeentedj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  254.] 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesday,  6ih  Juhf^  1880. 


MINUTES.!— Public  Bills— i^Yr*^  Heading— 
Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (East- 
bourne, &c.)  •  (121). 

Second  JSeadingi^XJmon  Assessment  Committee 
(Single  Parishes)  (104);  Representation  of 
the  People  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amendment 
(103);  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Abergavenny,  &c.)  •  (108) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Alnwick  Union, 
&c.^  •  (109) ;  Local  Government  Provisional 
Oraers  (Amersham  Union,  &c.)  •(110) ;  County 
Bridges  •  (113) ;  Isle  of  Man  (Loans)  ♦  (107). 

Committee — JReport — Judicial  Factors ( Scotland)* 
(98) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  •  (102). 

Third  Beading — General  Police  and  Improve- 
ment (Scotland)  Provisional  Order  (Broughty 
Ferry)  •  (99),  Kn^  passed. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 
FURNESS  RAILWAY  CERTIFICATE,  1880. 

BESOLUnON. 

The  Mabquebs  of  HUNTLY,in  risiog 
to  move — 

**  That  the  draft  certificate  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (laid  before  the  House  on  the  25th  of  May 
last)  ought  not  to  be  made," 

said,  that  the  quefition  had  reference 
to  the  makinfi^  of  a  railway  into  the 
town  of  Whitehaven,  and  ought  not  to  be 
disposed  of  by  a  Certificate  of  the  Board 

YOL.    OOUn.        [THUU)    8SBIB0,] 


Moved  to  resolve.  That  the  certificate  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  authorising  the  Fumess  Rail- 
way Company  to  construct  a  railway  in  the 
township  of  Preston  Quarter  and  narish  of  St. 
Bees  in  the  county  of  Cumberland  (a  draft  of 
which  was  laid  before  the  House  on  the  2oth  of 
May  last),  ought  not  to  be  made. — {The  Mar^ 
quess  of  Sunily.) 

LoBB  SUDELET  said,  the  Besolution 
moved  by  the  noble  Marquess  to  set 
aside  the  Certificate  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  after  it  had  lain  on  the  Table  for 
the  whole  period  of  six  weeks,  was  one 
of  a  most  unusual  character,  and  cer- 
tainly ought  not  to  be  carried,  unless 
there  were  very  strong  reasons  indeed 
to  justify  such  a  course.  He  ventured 
to  think  that  there  the  noble  Marquess 
had  failed  to  show  any  substantial 
ground,  and  hoped  to  be  able  to  show 
that  the  Petition  had  been  presented 
under  a  misconception  of  the  real  facts 
of  the  case.  The  certificate  complained 
of  was  made  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
under  the  Railways  Construction  Facili- 
ties Act,  1 844,  to  authorize  the  Fumess 
Bailway  Company  to  construct  a  short 
line  of  railway  near  Whitehaven.  By 
that  Act  the  draft  must  lie  upon  the 
Table  of  both  Houses  for  six  weeks 
before  the  Board  of  Trade  could  grant 
the  Certificate.  The  draft  was  so  laid 
on  the  Table  on  the  25th  May,  so  that 
the  Besolution  before  the  House  was 
being  brought  forward  on  the  very  last 
day,  which  of  itself  was  a  most  unusual 
course.  In  the  Petition  there  were 
three  allegations — First,  that  the  Peti- 
tioners, being  proprietors  of  railways, 
the  Board  of  Trade  should  have  granted 
a  Provisional  Certificate  instead  of  a  Draft 
Certificate,  the  difference  being  that  a 
Provisional  Certificate  had  tobeconfirmed 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament;  whereas  a 
Draft  Certificate,  after  beinff  six  weeks 
before  the  House,  had  the  K)ro6  of  law. 
The  Petitioners  were,  however,  quite 
mistaken  in  their  first  allegation,  as 
although  under  the  Act  of  1870  the 
Board  of  Trade  grant  a  Provisional  Cer- 
tificate when  a  Bailway  Company  oppose 
the  scheme,  in  the  present  instance  the 
Petitioners  were  not  Bailway  Companies 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Act ;  so  that 
the  Board  of  Trade  had  no  option,  and 

3  E 
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could  not,  therefore,  grant  a  Provisional 
Certificate.  The  second  allegation,  that 
no  proper  investigation  had  been  made 
into  the  merits  of  the  scheme,  seemed  to 
be  the  one  that  the  noble  Marquess  prin- 
cipally relied  upon.  The  facts  were, 
however,  quite  the  reverse.  Not  only 
had  Colonel  Yolland,  the  Inspector,  held 
a  careful  inquiry  into  the  matter  on  the 
spot,  but  the  authorities  of  the  Board  of 
^ade  had  also  themselves  thoroughly 
investigated  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
so  much  so,  that  several  alterations  had 
been  made  to  meet  the  views  of  the 
Petitioners,  and  the  proposed  railway 
was  made  to  go  under  the  road  instead 
of  over  it.  Then  came  the  third  allega- 
tion, which  was  that,  the  plan  having 
been  altered,  the  consent  of  the  Peti- 
tioners, as  landowners,  ought  to  have 
been  obtained.  The  answer  to  this  was 
very  simple.  In  the  first  place,  the 
alteration  had  been  made  to  meet  the 
views  of  the  Petitioners  themselves ;  and, 
secondly,  the  Petitioners  were  not  land- 
owners within  the  meaning  of  the  Act, 
but  simply  authorities  having  control 
over  the  road  afiPected.  These  reasons 
seemed  to  him  sufficient  to  warrant  their 
Lordships  declining  to  agree  to  the 
Hesolution.  But  there  was  another  fact 
which  he  could  not  help  referring  to— 
namely,  that  only  a  few  hours  previously 
a  similar  Motion  had  been  made  in 
'^  another  place,"  and  had  been  at  once 
withdrawn,  when  the  true  state  of  the 
case  had  been  stated.  On  the  very  last 
day  that  the  Certificate  had  to  be  on 
their  Lordships'  Table,  he  tiiought  the 
Besolution  almost  without  precedent.  As 
he  knew  the  noble  Marquess  only  moved 
the  Besolution  on  public  grounds,  he 
hoped  he  had  stated  sufficient  to  induce 
him  to  withdraw  his  opposition. 

On  Question  ?  Reeohed  in  the  Negative, 

UNION  ASSESSMENT  COMMITTEE 

(SINGLE  PARISHES)  BILL. 

(TA^  Lord  Strafford.) 

(KO.    104.)         SECOND  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Viscount  ENFIELD,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
the  Bill  was  a  yery  short  one.  and  had 
encountered  no  opposition  in  its  passage 
through  the  House  of  Oommons.  Its 
object  was  to  enable  the  Local  GoTem- 
ment  Board,  upon  application  firom  the 

Lord  Sudflei/ 


Guardians  of  what  were  called  "  single 
parishes,"  to  apply  to  them  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Union  Assessment  (jom- 
mittee  Act  (passed  in  1862)  in  the  same 
way  as  they  applied  it  to  Unions  under 
Local  Acts  and  to  Gilbert's  Incorpora- 
tions. The  Act  of  1862  was  a  great  im- 
provement upon  the  Parochiaf  Aaseas- 
ment  Act  of  1836,  as,  instead  of  allowing 
the  overseers,  very  often  ignorant  and 
illiterate  men,  to  make  the  rates,  theae 
duties  were  transferred  to  the  Ghiardiana, 
who  appointed  a  competent  body,  called 
an  assessment  comnuttee,  to  carry  out 
that  necessary  work.  This  change  had 
worked  well;  but  unfortunately  single 
parishes,  not  in  union,  had  not  been  able 
to  avail  themselves  of  its  provisiona,  and 
this  Bill,  which  was  not,  nowever,  com- 
pulsory, but  optional,  would  permit  them 
to  be  brought,  with  the  assent  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  imder  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1862.  The  fol- 
lowing was  a  list  of  parishes  under 
separate  Boards  of  Guardians ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  admitted  that  in 
these  cases  it  would  be  better  that  the 
assessment  of  property  for  the  Dorpoees 
of  rates  should  be  in  the  hands  of  an 
assessment  committee  rather  than  in  the 
hands  of  overseers.  Many  of  these 
localities  were  laige  and  important 
places  —  namely,  Whittlesea,  Alston, 
East  Stonehouse,  Stoke  Damerel,  Bar- 
row-in-Furness, Liveipool,  Manchester, 
Toxteth  Park,  Great  Yarmouth,  Alver- 
stoke,  Stoke-upon-Trent,  Brighton,  Bir- 
mingham, ana  Saddleworth.  Many  of 
those  localities  had  expressed  themseivea 
as  favourable  to  the  principle  of  this 
measure;  and  it  was  for  that  reason 
that,  on  behalf  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  he  now  moved  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*." 
^ne  Vieeount  Enfield.) 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

REPRESENTATION  OF  THE  PEOPLE 
(SCOTLAND)  ACT  (1868)  AMENDMENT 
BILL.— (No.  103.) 

{The  Sari  of  Airlit.) 

SECOND   BBADIKO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Read* 
ing,  read. 

The  Eabl  of  AIRLIE,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  Um9, 
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said  that  it  affected  only  the  people  of 
Scotland,  and  its  object  was  to  extend 
to  persons  entitled  to  vote  in  counties 
those  rights  which  had  long  been  en- 
joyed by  Yoters  of  burghs  in  cases  where 
they  happened  to  have  left  their  houses 
furnished  for  a  portion  of  the  year.  At 
present  the  occupiers  of  houses  in  counties 
who  let  their  houses  furnished  for  any 
portion  of  the  year  were  not  able  to 
Yote ;  and  there  appeared  to  have  been 
great  complaints  upon  the  subject,  and 
public  attention  had  been  aroused  in 
consequence  of  the  numerous  disqualifi- 
cations of  voters  that  had  taken  place 
recently.  It  was  therefore  proposed 
that  in  future  every  man  should  be  en- 
titled to  be  registered,  and  to  voto  under 
the  6th  section  of  the  Representation  of 
the  People  (Scotland)  Act,  notwithstand- 
ing that  during  a  part  of  the  qualifying 
period  not  exceeding  four  months  he 
may  have  let  his  premises  as  a  furnished 
house  to  some  other  person. 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-." 
^{Th$  Earl  of  Airlie.) 

Motion  agreed  to :  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly, and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

ENDOWED    SCHOOLS    ACT  —  THE 

KIRKHA3I  GRAMMAR  SCHOOL. 

OBSEBYATIONS. 

Lord  WINMARLEIOH,  in  calling 
attention  to  the  scheme  for  the  future 
reg^ation  of  the  Grammar  School  at 
Kirkham,  said,  that  certain  Petitioners 
who  had  petitioned  their  Jjordships' 
House  objected  to  the  scheme  on  the 
ground  that  it  did  not  observe  the  section 
applicable  to  such  cases,  and  which  pro- 
vioed  that,  on  the  framing  of  schemes 
for  endowed  schools,  regard  was  to  be 
had  to  the  interests  of  all  parties  con- 
cerned. There  were  about  100  boys  in 
the  Kirkham  Grammar  School.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  founders  was  free  education ; 
and  of  those  100  boys  80  hitherto  re- 
ceived their  education  under  the  founda- 
tion free  of  charge.  By  the  new  reyila- 
tion  a  charge  of  not  less  than  £4  and  not 
more  than  £8  a-year  would  be  made 
from  last  month  for  each  boy.  The 
change  was  very  sudden,  and  it  would 
press  hardly  on  the  poorer  imrents  in 
the  parish.  No  doubt,  it  would  be  said, 
the  imposition  of  the  charge  was  in 
aciooxdance  with  what  was  being  done 
throughout   the   country   generwly   in 


respect  of  such  schools ;  but  he  thought 
that  more  regard  should  be  had  to  the 
intention  of  me  founder  than  had  been 
shown  in  this  case.  It  could  scarcely  be 
said  that  the  Charity  Commissioners 
could  not  find  funds  for  free  education 
in  the  school.  The  foundation  amounted 
in  value  to  between  £900  and  £1,000. 
The  salaries  paid  to  masters  were — to 
the  head  master,  £250 ;  to  the  second, 
£170;  to  the  third,  £120;  and  to  the 
assistant  to  the  head  master,  £120.  Be- 
sides these  sums,  £15  a-year  was  paid  to 
the  French  master,  who  had  fees  also. 
At  a  time  when  the  Universities  were 
being  reformed,  and  efforte  being  made 
to  improve  the  education  of  the  country, 
it  was  very  inadvisable  to  largely  curtail 
the  privileges  offered  by  the  free  grammar 
schools.  What  the  Petitioners  asked  for 
in  this  case  had  been  done  in  the  case  of 
the  Ruffby  Grammar  School;  and  he 
hoped  their  representations  would  re- 
ceive the  favourable  consideration  of  the 
Education  Department. 

The  Duke  of  RICHMOND  and 
(K)EDON  said,  tiiat,  as  the  scheme  for 
the  Kirkham  Grammar  School  was  drawn 
up  when  he  was  at  the  head  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department,  he  could  say  that 
those  who  drew  it  up  had  endeavoured 
to  consider  the  intereste  of  all  parties. 
As  to  what  had  been  done  at  Bueby,  he 
might  observe  that  he  did  not  think  it 
was  done  under  the  same  Endowed 
Schools  Act  as  that  under  which  the 
Kirkham  scheme  was  framed.  Both 
political  Parties,  when  in  power  at  the 
Education  Department,  had  acted  on 
the  principle  that  the  education  in  the 
endowed  grammar  schools  ought  not  to 
be  free.  A  sum  of  £4  a-year  was  only 
about  \%d,  a-week,  for  which  a  boy  got 
a  good  commercial  education.  Those 
who  could  not  afford  to  pay  such  a  sum 
ought  not  to  go  to  a  ^ammar  school, 
but  to  a  primary  school.  At  Kirkham 
School  £260  a-year  was  to  be  given  for 
out  scholarships,  and  two  sums  of  £100 
each  for  scholarships  in  the  school  itself. 
What  his  noble  Friend  wanted  to  have 
done  would  not  be  effected  in  the  way  he 
seemed  to  think.  The  scheme,  or  any 
paragraph  in  it,  might  be  rejected ;  but 
that  would  not  give  free  education,  and 
words  could  not  be  added  to  the  scheme. 

Earl  SPENCER  concurred  in  what 
had  been  stated  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
late  Lord  President  of  the  Council.  He 
might  add  that  children  who  had  been 
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for  three  years  in  a  primary  school  at 
Kirkham  might  obtain  one  of  the  scholar- 
ships at  the  grammar  school,  and  in  that 
way  obtain  a  free  education.  He  could 
not  hold  out  any  hope  that  the  scheme 
would  be  changed;  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  amend  the  scheme  without 
wholly  altering  its  character.  He  saw 
no  objection,  however,  to  let  the  matter 
go  before  the  Charity  Commissioners; 
and,  if  they  thought  fit,  they  might  alter 
the  scheme  as  they  had  power  to  do. 
He  had  not  been  able  to  hold  any  com- 
munication with  the  Commissioners  upon 
the  subject;  but  if  his  noble  Friend 
would  do  so,  he  might  possibly  be  able 
to  obtain  an  extension  of  the  time  in  re- 
gard to  the  commencement  of  the  scheme. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION— THE  NEW 
CODE,  1880— THE  FOURTH  SCHEDULE. 

OBSBBVATIONS.      QUESTION. 

Lord  NORTON,  on  rising  to  ask  the 
Lord  President  of  the  Council,  Whether 
almost  all  of  the  Inspectors  of  the  Educa- 
tion Department  had  not  in  their  last  He- 
ports  deprecated  the  grants  to  Elementary 
schools  for  results  in  examination  on 
specific  subjects  in  the  Fourth  Schedule, 
as  leading  to  bad  secondary  instruction 
and  to  the  neglect  of  the  primary,  and 
as  checking  a  better  provision  of  second- 
ary education  to  which  scholarships 
might  be  given  to  clever  children  of  the 
working  classes;  and  whether  the  Ee- 
ports  of  the  present  year,  not  yet  pub- 
fished,  did  not  express  the  same  view 
even  more  strongly ;  and  whether  he  will 
lay  on  the  Table  an  extract  from  each 
Inspector's  Report  of  any  remarks  on 
the  specific  subjects  ?  said,  he  only 
wishea  to  add  that  he  thought  it  should 
be  made  public  that  the  Inspectors  of 
the  Education  Department  took  the  view 
which  their  Lordships  by  a  large  majo- 
rity took  about  a  week  ago,  when  he 
moved  an  Address  upon  the  subject. 
He  submitted  that  the  opinion  of  the  In- 
spectors was  of  much  greater  weight 
tnan  that  of  the  school  boards  upon  this 
subject,  who  were  notoriously  wishing 
to  keep  children  at  their  schools  to  the 
age  of  1 8 — ^that  was,  to  have  the  secondary 
education  of  the  country,  however  taught, 
in  their  hands,  even  though  such  teaching 
might  standinthe  way  of  better  education, 
bom  primary  and  secondary.  The  opinion 
of  the  Inspectors  was  abo  of  more  import- 
ance than  that  of  school  managers,  who 
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were  afraid  to  lose  the  4«.  gprants  attached 
to  examinations  in  the  Fourth  Schedule  ; 
though  he  would  make  up  that  Ices  by 
another  grant,  beyond  that  for  readinf^, 
for  understanding  what  was  read.    The 
Address  for  excluding  attempts  at  study- 
ing sciences  and  foreign  languaMS  from 
elementary   instruction  was    tuen  by 
some  for  a  retrograde  step  in  eduoation, 
instead  of  what  it  really  was,  an  eman* 
cipation   from    mischievous     confuaiiiii 
of  education.     The  distinction  of  secon- 
dary and    special    from    primary   and 
general  education  was  recogniised  every- 
where  but  in  our  Code.      In  Scotland 
both  were  carried  on  in  the  same  school 
— ^but  kept  distinct  as  to  age,  subject, 
and  rate  of  payment — not  interfering  the 
one  with  the  other.    The  distinction  was 
recognized  in  the  schools  of  all  European 
countries ;  and,   though  Mr.  Munaella 
had  stated  in  the  other  House  that  ele- 
mentary education  was  carried  higher  in 
other  coimtries  than  in  this,  he  could 
refer  to  the  evidence  given  before  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners  in  1868 
to  prove  the  reverse  of  that  statement. 
The  elementary  course  did  not  in  any 
country  include  as  much  as  our  class 
subjects,  nor  have  anything  like  our 
Fourth  Schedule  of  scientific  study  in  it. 
In  the  extracts  from  Inspectors'  Beports, 
which  he  had  circulated,   the   Fourth 
Schedule  was  shown  to    be  not  only 
mischievously  in  the  way  of  primary 
education,  but  worthless  as  secondary. 
Such  instruction  was  described  as  dry 
and  technical,  and  such  as  might  be  ex- 

Eected  from  teachers  who  had  got  it  up 
*om  meagre  text-books.  He  had  just 
seen  the  Keport  of  a  London  Board 
School,  Bermondsey,  in  which  it  was 
said  that  far  too  much  was  sacrificed  to 
these  specific  subjects,  which  showed  only 
a  moderate  result.  The  National  Society 
and  the  School  Managers'  Association 
had  petitioned  that  day,  strongly  taking 
the  view  of  the  late  Address ;  and  he  haa 
no  doubt  thai  more  and  more  such  Peti- 
tions would  come  in  as  the  point  be- 
came understood.  As  he  understood  the 
Lord  President  to  say  that  though  he 
would  not  promise  to  expunge  thisFourth 
Schedule  and  make  way  for  better 
secondanr  education,  which  would  then 
be  abunoantly  opened  to  all  daases,  this 
year,  yet  he  left  himself  fr^ee  to  deal  with 
the  entire  Code  next  year,  he  was  content 
to  wait  till  the  strong  opinions  of  his 
Inspectors,  and  the  support  which  would 
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come  from  all  sides  throughout  the 
countryi  should  confirm  him  in  the  con- 
clusion at  which  he  could  not  but  think 
he  had  already  arrived.  The  noble  Lord 
oonoluded  by  asking  the  Question  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

£abl  SPENOEE  said,  he  had  under- 
taken to  inquire  into  the  whole  of  this 
subject  before  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament ;  and  while  he  did  not  deprecate 
any  expression  of  opinion  on  it  that 
evening,  he  was  exceedingly  glad  to 
hear  the  noble  Lord  state  that  it  was 
not  his  intention  to  ag^  bring  it  for- 
ward this  Session.  While  wi^ng  to 
fuard  himself  against  being  led  into  a 
ebateon  the  present  occasion,  he  wished, 
in  consequence  of  something  said  by  the 
noble  Lord,  to  say  that  he  had  the 
highest  respect  for  the  views  of  the  ex- 
perienced and  distinguished  gentlemen 
who  acted  as  Her  Majesty's  Inspectors 
of  Schools.  He  thought  their  opinions 
on  this  subject  were  of  great  weight ; 
but  he  still  maintained  that  the  opinions 
of  the  school  boards  on  it  were  also 
entitled  to  high  consideration.  He  was 
glad  to  see  that  the  noble  Lord  had  re- 
vised his  Question  by  inserting  before 
'^  all  of  the  Inspectors  "  the  important 
word  ''  almost."  There  were  some  126 
Inspectors ;  but  only  about  27  of  them 
reported  each  year.  It  was  quite  true 
that  many  of  the  Inspectors  complained 
of  the  manner  in  wnich  children  an- 
swered questions  on  primary  education ; 
but  that  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
recommending  that  the  Fourth  Schedule 
be  expunged.  Some  Inspectors  advo- 
cated cert£un  special  subjects,  others  ad- 
vocated others ;  it  was,  uierefore,  unfair 
to  say  that,  as  a  body,  they  wished  to 
have  speciid  subjects  wholly  done  away 
with.  The  synopsis  of  the  opinions  of 
School  Inspectors,  which  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  had  referred  to,  was  so  inac- 
curate that  he  could  not  refrain  from 
correcting  it  in  one  or  two  particulars. 
Inspector  Arnold  was  represented  as 
desiring  the  exclusion  from  Schedule 
IV.  of,  among  other  subjects,  Latin  and 
French.  Now,  as  to  these,  what  did 
Mr.  Arnold  say  ? — 

"  Eror^'onc  ia  agrood  as  to  tho  exceptional 
position  of  Latin  among  the  languages  for 
our  itady.  Our  schoolboy  of  13  will  do  little 
with  his  rudiments  of  Latin  unless  he  carries 
on  his  education  beyond  the  scope  of  our  ele- 
mentary schools  and  their  programmes.  But  if 
he  does  cany  it  beyond  that  scope,  Latin  is 
almost  a  necessity  for  him.    By  allowing  Latin 


as  a  special  subject  for  a  certain  number  of 
scholars  in  our  elementary  schools  we  are  but 
recognizing  that  necessity." 

Mr.  Arnold  continued : — 

**  French,  too,  has  a  special  claim.  To  know 
the  rudiments  of  French  has  a  commercial 
value.  .  .  .  Here  is  a  reason  for  admitting 
French  to  our  list  of  extra  subjects.'* 

Mr.  Fitch's  views,  again,  were  not  accu- 
rately represented,  owing  to  the  omission 
of  a  qualifying  passage.  Mr.  Fitch 
S6dd: — 

"  The  claims  of  science,  English  literature* 
physical  geography,  domestic  economy,  and  tiie 
other  specific  siibjects,  appear  to  me  to  be  much 
higher  than  Latin,  French,  or  German.  For 
every  one  of  these  can  be  carried  to  a  point, 
even  before  the  age  of  13,  far  enough  to  possess 
real  value,  and  what  is  still  more  important, 
every  one  of  them  is  so  connected  with  the  rest 
of  the  course  that  it  can  be  begun  and  taught 
in  a  rudimentary  way  even  in  the  lowest 
classes." 

He  was  sorry  to  detain  their  Lordships  ; 
but  he  felt  bound  to  point  out  the  in- 
accuracies which  he  had  mentioned,  and 
which  did  not  stand  alone.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  to  quote  isolated  passages 
from  Beports  without  the  qualification 
of  the  context  was  scarcely  fair.  As  to 
the  Fourth  Schedule,  no  doubt  a  consider- 
able difference  of  opinion  existed.  In 
reference  to  the  last  part  of  the  Question, 
the  Heports  this  year  certainly  con- 
tinued to  be  more  unfavourable  to  these 
subjects;  but  they  all  pointed  to  one 
thing — that  children  should  be  placed 
in  a  higher  standard  before  they  were 
allowed  to  take  these  special  subjects. 
This  was  a  matter  which  he  had  said 
before  he  would  take  into  account  and 
consider,  and  he  would  most  carefully 
go  into  the  subject  during  the  Becess ; 
and  it  would  be  a  matter  of  g^eat  grati- 
fication to  him  if  he  could  arrive  at  a 
solution  of  the  difficulty  which  would 
meet  with  the  general  concurrence  of 
their  Lordships. 

Earl  NELSON  wished  to  take  that 
opportunity  of  correcting  an  erroneous 
impression  which  appeared  to  exist  out- 
of-aoors,  that  those  noble  Lords  who 
voted  in  favour  of  the  Address  to  the 
Crown,  the  other  night,  were  desirous 
of  stopping  the  education  of  the  child- 
ren of  the  people.  He,  for  one,  had 
always  been  most  anxious  that  the 
scholars  of  elementary  schools  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  rising  to  secon- 
dary education,  and  that  view  was  not  in* 
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consistent  with  disapproyal  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule.  A  few  days  ago  he  had  the 
honour  to  preside  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Council  of  the  Qeneral  Association  of 
Church  School  Managers  and  Teachers  ; 
and  while  the  meeting  was  desirous  of 
promoting  the  education  of  the  children 
of  the  elementary  schools,  it  was  una- 
nimously  of  opinion,  and  had  drawn  up 
a  Petition  to  that  effect,  that  at  present 
the  interests  of  those  children  were 
really  injured  by  the  Fourth  Schedule. 
What  they  desired  to  see  was  facilities 
afforded  to  the  children  of  elementary 
schools  for  continuing  their  education  in 
secondary  schools. 

The  Duke  of  ARGYLL :  ^[y  Lords, 
I  am  glad  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Nelson)  has  made  the  explanation  he 
has  now  given,  because  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  a  general  impression  prevails 
out-of-doors  that  the  vote  of  this  House 
the  other  night  was  a  **re-actionary" 
vote — a  vote  in  contradistinction  to  and 
calculated  to  arrest  the  proeress  of  edu- 
cation. I  am  convinced  that  the  ma- 
jority of  those  Peers  who  voted  on  that 
occasion  have  no  wish  to  lower  the  stan- 
dard of  education.  The  fault  was  their 
own,  both  from  their  speeches  and  their 
votes ;  and  I  am,  I  confess,  very  much 

?uzzled  to  understand  how  the  noble 
>uke  could  have  concurred  in  a  vote, 
not  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule,  not  for  the  preservation  of 
those  modifications  of  it  which  he  him- 
self initiated,  and  for  which  there  is 
much  to  be  said — I  am  puzzled  to  make 
out  how  he  could  have  voted  in  favour 
of  striking  out  the  whole  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule  altogether.  The  allusion  of 
the  noble  Ean  (Earl  Nelson)  has  also 
convinced  me  that  the  views  I  hold  on 
the  subject  have  been  misunderstood, 
and  I  am  confirmed  in  that  by  the  fact 
that  the  noble  Earl  on  the  Bench  below 
me  (Earl  Fortescue),  who  voted  on  that 
side  the  other  night,  has  sent  me  a 
pamphlet  on  the  subject,  with  almost 
every  word  of  which  I  find  I  concur. 
There  were  two  distinct  propositions  in 
that  pamphlet,  and  one  is  that  the 
middle-class  and  secondary  education 
shall  not  be  ]paid  for  out  of  the  rates. 
In  that  opimon  I  entirely  concur.  I 
hold  it  as  strongly  as  any  noble  Lord  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  we 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  not  provide 
for  seoondaiy  or  what  is  called  middle- 
class  education  out  of  the  rates,  which 
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are  intended  for  primary  education ;  but 
then,  my  I>ords,  there  was  a  second  pro- 
position which  was  entirely  distinct, 
and  that  was  that  in  primary  schools  you 
should  not  teach  any  elements  except 
the  elements  of  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  a  wholly  separate  proposi- 
tion, and  from  that  I  wholly  dissent.  I 
hold  that  there  are  many  subjects  of 
which  you  can  teach  the  elements  in 
primary  schools.  That  is  a  totally  dif- 
ferent proposition  from  the  others  to 
which  I  have  referred.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  will  say,  how  do 
you  disting^sh  between  secondary  or 
middle-class  education  and  primary 
education  ?  There  are  but  two  ways  of 
distinguishing  between  these  two  enib- 
jects,  and  they  are  by  definition  as 
to  age,  and  also  by  limitation  of  ex- 
pense. The  attempt  to  separate  the 
two  kinds  of  education  by  exclusion  of 
particular  subjects  is  to  my  mind  wholly 
futile  and  erroneous,  because  there  is 
no  subject  of  which  you  cannot  reach 
the  elements,  and  any  distinction  breaks 
down  entirely  if  you  follow  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Qt>rdon),  because 
I  believe  he  is  the  author  of  the  para- 
graph in  the  Education  Code  which  in- 
troduces class  subjects.  The  defini- 
tion of  class  subjects  is  this  —  sub- 
jects that  can  be  taught  by  means 
of  reading  lessons.  Now,  what  ean 
be  taught  by  means  of  reading  lessons, 
or  what  is  there  that  cannot  be  taught 
by  means  of  reading?  Hardly  any. 
To  refer  to  what  I  have  already  said  on 
the  subject  of  education  in  Scotland — 
and  I  can  say  this,  that  in  the  course  of 
reading  lessons  given  in  that  country  all 
sorts  of  subjects  are  taught  to  the  child- 
ren with  g^at  success — I  shall  never  for- 
get, about  20  years  ago,  going  into  a  little 
school  in  one  of  the  Western  Highlands 
of  Scotland.  It  was  a  school  wmoh  ex- 
ternally would  have  raised  the  horror  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.  It  would  not  have  suited  any 
of  the  rules  laid  down  by  him.  It  was 
what  was  called  a  dry  stone  building, 
with  a  thatched  roof  and  a  mud  floor. 
On  going  into  the  school  I  found  in  it  a 
number  of  children,  extremely  poor, 
reading  a  lesson  with  extraordinary  in- 
telligence of  expression.  One  of  the 
first  subjects  given  to  the  children  to 
read  me  was  a  description  of  how  me- 
tallic ores  were  treated  before  the  smelt- 
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ing  proo688.    The  noble  Lord  opposite 
wm  say, ' '  How  extremely  absurd  to  teach 
metallurgy  to  poor  children  in  a  small 
school  of  that  kind."    Well,  my  Lords, 
there  was  a  little  boy  not  more  than  10 
years  old  who  read  an  extract  describ- 
ing how  lead  ore  was  treated.    The  de- 
scription said  that  it  was  pounded  and 
subjected  to  a  current  of  running  water 
in  order   to    free  it  from    extraneous 
matters.     My  Lords,  I  thought  it  was 
impossible  that  a  poor  child  who  was 
hardly  clothed  could  have  understood 
the  meaning  of  such  a  word  as  ''  ex- 
traneous."   I  thought  it  was  a  mere 
''  cram,"  and  that  he  would  be  unable 
to  answer  any  other  question  about  this 
elaborate  metallurgical   process;    and, 
wishing  to  test  him,  1  askea  him — ''  Now 
my  boy,  what  is  the  meaning  of  '  ex- 
traneous? '  "    He  looked  at  me  in  the 
greatest  surprise  and  astonished  that  I 
did  not  know,  and  at  once  answered  the 
question  by  saying — ''  Not  belonging  to 
it."    Now,  my  Lords,  I  will  put  that 
question — "  What  is  the  meaning  of  the 
word  '  extraneous  ? ' "  to  many  highly 
cultiyated  persons,  and  nine  out  of  10, 
however  highly  cultivated  they  may  be, 
will  fail  to  give  me  as  clear  and  com- 
plete an  answer  as  that  little  child.    It 
shows  what  can  be  elicited  from  child- 
ren  when  extracts  from  various  sub- 
jects, however  scientific,  are  intelligently 
taught;  and  I  came  to  the  conclusion, 
looking  at  the  intelligence  manifested 
by  the  children  in  their  reading  lessons, 
that  a  ffreat  deal  of  the  intelligence  was 
derived  from  the  fact  that  they  are  bi- 
lingual, the  language  used  at  the  schools 
being  English,  and  that  used  at  their 
homes   being  Gaelic,  and  that  the  at- 
tempt to  translate  their  ideas  from  one 
to  the  other  was  in  itself  a  process  which 
brought    out    the  highest    intellectual 
|>ower8.    My  Lords,  I  cannot  help  think- 
log  that  it  is  a  great  advantage  to  teach 
in  primary  schools  the  elements  of  French 
and  Latin.    In  Scotland  they  teach  all 
the  children  the  elements  of  Latin  and 
of  French  on  payment  of  a  small  fee ; 
and  if  it  wore  possible  to  teach  the  chil- 
dren in  the  primary  schools  in  this  coim- 
try  the  elements  of  French  and  Latin, 
and  so  compel  them  to  translate  their 
ideas  from  one  language  to  another,  I 
am  convinced  that  you  will   introduce 
into  the  schools  a  most  powerful  ele- 
ment for  bringing  out  the  intelligence  of 
the  children.     I  am  confirmed  in  this 


view  by  some  observations  of  the  Welsh 
Inspectors ;  and  I  may  say  here  at  once, 
on  seeing  the  Notice  of  the  noble  Lord 
opposite,  I  referred  to  the  Beporta  in 
your  Lordships'  Library,  and  on  going 
through  them    I  at    once    ascertained 
the  extreme  inaccuracy  of  the  extracts 
quoted  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Nor- 
ton).    I  do  not  doubt  but  that  he  was 
perfectly  honest  in  his  intention  ;  but  he 
read  these  Beports  with  one  idea  in  his 
mind,  and,  like  every  other  man  who 
reads  through  long  documents  with  a 
fixed  intention,  he  saw  nothing  but  that 
which  supported  his  own  view.    In  his 
remarks  he  has  quoted  a  passage  from 
Mr.  Arnold's  Beport;  but  Mr.  Arnold 
distinctly  says  that  he  is  in  favour  of 
introducing  the  elements  both  of  Latin 
and    French    into   elementary  schools. 
Now,  my  Lords,  going  to  another  part 
of  the  country,  where  the  children  are 
also  bi-ling^cd,  I  find  there  b  great  in- 
ducement offered  in  the  new  Uode  for 
the  efficient  teaching  of  extra  subjects, 
thus  giving  great  impetus  to  the  work 
of  education  now  attempted  in  all  the 
schools  of  Wales,  and  which  have  been 
productive  of  the  greatest  improvement 
and  in  increasing  uie  intelligence  of  the 
children  in  ordinary  subjects.    I  have 
mentioned  to  your  Lordships  a  case  of 
the  intelligence  of  children  in  Scotland, 
who  by  reading  most  of  them  could  un- 
derstand the  science  of  metallurgy ;  but 
I  venture  to  say  you  might  have  ^t 
extracts  from   a   great  many  scientific 
writers  of  former  times  which  would  be 
equally  intelligible  to  the  ordinary  child- 
ren in  the  schools  of  the  country.      I 
was  only  reading  the  other  day  a  sub- 
ject which  I  certainly  thought  it  would 
be  impossible  for  children  to  understand 
in  the  elementary  schools.    I  refer  to 
the  '*  Optics  "  of  tiir  Isaac  Newton,  and 
I  foimd  there  a  passage  explaining  the 
cause  of  the  decay  of  human  sight,  and 
why  it  was  that  spectacles  were  useful 
to    aged   persons,    described,   as   your 
Lordships  can  imagine,  in  magnificent 
English,  and  after  reading  it,  I  was  per- 
fecUy  convinced  that  you  might  even, 
by  judicious  extracts  from  the  writings 
of  our  great  writers,  teach  in  our  ele- 
mentary schools  the  elements  of  most  of 
the  sciences.    If  the  noble  Earl  can  ex- 
plain   away  the    impression    produced 
out-of-doors  by  the  recent  vote  of  the 
House,  I  think  it  will  be  a  great  advan- 
tage. The  Lord  President  of  the  Coimcil 
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has  promised  that  he  will  consider  the 
subject  in  the  Becess,  and,  no  doubt,  he 
will  do  so  in  the  sincere  desire  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  great  majority  of  the 
House ;  but  your  Lordships  must  feel  it 
is  impossible  for  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  consequence  of  a  vote  of  either 
House  of  Parliament,  to  expunge  from 
the  Code  a  great  variety  of  the  teaching 
which  for  nine  or  ten  years  has  been  en- 
joyed by  the  working  classes  of  the 
country.  I  do  not  think  that  the  de- 
mands made  by  the  working  classes  will 
be  met  by  a  few  exhibitions  being 
established  here  and  there.  I  am  con- 
vinced that  your  Lordships  do  not  wish 
to  lower  the  standard  of  education,  but 
will  be  willing  to  leave  with  elementary 
teachinc^  a  great  variety  of  subjects,  in 
order  that  the  parents  of  the  scholars 
may  select  for  themselves  what  subjects 
they  would  like  their  children  to  be  exa- 
mined upon. 

The  Duke  of  EIOHHOND  Ain) 
(K)EDON  said,  he  should  not  have  takeii 
part  in  the  discussion  but  for  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Argyll).  The  Lord  Presi- 
dent of  the  Oouncil  had  promisd  that  he 
would,  during  the  Becess,  take  the  sub- 
ject into  his  consideration,  with  a  view 
of  meeting  the  views  of  the  great  ma- 

i'ority  of  their  Lordships.  He  sincerely 
Loped,  however,  that  in  doing  so  he 
would  not  call  into  his  council  the  advice 
of  the  noble  Duke. 

Eakl  8PEN0EB,  interposing,  said, 
he  could  not  promise  to  cany  out  the 
views  of  the  majoritv  of  the  House ;  but 
simply  that  he  would  take  care  that  the 
views  of  their  Lordships  were  not  left 
out  of  account. 

The  DtJKB  of  BICHMOND  and 
GOBDON  said,  anyhow  he  hoped  the 
advice  of  the  noble  Duke  woula  not  be 
called  in,  inasmuch  as  the  noble  Duke 
entirely  differed  from  the  views  which 
a  few  nights  before  found  favour  with 
the  great  majority  of  the  House.  In  the 
Act  of  1872  a  line  was  drawn  which  was 
omitted  from  the  Act  of  1870,  and  which 
rendered  necessary  the  limitations  of  the 
Fourth  Schedule  which  Her  Majesty's 
present  Advisers  proposed  should  be 
struck  out.  He  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond 
and  Gordon)  hail  been  charged  with 
wishing  to  expunge  the  Fourth  Schedule 
from  l£e  Code.  Why  did  he  wish  to 
do  80?  Because  the  (Government  had 
struck  out  the  safeguard,  without  which 

The  Duke  of  ArgyU 


the  provisions  could  not  be  properly 
worked.  The  limitation  of  age  was,  iit 
instance,  struck  out.  That,  he  thought, 
ought  not  to  have  been  done.  The  noU« 
Di^e  some  years  ago  was  in  favoitr  iA 
limits 

The  Duke  of  ABOYLL:  So  I  am 
now. 

The  Duke  of  BICHMOND  ahd 
GOBDON  :  But  those  limitations  which 
were  in  the  Code  had  been  struck  out 
by  the  Government.  These  were  the 
reasons  which  induced  him  to  vote  aa 
he  did  the  other  night;  and  if  the  matter 
were  brought  forward  again  he  should 
give  a  similar  vote,  as  he  had  not  been 
convinced  that  he  was  wrong  in  the 
course  which  he  took  on  that  oocaaion. 
He  would  like  to  know  from  the  noUe 
Earl  opposite  (Earl  Granville),  who  was 
in  some  part  responsible  for  the  Eduoa* 
tion  Act,  whether  it  was  right  to  extend 
this  education  all  over  the  country 
without  those  safeguards  which  he  (the 
Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon)  ao 
much  wished  to  obtain,  because  some 
years  ago  the  noble  Earl  supported  the 
revised  Code,  which  only  allowed  the 
*'  three  B's  "  to  be  taught. 

The  Duke  of  SOMEBSET  expressed 
approval  of  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Oouncil,  and 
said  that  he  should  be  quite  satisfied  if 
village  boys  could  be  taught  to  read  and 
to  understand  what  they  read. 

Earl  GBANYILLE  said,  he  wished 
to  clear  himself  of  the  charge  of  incon- 
sistency which  had  been  levdled  against 
him.  He  had  been  asked  whether  he 
was  not  partly  responsible  for  the  revised 
Code  of  the  "  three  B's."  Well,  it 
should  be  remembered  that  it  was  pro- 
vided in  connection  with  that  Code  that 
there  should  be  a  reduction  in  the  grants 
to  a  school  if  the  general  teaching  of  the 
school  was  not  of  an  intelligent  character. 
Since  the  time  when  this  provision  was 
made  a  larger  number  of  subjects  had 
certainly  been  introduced  into  elemen- 
tary schools,  for  which  state  of  things 
no  one  was  more  responsible  than  the 
noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of  Bich- 
mond and  Gordon) ;  and  when  the  noble 
Duke  talked  of  want  of  consistency  he 
could  say  that  he  (Earl  Granville)  had 
been  more  consistent  than  he  had  him- 
self, because,  when  the  subject  was  flist 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Norton),  he  had  treated  the  arguments  of 
the  noble  Duke  (the  Duke  of  ArgyU) 
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in  the  moet  contemptuous  manner,  and 
then,  on  the  last  occasion,  suddenly 
turned  round,  and  instead  of  proposing  to 
amend  the  Schedule  by  the  intn)duction 
of  safeguards,  Toted  en  hloe  against  it. 

Viscount  SHERBROOKE  pointed 
out  that  it  was  one  thing  not  to  interfere 
with  the  subjects  taught  in  a  school,  but 
another  to  give  payment  for  those 
subjects.  Some  subiects  which  were 
reaa  about  in  schools  formed  an  ex- 
cellent adjunct  to  a  child's  education; 
but  when  they  were  paid  for  the 
teachers  were  really  being  bribed  to 
neglect  their  primary  duty-namely. 
that  of  teaching  the  children  intrusted 
to  their  care  how  to  read.  Whatever 
inducements  might  be  offered  by  the 
State  in  its  desire  to  extend  the  advan- 
tages of  education,  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  encourage  the  teacher  to  avoid 
the  dull  and  tedious,  but  most  important, 
task  of  teaching  his  scholars  to  read 
well.  Besides,  the  moment  they  directed 
the  attention  of  teachers  to  these  special 
subjecte  by  making  grants  towards,  them 
they  would  find  that  the  bright  children 
would  be  pushed  to  pass  the  examina- 
tions to  the  disadvantage  of  the  general 
education  of  the  school.  They  would 
give  a  smattering  of  the  higher  subjects 
that  would  tend  to  raise  the  children  in 
their  own  conceit,  but  would  leave  them 
absolutely  without  a  knowledge  of  the 
rudiments  of  education.  He  repeated 
what  he  said  the  other  evening,  that  it 
was  impossible  to  find  children  in  our 
elementarv  schools  who  could  read  well. 
It  was  of  infinitely  more  importance  that 
a  boy  should  read  well  than  he  should 
be  able  to  show  off  the  little  he  had 
learnt  in  one  of  these  subjects. 

Lord  WINMARLEIGH  considered 
that  it  was  injurious*to  introduce  special 
subjecte  into  elementary  schools^  be- 
cause it  induced  the  teachers  to  neglect 
some  pupils  in  order  to  advance  owers 
who  showed  more  aptitude  and  intelli- 
gence in  special  subjects.  While  that 
was  the  case  there  ought  to  be  some 
check  that  oould  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  

£abl  FORTESCXJE  protested,  on  his 
own  behalf  and  on  that  of  his  right  rev. 
Friend  (the  Bishop  of  Exeter),  against 
the  allegation  that  they  were  re-aotionary 
in  this  matter,  or  opposed  to  a  further 
diffusion  of  education  among  the  wage- 
oaming  olass.  He  (Earl  Fortesoue) 
had  again  and  again  in  his  time  dwelt 


upon  the  iniustice  done  in  not  extend- 
ing more  widely  exhibitions  and  scholar- 
ships in  the  endowed  schools  for  their 
benefit.  What  they  contended  against 
was  giving  second-grade  education  in 
elementary  schools.  He  felt,  however, 
satisfied  with  the  assurance  given  by 
his  noble  Friend  the  Lord  President  of 
the  Oouncil. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said,  that 
he  had   some  personal    knowledge  of 
young  men  educated  in  some  of  ^eir 
National  Schools;   and  his  experience 
differed  greatly  from  that  of  his  noble 
Friend    (Viscount    Sherbrooke).       He 
ventured  to  say  there  were  some  who 
read  and  spelt  as  well  as,  and  even 
better  than,  a  large  proportion  of  the 
sons  of  gentlemen  of  the  same  age,  and 
who  certainly  spelt  better  than  some 
sons  of  gentlemen  with  whom  he  had 
occasionedly  come  in  contact.     He  be- 
lieved that  the  education  given  by  the 
National  Schools    in  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic,  was  at  least  as  good  as 
that  received,  in  the  same  elementery 
subjecte,  by  the  higher  classes.      He 
entirely  concurred  in  the  principle  enun- 
ciated by  the  noble  Duke  below  the 
Gangway  (the  Duke  of  Somerset),  who 
said  that  in  this  matter  they  ou^ht  to 
consider  not  only  the  children  in  the 
towns,  but  those  in  the  rural  districte 
also;  only  he  would  add  the  converse 
proposition,  that  they  should  consider  not 
agncultural  children  only,  but  also  those 
in  the  large  manufacturing  and  other 
towns.    They  should  consider  not  only 
one  class,  but  children  of  all  classes. 
If  they  did  not  bridge  over  the  transi- 
tion m>m  primary  to  elementary  educa- 
tion by  giving  such  facilities  as  they 
could  for  learning  something  more,  con- 
sistently with  the  main  objects  of  the 
elementarv  system  of  education,   they 
would,  in  his  opinion,  make  a  great  mis- 
teke.    It  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the 
Oxford  University  Commission,  of  which 
he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was  a  Member, 
through  an  influentially  signed  Petition 
from  Manchester,  that  in  cities  and  towns 
where  the  population  was  large,  many 
of  the  poorest  boys  in  the  elementary 
schools  were  discovered  to  have  quite 
sufficient  abilibr  to  learn  not  only  the 
elementary  subjecte,  but  to  pass  through 
the    elemental^    schools    mto    higher 
schools,    and    so    to    the  Universities. 
Those  boys  could  not  have  been  sent,  in 
the  first  instance,  to  a  second-grade 
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school;  they  could  not  pass  to  such  a 
school  without  some  help;  and,  if  a 
hard  and  fast  line  were  drawn  between 
the  teaching  in  the  elementary  school 
and  that  in  the  school  above  it,  they 
would  never  have  been  qualified  to  go 
forward.  That  was  a  state  of  things  of 
which  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very 
great  error  indeed  on  the  part  of  those 
who  presided  over  the  Educational  De- 
partment not  to  take  notice.  He  was 
perfectly  convinced  that  if  Inspectors  did 
their  duty  there  would  be  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  reconciling  such  facilities 
as  the  Fourth  Schedule  gave  for  learning 
something  more,  with  the  highest  effi- 
ciency in  Uie  teaching  of  reading,  writing, 
and  arithmetic ;  and,  where  the  subjects 
in  the  Fourth  Schedule  were  taught,  with 
good  results,  he  could  see  no  reason 
for  discouraging,  or  not  encouraging 
them. 
Lord  NOETON  asked  the  noble  Earl 

g^iarl  Spencer)  if  he  would  give  the 
ouse  extracts  from  the  Inspectors'  Ee- 
ports  both  of  last  year  and  the  present 
ffiving  their  opinion  on  the  Fourth  Sche- 
dule ?  The  extracts  which  he  had  cir- 
culated were  such  as  related  to  this 
subject  as  referred  to  in  the  margins, 
and  were  ipsMma  verba  from  the  Be- 
ports  themselves,  and  he  maintained 
that  they  were  not  qualified  in  substance 
by  the  contexts. 

Eael  spencer  said,  he  must  ob- 
ject to  give  extracts.  The  Beports 
would  shortly  be  laid  on  the  Table  in 
the  usual  manner,  and  he  hoped  that 
they  would  be  sufficient  for  the  noble 
Lord. 


LANDLORD  AND  TENANT  (IREL.VND)— 
EJECTMENTS. 

Eael  SPENCER  wished  to  explain, 
iu  reference  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Annesley)  last  evening 
for  Returns  as  to  Civil  BiU  Ejectments, 
that  he  now  proposed  to  make  the  Re- 
turns in  two  parts.  The  first  would  be 
the  Return  moved  for  by  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther  in  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
last  Parliament,  and  which  would  be 
laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table  in  a  few 
days ;  and  the  second  would  be  the  ad- 
ditional Returns  down  to  the  SOth  of 
June  last.  He  hoped  that  this  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  noble  Earl,  who 
he  was  sorry  to  see  was  not  then  pre- 
sent. 


Return,  in  tabular  form,  of  the  number  of  drU 
bill  ojoctmcnts  in  each  county,  diatinguinhing 
ejectments  on  the  title  from  thoec  for  non-pay- 
ment of  rent,  tried  and  determined  in  each 
county  in  Ireland  for  each  of  the  three  years 
ending  the  31st  dav  of  December  1879,  exda- 
SLve  01  ejectments  for  promises  situate  in  coun- 
ties of  cities,  boroughs,  and  towns,  under  th«' 
Act  9th  Geo.  IV.  chap.  82.,  or  the  Towns  Im- 
provement (Ireland)  Act,  18o4,  or  any  local 
Act : — EjecUnents  entered:  On  Title;  Non-pav- 
mcnt  of  Rent :  Decrees  granted :  Decrees  exe- 
cuted :  Dismisses :  Cu&os  otherwise  disposed  uf . 

Ordered  to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  HcTcn 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 


Th4  Lord  Chancellor 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday y  Qth  July,  1880. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MINUTES.]— N«w  Writ  IsarED—Z-or  Berwick 
Borough,  p.  The  Honble.  Henry  Stmtt,  now 
Baron  Belper,  called  up  to  the  Uouae  of 
Peers. 

New  Mexueb  Sworn — Charles  Dalrymplc, 
esquire, /or  Bute  CJounty. 

Public  Bills— C»wiMi//0e— Employers'  Liability 
{re-comm.)  [209],  dehmif  adjourmtl. 

Committer — Jteport^Customn  and  Inland  Ut- 
vcnue  [221-256]. 

Iteport—Inclo&uie  Provisional  Order  (Clent  Hill 
Common)*  [217];  Land  Drainage  I*roviaxonnl 
Orders  (Froilsham,  &c)  ♦  [207] ;  Pier  and 
Harbour  Orders  Confirmation*  [176];  Tram- 
ways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  1)*[173]: 
Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (No.  2)  • 
[174] ;  Local  Government  IVovisional  Oracn» 
^Fleetwood,  &c.)  •  [199]. 

Third  Reading— IjocbX  (tovemmcnt  (Ireland) 
Provisional  Orders  (Banbridge,  &c.)  •  [201], 
and  passed, 

C0NTR0VE11T£D  ELECTIOITS. 

Mr.  Si'BAKKR  informed  the  House,  that  he  bad 
received  from  Mr.  Justice  Lush  and  Mr.  Jnatke 

Manisty,  two  of  the  Judges  selected,  in  puzvu- 
ancc  of  The  Parliamentary'  Elections  Act,  1868, 
for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions,  a  Certificate 
and  Report  rolating  to  the  Election  for  the 

Town  of  Lichfield. 
And  the  same  wcro  read,  as  followcth : — 

LICnFn£LD  KLECTION. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Pimc* 

tioes  Act,  1879. 

The  Parliamentary  Elections  and  Gor> 
rupt  PracUoes  Act,  1S80. 
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To  the  Right  Honourable 
The  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons. 

We,  the  Right  Honourable  Sir  Robert  Lush, 
knight,  and  the  Honourable  Sir  Henry  Manisty, 
knight.  Judges  of  the  High  Ck>urt  of  Justice, 
and  two  of  the  Judges  for  the  time  being  for 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  in  England,  do 
hereby,  in  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts,  certify 
that  upon  the  28th,  29th,  and  30th  days  of 
Juno,  and  the  1st,  2nd,  3rd,  and  dth  days  of 
Julv  1880,  Wo  duly  held  a  Court  at  the  Guild- 
hall, in  the  Borough  of  Lichfield,  in  the  County 
of  Stafford,  for  the  trial  of,  and  did  try,  the 
Election  Petition  for  the  said  Borough  between 
Sir  John  Swinburne,  baronet.  Petitioner ;  and 
Richard  Dyott,  Respondent. 

And,  in  further  pursuance  of  the  said  Acts, 
We  certify  and  report  that  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  said  trial  wo  determined  that  the  said 
Richard  Dyott,  buing  the  Member  whose  Elec- 
tion and  Return  were  complained  of  in  the  said 
Petition  was  not  duly  elected  and  returned,  and 
that  his  Election  and  Return  were  and  are 
wholly  null  and  void  on  the  ground  of  abduction 
by  the  Respondent's  agents  of  voters,  whereby 
they  were  prevented  from  voting  at  such  Elec- 
tion, and  we  do  hereby  certify  in  writing  such 
our  determination  to  you. 

And  whereas  charges  were  made  of  corrupt 
practices  having  been  committed  at  the  said 
Election,  we,  m  further  pursuance  of  the  said 
Acts,  report  as  follows : — 

(a.)  That  no  corrupt  practice  was  proved  to 
have  been  committed  by  or  with  the 
knowledge  or  consent  of  any  Candidate 
at  such  Election ; 

(b.)  We  further  report  that  the  following 

persons  have  been  proved  at  the  trial  to 

have  been  guilty  of  the  corrupt  practice 

of   abduction  of  voters,  whereby  they 

were  prevented  from  voting : — 

Frederick  Symonds,  a  Justice  of  the 

Peace  for  the  Borough  of  Lichfield ; 

James    Spooner,    Market    Ghtrdener, 

Lichfield ; 

(c.)  We  further  report  that  there  is  no 
reason  to  believe  corrupt  practices  have 
extenidvoly  prevailed  at  the  Election  for 
the  Borough  of  Lichfield  to  which  the 
said  Petition  relates. 

Dated  this  ath  day  of  July  1880. 

RobT.  LiKH. 
H.  Mamsty. 

And  the  said  Certificate  and  Report  were 
ordered  to  be  entered  in  the  Journals  of  this 
House. 


PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

FURXESS  liAILWAY  CERTIFICATE,  1880. 

RESOLUTIOlf. 

Motion  raade,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  the  dnJt  Certificate  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  now  lying  upon  the  Table,  entitled  *  The 
Fumess  Railway  Certificate,  1880/  ought  not 
to  be  made.** — (Mr,  Ctvendith  Btntinck) 


Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  said,  the 
Certifioate  was  passed  by  the  Board  of 
Trade  under  the  Bailway  Facilities  Acts, 
and  the  opponents  received  a  full  hear- 
ing. Their  objections  were  fully  in- 
quired intOi  Colonel  Yolland,  one  of  the 
most  able  and  experienced  of  the  Board's 
Inspectors,  having  been  sent  down  to  visit 
Whitehaven  and  make  a  local  inquiry. 
Colonel  YoUand's  views  were  embodied 
in  the  Eeport  which  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  lead  upon  the  .Table  of  the  House. 
The  Trustees  of  .Whitehaven  Harbour 
had  no  loeus  itandi  as  competing  railway 
proprietors,  because  their  railway  only 
ran  round  the  harbour,  and  could  not  in 
any  way  be  of  service  in  bring^ing  the 
coal  from  the  Crofb  Pit  to  the  Fumess 
Bailway,  that  being  the  object  of  the 
promoters  of  the  line  for  wmch  a  Cer- 
tificate had  been  given.  That  was  also 
the  answer  to  the  objection  which  the 
Harbour  Trustees  urged  against  the 
Board  of  Trade  for  not  having  given  a 
Provisional  Order  instead  of  a  Certifi- 
cate. They  had  no  power  under  the  Act 
to  make  a  Provisional  Order  unless  the 
opposition  came  from  a  competent  Bail- 
way  or  Canal  Company.  It  was  further 
urged  that  the  modification  in  the  scheme 
wmch  Colonel  Yolland  recommended  and 
the  Board  of  Trade  carried  out  to  meet 
the  representations  of  the  Harbour  Trus- 
tees as  to  the  interference  with  their 
road  were  ultra  viret.  While  he  (Mr. 
Evelyn  Ashley)  denied  this,  he,  at  the 
same  time,  pomted  out  that  this  objec- 
tion came  with  very  bad  grace  from  the 
Harbour  Trustees,  as  it  was  at  their 
instance,  and  for  tiieir  benefit,  that  the 
alterations  were  made.  The  Board  of 
Trade  submitted  that,  having  made  a 
full  inquiry,  and  heard  all  the  parties 
concerned,  and  then  made  a  Certificate 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  thev  mi^ht  fairly  ask 
the  House  not  to  annul  their  act  without 
inquiry. 

IfR.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  greatly  obliged  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  ParUamentary  S^retary  to  the  Board 
of  Trade  for  tiie  explanation  he  had  been 
good  enough  to  give.  He  had  been  in- 
trusted with  a  Petition  from  the  muni- 
cipal authorities  of  Whitehaven,  who 
were  also  the  urban  sanitary  authority, 
in  which  a  complaint  was  made  of  the 
Order  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  which  had 
been  placed  upon  the  Table,  under  the 
Railway    Construction    Act.    He    had, 
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therefore,  considered  it  his  duty  to  bring 
the  matter  under  the  attention  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  in  order  to  see  that  no 
irregxdaritj  was  committed,  and  no  ab- 
solute injustice  done.  Having  heard 
the  explanation  of  his  hon.  Friend,  he 
was  bound  to  saj  that  it  did  seem  to  him 
satisfactory  as  r^;arded  the  nature  of 
the  inquiry  held.  It  also  clearly  showed 
that  the  technical  grounds  advanced  by 
the  Petitioners  for  objecting  to  the  Order 
would  fail  before  any  Committee  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  would  be  held  by 
the  highest  authorities  that  they  had 
no  loctu  standi  in  the  matter.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  feeling  that  the 
matter  had  been  fdlly  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  and  in  a  mode  that 
was  satisfactory  to  the  Petitioners,  who, 
he  hoped,  would  see  that  nothing  had 
been  left  undone  to  establish  their  rights, 
if  they  had  any,  he  had  much  pleasure 
in  complying  with  the  request  of  his 
hon.  Fnend,  and  he  would  not  persevere 
with  the  Resolution  he  had  moved. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdratcn. 
QUESTIONS. 

PRISONS  ACT,   1865— THE  PLANK  BED. 

Mb.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, If  he  will  state  under  what  cir- 
cumstances the  plank  bed  was  intro- 
duced into  prisons;  whether  this  form 
of  discipline  was  found  to  answer  any 
good  purpose ;  and,  if  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  the  present  instructions  in  regard 
to  its  use? 

Mb.  ARTHUR  PEEL,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  history  of  the  use  of  the  plank 
bed  in  prisons  was  shortly  this.  A 
Select  Committee  of  the  Ix)rd8  reported 
in  1863  that  the  use  of  plank  beds, 
similar  to  the  guards'  bed  in  military 
prisons,  should  be  resorted  to  during 
short  sentences  and  the  earlier  stages  of 
long  confinements.  In  the  Prison  Act 
of  1865  there  was  an  enactment  to  the 
effect  that  a  convicted  criminal  prisoner 
might  be  required  to  sleep  on  a  plank 
bed  without  mattress  during  such  time 
as  mi^ht  be  determined  by  the  Bules  of 
the  prison.  The  fact  of  this  plank  bed 
having  been  almost  universally  used 
since  1865  might  be  taken  to  indicate 
that  it  had  been  found  to  answer  its 
purpose.    The  Secretary  of  State  gave 

Mr.  CavendM  Bmiinek 


orders  in  1878  that  women,  men  over 
60,  and  children  under  13,  should  kave 
a  pillow  and  a  mattress  of  some  o4her 
material  used.  The  hon.  Member  had 
asked  if  he  would  lay  on  the  Table  a 
copy  of  the  instructions  with  regsrd  to 
the  use  of  the  bed.  The  role  as  to  the 
practice  was  to  be  found  in  the  Bepoct 
of  the  Prison  Commissioners,  which  wu 
laid  on  the  Table  on  the  19th  February, 
1878.  Of  theee  Bules,  Bule  16  ran 
thus — 


"A  convicted  criminal  jiri«uDer  aluJl 
the  whole  of  his  sentence,  when  it  does  nci 
exceed  one  month,  and  during  one  month  c^  hia 
sentence  when  it  exceeds  that  period,  be  r- 
quired  to  sleep  on  a  plank  boa;  bat  that  a 
prisoner  shall  be  allowed  the  opportnsity  of 
earning  by  industry  the  gradual  raniaakn  cf 
this  requirement,  which,  however,  he  shall  be 
liable  a^^ain  to  forfeit  by  idleness,  in^^t^^tvm  to 
instruction,  or  misconduct." 

EDUCATION  (IHELAXD;— REMlSSlOX 
OF  RESULT  FEES. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULUYAN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  If,  considering  the  inability 
this  year  of  the  parents  of  children  at- 
tending national  schools  in  the  districts 
in  Ireland  to  contribute  as  in  better  years 
the  proportion  of  school  ioes  requix^  in 
order  to  entitle  the  teachers  to  results 
fees,  and  the  consequent  total  loes  of 
such  reward  to  the  teacher,  though  other- 
wise fully  earned  by  him,  the  Education 
Board  will  take  into  consideration  the 
advisability  of  'some  temporaxy  modifi- 
cation of  the  rules,  so  as  to  remedy  for 
the  current  year  such  loss  ? 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Sir,  this 
matter  has  had  the  attention  of  the  Irish 
Qt)yemment,  and  in  consequence  of  their 
representations  the  Treasury  have  decided 
for  the  year  ending  the  Slst  of  March, 
1 881 ,  results  fees  shall  be  paid  in  schools 
in  scheduled  Unions  to  the  extent  of  half 
of  the  full  amount,  irrospecti?e  of  the 
local  contributions. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


EMPLOYEIiS'  LIABILITY  {rt-c^mmiUtd) 

BILL— [Bill  US.] 

(JT/-.  I)odso»f  2fr,  Ckamhrrlaht,  Mr,  Att^mtf 

Otnrralf  Mr,  Srus$tp.) 

OOIUUTTEB.      [aDJOUBITBD  DBBATX.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate    on    Amendment   proposed    to 
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anestion  [2nd  Juljl ''  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair ''  (for  Oommittee 
on  the  Employers' liability  {re-eommitUd) 
Bill):— 

And  which  Amendment  was, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
^  no  measure  dealing  with  the  Employers* 
LJabilities  for  Injuries  sustained  by  their  Ser- 
vants can  be  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  Question  which  admits,  as  a  ground  of 
defence  m  any  action  or  proceeding  brought  for 
the  recovery  of  damages  or  for  com|>en8ation  in 
XT«pect  to  bodily  injury  or  loss  of  life,  that  the 
person  by  whose  negligence  the  injury  or  loss  of 
life  is  alleged  to  have  been  occasioned  was  em- 
ployed in  a  common  employment  with  the  per- 
son killed  or  injured," — {Mr,  Macdonald^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''That  the 
words  propos^  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  WABTON  said,  he  must  insist 
on  the  necessity  of  referring  the  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee.  The  subject  re- 
quired a  great  deal  of  careful  considera- 
tion, owing  to  the  various  conflicting  in- 
terests both  of  masters  and  men  engaged 
in  different  trades  and  pursuits  wmch 
had  rules  and  customs  peculiar  to  them- 
selyes.  It  would  be  impossible  to  lay 
down  rules  applicable  to  all  these  multi- 
farious trades  and  pursuits.  The  House 
had  not  the  requisite  knowledge  to  do  so, 
and  the  task  could  only  be  successfully 
undertaken  by  a  Oommittee  upstairs. 
Was  it  reasonable  that  one  man  should 
be  liable  for  the  negligence  of  another  ? 
He  denied  that  it  was  either  morally 
just  or  legally  right.  No  doubt,  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  there  was  the  deepest 
sympathy  for  the  working  men.  Both 
sides  wished  to  do  what  was  right  and 
just  with  regard  to  the  working  men ; 
but  what  was  the  proposition  of  the  Go- 
Temment?  It  only  extended  to  some 
particular  cases,  and  those  were  very  few 
compared  with  those  described  as  acci- 
dents ;  and  he  asked  the  attention  of  the 
Attorney  General  as  to  whether  he  had 
not  known  a  long  trial  lasting  some  days, 
the  question  being  to  determine  whether 
the  event  was  the  result  of  accident  or  of 
negligence  ?  In  his  opinion,  the  Bill  was 
not  so  logical  as  that  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's (Mr.  Macdonald's),  because  that 
hon.  Member's  Bill  applied  to  all  cases 
of  negligence ;  whereas  the  Goyemment 
confined  it  to  oases  of  negligence  on  the 
part  of  those  placed  in  a  position  of 


superintendence.  He  thought  the  best 
course  was  to  provide  compensation  by 
way  of  insurance.  In  that  case,  no  trial 
need  take  place,  and  the  injured  work- 
men would  be  compensated  on  the  right 
and  proper  scale.  For  40  years  the  law 
had  oeen  as  it  was  now,  and  during  that 
period  employers  and  employed  had 
entered  into  contracts  under  it.  It  would 
not  be  said  that  the  workmen  could  not 
contract  with  their  employers,  and  for 
this  reason — that  they  were  members  of 
great  Trades  Unions,  which  were  strong 
enough  to  dictate  the  rate  of  wages  that 
should  be  paid.  Employers  of  labour, 
he  had  heard  on  good  authority,  were 
disposed  to  be  very  generous,  and  to  be 
ready  for  insurance  purposes  to  put  down 
sovereign  for  sovereign  with  their  work- 
men. Was  it  not  worth  while,  then,  to 
inquire  whether  a  system  of  insurance 
wmch  would  work  satisfactorily  to  all 
parties  could  not  be  devised?  It  was 
a  question  which  could  well  be  con- 
sidered fully  and  calmly  by  practical 
men  in  a  Select  Oommittee.  The  case 
of  railway  servants  stood  on  a  different 
footing,  and  he  regretted  that  it  had 
been  used  at  the  late  elections  as  a  lever 
for  the  intimidation  of  candidates.  He 
opposed  the  Bill  in  its  present  form  ;  and 
in  reference  to  railway  servants  he 
thought  their  case  ought  not  to  be  in- 
cluded in  a  general  measure.  The  wages 
of  miners  and  other  persons  engaged  in 
dangerous  employments  were  equal  to 
the  pay  of  a  captain  in  the  Army,  and 
were  something  more  than  the  emolu- 
ments of  a  curate  in  the  Ohurch.  He, 
consequently,  did  not  think  they  should 
claim  to  supplement  those  high  wages 
by  compensation  in  case  of  injury.  He 
considered  they  should  not  pass  hastily 
a  Bill  which  would  only  lead  to  litiga- 
tion ;  and  he  asked  the  House  to  ta^e 
into  consideration  his  counter  scheme, 
which  would  do  justice  to  all. 

Mr.  MAODONALD  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  Besolution  which  stood  in 
his  name  with  reference  to  common  em- 
ployment. 

Sir  EDWARD  WATKIN  rose  to  a 
point  of  Order.  This  was  the  second 
occasion  on  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  had  risen  to  withdraw  his  Reso- 
lution, and  it  was  desirable  to  hear  from 
the  Speaker  whether  this  was  in  Order 
or  not.  He  should  like  to  know  from  the 
Government  whether  they  were  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  ? 
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Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  not  speaking  to  a  question  of  Order. 
On  Friday  last  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  applied  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment, and  I  put  the  usual  Question, 
"That  the  Amendment  be,  by  leave, 
withdrawn,"  Leave  was  not  given,  and 
now  the  hon.  Member  renews  his  appli* 
cation.  

Sib  EDWAED  WATKEN  said,  he 
only  wished  to  know  exactly  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  House  stood.  The 
Besolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  stated  that — 

^'Ko  measure  dealing  with  the  Emi^oyen* 
Liabilities  for  Injuries  sustained  by  their  Ser- 
vants can  be  accepted  as  a  satisfactory  solution 
of  the  question  which  admits,  as  a  ground  of  de- 
fence in  any  action  or  proceeding  brought  for 
the  recovery  of  daoiages  or  for  compensation  in 
respect  to  bodily  injury  or  loss  of  life,  that  the 
person  by  whose  negligence  the  injury  or  loss  of 
life  is  alleged  to  have  been  occasioned  was  em- 
ployed in  a  common  employment  with  the  per- 
son killed  or  injured ; " 

and  before  he  was  permitted  to  withdraw 
it  the  House  ought  to  be  informed  as  to 
what  was  the  attitude  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  in  the  matter.  Were  they,  in 
favour  of  the  Besolution  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stafford  or  not?  If  they 
were  in  favour  of  it,  there  was  all  the 
more  reason  for  sending  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee.  If  they  were  not, 
then,  he  asked,  what  bargain  had  been 
come  to  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
which  induced  him  to  withdraw  that 
which  he  considered  a  cardinal  proposi- 
tion. Until  a  satisfactory  explanation 
had  been  given  on  that  point  both  by 
the  Qovemment  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford,  he  should  certainly  oppose 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Besolution. 

Mr.  HINDE  PALMEB  thought  the 
motive  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
in  seeking  to  withdraw  his  Besolution, 
as  well  as  the  attitude  of  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  in  regard  to  it,  was  sufficiently 
clear  from  what  had  preceded.  In  sub- 
mitting the  Besolution  the  hon.  Member 
for  Stafford  distinctly  intimated  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  retard  the  progress  of 
the  Bill ;  and  the  Qovemment  had  stated, 
over  and  over  again,  that  they  distinctly 
repudiated  the  non.  Member's  proposi- 
tion.   

Mr.  STAVELEY  HILL  hoped  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  would  be  allowed  to  be  with- 
drawn.   It  was  intended  there  should 


have  been  a  decision  as  to  whether  the 
question  should  or  should  not  go  to  a 
Select  Committee ;  but  the  (Jovenimeiit 
had  met  them  in  a  fair  way,  and  it 
would,  therefore,  be  far  better  to  allow 
the  Amendment  to  be  withdrawn. 

Sib  EDWABD  WATKEN  said,  Oial, 
with  a  strong  desire  to  save  the  time  of 
the  House,  he  would  not  insist  upon  a 
division. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihiritwm. 

Mb.  KNOWLES  moved  that  the  BOl 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  with 
the  view  of  afterwards  instructing  them 
to  consider — 

"  Whether  efficient  proriaon  cannot  he  made 
for  all  persons  injured  during  their  emplajment, 
and  for  the  widows  and  orphans  of  those  killM 
hy  accident,  by  an  insurance  fund  cio&txib«t«d 
by  masters  and  workmen,  and  whether  the  samr 
would  not  be  more  beneficial  to  the  workman 
than  the  right  of  action  proposed  to  be  gircn  by 
the  BilL" 


The  hon.  Member  said,  that, 
listened  with  great  attention  to  the  de- 
bate as  far  as  it  had  gone,  he  had  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  the  Bill  was  so 
surroimded  by  difficulties  that  it  could 
not  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with  in  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House.  To  confirm 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  as  at  present 
drawn  would  only  be  to  give  riae  to 
further  agitation,  which  would  be  kept 
up  until  the  liability  of  employers 
would  be  made  to  extend  to  the  humblest 
among  the  employ h  entitled  to  give  orders 
in  manufacturing  or  mining  operations. 
As  to  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Stafford,  no  doubt  it  had  been 
withdrawn  simply  because  pressure  had 
been  put  upon  him  by  the  Oovemment. 
[Mr.  liACDONALD  :  No.]  If  the  Govern- 
ment passed  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
they  would  affirm  the  principle  of  the 
Kesolution  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford.  In  moving  his  Keeolntion 
the  hon.  Member  referred  to  two  or 
three  cases,  which  he  seemed  to  pre- 
sume supported  his  views  with  regard 
to  common  employment.  In  the  case  of 
an  en^eman  and  a  collier,  or  a  miner, 
he  said  that  there  was  no  common  em- 
ployment between  the  two.  In  his  (Mr. 
Knowles')  opinion,  there  was  a  common 
employment  between  an  engineman  and 
a  miner.  He  meant  by  an  engineman 
not  an  engine  driver,  but  the  person  who 
attends  to  the  engine  by  which  the 
miner  was  let  down  to  his  work  in  the 
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mine,  by  which  hiB  produce  was  brought 
to  the  surface,  and  by  which  he  was 
himself  brought  back  to  the  surface 
when  his  day's  work  was  done.  If 
there  was  no  common  employment  be- 
tween these  two  he  did  not  know  what 
constituted  common  employment.  It 
was  said  that  the  proposed  alteration  of 
the  law  would  only  assimilate  the  law 
of  this  country  to  that  of  France,  of 
Oermany,  of  Belgium,  and  of  other 
countries ;  but  it  seemed  to  be  forgotten 
that  the  conditions  of  the  labour  market 
in  the  different  countries  differed  most 
materially.  In  Belgium,  for  instance, 
women  and  children  were  employed  in 
work  connected  with  mining  operations 
without  any  restrictions  whatever;  the 
working  classes  were  paid  at  the  rate 
of  about  two-thirds  of  the  amount  re- 
ceived in  this  country,  and  their  hours 
of  labour  were  about  a  third  longer  in 
duration.  [Mr.  Maodokald  dissented.] 
The  expression  of  the  hon.  Member 
showed  that  differences  of  opinion  ex- 
isted; and,  therefore,  there  was  the 
greater  importance  for  instituting  such 
an  inquiry  as  could  take  place  before  a 
Select  (Committee,  which  would  have  the 
full  facts  before  it.  It  was  further 
worthy  of  remark  that  in  the  countries 
to  wmch  reference  had  been  made  in 
support  of  the  present  proposal  the  rela- 
tions of  labour  to  the  State  were  very 
different  from  those  existing  in  this 
country.  There  the  State  owned  the 
mines  and  the  railways,  and  if  colliery 
proprietors  made  no  profit  they  had  to 
pay  no  royalties — ^the  Government  taking 
the  precaution  to  employ  the  best  means 
of  providing  that  profit  should  be  made 
by  appointing  Inspectors  to  see  that  the 
operations  were  conducted  on  the  best 
principles ;  but  whether  there  was  profit 
or  not  made  upon  English  mines,  those 
working  the  mines  had  to  pay  both 
royalty  and  rent,  and  there  were  in- 
stances in  this  country  where  rents  and 
royidty  to  the  extent  of  £15,000  and 
£20,000  a-yearwere  paid,  and  no  profits 
were  made  at  all.  There  were  many 
other  differences  between  the  conditions 
of  labour  in  Continental  countries  and 
our  own,  which  made  an  assimilation  of 
the  law  as  difficult  as  it  would  be  un- 
just. In  those  countries  to  which  he  had 
referred  there  was  a  very  arbitrary  mode 
of  settling  disputes.  If  a  strike  occurred, 
before  very  long  the  military  were  called 
out.    The  proposals  in  the  present  Bill 


were  calculated  to  destroy  the  freedom  of 
contract,  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House  would  be  willing  to  go  back  to 
the  practices  which  had  obtained  in  the 
days  of  feudalism.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  would 
like  to  return  to  the  days  of  serfdom 
and  slavery  which  existed  when  the  pre- 
sent law  was  passed,  and  there  were  only 
masters  and  men ;  but  if  they  were  to  do 
away  with  freedom  of  contract  they  were 
going  back  to  the  old  days  of  serfdom. 
He  contended  that  up  to  the  present 
employers  of  labour  had  done  their  duty 
to  their  employis.  He  did  not  like  the 
existing  law,  for  it  was  admittedly  un- 

i*  ufit ;  many  celebrated  lawyers  and  Judges 
lad  said  so.  Upon  it,  however,  bad  as 
it  was,  their  institutions  were  built,  and 
if  it  was  altered  the  foundations  of  their 
g^at  commercial  imdertakings  would  be 
rendered  very  unsafe.  He  could  see 
nothing  that  was  fair  in  the  Bill.  No- 
thing in  the  Bill  indicated  that  it  had 
proceeded  from  people  of  experience, 
and  he  could  only  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  it  had  originated  with  a  class  whose 
object  it  was  to  harass  the  employers  of 
the  country,  and  to  set  masters  and  men 
at  loggerheads  with  one  another — a  class, 
in  ffUJt,  whose  very  existence  depended 
upon  the  keeping  of  masters  and  men  at 
variance,  whereas  the  success  of  trade 
rested  in  a  great  measure  upon  both 
classes  working  in  harmony.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Coventry  (Sir 
Henry  Jackson)  had  said  that  he  could 
not  see  how  compulsory  insurance  could 
be  practiced.  He  (Mr.  Knowles)  was 
confident  that  a  practical  method  could 
be  devised  by  a  Select  Committee  which 
would  satisfy  everbody,  and  be  an  enor- 
mous boon  to  workpeople  injured  in 
their  employment.  Ithad  been  stated  that 
thismatter  of  insurance  had  been  brought 
forward  in  consequence  of  this  Bill.  Well, 
he  might  point  out  that  in  a  pamphlet 
written  by  Mr.  Campbell,  a  gentleman  of 
very  considerable  importance  upon  the 
subject,  he  stated  that  he  had  always 
known  of  such  a  provision  as  insurance 
for  meetinfl^  accidents  in  dangerous  em- 

f^loyments  before  and  since  1862,  and  he 
Mr.  Knowles)  had  since  known  the  in- 
stitution to  gradually  grow  all  his  life. 
At  all  the  couieries  with  which  he  had 
ever  been  connected  arrangements  were 
made  to  meet  the  consequences  of  acci- 
dents ;  but  they  were  not  of  a  permanent 
character.    Since  1862  societies  for  the 
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pennanent  relief  of  injured  oolUers  liad 
been  growing ,  and  they  had  done  a  great 
deal  of  good.  If  this  Bill  was  passed 
the  master  would  not  be  responsible  for 
more  than  5  per  cent  of  the  accidents^ 
and  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  other 
95  ?  His  object  in  sending  the  subject 
before  a  Select  Oommittee  was  that  the 
whole  100  should  be  provided  for.  That 
morning  he  had  received  a  letter  on  the 
present  Bill  from  a  legal  gentleman,  in 
which  he  said  that  his  sympathies  were 
all  with  the  Liberal  Oovemment ;  but  he 
regretted  that  they  had  taken  up  such 
an  arbitrary,  slovenly,  and  ill-considered 
piece  of  amateur  legislation  as  the  Bill 
of  Mr.  Brassey,  and  he  also  regretted 
that  the  Attorney  General  had  stated  that 
the  question  of  insurance  had  now  only 
come  to  the  front ;  whereas  two  witnesses 
gave  evidence  with  regard  to  it  to  the 
Belect  Oommittee  that  had  sat  upon  the 
subject.  The  necessity  for  an  investiga- 
tion was  shown  by  the  fact  that  the  Go- 
vernment appeared  not  to  know  that  for 
many  years  oompulsoiy  insurance  had 
been  in  operation  in  Gkrmany,  and  had 
worked  well.  The  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  the  late  Government  did 
not  understand  the  question.  The  Go- 
vernment did  not  reauze  the  importance 
of  it.  The  Oommittee  did  not  nve 
prominence  to  this  feature  in  their  Ke- 
port ;  and  they,  consequently,'did  not  know 
that  compulsory  insurance  in  Germany 
had  worked  well.  Now,  these  were  the 
opinions  of  a  legal  p;entleman  who  had 
considered  the  question  weU.  As  to  the 
Bill  now  before  the  House,  it  should 
be  remembered  that  it  went  much 
beyond  the  lines  of  their  Eeport.  The 
Committee  reported  that  no  extension 
of  the  law.  was  desirable.  He  (Mr. 
Knowles)  would  enter  his  feeble  protest 
against  the  alterations  being  proposed 
in  the  present  law.  The  Bill  he  re- 
garded as  both  undesirable  and  unneces- 
sary, and  it  was  anything  but  a  compen- 
sation Bill.  It  was  a  litigation  Bill,  for 
all  the  compensation  would  be  swallowed 
up  in  litigation.  In  the  conversations 
that  he  had  had  with  employers  on  this 
subject  during  the  last  two  or  three 
years,  not  one  of  them  expressed  them- 
selves as  desirous  of  shirking  any  fair 
and  just  responsibility.  He  trusted 
that  the  Government  would  not  ignore 
the  deputation  which  waited  upon  the 
Premier  a  week  or  two  ago.  It  oonsisted 
of  gentlemen  who  represented  capital  to 

Mr,  KnowlH 


the  amount  of  between  £1,200,000,000 
and£l,800,000,000.  They  had  oonsiderod 
this  question  over  and  over  again  for  the 
last  three  years,  and  they  had  tried  aD 
sorts  of  ways  to  meet  the  question,  with 
the  result  wat  the  only  method  of  pre- 
venting the  continuous  heartbummgv  of 
the  workpeople  was  by  some  mode  of 
insurances.  If  Government  would  give 
them  an  opportunity  of  submitting  each 
a  scheme  to  a  Select  Committee  it 
would  be  fairly  considered.  It  had  beem 
asked  why  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  ae 
it  stood  did  not  put  their  views  on 
paper  and  let  them  be  discussed  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House ;  but  he 
could  see  no  force  in  such  a  suggeetion, 
because  in  such  Committee  there  wae 
no  opportunity  of  examining  witnoMee, 
and  hon.  Members  who  on^  kept  do- 
mestic servants  had  no  opportunity  of 
gaining  information  as  to  the  work  of 
miners,  who  spent  the  greater  part  of 
their  time  underground,  with  nothing 
more  to  guide  them  in  the  oondooC  of 
their  work  than  the  dim  and  glimmering' 
light  of  safety-lamps.  In  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  there  would  only  be  « 
scramble  for  Amendments,  and  nothing 
like  j  ustice  could  be  done.  The  Gbvexn- 
ment,  with  their  larg^  majoritv,  would 
affirm  the  principle  of  the  Bill.  Some 
gentlemen  said  the  Bill  would  not  be  so 
bad  as  he  feared,  because  employers 
generallv  of  both  political  Parties  be- 
lieved that  no  Government  would  do 
such  a  gross  piece  of  injustice  as  this 
Bill  woiild  involve.  But  now  that  those 
people  who  felt  confidence  in  the  pro- 
tection of  the  House  saw  that  the  House 
was  moving  in  so  dangerous  a  direction, 
they  saw  it  was  time  to  realize  their 
position.  The  feeling  against  the  Bill 
was  thus  ^wing  every  day,  and  tiie 
numerous  Petitions  against  it  showed 
that  people  were  getting  ^rmed.  One 
firm,  with  a  capital  of  £3,650,000,  who 
employed  many  thousand  workpeople, 
had,  in  their  Petition  against  the  &U, 
stated  that  it  would  render  it  difficult, 
if  not  impossible,  to  compete  successfully 
with  foreign  nations,  and  that  all  coal 
and  iron  property  in  this  country  would 
be  very  largely  depreciated  in  value. 
Another  argument  he  held  against  the 
Bill  was  that  it  would  inflict  ii^'nstioe 
upon  a  large  number  of  persons  who 
had  invested  their  money  in  mining 
property,  which  would  be  largely  de- 
preciated in  value  if  the  Bill  passed. 
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The  Prime  Minister,  a  few  days  ago, 
speaking  on  the  proposal  to  give  IcNcal 
option  as  to  the  sde  of  intoxicating 
liquors,  admitted  that  if  such  option 
were  given,  the  question  of  compen- 
sating the  publicans  whose  property 
was  depreciated  in  value  would  nave 
to  be  considered.  He  should  like  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  prepared  with  a  proposal 
for  the  compensation  of  mineowners, 
whose  property  would  be  rendered  al- 
most valueless  if  the  Bill  were  passed 
in  its  present  form  ?  The  present 
f^rstem  of  insurance  was  all  very  well ; 
but  one  great  difficulty  in  working 
provident  societies  was  that  the  men 
often  went  away  to  some  other  locality 
where  such  societies  did  not  exist.  Be- 
sides, the  insurances  were  not  like  those 
against  death  or  old  age.  The  men  were 
assessed  at  a  venr  low  rate  in  order  to 
cover  the  risk  of  accident.  If  a  man 
insured,  again,  for  a  railway  journey,  he 
paid  his  insurance  money  for  his  journey, 
and  if  he  did  not  get  injured  he  did  not 
get  anything  returned  to  him.  Again, 
that  was  lost  and  scattered  to  the  wind, 
and,  of  course,  rather  fortunate  for  him. 
So,  workmen  running  risks  paid  their 
quota  towards  those  who  had  not  been 
equally  fortunate  with  themselves.  If 
thev  could,  by  legislation,  compel  men 
and  masters,  because  masters  wanted 
more  compulsion  than  the  men,  to  ac- 
cept the  principle,  provident  institutions 
would  cover  a  far  wider  area  than  they 
did  at  present.  For  instance,  it  was 
every  man's  duty  to  educate  his  chil- 
dren; but  they  found  the  people  did 
not  accept  the  moral  obligation,  and  they 
had  to  pass  an  Education  Act  in  order 
to  compel  parents  to  do  so.  Then,  again, 
every  man  was  under  a  moral  obligation 
not  to  overwork  his  wife  or  his  children  ; 
but  it  was  found  that  many  traded  on 
tiiem,  and  Parliament  stepped  in  and 
aaid — "  We  won't  permit  you  to  trade 
upon  them  and  work  them  more  than 
fhey  can  stand."  He  thoup^ht  there 
would,  tiierefore,  be  no  injustice  in 
masters  saying  to  their  men — "  We  en- 
gage you  in  a  dangerous  occupation,  and 
you  shall  contribute  your  Id,  or  your  2d, 
per  week,"  the  masters,  at  the  same 
tame,  being  compelled  to  do  the  same. 
Was  it  any  hardship  that  a  man  should 
be  told — *'Tou  shall  pay  Id,  or  2d,  per 
week  in  order  to  make  provision  for  your- 
sdf  and  fiunily  in  case  of  injury  during 
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your  hazardous  emplovment,  or,  if  killed, 
to  provide  for  your  widow  and  orphans  ?  " 
There  was  never  any  hardship  nor  any- 
thing degrading  in  such  a  course.  Un- 
less such  a  system  were  made  compulsory, 
the  masters  could  never  be  induced  to 
contribute  their  quota,  although  he  was 
convinced  that  they  were  wilHng  to  do 
what  was  right  in  the  matter.  Work- 
people would  do  what  was  honest  if  they 
were  led  in  the  proper  direction ;  it  was 
not  they  who  wished  for  this  Bill,  but 
only  the  agitators  who  had  persuaded 
them  that  this  Bill  would  make  them 
more  comfortable  and  more  independent. 
Where  the  workpeople  understood  the 
question  they  did  not  want  this  Bill. 
He  heard  the  other  day  from  a  man 
who,  having  been  offered  £100  by  a 
railway  company  for  damages  sustained 
in  a  railway  accident,  went  to  law  and 
recovered  £105,  only  to  find  that  the 
whole  of  that  sum  was  swallowed  up 
by  the  lawyer's  bill.  Many  such  cases 
would  be  met  with  if  this  Bill  became 
law.  It  might  be  said  that  the  evil  of 
litigation  would  cure  itself  in  time ;  but, 
in  the  meantime,  how  much  misery  and 
loss  would  have  been  sustained !  A 
Select  Committee,  it  was  said,  meant 
delay;  but  if  preparations  were  made 
for  the  inquiry  during  the  Becess,  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  Beport  should 
not  be  presented  by  Easter  or  Whitsun- 
tide at  the  latest,  when  more  time  would 
remain  for  legislation  than  was  afforded 
now.  Nobody  would  suffer  from  the 
postponement,  and  the  only  loss  would 
be  one  year's  crop  of  lawsuits.  He  fully 
agreed  in  the  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Durham  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Pease),  and  believed  that  19  out  of  every 
20  men  were  indisposed  for  any  exten- 
sion of  the  law,  or,  in  fact,  wanted  the 
present  Bill  at  all.  It  was  only  through 
one  or  two  going  amonest  them,  repre- 
senting that  they  wanted  to  obtain  some- 
thing that  they  would  never  realize  or  be 
kept  independent  in  the  case  of  accident, 
that  a  number  had  been  induced  to  wish 
for  it  He  believed  that  the  working 
classes  would  rather  have  some  mode  of 
insurance,  so  as  to  have  a  certainty,  than 
to  have  to  be  dragged  through  Courts  of 
Law.  The  amount  of  money  which  would 
be  spent  in  litigation,  but  which  might  be 
employed  in  the  creation  of  an  insurance 
fund,  woidd  be  enormous.  The  fact  was, 
that  the  Bill  had  been  hurriedly  brought 
into  the  House.    He  did  not  believe 
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that  either  the  late  or  the  present 
Government  saw  the  full  bearings  of  it 
when  they  introduced  it.  He  hoped  a 
Select  Committee  would  be  appointed 
to  consider  whether  some  alternative 
scheme,  more  just  both  to  the  working 
classes  and  to  the  employers,  could  not 
be  devised.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mor- 
peth (Mr.  Burt)  had  compared  this  mea- 
sure to  the  Mines  Begulation  Act,  and 
had  remarked  that  when  the  latter  Act 
was  passed  all  the  coalowners  thought 
they  were  going  to  be  ruined,  whereas 
the  result  was  that  they  were  none  the 
worse  o£f.  When  the  Mines  Eegulation 
Act  was  originally  brought  forward  in 
its  crude  form  it  was  a  dangerous  Bill, 
though  nothing  like  so  ruinous  as  this. 
After  four  years'  discussion  in  that  House 
the  Mines  Eegulation  Act  was  brought 
into  its  present  state.  In  that  case  there 
was  a  limit  to  the  liability  which,  imder 
the  present  Bill,  would  be  unlimited. 
He  need  not  point  out  that  no  trade 
could  prosper  where  masters  and  men 
were  in  constant  litigation.  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Chester 
knew  what  would  be  the  effect  of  this 
Bill  he  would  not  press  it.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  position  seemed  to  be 
that  of  an  election  agent.  He  had  got 
a  Bill  to  pass  and  he  must  pass  it,  and 
he  had  got  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
to  assist  him.  If  those  learned  Gentle- 
men would  put  aside  their  law  and  apply 
their  common  sense  to  the  subject,  they 
would  feel  as  strongly  about  the  Bill  as 
he  (Mr.  Knowles)  did.  The  result  of 
passing  the  Bill  would  not  be  to  the 
credit  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  It 
would  do  no  good  to  anybody,  but  would 
injure  both  employers  and  employed. 
If  the  Government  refused  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, they  would  lose  a  c^lden  oppor- 
tunity. He  believed  that  before  such  a 
Committee  evidence  could  be  given  to 
satisfy  them  that  an  alternative  scheme 
of  insurance  would  be  better,  not  only 
for  the  employers  but  for  the  employed. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
moved — 

"  That  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  that  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the^  have  power  to  consider  whether 
efficient  provision  caxmot  be  made  for  all  per- 
sons iniored  daring  their  employment,  and  for 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  those  killed  by  acci- 
dent by  an  insurance  fund  contributed  by  mas- 
ten  and  workmen,  and  whether  the  same  would 
not  be  more  beneficial  to  the  workmen  than  the 
right  of  action  proposed  to  be  given  by  the  BilL" 


Mr,  KnowUi 


Mr.  speaker  said,  the  first  Ques- 
tion to  put  to  the  House  would  be  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, and  the  second  part  of  the 
Amendment  as  to  the  Instructions  to  the 
Committee  could  afterwards  be  pot  if 
the  Amendment  was  carried. 

Mb.  knowles  said,  he  would  more 
it  in  any  way  consistent  with  the  Soles 
of  the  House.  He  would,  then,  sin^  j  pro- 
pose that  the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
oelect  Committee,  and  if  that  proposal 
were  assented  to  he  should  be  hi^py  to 
agree  to  any  Instructions  the  GoTern- 
ment  might  think  right  to  give  the  Ckmi- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *  to  tlie 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  varda 
'*  the  Bill  be  n^erred  to  a  Select  Committee/* — 
{Mr.  Knowles ^) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  supposed  that 
there   was  no  Member  to   whom  the 
House  would  listen  more  willingly  and 
patiently  than  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigan  who  had  just  sat  down  ;  because 
it  was   within  the  knowledge  of  the 
House    that    the    hon.    Member    was 
himself  largely  interested  in  the  trade 
and  in    the  industry  of    the  country, 
had  great  practical  acquaintance  with 
this  particular  question,  and  a  know- 
ledge of  the  subject  which  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bridport  (Mr.  War- 
ton)  candidly  and  honestly  acknowledged 
tliat  he  did  not  possess ;  and,  moreover, 
it  was  well  known  to  many  that  his  rela- 
tions with  his  workpeople  had  alw»B 
been  of  a  most  honourable  nature.     He 
was,  however,  somewhat  in  doubt  whe- 
ther the  hon.    Member  was  speaking 
against    the    Bill    or    was    speaking 
against  time.    He  could  say,  however, 
on  behalf  of  the  Government,  that  they 
had  no  rip^ht — and  they  oertainlv  had 
no  inclination — to  complain  of  the  fullest 
and  most  careful  discussion  of  the  mea- 
sure.   They    knew   very  wdl  that    it 
touched  great  interests,  and  the  trade 
of  this  countrv  was  so  complicated  that 
it  was  difficult  at  first  sight,   without 
very  careful  consideration,  to  see  what 
was  the  exact  incidence  of  a  Bill  of  this 
kind,  and  to  what  degree  the  various 
interests  might  be  affected  by  it.    But 
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lie  was  bound  to  say  that  it  appeared  to 
Iiim  that  the  greatness  of  the  interests 
concerned  made  the  Bepresentatives  of 
those  interests  in  the  House  altogeflier 
too  timid.  They  had  the  hon.  Member 
for  Wigan  telling  them  tiiat  it  would 
render  the  great  properties  invested  in 
mines  and  similar  imdertakings  almost 
worthless.  He  could  only  say  that  if 
the  hon.  Gentleman  could  snow  that 
one-tenth  of  the  accusations  he  brought 
forth  were  justified,  he  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) would  be  the  first  one  to  try  and 
induce  his  Ck)lleaeues  to  withdraw  the 
Bill  from  the  House.  Sidney  Smith 
used  to  say  that  Consols  were  the 
greatest  fools  in  Europe.  He  would  not 
say  that  of  the  interests  concerned ;  but 
he  would  say  that  whenever  this  ques- 
tion was  touched  they  were  always  met 
by  exaggerated  apprehensions.  The 
hon.  Member  had  confessed,  with  re- 
gard to  the  Mines  Begulation  Act,  that 
he  and  those  who  worked  against  the 
Bill  had  entertained  exaggerated  notions 
and  apprehensions. 

Mb.  ENOWLES  explained,  that  what 
be  did  say  was  that  he  objected  to  the 
crude  Bill  as  it  came  into  the  House ; 
but,  after  four  years'  discussion,  it  was 
made  a  different  measure. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  was  glad  to 
hear  that  the  Bill  as  it  left  the  House 
was  so  satisfactory.  That  was  the  first 
time  he  had  heard  a  mineowner  say  so. 
He  knew  reiy  well  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber declared  at  the  time  that  the  Bill 
would  be  the  ruin  of  the  country,  inas- 
much as  it  would  so  hamper  the  home 
industries  that  their  workmen  and  the 
employers  would  have  no  chance  with 
competition  abroad.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  this  Bill  was  20  times 
worse  than  the  Mines  Begulation  BiU. 
Well,  the  extra  cost  thrown  upon  the 
mineowner  under  the  Mines  Begulation 
Act  was  6<f.  per  ton ;  some  put  it  at  1#. 
It  had  been  estimated  that  the  extra 
cost  to  the  mineowner  under  this  Bill 
would  be  \d.  per  ton,  or  l-24th  of  the 
liability  imposed  by  the  Mines  Begula- 
tion Act.  He  was  right  in  reminding 
the  House  that  the  same  objections  were 
taken  to  the  Factory  Acts  when  they 
were  first  brought  l>efbre  the  House; 
and  he  might  quote  some  expressions  of 
opinion  in  reference  to  leeislation  with 
regard  to  the  merchant  uiipping,  and 
aliM>  for  the  seoority  of  the  public  on 
railways.    They  knew,   howerer,  that 


those  industries  had  not  suffered,  but 
had  gone  on  deyeloping  and  improvine  ; 
and  he  ventured  to  think  that  it  woiud 
be  so  in  the  interests  now  represented 
to  be  in  such  a  state  of  alarm  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Wigan.  He  thought 
they  must  say  that  the  discussion  on 
this  measure,  protracted  as  it  was, 
cleared  the  groimd  and  paved  the  way 
for  further  progress.  They  were  able 
to  estimate  the  objections  taken  to  the 
Bill,  together  with  the  altematiYes  pro- 
posed for  the  acceptance  of  the  House. 
One  thing  was  very  marked,  and  that 
was  that  everybody  agreed  that  some- 
thing must  be  done,  and  that  a  clear 
case  had  been  made  out  for  an  alteration 
of  the  law,  and  that  the  sooner  the  al- 
teration was  made  the  better  would  it  be 
for  all  inter^ts  concerned.  It  had  been 
made  clear  that  the  objections  to  the 
Bill  were  practically  confined  to  two 
classes — the  representatives  of  the  rail- 
way interest  in  the  first  place,  and  of 
the  mining  interest  in  the  second.  The 
great  bulk  of  the  trading  interests  of  the 
country  were  perfectly  silent  on  the 
subject.  [*'No,  no :  "]  Well,  he  had 
seen  objections  taken  by  the  general 
trade  of  the  country  to  the  Bill  known 
as  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hast- 
ings, but  none  to  the  Bill  before  the 
House.  But  the  case  for  an  alteration 
of  the  law  was  precisely  the  strong^est  in 
those  two  cases  from  which  the  greatest 
objections  came.  The  agitation  began 
in  connection  with  the  r^way  interest, 
and  arose  from  that  almost  monstrous 
inteipretation  of  the  law  which  recog- 
nized as  fellow-servants  the  working- 
man  earning  30#.  a  week  and  the  man 
drawing  £2,000  or  £3,000  a-year  as 
general  manager.  They  had  been  told 
on  a  previous  occasion  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan  that  there  were,  on 
the  whole,  500,000  persons  employed  in 
the  mining  industries  of  this  country, 
out  of  which  number  about  100,000  per- 
sons were  annuaUv  killed  or  temporarily 
maimed  annuaUv  by  accident !  So  that, 
the  whole  of  those  so  employed  were 
killed  or  disabled  every  five  years.  There 
must  be  something  wrong  in  the  system 
under  which  such  an  enormous  waste  of 
human  life  and  under  which  such  an 
enormous  amount  of  human  suffering 
became  possible,  and  a  change  might 
surely  be  able  to  remedy  this  state  of 
things.  The  objections  taken  to  the  Bill 
were  really  to  tne  original  draft  as  it  was 
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introduced  to  the  House  and  before  the 
modifications,  which  were  promised  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  his  opening  speech,  were 
made.  No  doubt,  the  original  Bill 
created  some  exaggerated  alarm ;  but  the 
ground  for  this  had  been  removed  bj 
the  alterations.  These  alterations  had 
all  been  indicated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  his  opening  speech,  and,  with- 
out affecting  the  main  principle  of  the 
Bill,  they  were  intended  to  define  its  ap- 
plication more  clearly.  The  Qt)vemment 
had  limited  the  definition  of  the  term 
'' superintendent"  until  it  came  to  be 
a  person  delegated  with  authority — a 
master  or  a  person  having  others  under 
his  control,  m  contrast  to  persons  em- 
ployed in  manual  labour.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson)  had  told  them  there  was  no 
principle  in  such  a  definition ;  but,  for 
his  part,  he  thought  otherwise,  as  he 
felt  confident  there  was  a  real  distinc- 
tion between  persons  in  that  position  of 
authority,  acting  in  lieu  of  the  master, 
and  for  whom  the  master  was  expected 
to  make  himself  almost  personally  liable, 
and  in  whose  selection  he  must  exercise 
particular  care  and  attention,  in  contrast 
with  the  ordinary  workman  who  could 
in  no  way  exercise  controL  Then,  they 
had  made  another  modification,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had  not 
alluded,  which  had  a  most  important 
bearing  on  all  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  against  tne  Bill — they  had 
limited  the  amount  of  liability.  They 
had  left  no  longer  any  room  for  extor- 
tionate deman£;  and  what  they  had 
done  was  in  the  interest  of  the  workman 
as  well  as  of  the  employer.  There  was 
no  longer  any  reason  to  expect  any 
difficulty  would  arise  from  extortionate 
claims  being  made  upon  the  employers. 
The  alternative  propoBals  made  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  would,  if  accepted, 
impose  much  greater  liability  on  the 
trade  and  industry  of  the  country  than 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  itself 
as  it  now  stood.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry.  He  had  urged 
that  the  law  could  not  be  left  as  it 
now  was,  and  that  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald),  if  he  was  granted  certain  con- 
cessions. Now,  what  were  those  con- 
cessions which  the   hon.  and  learned 


Jfr.  ChamherMn 


Member   for    Coventry    said   he 

willing    to    adopt?     The    Bill    whioh 
the  hon.    Member  for   Stafford  intro- 
duced   would   make    en^^loyers  liaUe 
for  acts  of  negligence  of  every  work* 
man  in  their  employ.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  D.  Daviea), 
for   instance,   had  4,000   worlanen   in 
his    employ;    and,    therefore,    if    tko 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Staflford 
was  introduced,  the  hon.  Membco'  for 
Cardig^anshire  would  become  liable  for 
the  aicts  of  negliffenoe  of   the  whole 
of    his  4,000  workmen,    whereas    the 
BiU  before  the  House  would  only  make 
the  hon.  Member  liable  for  50  out  of 
the  4,000.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Coventry  asked  that  he  should  re- 
ceive concessions  limiting  the  compensa- 
tion to  £150,  whereas  me  present  pro- 
posal was  three  years'  wages.    The  Ave- 
rage wages  of  the  ooimty  would  not  pro- 
duce more  than  £200;  and,  therefore, 
all  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  in  return  for  raising  the  liabHify 
about    80    times    was    tbit    damages 
should  be  reduced  from  £200  to  £160. 
That  was  sufficient  to  show  that  hon. 
Members  did  not  really  understand  the 
effect    of   the    present     Bill.      Then, 
with  respect  to  the  alternative  of  "  com- 
pulsory insurance,"  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Knowles)  said  he  was  willing  to 
pay  £1  for  £1  paid  by  his  workmen,  aiul 
was  willing  that  that  should  be  not  for 
accidents  occasioned  by  negligence,  but 
for  all  accidents  to  which  worlanen  were 
liable.    But  he  also  said  that  tiie  Bill 
did  not  deal  with  one-twentieth  of  those 
accidents.    Thus,  while  he  said  the  Bill 
was  going  to  ruin  all  the  minine  indus- 
try of  the  Kingdom,  he  was  wflling  to 
undertake  a  liability  which  could  be 
proved  authentically  to    be    ten  timee 
greater  than  the  liability  which  could 
be  incurred  under  the  Bill.    Could  those 
arguments  be  serious  f  Were  they  really 
presented  with  a  view  to  aooeptance  by 
the  House,  or  were  they  onlv  put  for- 
ward to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill  f 
Of  one  thing  he  was  certain.    If  their 
proposals  were  carried  into  effect,  the 
persons  whom  they  represented  would 
say  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
scourge  with  whips,  but  their  Kepresen- 
tatives  proposed  to  scourge  with  aeor- 
pions.    There  was  dearly  an  admitted 
grievance   on    the   part   of  workmso, 
although  the  extent  of  that  grievanoe 
was   open   to   difference    of    opiaioiu 
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Amoog  the  grievances  whicli   existed 
there  was  another  which  had  not  been 
considered,  and  that  grievance  was  that 
there  was  a  positive  immunity  granted  to 
large  employers  as  compared  with  smaller 
employers.     [Mr.  Magdonald  :    Hear, 
hear!]     If  tne  smaller  employer  ex- 
tended his  business,  and  substituted  for 
his    own   personal    inspection    that  of 
managers,  the  workmen  were  left  with- 
out any  compensation  from  the  manager 
in  case  of  an  accident,  and  so  the  em- 
ployer, at  present,  escaped  all  liability. 
Now,  if  it  was  admitted  such  a  grievance 
existed,  surely  it  was  wise  to  attempt  to 
remedy  it,  and  it  was  almost  dangerous 
to  meet   much    a   grievance  with  the 
answer  non  possumut.     Agitation  con- 
tinued, the  House  was  stormed,   and 
hasty  legislation  was  the  consequence, 
whidi  was  much  more  injurious  to  the 
interests  involved  than  it  would  have 
been  if  the  matter  had  been  taken  up  in 
time.  There  were  now  before  the  House 
three  separate  proposals.  First,  there  was 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafiford,  and,  as  they  had  been  urged 
to  speak  frankly  on  the  matter,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  said,  in  the  plainest  possible 
terms,  that  the  (Government  were  unable 
to  accept  the  principle  of  that  Bill.    He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  there  was  not 
some  ground  for  difference  between  a 
stranger  and  a  workman.     A  stranger 
was  entirely  outside  the  operations;  a 
workman  was,  to  a  certain  extent,   a 
partner  in  an  enterprize,  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  he  might  be  called  upon  to 
share  the  risk.    On  this  cpround,  and  on 
the  gproimd  that  a  principle  which  would 
involve  so  indefinite  a  liability  would  in- 
terfere with  trade  and  enteiprize,  they 
had  foimd  themselves  unable  to  accept 
it.    The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  had 
not  been  over  anxious  to  press  his  con- 
clusion, and  he  had  written  a  letter  in 
which  he  had  pointed  out  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  grievance  of  the  work- 
man, and  had  suggested  that  it  should 
be  met  by  making  answerable  for  negli- 
gence not  only  the  employer,  but  all 
tnose  exercising  a  delegated  authority. 
That    modified  view  of  the  case  was 
the  one  which  they  had  endeavoured 
to  meet  by  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  would  also 
abolish    the    distinction    between    the 
workman    and   the   stranger,    and    he 
would  do  it,  not  by  elevating  the  work- 
man to  the  position  of  the  stranger,  but 


by  depressing  the  stranger  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  workman.  He  would  lessen 
the  existing  liability  of  the  employer, 
and  would  not  extend  it  in  the  case  of 
the  workman.  Ko  one  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  bold  enough  to  sup- 

Eort  his  view.    One  effect- of  that  would 
e  that  the  Railway  Oompanies  would 
be  relieved  from  liability  in  respect  of 
accidents;    and  he  did   not  think   the 
public  would  travel  in  peace  of  mind  if 
they  knew  that  they  were  deprived  of 
the  security  furnished  by  the  fact  that  a 
Oompany  would  have  to  pay  a  heavy 
penalty  for  injury  due  to  negligence. 
The  third  proposal  was  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  what  it  did  was  to  lessen 
a  practical  grievance.    It  was  not  pos- 
sible to  obtain  finality  in  this  or  any 
matter ;  but  if  the  Bill  were  passed  the 
case  for  interference  would  be  very  much 
weaker  than  it  was  at  present.     Now, 
what  real    objection    could    be    urged 
against  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  ?    The 
most  serious  was  that  urged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan — that  it  would  en- 
courage litigation.    To  lessen  the  risk 
of  that  the  Oovemment  entreated  the 
assistance  of  the  House;  and  if  there 
were  any  way  in  which  the  liability  to 
litigation  coidd  be  reduced,  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  glad  to  accept  it.    But 
the  general  argument  was  an  argument 
against  all  concession  of  leg^  right,  for, 
if  there  were  no  law,  there  would  be  no 
litigation.    They  could  not  have  a  legal 
remedy  without  opening  the    way   to 
litigation.     Whether,  in  practice,   the 
amount  of  litigation  would  be  as  se- 
rious as  was  supposed  he  was  inclined 
to  doubt.     One  or  two  questions  might 
arise;    but  as    many   decisions  would 
settle  them  once  for  all.    The  proba- 
bility of  litigation  had  been  immensely 
lessened,    if  not    altogether   removed, 
by  the  proposal  to  limit  the  maximum 
amoimt  of  compensation.    The  largest 
sum  a  workman  could    receive  would 
not  generally  exceed  £200,  and  in  a 
vast  number  of  cases  it  would  be  much 
less.     No  doubt,  the  employer  would 
make  an  effort  to  come  to  some  agree- 
ment ;   and  as  a  sum  of  from  £20  to 
£50  would  represent  the  difference  be- 
tween the  cliam  and  the  offer,  it  was 
not  likely  that  sensible  people  on  either 
side  woiQd  waste  the  money  that  should 
go  into  the  pocket  of  one  party  or  the 
otiier.  Whether  the  Bill  would  do  any- 
thing to  expose  us  still  further  to  foreign 
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introduced  to  the  House  and  before  the 
modifications,  which  were  promised  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Qovem- 
ment  Board  in  his  opening  speech,  were 
made.  No  doubt,  the  original  Bill 
created  some  exaggerated  alarm ;  but  the 
ground  for  this  had  been  removed  by 
the  alterations.  These  alterations  had 
all  been  indicated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  his  opening  speech,  and,  with- 
out affecting  the  main  principle  of  the 
Bill,  they  were  intended  to  define  its  ap- 
plication more  clearly.  The  Ooyemment 
had  limited  the  definition  of  the  term 
'^  superintendent'' until  it  came  to  be 
a  person  delegated  with  authority — a 
master  or  a  person  haying  others  under 
his  control,  m  contrast  to  persons  em- 
ployed in  manual  labour.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson)  had  told  them  there  was  no 
principle  in  such  a  definition ;  but,  for 
his  part,  he  thought  otherwise,  as  he 
felt  confident  there  was  a  real  distinc- 
tion between  persons  in  that  position  of 
authority,  acting  in  lieu  of  the  master, 
and  for  whom  the  master  was  expected 
to  make  himself  almost  personally  liable, 
and  in  whose  selection  he  must  exercise 
particular  care  and  attention,  in  contrast 
with  the  ordinary  workman  who  could 
in  no  way  exercise  control.  Then,  they 
had  made  another  modification,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had  not 
alluded,  which  had  a  most  important 
bearing  on  all  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  against  tne  Bill — they  had 
limited  the  amount  of  liability.  They 
had  left  no  longer  any  room  for  extor- 
tionate demand;  and  what  they  had 
done  was  in  the  interest  of  the  workman 
as  well  as  of  the  employer.  There  was 
no  longer  any  reason  to  expect  any 
difficulty  would  arise  from  extortionate 
claims  being  made  upon  the  employers. 
The  alternative  proposals  made  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  would,  if  accepted, 
impose  much  greater  liability  on  the 
trade  and  industry  of  the  coimtry  than 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  itself 
as  it  now  stood.  Take,  for  instence, 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry.  He  had  urged 
that  the  law  could  not  be  left  as  it 
now  was,  and  that  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald),  if  he  was  granted  certain  con- 
cessions. Now,  what  were  those  con- 
cessions which  the   hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Coventry  said  he  vas 
willing  to  adopt?  The  BiU  wUch 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  intro- 
duced would  make  employers  liabk 
for  acto  of  negligence  of  eveiy  work- 
man in  their  employ.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  D.  Dalies), 
for  instance,  had  4,000  workmen  in 
his  employ;  and,  therefore,  if  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Staioxd 
was  introduced,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiganshire  would  become  liable  for 
the  austs  of  negligence  of  the  whole 
of  his  4,000  worKmeUi  whereas  the 
Bill  before  the  House  would  onlymske 
the  hon.  Member  liable  for  50  out  of 
the  4,000.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Coventry  asked  that  he  shoold  re- 
ceive concessions  limiting  the  compensa- 
tion to  £150,  whereas  me  present  pro- 
posal was  three  years'  wages.  The  are- 
rage  wages  of  the  county  would  not  pro- 
duce more  than  £200 ;  and,  tlierefore, 
all  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  in  return  for  raising  the  lialnlity 
about  80  times  was  that  damages 
should  be  reduced  from  £200  to  £150. 
That  was  sufficient  to  show  that  hon. 
Members  did  not  really  tmderstand  the 
effect  of  the  present  Bill.  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  altomative  of  ''com- 
pulsory insurance,"  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Knowles)  said  he  was  willing  to 
pay  £1  for  £l  paid  by  his  workmen,  and 
was  willing  that  that  should  be  not  for 
accidents  occasioned  by  negligence,  but 
for  all  accidents  to  which  worlonen  were 
liable.  But  he  also  said  that  the  Bill 
did  not  deal  with  one-twentieth  of  those 
accidents.  Thus,  while  he  said  the  Bill 
was  going  to  ruin  all  the  mining  indus- 
try of  the  Kingdom,  he  was  willing  to 
undertake  a  liability  which  could  be 
proved  authentically  to  be  ten  times 
greater  than  the  liabiHiy  which  oonld 
be  incurred  under  the  Bill.  Could  those 
arguments  be  serious  ?  Were  they  really 
presented  with  a  view  to  acceptance  bj 
the  House,  or  were  they  only  put  forj 
ward  to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill? 
Of  one  thing  he  was  certain.  If  their 
proposals  were  carried  into  effect,  the 
persons  whom  they  represented  would 
say  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
scourge  with  whips,  but  their  Bepresw- 
tetives  proposed  to  scourge  with  sow- 
pions.  There  was  dearly  an  admitted 
grievance  on  the  part  of  workmeD, 
although  the  extent  of  that  grieraaM 
was   open   to   difference    of  opbaoa* 
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Among  the  grioTances  wbicli   existed 
there  was  another  which  had  not  been 
considered,  and  that  grievance  was  that 
there  was  a  positive  immunity  granted  to 
large  employersasoompared  with  smaller 
employers.     [Mr.  Macdonald  :    Hear, 
hearll     If  the  smaller  employer  ex- 
tended his  business,  and  substituted  for 
his    own    personal    inspection    that  of 
managers,  the  workmen  were  left  with- 
out any  oompensation  from  the  manager 
in  case  of  an  accident,  and  so  the  em- 
ployer, at  present,  escaped  all  liability. 
Now,  if  it  was  admitted  such  a  grievance 
existed,  surely  it  was  wise  to  attempt  to 
remedy  it,  and  it  was  almost  dangerous 
to  meet   much    a   grievance  with  the 
answer  non  possumui.     Agitation  con- 
tinued, the  House  was  stormed,   and 
hasty  legislation  was  the  consequence, 
which  was  much  more  injurious  to  the 
interests  involved  than  it  would  have 
been  if  the  matter  had  been  taken  up  in 
time.  There  were  now  before  the  House 
three  separate  proposals.  First,  there  was 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafi&rd,  and,  as  they  had  been  urged 
to  speak  frankly  on  the  matter,  his  rieht 
hon.  Friend  said,  in  the  plainest  possible 
terms,  that  the  (Government  were  unable 
to  accept  the  principle  of  that  Bill.    He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  there  was  not 
some  g^und  for  difference  between  a 
stranger  and  a  workman.     A  stranger 
was  entirely  outside  the  operations;  a 
workman  was,  to  a  certain  extent,   a 
partner  in  an  enterprize,  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  he  might  be  called  upon  to 
share  the  risk.     On  this  ground,  and  on 
the  gpround  that  a  principle  which  would 
involve  so  indefinite  a  liability  would  in- 
terfere with  trade  and  enterprize,  they 
had  found  themselves  unable  to  accept 
it.    The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  had 
not  been  over  anxious  to  press  his  con- 
clusion, and  he  had  written  a  letter  in 
which  he  had  pointed  out  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  g^evance  of  the  work- 
man, and  had  suggested  that  it  should 
be  met  by  making  answerable  for  negli- 
gence not  only  the  employer,  but  all 
those  exercising  a  delegated  authority. 
That    modified  view  of  the  case  was 
the  one  which  they  had  endeavoured 
to  meet  by  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  would  also 
abolish    the    oistinction    between    the 
workman    and   the    stranger,    and    he 
Would  do  it,  not  by  elevating  the  work- 
man to  the  position  of  the  stranger,  but 


by  depressing  the  stranger  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  workman.  He  would  lessen 
the  existing  liability  of  the  employer, 
and  would  not  extend  it  in  the  case  of 
the  workman.  Ko  one  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  bold  enough  to  sup- 

Eort  his  view.    One  effect- of  that  would 
e  that  the  Eiulway  Oompanies  would 
be  relieved  from  liability  in  respect  of 
accidents;    and  he  did   not  think   the 
public  would  travel  in  peace  of  mind  if 
they  knew  that  they  were  deprived  of 
the  security  furnished  by  the  fact  that  a 
Company  would  have  to  pay  a  heavy 
penalty  for  injury  due  to  negligence. 
The  third  proposal  was  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  what  it  did  was  to  lessen 
a  practical  grievance.    It  was  not  pos- 
sible to  obtain  finality  in  this  or  any 
matter ;  but  if  the  Bill  were  passed  the 
case  for  interference  would  be  very  much 
weaker  than  it  was  at  present.     Now, 
what  real    objection    could    be    urged 
against  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  ?    The 
most  serious  was  that  urged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan — that  it  would  en- 
courage litigation.    To  lessen  the  risk 
of  that  the  (Government  entreated  the 
assistance  of  the  House;  and  if  there 
were  any  way  in  which  the  liability  to 
litigation  coidd  be  reduced,  the  Govern- 
ment woidd  be  glad  to  accept  it.    But 
the  general  argument  was  an  argument 
against  all  concession  of  legal  right,  for, 
if  there  were  no  law,  there  would  be  no 
litigation.    They  could  not  have  a  legal 
remedy  without  opening  the    way   to 
litigation.     Whether,   in  practice,   the 
amount  of  litigation  would  be  as  se- 
rious as  was  supposed  he  was  inclined 
to  doubt.    One  or  two  questions  might 
arise;    but  as    many   decisions  would 
settle  them  once  for  all.    The  proba- 
bility of  litigation  had  been  immensely 
lessened,    if  not    altogether   removed, 
by  the  proposal  to  limit  the  maximum 
amount  of  compensation.    The  largest 
sum  a  workman  could    receive  would 
not  generally  exceed  £200,  and  in  a 
vast  number  of  cases  it  would  be  much 
less.     No  doubt,  the  employer  would 
make  an  effort  to  come  to  some  agree- 
ment;  and  as  a  sum  of  from  £20  to 
£50  would  represent  the  difference  be- 
tween the  claim  and  the  offer,  it  was 
not  likely  that  sensible  people  on  either 
side  woiQd  waste  the  money  that  should 
go  into  the  pocket  of  one  party  or  the 
other.  Whether  the  Bill  would  do  any- 
thing to  expose  us  still  further  to  foreign 
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consistent  with  disapproval  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule.  A  few  days  ago  he  had  the 
honour  to  preside  at  a  meeting  of  the 
Council  of  the  General  Association  of 
Church  School  Managers  and  Teachers  ; 
and  while  the  meeting  was  desirous  of 
promoting  the  education  of  the  children 
of  the  elementary  schools,  it  was  una- 
nimously of  opinion,  and  had  drawn  up 
a  Petition  to  that  effect,  that  at  present 
the  interests  of  those  children  were 
really  injured  by  the  Fourth  Schedule. 
What  they  desired  to  see  was  facilities 
afforded  to  the  children  of  elementary 
schools  for  continuing  their  education  in 
secondary  schools. 

The  Duke  of  AEGYLL  :  Lty  Lords, 
I  am  glad  the  noble  Earl  opposite  (Earl 
Nelson)  has  made  the  explanation  he 
has  now  given,  because  it  is  undoubtedly 
true  that  a  general  impression  prevails 
out-of-doors  that  the  vote  of  this  House 
the  other  night  was  a  "  re-actionary " 
vote — a  vote  in  contradistinction  to  and 
calculated  to  arrest  the  progress  of  edu- 
cation. I  am  convinced  that  the  ma- 
jority of  those  Peers  who  voted  on  that 
occasion  have  no  wish  to  lower  the  stan- 
dard of  education.  The  fault  was  their 
own,  both  from  their  speeches  and  their 
votes ;  and  I  am,  I  confess,  very  much 
puzzled  to  understand  how  the  noble 
Duke  could  have  concurred  in  a  vote, 
not  for  the  Amendment  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule,  not  for  the  preservation  of 
those  modifications  of  it  which  he  him- 
self initiated,  and  for  which  there  is 
much  to  be  said — ^I  am  puzzled  to  make 
out  how  he  could  have  voted  in  favour 
of  striking  out  the  whole  of  the  Fourth 
Schedule  altogether.  The  allusion  of 
the  noble  Ean  (Earl  Nelson)  has  also 
convinced  me  that  the  views  I  hold  on 
the  subject  have  been  misunderstood, 
and  I  am  confirmed  in  that  by  the  fact 
that  the  noble  Earl  on  the  Bench  below 
me  (Earl  Fortescue),  who  voted  on  that 
side  the  other  night,  has  sent  me  a 
pamphlet  on  the  subject,  with  almost 
every  word  of  which  I  find  I  concur. 
There  were  two  distinct  propositions  in 
that  pamphlet,  and  one  is  that  the 
middle-class  and  secondary  education 
shall  not  be  paid  for  out  of  the  rates. 
In  that  opinion  I  entirely  concur.  I 
hold  it  as  strongly  as  any  noble  Lord  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  that  we 
should,  as  far  as  possible,  not  provide 
for  secondary  or  what  is  called  middle- 
class  education  out  of  the  rates,  which 
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are  intended  for  primary  education ;  but 
then,  my  Ix>rds,  there  was  a  second  pro- 
position which  was  entirely  distinct, 
and  that  was  that  in  primary  schools  you 
should  not  teach  any  elements  except 
the  elements  of  reading,  writing,  and 
arithmetic,  a  wholly  separate  proposi- 
tion, and  from  that  I  wholly  dissent.  I 
hold  that  there  are  many  subjects  of 
which  you  can  teach  the  elements  in 
primary  schools.  That  is  a  totally  dif- 
ferent proposition  from  the  others  to 
which  I  have  referred.  Perhaps  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  will  say,  how  do 
you  distinguish  between  secondary  or 
middle-class  education  and  primary 
education  ?  There  are  but  two  ways  of 
distinguishing  between  these  two  sub- 
jects, and  they  are  by  definition  as 
to  age,  and  also  by  limitation  of  ex- 
pense. The  attempt  to  separate  the 
two  kinds  of  education  by  exclusion  of 
particular  subjects  is  to  my  mind  wholly 
futile  and  erroneous,  because  there  is 
no  subject  of  which  you  cannot  reach 
the  elements,  and  any  distinction  breaks 
down  entirely  if  you  follow  the  prin- 
ciple laid  down  by  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Kichmond  and  Gordon),  because 
I  believe  he  is  the  author  of  the  para- 
graph in  the  Education  Code  which  in- 
troduces class  subjects.  The  defini- 
tion of  class  subjects  is  this  —  sub- 
jects that  can  be  taught  by  means 
of  reading  lessons.  Now,  what  can 
be  taught  by  means  of  reading  lessons, 
or  what  is  there  that  cannot  be  taught 
by  means  of  reading?  Hardly  any. 
To  refer  to  what  I  have  already  said  on 
the  subject  of  education  in  Scotland — 
and  I  can  say  this,  that  in  the  course  of 
reading  lessons  given  in  that  country  all 
sorts  of  subjects  are  taught  to  the  child- 
ren with  great  success — I  shall  never  for- 
get, about  20  years  ago,  going  into  a  little 
school  in  one  of  the  Western  Highlands 
of  Scotland.  It  was  a  school  wmch  ex- 
ternally would  have  raised  the  horror  of 
the  noble  Earl  the  Lord  President  of  the 
Council.  It  would  not  have  suited  any 
of  the  rules  laid  down  by  him.  It  was 
what  was  called  a  dry  stone  building, 
with  a  thatched  I'oof  and  a  mud  floor. 
On  going  into  the  school  I  found  in  it  a 
number  of  children,  extremely  poor, 
reading  a  lesson  with  extraordinary  in- 
telligence of  expression.  One  of  the 
first  subjects  given  to  the  children  to 
read  me  was  a  description  of  how  me- 
tallic ores  were  treated  before  the  smelt- 
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Whole  House.  He  had  already  -said 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had 
frankly  admitted  that  the  effect  of  re- 
ferring the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee 
would  be  to  make  legislation  impossible 
this  Session.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coyentry  had  said  he  would 
use  his  best  endeavours  to  secure  an 
immediate  Keport,  so  that  they  might 
proceed  in  the  present  Session.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Baronet  knew  that  he 
could  not  necessarily  control  the  action 
of  those  who  might  happen  to  be  his 
Colleagues.  It  was  perfectly  absurd  to 
suppose  that  if  the  Bill  were  referred  to 
a  Select  Committee  the  result  would  be 
other  than  he  had  described.  If  that 
were  so  they  would  haye  an  agitation, 
because  this  was  a  question  which  in- 
terested a  ^eat  number  of  people.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had  spoken 
about  a  great  number  of  Petitions 
haying  been  presented  against  the  Bill. 
Did  the  hon.  Gentleman  recollect  that 
there  had  been  a  much  larger  number 
presented  in  fayour  of  the  Bill,  and  that 
it  would  be  much  easier  to  get  a  great 
number  of  signatures  in  fayour  of  the 
Bill  than  against  it  ?  On  the  one  hand, 
they  had  the  almost  unanimous  opinion 
of  the  working  classes  of  the  country  in 
fayour  of  the  Bill;  and  on  the  other 
hand,  they  had  a  more  or  less  diyided 
opinion  on  the  part,  of  the  employers. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  Bill  was  per- 
fect ;  but  the  Goyemment  were  ready  to 
come  to  the  consideration  of  Amend- 
ments in  Committee  with  a  frank  and 
open  mind.  He  trusted  that  they  would 
be  allowed  to  make  progress,  A  Select 
Committee  was  a  natural  resource  of  a 
Goyemment  that  did  not  want  to  legis- 
late, and  of  a  Parliament  that  was  weary 
of  legislation.  This  Goyemment  or  this 
Parhament  was  not  yet  tired  of  legisla- 
tion. If  Parliament  would  approach 
the  question  with  a  hearty  goodwill  they 
miffht  settle  it,  at  all  eyents,  for  a  time, 
and  they  might  remoye  great  injustices 
and  glaring  irreg^arities,  and  make  a 
real  contribution  to  the  contentment  and 
also  to  the  security  of  the  working  popu- 
lation. 

Mb.  SOHBEIBEB,  who  had  giyen 
Notice  of  an  Amendment  that  the  House 
should  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill 
that  day  three  months,  said :  Sir,  Her 
Majesty's  Gk)yemment,  I  am  certain, 
will  not  complain  of  any  amount  of  dis- 
cussion whion  this  measure  may  receiye. 


First,  because  this  particular  Bill  has 
neyer  had.  a  second  reading ;  and  next, 
because,  as  has  been  already  seen,  dis- 
cussion helps  the  (Goyemment  to  imder- 
stand  the  consequences  of  its  own  pro- 
posals. Now,  Sir,  when  this  question 
was  first  brought  under  the  notice  of 
this  House,  we  were  told,  in  peremptory 
tones,  that  ''it  was  time  we  made  up 
our  minds  and  passed  a  Bill."  It  will 
hardly  be  belieyed  that  when  a  Member 
of  the  Goyemment  went  so  far  as  to 
address  that  language  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  the  Goyemment  itself  had 
not  performed  the  preliminary  exercise 
of  making  up  its  own  mind,  as  is  shown 
in  the  altered  proyisions  of  the  re-com- 
mitted Bill  before  us.  Well,  then,  after 
the  yery  interesting  and  instructiye 
debate  of  last  Friday  on  the  Bill,  I  can- 
not deny  myself  the  hope  that  fresh  light 
i^&y  again  haye  broken  on  the  minds  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  For  example, 
there  was  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Coyentry  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson),  who  neyer  addresses  this 
House  without  instructing  it,  and  who 
is  always  so  sensible  that,  if  I  did  not 
know  he  was  an  eminent  lawyer,  I 
should  haye  thought  he  was  a  layman. 
Well,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
pleaded — and  pleaded  passionately — for 
three  things.  First,  that  the  Bill  should 
go  to  a  Select  Committee ;  next,  that  a 
maximum  amount,  say,  of  £100,  should 
be  named  for  compensation  in  the  Bill ; 
thirdly,  that  the  principle  of  mutual  as- 
surance should  receiye  recognition  in  the 
Bill.  His  prayer  was,  at  the  time,  re- 
fused; and  if,  haying  considered  the 
matter  in  the  interyal,  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  still  persist  in  that  refusal,  I 
see  nothing  for  it  but  to  labour  with  the 
same  persistence  for  the  rejection  of  the 
Bill.  My  first  objection.  Sir,  to  this 
Bill  is  founded  upon  considerations  of 
time.  We  are  still  too  near  to  the  late 
General  Election.  We  ought  to  wait 
till  that  eyent  has  receded  further  into 
the  distance,  and  we  are  able  to  legis- 
late in  colder  blood.  Brought  forward 
at  this  juncture,  the  measure  has  too 
much  the  appearance  of  a  ''  bill"  drawn 
upon  the  capitalists  of  the  country  to 
pay  an  electioneering  debt.  Further, 
if,  in  the  present  state  of  Public  Busi- 
ness and  at  this  period  of  the  Session  it 
is  impossible  to  make  a  good  measure  of 
this  Bill,  then  eyery  hour  spent  upon  it 
will  be  an  hour  wasted.    But,  Sir,  I  go 
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further,  and  I  say  that  whatever  the 
btate  of  Public  Business,  whatever  the 
period  of  the  Session,  and  whatever  the 
time  at  our  command,  we  shall  never  be 
able  to  make  a  good  measure  of  this 
Bill.  For  what  is  its  real  character? 
It  is  a  Bill,  Sir,  to  harass  the  employer, 
to  multiply  accidents,  to  vex  capital,  to 
reduce  wages,  and,  generally,  to  ''kill 
the  goose  which  lays  the  golden  eggs." 
It  is,  then,  a  Bill  most  strongly  to  be 
resisted  in  the  interests  of  the  very  class 
who  have  forced  this  question  to  the 
front.  Now,  I  do  not  know,  Sir,  what 
pledges  hon.  Gentlemen  on  either  side 
of  the  House  may  have  given  to  their 
constituents ;  but  I  gave  none  on  this, 
or  any  other  question,  unless,  indeed,  it 
were  that  I  would  do  my  best  to  prevent 
the  light  hon.  Oentleman  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemmentfrom  ruin- 
ing the  great  interests  of  the  country, 
and  which  pledge  I  now  discharge  by  my 
opposition  to  this  Bill.  What,  then,  is 
the  position  of  the  employer  ?  His  in- 
terests and  the  reqnirementB  of  the 
existing  law  already  impose  upon  him 
extreme  carefulness  in  the  prevention  of 
accidents,  which  have  their  most  fertile 
source  in  the  carelessness  of  the  men. 
And  what  does  this  Bill  do  ?  It  extends 
the  liability  of  the  employer  by  setting 
up  a  division  and  sub-division  of  dele- 
gated authority ;  it  increases  his  risks  by 
tending  to  make  the  men  less  careful ; 
and,  having  extended  his  liability  and 
increased  his  risks,  it  subjeote  him  to 
heavy  fines,  levied  under  these  new  and 
most  inequiteble  conditions.  Now,  Sir, 
that  the  liability  of  the  employer  will 
be  increased  by  the  delegation  and  sub- 
delegation  of  authority  is  evident  already; 
that  the  workman  will  be  made  less  care- 
ful is  not,  perhaps,  so  apparent;  but 
what  other  effect  can  the  knowledge  have 
than  that,  in  the  event  of  an  accident, 
he  or  his  representatives  will  be  com- 
pensated out  of  the  employer's  pocket  ? 
And  this  is  not  the  only  way.  The  Bill, 
if  it  is  to  come  into  general  operation, 
will  be  fatal  to  the  system  of  mutuf^  in- 
surance, which  is  the  best  security  for 
increased  carefulness,  by  making  it  the 
interest  of  each  man  to  keep  a  wateh 
upon  his  fellow.  This  Bill,  Sir,  and 
mutual  insurance  are  alternatives  which 
exclude  each  other.  If  this  Bill  is  to 
prevail  it  will  be  fatal  to  mutual  in- 
surance, which  is  educating  the  work- 
man in  providence  and  carefulness.    If 
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mutual  insurance  is  to  prevail,  why  are 
we  wasting  our  time  upon  this  BUI  on 
this,  the  6th  of  July  ?  And  now,  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  the  real  bone  of 
contention — ^the  pajnment  of  compensa- 
tion. I  shall  be  told  tiiat  if  alinoet  all 
accidents  have  their  origin  in  the  care- 
lessness of  the  workmen,  the  employer 
has  only  to  prove  it  and  he  will  not  be 
fined.  But  how  is  he  to  prove  it,  when 
all  the  witnesses  are  retained  on  tiie 
other  side?  Besides,  I  dare  say  that 
to  the  Law  Ofiioers  of  the  Crown,  who 
spend  their  lives  in  the  extatio  contem* 
plation  of  interminable  law-suits,  no- 
thing seems  so  natural,  or  even  agree- 
able, as  that  an  employer  should  carry 
his  workmen  into  the  Oountv  Court; 
but  I  tell  the  hon.  and  learned  Oentte- 
man,  that  the  relations  which  now  obtain 
between  the  best  of  masters  and  their 
men  are  so  strained  and  difficult  that  it 
only  requires  the  able  assistance  of  a 
few  local  attorneys  to  make  them  alto- 
gether impossible.  In  this  matter.  Sir, 
no  greater  evil  can  befall  the  men  thui 
to  hand  them  over  to  ihat  parasite  of 
their  class,  the  pettyfogging  attorney. 
Well,  then,  is  the  employer  the  person 
who  ought  to  bear  this  fine  ?  The  Cb- 
vemment  will  say,  of  course,  he  is ;  but 
this  (Government  displays  a  wondeifal 
aptitude  for  being  liberal  with  other 
people's  money,  and  strongly  reminds 
me  of  the  man  in  Sydney  Smith's  story, 
who  was  so  moved  with  a  charier  sermon 
that  he  emptied  both  his  neighbour's 
pookete  into  the  plate.  For  myself,  I 
shall  think  that  the  equities  of  the  ques- 
tion are  better  understood  when  I  near 
what  compensation  the  State  offers  to  an 
employer  in  the  event  of  his  stook,  his 
plant,  his  mine,  his  propertv  being  in- 
jured by  an  accident  havmg  ito  origin  in 
the  carelessness  of  the  men.  Can,  then, 
employers  bear  this  fine  ?  In  the  present 
stete  of  trade  they  cannot  With  one 
conspicuous  exception,  better  Imown  to 
me  than  to  anv  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  but  well  known  to  many  hum. 
Members  of  this  House,  the  ironmasters 
of  South  Wales,  during  the  late  depres- 
sion of  trade,  closed  their  works  rather 
than  continue  an  unprofitable  mano&c- 
ture.  Since  this  Oovemment  was  formed 
we  have  had  again  a  heavy  fall  in  the 
prices  of  coal  and  iron.  Let  these  gen- 
tlemen once  think  that  the  Gtovemment 
proposes  to  lay  upon  them  burdens 
greater  than  they  can  bear,  and  they 
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mitV  doee  their  works  again — this  time 
without  the  conspicuous  exception.  And 
if  they  do  I  would  have  the  Prime 
Minister  look  to  it,  for  he  will  hardly 
realize  his  Estimates  of  Oustoms  and 
Excise.  That,  Sir,  would  be  a  whole- 
some lesson,  and  would  teach  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  obligations  of  the 
State  to  those  great  pioneers  of  industry, 
whose  capital  must  be  profitably  em- 
ployed if  the  taxes  are  to  be  paid.  Once 
more,  Sir,  from  what  fund  is  the  employer 
to  take  Uiis  fine  ?  If  out  of  the  labour 
fund  of  the  employed,  wages  must  fall.  If, 
asl  think  more  accurate,  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  consumers,  prices  must  rise,  and  we 
shall  lose  our  markets.  In  either  ease 
this  Bill  should  be  opposed,  not  so  much 
on  behalf  of  the  employer  whom  it  fines, 
as  of  the  workman  whom  it  will  ruin. 
And  now,  Sir^  a  few  wor4s  as  to  the 
**  muddle  "  into  which  all  Public  Busi- 
ness is  getting — this  Bill  included.  It 
is  due  to  the  utter  incapacity  of  Her 
Majesty's  Gbvemment  to  understand  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  their  unwilling- 
ness to  take  this  House  into  their  con- 
fidence. Three  measures  are  now  before 
us  which  this  House  detests.  I  need 
Qot  name  them ;  but  this  is  one  of  them. 
Between  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Home  Secretary  there  would  seem  to  be 
a  division  of  labour  and  a  distribution  of 
parts.  The  latter  threatens  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  the  former  coerces 
his  own  majority.  But  Party  allegiance 
may  be  strained  omtil  it  snaps ;  and  to 
threaten  this  House  is  the  surest  way  to 
stop  all  legislation.  Let  me  recidl  the 
experience  of  1866,  when  we  deposed  a 
Minister  who  threatened  us,  and  changed 
a  €U>vemment  rather  than  pass  a  Bill 
which  we  disliked.  And  let  me  invite 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  take  some 
account  of  the  wishes  of  his  faithful  fol- 
lowers, and  of  the  stubborn  resistance  of 
his  opponents,  and  allow  this  BiU  to  go 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mb.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  thought  this 
was  a  question  on  which  they  ought  to 
attach  weight  to  the  opinion  of  those 
who  knew  something  about  the  rela- 
tions between  employers  and  em- 
ployed. In  the  speeches  which  had 
been  delivered  he  failed  to  find  anv 
justification  for  the  legislation-  whicn 
WM  DOW  being  propoMl.  The  Preri- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade  alluded  very 
slightly  to  the  Select  Committee  whicn 
investigated  this  question.    He  did  not 


wonder  at  this,  because  the  Beport  of 
the  Committee  was  wholly  adverse  to 
the  lines  laid  down  in  this  Bill.  The 
Committee  reported  that  no  case  had 
been  made  out  for  any  alteration  of  the 
law  relatine  to  the  liability  of  employers 
to  their  woi^men  for  injury  in  the  course 
of  their  employment  except  in  three  cases 
— ^that  of  Corporations,  that  of  employers 
who  delegated  their  authority,  and  that 
of  contractors,  whose  men  were  consi- 
dered not  to  be  in  common  employment 
with  those  who  were  engaged  in  similar 
work  in  the  same  place.  With  these  ex- 
ceptions, the  Committee  stated  that  no 
case  was  made  out  for  legislation  ;  and 
yet  the  Government  were  now  proporine , 
on  their  own  Motion,  and,  as  he  thought 
without  justification,  to  alter  the 
existing  law  on  wholly  di£Eerent  prin- 
ciples. The  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  seemed  to  think  the  law 
had  been  altered  in  1837  ;  but  that  was 
not  the  opinion  of  the  Committee.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  justification  there 
was  for  the  Government,  without  any 
investigation,  coming  forward  and  pro- 

C*ng  this  tremendous  alteration  of  the 
?  They  adopted  the  crude  measure 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hastings  (Mr. 
Brassey) ;  but,  immediately  after  throw- 
ing it  on  the  Table,  they  saw  the  neces- 
sity of  taking  it  back  and  introducing 
into  it  material  alterations.  The  Pre* 
sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  said 
that  those  who  asked  that  the  matter 
should  be  duly  considered  put  for- 
ward a  dilatory  plea.  He  denied  al- 
together that  such  was  the  case.  He 
was  not  in  the  House  when  the  Home 
Secretaiy  characterized  those  who  pro- 
posed to  refer  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee as  "ringleaders,"  and  he  was 
glad  he  was  not  present.  This  was 
a  very  grave  question.  They  were  deal- 
ing with  the  whole  of  the  industries  of 
this  great  coimtry,  introducing  new 
relations  between  employers  and  em- 
ployed in  opposition  to  the  Report 
of  a  strong  Committee;  and  were 
those  who  asked  for  further  considera- 
tion to  be  told  they  were  putting  for- 
ward a  **  dilatoi^  plea,"  and  to  be  called 
''  ringleaders"  in  preventing  legislation 
for  the  good  of  the  workmg  classes  ? 
He  deniM  that  they  were  ti&ing  any 
course  but  what  would  be  beneficial  to 
the  working  dasses.  His  impression, 
from  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said, 
was  that  he  did  not  see  the  full  extent 
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to  whicli  the  present  liability  of  em- 
ployers would  DO  extended.  By  the  3rd 
section,  even  as  modified,  if  a  man  were 
injured  through  the  negligence  of  an- 
other who  had  any  authority  delegated 
to  him,  the  owner  was  to  be  liable  for 
the  negligence  of  one  over  whom  he  had 
not  the  slightest  control.  He  went  the 
entire  length  of  the  Committee  which 
reported  to  the  House,  and  would  go 
further.  The  person  selected  by  the 
master  to  superintend  might  be  regarded 
as  representing  the  master,  and  the 
master  ought  to  be  held  responsible  for 
negligence  on  his  part.  But  how  to  de- 
fine ''agency"  was  one  of  the  most 
difficult  points  which  could  be  conceived. 
Anyone  who  had  experience  of  Election 
Petitions  would  understand  that,  and  it 
was  still  more  difficult  to  define  agency 
in  the  case  of  mines.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  spoke  last  spoke  lightly 
of  the  crop  of  litigation  to  which  this 
Bill  would  give  rise ;  but  that  was  what 
he  (Mr.  Hussey  Yirian)  most  objected 
to..  That  was  a  consideration  which 
might  recommend  the  measure  to  the 
favour  of  the  lawyers,  who  lived  by  liti- 
gation, but  not  to  him,  who  regarded 
Otigation  with  horror  and  detestation. 
He  had  had  a  long  business  life,  and 
throughout  the  whole  of  his  career  had 
looked  upon  litigation  as  something 
horrible ;  but  that  was  not  the  lawyer's 
view  of  it,  nor  was  it  to  be  expected  that 
he  should  regard  his  bread  and  butter 
with  horror.  A  lawyer,  therefore,  was 
not  a  proper  judge  of  the  propriety  of 

f>assing  a  law  likely  to  entail  endless 
itigation  between  employers  and  work- 
men, nor  was  he  capable  of  pronouncing 
a  sound  opinion  upon  it ;  and  when  he 
interfered  between  them  and  their  work- 
men, and  caused  serious  questions  to 
arise  between  them,  then  he  (Mr.  Hussey 
Vivian)  must  deprecate  and  dissent  from 
such  legislation.  It  had  been  pointed  out 
by  the  Member  for  StafiTom  that  an 
employer  would  be  bound  to  prove  that 
the  injury  was  not  caused  by  the  act  of 
his  agent.  But  a  master  must  do  his 
best  to  uphold  his  agent,  otherwise  his 
influence  over  the  workmen  would  be  de- 
stroyed. He  hoped  it  would  not  be  sup- 
posed that  he  desired  to  escape  any 
pecuniary  liability  which  he  ought  pro- 
perly to  come  under;  but  he  strongly 
objected  to  the  indefinite  character  of  the 
liability  which  was  likely  to  be  created 
by  this  Bill.    The  Bill  proposed  that  the 
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injured  man  was  to  be  compensated  at 
the  rate  of  three  years'  eammgs.     How 
were  they  to  define  three  years'  eftm- 
ing^  ?    He  had  known  wages  to  change 
to  the  extent  of  100  per  cent.      If  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  JadcMm} 
were  adopted,  then  they  woidd    have 
something   to    go    upon    as    to    what 
their  utmost  liability  would  be,  and  they 
might  provide  against  it  by  means  of 
insurance.     It  constantly  happened  that 
men  exhausted  their  capital  in  open- 
ing mines ;  little  was  required  to  carry 
them  on  afterwards.    Under  this  Bill 
such  men  might  be  absolutely  mined. 
The  (Government  were  acting  without  ia« 
vestigation,  and  with  very  little  know- 
ledge of  the  subject.    The  community  of 
feeUnff  between  employer  and  employed 
was  of  a  sacred  character,  and  oognata 
with  the  relations  of  a  family ;  and  unless 
master  and  man  pulled  heartily  togetho* 
success  would  not  be  attained.    They 
must  not  suppose  that  any  man  would 
be  so  inhuman  as  wilfully  to  endanger 
life.      To  allege  that  this  Bill  would 
prevent  casualties  was  to  allege  a  thing 
that  would  not  hold  water  for  a  moment. 
Speaking  for  himself,  he  could  say  tho 
most  bitter  moments  of  his  life  were 
those  in  which  he  witnessed  the  fearful 
results  of  an  explosion  in  one  of  hit 
own  pits,  and  saw  the  unfortunate  men 
carried  off  in  their  coffins.    Whenever 
such  a  calamity  occurred,  the  owners 
were  ready  of  their  own  accord  to  do  ten 
times  as  much  for  the  rdief  of    the 
afflicted  as  this  Bill  sought  to  impoee 
upon  them.    It  was  not  the  question  of 
pecuniary  compensation  they  objected 
to,  but  the  sowmg  of  discord.     He  did 
not  think  sufficient  consideration  had 
been  given  to  the  question  of  insurance. 
A  contribution  of,  perhaps,  ^  per  cent  of 
the  wages,  met  by  an  adequate  contribu- 
tion £rom  employers,  would  be  sufficient 
to  deal  with  all  accidents.  There  would  be 
no  difficulty  in  dealing  with  individuals, 
and  less  in  dealino;  with  districts,  the  fund 
being  managed  by  the  workmen  them- 
selves. Already  one-fourth  of  the  colliers 
of  theoountry,  or  120,000,  were  embraced 
in    existing   insurance    arrangement*; 
and,  if  one-fourth,  whv  not  all  ?  The  Go- 
vernment had  a  ^aen  opportunx^yot 
accepting  a  provision  of  this  kind*  JjHib 
masters  were  ready  to  come  fon 
to  assist  handsomely  in  sunk  a 
the  lessors  of  mines  were  m 
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terested  as  the  lessees,  and  probably 
would  assist  also.  This  was  a  paltry 
Bill,  because  it  would  deal  with  only 
one-tenth  of  the  accidents  that  oc- 
curred, and  it  would  probably  waste  in 
litigation  more  than  it  would  secure  for 
the  injured.  Was  it  to  promote  discord 
and  yet  to  provide  for  only  10  per  cent 
of  the  accidents,  that  Gk>Temmentdesired 
to  legislate?  To  do  so  little  and  to 
create  such  difficulties,  was  not  worthy 
of  a  stronff  Qovemment  like  the  pre- 
sent. If  the  Government  would  take 
up  the  subject  comprehensiyely,  they 
would  find  their  supportei*8  united; 
but  if  they  persisted  with  this  Bill, 
they  would  be  endeavouring  to  force 
upon  their  supporters  a  measure  dis- 
tasteful to  them  in  order  to  reverse  the 
legal  precedents  of  centuries  that  had 
come  down  to  this  country  from  the  time 
of  the  Bomans.  Supposing  the  Hotise 
went  into  Committee,  every  clause  would 
be  fought;  and,  by-and-bye,  the  Bill 
would  ffo  to  ''  another  place"  with  all 
the  manes  of  a  batUe-field  in  a  civil  war, 
strewn  with  the  corpses  of  friends  and 
brethren.  For  these  reasons,  he  ur^ed 
that  it  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Sib  HABDINQE  OIFFARD  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  but  not  for  the  rea- 
sons just  urged.  He  took  it  that,  in  the 
main,  they  must  start  with  the  assump- 
tion that  the  law  in  regard  to  common 
employment  must  be  adtered ;  and  the 
unlv  question  really  was  whether  the 
Bill  carried  out  that  alteration.  The 
difficulty  in  regard  to  a  scheme  of  na- 
tional insurance  was  to  make  it  suf- 
ficiently far-reaching  to  comprise  all 
branches  of  the  community.  He  re- 
membered a  case  in  which  a  painter  was 
injured  by  being  knocked  off  a  ladder 
by  a  railway  servant  moving  a  turn- 
table, and,  although  they  were  strangers, 
they  were  held  to  be  in  the  same  em- 
plojnment.  In  the  same  way,  the  guard 
of  a  train  starting  from  York  might  be 
held  to  be  in  the  same  employment  as  a 
pointsman  in  London,  andtneg^ardoould 
not  obtain  compensation  for  an  accident 
caosed  by  the  pointsman.  He  thought 
an  alteration  of  the  law  was  imperatively 
called  for,  and  the  onlv  doubt  which  he 
hadwaswhethertheBiUefficientlycarried 
out  that  alteration.  He  could  not  admit 
that  the  alteration  of  the  technical  rule 
of  law  was  inconsistent  with  the  Beport 


of  the  Committee.  The  unreasonable- 
ness of  the  rule  had  become  more  urgent 
in  modern  times  through  the  multiplica- 
tion of  great  Companies,  in  which  there 
was  no  individual  master  to  be  negli- 
gent. He  should  be  disposed  to  affirm 
that  where  there  was  a  person  who  re- 
presented the  master,  although  he  had 
no  pecuniary  interest,  yet,  if  intrusted 
with  authority,  he  should  be  held  re- 
sponsible. As  Uie  Bill  was  drawn,  it  left 
a  question  much  wider  than  that  to  be 
diiroosed  of.  The  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down  seemed  to  entertain  a 
very  low  opinion  of  lawyers,  for  he  re- 
garded them  more  in  the  phase  of  insti- 
gators of  litigation  than  in  the  phase  in 
which  they  more  frequently  appeared — 
that  of  dissuading  their  clients  from  en- 
P^aging  in  litigation.  It  was  they  who, 
in  the  exercise  of  their  profession,  saw 
the  injustice  of  such  laws  as  this,  and 
were  most  anxious  to  have  that  injustice 
done  away  with.  The  true  view  should 
be  to  consider  the  principle  of  the  BiU 
as  established,  and  that  then  the  Bill 
should  go  to  a  Select  Committee — ^not  to 
inquire  into  the  principle  as  to  whether 
there  should  be  an  alteration  of  the  law, 
but  as  to  its  operative  completion.  If 
they  insisted  upon  the  Bill  going  for- 
ward in  its  present  form^  there  woiud  not 
be  time  to  pass  it. 

Mr.  WlGGIN  supported  the  Amend- 
ment. He  had  a  uiort  time  since  at- 
tended a  meeting  in  Birmingham  of 
over  200  large  employers  of  labour, 
and  they  passed  a  resolution  to  the 
effect  that  it  was  very  desirable  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  its  provisions  might 
be  carefully  considered,  and  calling  on 
their  Representatives  in  Parliament  to 
vote  for  a  proposal  to  that  effect.  That 
feeling  was  not  confined  to  the  employers 
in  the  Midland  Coimties,  but  extended 
to  the  whole  country  and  to  Scotland, 
because  the  opinion  prevailed  that  the 
BiU  was  being  pressed  on  with  undue 
haste,  and  that  it  ought  not  to  become 
law  without  being  fuUy  inquired  into. 
He  trusted  that  the  Government  would 
yield  on  this  matter,  and  that  the  BiU 
would  return  from  the  Select  Committee 
so  amended  that  he  could  give  it  his 
cordial  support. 

Mr.  M>INTYIIE  said,  he  thought 
that  an  employer  of  labour  ought  to 
stand  in  the  same  position  towards  those 
he  employed  as  he  did  towards  the  out- 
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side  world,  and  ought  to  be  equaUy  re- 
sponsible in  case  of  aooident  in  the  one 
case  as  in  the  other.  The  workman  had 
no  opportunity  of  selecting  his  fellow- 
workmen^andthenegligenceofhisfellow- 
workmen,  through  which  he  was  injured, 
ought  to  be  held  to  be  injury  by  his  em- 
ployer. He  submitted  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  referring  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Oommittee,  and  that  there  was 
nothing  in  question  which  could  not 
be  arranged  in  Committee  of  the 
House.  He  contended,  also,  that  the 
Bill  was  in  strict  accord  with  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Select  Committee  of 
1871. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  wished 
to  represent  respectfully  to  the  House 
that  they  had  arrived  at  a  point  when 
they  were  perfectly  ripe  for  a  decision. 
The  question  before  them  was  not  the 
whole  matter  that  was  involved  in  this 
very  important  Bill,  but  the  compara- 
tively simple  and  narrow  question  whe- 
ther the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Oonmiittee.  The  hon .  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Hardlnge  Oif- 
fard)  had  given  his  reasons  with  great 
brevity  and  simpUcity  for  thinking 
that  that  course  oueht  to  be  adopted ; 
but,  whether  hon.  Members  leaned  to 
the  affirmative  or  to  the  negative,  he  put 
it  to  the  House,  as  men  of  business,  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  they  were 
ripe  for  deciding  the  matter.  The  sub- 
ject, he  would  almost  say,  hardly  ad- 
mitted of  extended  debate,  for  what  were 
the  principal  pleas  that  had  been  put 
forward?  Some  hon.  Members  had 
spoken  in  support  of  the  proposal  for 
a  Select  Committee,  but  with  a  frank 
avowal  that  they  were  opposed  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and  they  desired  to 
promote  whatever  was  likely  to  avert  its 
enactment.  Those  Gentlemen  were,  un- 
doubtedly, the  minority  of  the  House. 
The  great  majority  of  those  who  were 
friendly  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  of 
those  who  deprecated  such  a  reference, 
were,  however,  agreed  in  the  admission, 
like  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
opposite,  that  an  alteration  in  the  law 
was  desirable,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
brought  about  with  every  possible  des- 
patch. Setting  aside  those  who  were 
opposed  entirely  to  the  principle  of  the 
BiU,  he  thought  there  were  two  classes 
of  persons,  two  kinds  of  reasons,  to  be  con- 
sioered  in  favour  of  the  proposal  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee.    Some 
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hon.  Gentlemen  thought  that  the  reason 
was  to  be  foimd  in  pointing  to  a  proposi- 
tion like  that  contained  in  the  8rd  clause, 
which  fixed  a  certain  number  of  years 
passed  in  employment,  and  the  wages 
received  in  those  years,  as  the  rule  for 
determining  the  maximum  of  compenaa- 
tion  that  was  to  be  paid,  and  urged  that 
that  was  not  a  good  principle,  but  that  a 
sum  of  money  should  be  substituted. 
That  might  be,  or  it  might  not  be — he 
did  not  g^ve  any  opinion  on  the  point  at 
present.    It  was  a  question,  however, 
which  would  be   considered  with  the 
greatest  advantage  in  Committee  of  the 
the  Whole  House.    Moreover,  that  was 
a  question  which,  if  considered  by  a 
Select  Committee,  could  only  be  decided 
there  on  the  same  class  of  considerations 
that  would  present  themselves  to  the 
minds  of  every  Member  of  that  House ; 
and  if  it  were  so  considered  and  decided, 
the  probability  was  that  the  Bill  would 
come  back  again  only  to  promote  re- 
newed discussion.    He  ventured  to  add 
that  not  only  would  they  gain  nothing 
by  the  reference  to  the  Committee  up- 
stairs, but  that  they  would  lose  a  great 
deal.    Much  more  thorough  and  varied 
light  would  be  thrown  upon  the  Bill  when 
discussed  in  the  House  than  it  would  be 
if  the  work  were  undertaken  by  a  num- 
ber of  Gentleman  sitting  in  Committee 
round  a  table.    But  the  real  argument, 
after  all,   which    had    been    advanced 
in  favour  of  referring  the  measure  to  a 
Select  Committee,  was  the  one  which 
seemed  to  be  the  most  oondusive  against 
the  adoption  of  that  course.    He  referred 
to  the  argument  that  a  scheme  of  general 
and,  perhaps,  compulsory  insurance  ought 
to  be  embodied  m  the  Bill.    Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  no  disinclination 
whatever  to  see  the  voluntary  principle^ 
with  all  the  advantages  which  belonged 
to  it,  applied  to  the  great  object  of  com- 
pensation for  accidents ;  but  before  being 
disposed  to  allow  the  fate  of  the  Bill,  so 
far  as  it  depended  on  them,  to  rest  on 
the  introduction  into  it  of  a  plan  of  that 
kind,  they  must  ask  themselves,  as  men 
of  business,  the  question  whether  those 
who  put  forward  that  proposition,  and 
were  so  anxious  for  its  adoption,  were 
themselves  prepared  with  a  plan  which 
might  be  carried  into  effect  ?    Now,  on 
the  contrary,  there  were  no  elemento  of 
that  description.    It  was  now  five  weeks 
since  he  had  the  honour  of  receiving  a 
deputation,  to  which  an  hon.  Friend 
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behind  him.  had  referred.  There  were 
assembled  at  that  deputation  a  very 
large  number,  not  only  of  persons  of 
the  highest  influence,  but  of  the  ablest 
men  of  business  to  be  found  in  this 
country ;  and  among  those  men  of 
business  was  Mr.  Baxter,  and  there 
was  not  an  abler  man,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  to  be  found  among  them,  and 
there  were  many  of  those  men  of  busi- 
ness who  proposisd  the  recommendation 
of  such  a  plan.  But  this  was  an  abstract 
recommendation)  and  not  anything  like 
a  practical  scheme.  It  was  accompanied 
by  an  intimation  on  the  part  of  some 
that  tbe  thing  mi^ht  be  aone,  and  by 
others  with  expressions  of  misgiving  and 
doubt  whether  it  could  be  done,  and 
with  an  avowal  that  it  would  be  a  yery 
ffood  thing  if  it  could  be  done.  Now  he 
begged  to  state,  with  vei^  ereat  respect, 
that  these  were  not  the  kmd  of  proposals 
that  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  oelect 
Committee.  In  order  to  j  ustify  a  number 
of  Members  of  that  House  taking  into 
their  hands  a  consideration  of  that  kind, 
it  ouffht  to  be  already  in  the  shape  of  a 
practical  project,  framed  by  men  of  con- 
siderable authority  and  practical  experi- 
ence, instead  of  being,  as  it  was,  a  project 
altogether  in  the  air.  They  were  far  more 
lik^  to  create  a  method  of  insurance 
against  accidents  if  they  passed  this  Bill, 
and  then  applied  in  that  manner  a  spur 
to  the  able  and  vigorous  intellects  of  the 
Qentlemen  who  hiui  brought  up  the  sub- 
ject, than  if  they  referr^  it  to  a  Com- 
mittee. As  far  as  the  Government  were 
concerned,  much  as  they  wished  that  a 
plan  of  that  kind  should  be  tried,  much 
as  the  (Government  conceived  that  when 
they  were  freely  and  voluntarily  adopted 
between  masters  and  workmen  they  were 
the  best  of  any  schemes  that  could  be 
devised  under  general  liability  enacted 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  yet  they  could  not 
but  say  that  this  argument  as  it  stood 
was  an  argument  against,  and  not  for, 
reference  to  a  Committee.  There  was 
another  motive  which  weighed  very 
much  with  him  in  thinking  that  they 
would  be  doing  unwisely  by  referring 
the  Bill  to  a  Committee.  The  working 
men  of  this  country  were  happily,  to  a 
certain  extent,  directly  represented  in 
that  House,  and  they  were  morally  and 
indirectly  represented  to  a  much  larger 
extent  by  the  intelligence  and  phUan- 
thiopy  of  many  Mem Sers,  amonff  whom 
were  many  great  employers  of  labour; 


but  their  direct  representation  beiiie 
small,  it  was  natural  that  l^y  should 
view,  partly,  indeed,  with  confidence, 
and  partly,  also,  with  jealousy,  a  refer- 
ence of  the  Bill  to  a  Committee  upstairs. 
To  conduct  an  investigation  with  closed 
doors  would  be  far  less  likely  to  carry 
the  confidence  of  the  working  men  of 
the  country  than  if,  in  open  Committee, 
they  fi^ave  up  all  the  time  Ihat  was  neces- 
saiy  for  a  careful  and  patient  considera- 
tion of  every  practical  proposal  that 
might  be  made.  For  these  reasons  he 
hoped  the  House  would  decline  to  refer 
the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee,  and  that 
it  would  be  able  to  arrive  at  a  decision 
thait  evening^ 

Mb.  STAYELET  HILL  said,  he  was 
strongly  convinced,  notwithstanding  the 
speecn  of  the  Prime  Minister  to  the 
contrary,  that  the  Bill  should  go  to  a 
Select  Committee.  The  Mines  Begu- 
lation  Bill  was  rejected  because  the 
House  was  anxious  that  it  should 
come  before  them  in  a  more  complete 
shape,  as  it  eventually  did,  after  being 
referred  to  what  was  practically  a 
Select  Committee;  and  he  maintained 
that  the  two  cases  were  similar.  They 
objected,  not  as  the  Prime  Minister 
seemed  to  imagine,  to  the  drd  clause  of 
the  Bill,  but  to  the  drd  sub-section  of 
the  Ist  dause,  which  had  no  limit  in  it 
whatever,  and  which  made  a  master 
liable  for  the  negligence  of  any  person 
in  his  service  to  whose  orders  a  workman 
was  bound  to  conform  or  did  conform. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  expressed  his  profound  regret 
at  findine  that  the  Government  intended 
to  press  forward  the  Bill  in  its  present 
crude  condition. 

Sib  EDWABD  WATKIN  wished  to 
know  whether,  in  the  event  of  this  Bill 
going  into  Committee,  the  Government 
would  be  prepared  to  introduce,  or  to 
favour  the  introduction  of,  a  measure  on 
the  question  of  a  general  assurance 
against  those  casualties  of  life  which 
were  attached  to  our  industries,  and 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Bill  now  before 
the  House,  provided  that  hereafter 
a  measure  relating  to  insurance  was 
passed  ? 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  replied,  that  if  a 
well-considered  plan  of  insurance  were 
submitted  to  the  House  in  Committee, 
it  would  be  the  duly  of  the  (Govern- 
ment to  g^ve  full  consideration  to  the 
subject. 
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Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  269  ; 
Noes  130 :  Majority  129.— (Div.  List, 
No.  43.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

CUSTOMS  AND  INLAND   REVENUE 
BILL— [Bill  221.] 
(ifr.  Playfair^  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Lord  Frederick  Cavendish,) 


Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Tee. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee,  and  r$» 
ported  ;  to  be  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  255] ;  re-eommitted  for  Thurtdsy 
15th  July. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  propose  to  go 
into  Committee  pro  formd  on  this  Bill, 
and  I  think  I  shall  have  time  to  state 
the  changes  which  will  be  proposed. 
The  regulation  clauses  will  be  amended 
in  detail.  The  exemption  will  be  re- 
duced to  £10.  Farmers'  land  will  not 
be  included.  The  allowance  for  waste 
will  be  6  per  cent.  Collection  will  be 
monthly.  The  standard  will  be  57  per 
cent  for  duty,  and  likewise  for  draw- 
backs on  exports.  The  deduction  from 
the  permissive  charge  will  be  4  per 
cent.  The  drawback  to  maltsters  will 
be  paid  in  one  sum.  The  private  brewer 
will  be  allowed  to  brew  only  on  his  own 
premises.  The  wine  duty  clauses  will 
be  dropped;  the  billiard-room  keeper 
will  stand  exactly  as  he  does  now.  The 
relief  to  hotels  will  not  apply  where  the 
hotel  keeper  has  in  a  separate  part  of 
his  premises  a  public -house  business. 
The  composition  for  stamp  duties  on 
transfer  &r  municipal  stock  we  propose 
to  fix  at  a  lump  sum  of  12^.  6if.,  instead 
of  Bd.  per  annum.  I  shall  also  have  to 
move  a  Resolution  in  a  separate  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  to  raise  the 
duty  on  public-houses  according  to  a 
scale,  at  £5  per  £100  rating,  from  £100 
upwards,  instead  of  stopping,  as  the 
Bill  now  does,  at  £100. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  whether  any 
alteration  of  duty  had  been  made  with 
respect  to  public-houses  in  Ireland  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  would 
stand  for  consideration  in  Committee. 
They  were  only  going  into  Committee 
pro  formd  just  now. 

Mr.  stoker  asked  whether  oppor- 
tunities of  discussing  these  questions 
would  be  given  to  Members  who  had 
Motions  on  the  Paper? 


The  House   resumed  its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  dock. 

MOTIONS. 


ARMY  (HIGHER  RANKS). 

BESOLUnON. 

Mr.    TREVELYAN,     in   rising    to 

move — 

"  That  steps  should  be  taken  to  reduce  the 
active  Hst  of  generals  to  the  point  at  which  it 
is  adequate,  and  no  more  than  adequate,  to  the 
actual  requirements  of  the  Service  o^  the  ooun* 
try ;  that  no  appointment  should  henceforward 
be  made  to  honorary  colonelcies,  due  regard  be* 
ing  had  to  the  interest  of  existing  officers  : 

said  :  Sir,  there  is  this  drawback  about 
an  exceptional  case,  that  its  poaaeasor 
finds  it  hard  to  determine  at  which  end 
to  begin ;  and  a  stronger  case  than  this, 
I  venture  to  say,  was  never  laid  before 
the  House  of  Commons.  I  have  been 
long  enough  in  this  House  to  know  that 
what  it  likes  are  facts ;  and  facts  it  shall 
have — so  dear,  so  strong,  so  plain  and 
self-evident  that,  without  comment  or 
explanation,  they  constitute  an  argu- 
ment in  themselves.  Englishmen — 
and  small  blame  to  them — are  not  ac* 
customed  to  look  abroad  for  instruc* 
tion ;  but  there  is  one  country  to 
which  they  are  not  ashamed  to  look  for 
instruction  with  regard  to  Army  mattem, 
and  that  is  Germany,  or  rather  Prussia. 
We  are  never  ashamed — it  would  be 
the  height  of  folly  if  we  were — to  ask 
how  Prussia  treats  any  question  re- 
lating to  the  maintenance  of  a  Na- 
tioniu  Army.  The  Prussian  Army, 
in  time  of  war,  comprises  600,000  men 
present  with  the  Colours.  That  Army 
IS  under  the  command  of  160  generals. 
There  are  13  generals  in  command  of  dis- 
tricts, 31  cavalry  generals,  26  infantry 
generals  of  division,  and  52  of  brigade. 
13  generals  of  artillery,  and  an  average 
of  10  or  12  engaged  in  military  ad* 
ministration.  Every  one  of  thoae  gene- 
rals is  on  the  active  list;  andi  as  toon 
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as  he  is  unable  to  perfonn  his  duties, 
he  leaves  that  list.  To  command  the 
British  Army  of  400,000  men  there 
are  on  Th$  Army  LUt  215  generals,  169 
lieutenant  genends,  and  242  xnaior  gene- 
rals, or  626  generals  in  all.  That  is  to 
say,  the  list  of  generals,  as  shown  on 
our  Army  Lut^  for  400,000  men  equals 
the  active  and  retired  list  of  the  Prussian 
Armv  of  600,000  men;  or,  to  put  it  in 
another  way,  our  list  of  generals  is 
more  than  four  times  as  great  as  the 
Prussian  list  of  generals  who  command 
the  Plrussian  Army.  Our  retired  list  of 
ffenerals  is  one  which  no  man  can  num- 
ber, and  it  is  difficult  enough  to  say 
how  much  our  eenerals,  active  and  re- 
tired, are  paid;  for  the  Estimates, 
framed  more  reasonably  than  they  were 
10  ^ears  ago,  are  not  yet  of  a  nature  to 
assist  the  researches  of  an  independent 
Member  who  is  interested  in  military 
matters.  But  it  stands  something  like 
this.  Staff  pay  on  the  English  Estaolish- 
ment,  £19,000*a-year ;  honorary  colonel- 
cies, £203, 500  ;*  salaries  for  administrative 
duties,  say,  £25,000 ;  full-pay  of  general 
officers,  £130,000;  distinguished  service 
money,  £15,000;  reduced  and  retired 
generals  of  Boyal  Artillery  and  En- 
gineers, £47,000;  half-pay  to  officers 
of  the  rank  of  general,  say,  £50,000 ; 
pay  to  general  officers  in  India,  £70,000 ; 
pay  and  pension,  including  colonels'  al- 
lowances, to  general  officers  of  the  Indian 
Service  resident  in  England,  taken  ap- 
proximately, at  £240,000  a-vear.  These 
sums,  added  together,  readi  the  enor- 
mous total  of  £784,500,  or  three  and 
a-third  times  as  much  as  that  paid  for 
oommanding  the  greatly  larger  Army  of 
Prussia.  Tne  hu^^  part,  but  not  much 
the  larger,  is  borne  by  India ;  but  I  do 
not  distinguish  between  what  India  and 
what  England  bears.  We  are  here  to  pro- 
tect the  unrepresented  millions  of  India. 
If  we  are  not  their  protectors,  if  we  do 
not  see  that  their  interests  are  not 
sacrificed  to  the  private  interests  of  in- 
dividuals, there  is  no  amount  of  exaction 
to  which  they  will  not  be  exposed. 
Well,  that  is  the  sum  which,  under 
the  head  of  General  Officers,  the  tax- 
payers of  the  British  Empire  are  out 
of  pocket  yearly ;  and  what  is  the  value 
whioh  they  get  for  their  money? 
Here  I  must  ask  hon.  Members,  who 
are  not  acquainted  with  the  details 
of  our  military  system,  to  prepare 
ihemselve  for  the  incredible.     Gount- 


ing  His  Boyal  Highness  the  Oom- 
mander-in-Cmef,  we  have  20  general 
officers  employed  in  military  commands 
at  home.  Engaged  on  administrative 
duties  at  home  we  have  14  general 
officers.  Seventeen  of  our  generals 
are  actively  employed  in  India,  and  12 
in  the  Colonies ;  so  that,  in  all,  63  of 
our  generals  are  actually  at  work  at 
any  given  time — ^that  is  to  say,  while  on 
an  average  every  general  in  the  Prus- 
sian Army,  who  is  actually  employed, 
costs  his  country  £1,460  per  annum; 
every  general  in  the  British  Service, 
who  is  actually  employed,  costs  the 
yearly  sum  of  £12,444.  The  cause  of 
this  monstrous  state  of  things  is  that, 
instead  of  a  fixed  list  of  generals,  a  list 
to  which  a  man  is  promoted,  not  because 
he  is  to  be  called  a  general  or  to  ffet 
the  emoluments  of  a  general,  but  be- 
cause the  country  requires  the  services 
of  a  general,  we  have  an  immense,  an 
amorphous,  an  unmanageable  agglo- 
meration of  generals,  ohi  and  youngs, 
effective  and  non-effective,  men  capable 
of  discharging  any  military  employment 
in  the  world,  and  men  so  notoriously 
incapable  that  no  Minister  in  his  senses 
would  intrust  them  with  the  charge  of 
a  brigade.  No  lees  than  34  are  not 
generals  at  all,  but  colonels  and  lieu- 
tenant colonels  with  temporary  rank  as 
brigadiers.  The  country  ought  to  know 
that  while,  with  the  help  of  India,  it 
is  paying  £750,000  to  maintain  a  per- 
fect army  of  generals,  when  there  is 
duty  to  be  done  in  India  of  the  nature 
which  falls  to  the  lot  of  a  general,  pro- 
per men  for  the  purpose  are  not  to  be 
found  on  this  endless  roll ;  but  34  offi- 
cers of  a  lower  grade  have  to  be  selected, 
and  their  pay  raised,  in  order  to  fulfil 
the  duties  to  which  our  list  of  generals, 
as  at  present  constituted,  is,  by  the  con- 
fession of  the  Horse  Quaxds  and  the 
War  Office,  unequal.  And,  no  wonder ; 
for  instead  of  making  the  position  of  a 

general  a  business,  and  one  of  the  most 
onourable  businesses,  we  have  turned  it 
into  a  mere  rank  with  no  attributes  ex- 
cept the  name  and  the  pay.  When 
there  are  vacancies  on  the  list  of 
generals,  instead  of  choosing  the  best 
man  and  the  fittest  man,  we  shovel  in 
all  the  names  that  happen  to  stand  at 
the  top  of  the  list  of  colonels.  There 
may  be  here  and  there  an  excep- 
tion ;  but  that  is  our  system.  Are 
hon.  Qentlemen  aware  what,  in  deal- 
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in|^  nviih  the  appointment  of  general 
officers,  a  jsystem  of  seniority  means? 
In  many  oalUngs  age  is  no  disadvantage. 
But  it  is  not  so  with  a  general.  Youth, 
or  that  excess  of  vital  power  and  redun- 
dant health  which,  except  in  a  few  very 
fortunate  people,  advancing  age  too 
surely  impairs,  is  a  definite  and  indis- 
pensable qualification.  Just  think  what 
the  duties  of  a  general  are.  To  be  awake 
when  others  are  sleeping ;  to  be  about 
when  others  are  stationarv ;  to  have  at 
his  fingers'  ends  the  details  of  the  trans- 
port, tne  commissariat,  the  exact  local 
distribution  of  all  the  force  under  his 
conmiand.  And,  with  all  this  on  his 
mind,  to  conduct  the  military  operations ; 
and,  when  the  day's  marching  or  fighting 
is  over,  to  sit  down  and  do  another  day's 
work  at  his  desk.  During  his  first 
and,  perhaps,  his  most  remancable  cam- 
paign, Pichegru  relates  that  he  himself 
only  slept,  on  an  average,  one  hour  in 
the  twenty-four;  and,  to  come  to  our 
own  successful  general,  I  should  just  like 
to  have  a  return  of  the  number  of  hours 
a-day  which  Sir  Qamet  Wolselev  spent 
in  his  saddle  in  South  Africa,  and  on  his 
legs  in  Canada  and  Ashantee.  Let  us 
look  at  our  great  wars,  and  at  the  age  of 
the  men  who  did  so  much  for  the  glory  of 
their  country.  The  Duke  of  WeUington 
became  a  major  general  at  33 ;  Lord 
Anglesea  at  34 ;  Lord  Hill  at  33  ;  Lord 
Be^sford  at  39;  Lord  Combermere  at 
31;  Lord  Londonderry  at  32.  On  the 
morning  of  Waterloo  Uiere  was  only  one 
man  in  the  British  Army  over  50 ;  and 
that  solitary  individual  was  General 
Picton.  That  is  the  state  of  things  that 
must  exist  in  a  fighting  army,  if  it  is  to 
fight  successfully.  Let  us  see  how  it 
stands  with  us.  Li  1854,  on  the  eve  of 
the  Crimean  War,  a  Commission  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  higher  ranks  of  our  Army.  It  was 
a  most  distinguished  Commission,  whose 
recommendations  and  observations  were 
worthy  of  the  closest  attention ;  for  it 
included  the  names  of  Lord  Hardmffe, 
Lord  Baglan,  Lord  Seaton,  Sir  John 
Burgoyne,  Sir  Hew  Boss,  Sidney  Her- 
bert, Lord  Dalhousie,  and  Lord  Qrey. 
The  Commission  reported  that — 

**  The  arenMce  age  of  exiiiting  miyor  general 
is  not  leoB  than  65,  and  that  the  lieutenant 
generals  who  will  command  divisions  are,  of 
course,  older  stilL** 

They  enlarged  with    great  force  and 
ability   on  the   danger   of  intrusting 
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troops  to  conmianden  who  wmre  past 
their  prime,  and  who,  if  they  gamed 
experience  as  commanders  in  one  cam- 
paign, would  be  superannuated  before 
they  had  time  to  make  use  of  it  in  an- 
other ;  and  then,  as  a  remedy,  they  int>» 
posed  to  give  commands  to  colonels  and 
lieutenant  colonels — that  was  to  sav,  thej 
could  think  of  nothing  better  than  to 
intrust  the  duties  of  a  general  to  others 
than  a  general,  because  the  generals 
whom  we  possessed  were  too  old  to 
exercise  them.  Now,  that  was  a  poor 
and  weak  remedy.  It  did  not  iro  to  the 
root  of  the  evil,  and  could  be  called  very 
little  better  than  a  palliative ;  bat  that 
was  the  worst  that  could  be  said  against 
it.  It  is  left  for  a  (Government  of  our  own 
day  to  invent  a  remedy  that  is  a  great 
deal  worse  than  the  disease.  Things  did 
not  mend  after  1854.  In  the  year  1873, 
for  instance,  the  four  lowest  offioers  on 
the  list  of  major  generals  were  aged  re- 
spectively 58,  57,  55,  and  51.  l^e  four 
lowest  on  the  list  of  lieutenant  generala 
were  aged  73,  56,  73,  and  82.  The  iowt 
lowest  on  the  list  of  generals  were  aged 
65,  72,  77,  and  73.  The  evil  is  as  gireat 
as  ever ;  but  the  time  has  come  when  it 
can  be  mended.  Purchase  has  been  abo* 
lished,  and  a  dear  field  has  been  made  on 
which  the  new  construction  of  onr  Army 
can  be  built.  Where  there  has  before 
been  a  vast  and  complicated  multi* 
tude  of  vested  interests,  there  is  a  Uhmlm 
ra$a,  on  which  the  authorities  might 
make  what  sketch  thev  choose,  and  might 
fill  it  up  as  they  hke.  There  never 
was  such  a  chance  for  a  bold  and  great 
Administration.  And  what  was  done  ? 
On  Army  questions  I  have  never  been 
and  never  will  be  a  Party  man;  and, 
therefore,  I  cannot  hdp  sayinp^  that 
both  the  Liberal  and  Conservative  Go- 
vernments were  to  blame  for  what  fol* 
lowed.  The  Liberal  War  Office,  which 
had  abolished  Purchase,  which  ought  to 
have  had  cut,  dried,  and  ready,  the 
organization  by  which  it  proposed  to 
supersede  the  old  abuses  that  had  grown 
up  under  Purchase ;  whidi  did  not  re- 
quire a  Bill,  to  be  carried  with  difficulty 
through  the  two  Houses,  in  oider  to 
effect  what  was  wanted,  but  by  a  simple 
exercise  of  its  volition  and  a  few  strokea 
of  the  pen,  might  have  aooomplished  all 
that  the  nation  had  a  right  to  demand. 
The  Liberal  War  Office  put  off  dealing 
with  that  question  through  the  latter 
half    of    1871,    through    the     whole 
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of  1872,  through  the  whole  of  1873, 
and  left  the  work  which  they  them- 
selyes  were  absolutely  bound  to  com- 
plete, to  be  made  or  marred  by  their 
succeseors.  And  how  did  those  sue- 
oesBors  fulfil  the  task?  In  1877  Lord 
Cranbrook  issued  his  Eoyal  Warrant 
for  Promotion  and  Betirement.  What 
did  Lord  Cranbrook  do  ?  Did  he  reduce 
the  enormous  burden  on  the  country, 
and  provide  us  with  young  and  effective 
generals  by  diminishing  the  list  to  the 
size  that  was  wanted,  and  by  promoting 
on  to  that  list  by  selection?  Nothing 
of  the  sort.  He  began  by  fixing  the  estab- 
lishment of  generals  for  the  Guards  and 
Line  alone  at  200,  or  quite  thrice  as  many 
generals  as  are  wanted  for  the  service 
of  our  entire  Armv.  Then  he  announced 
that  that  was  to  be  an  active  list,  and, 
consequently,  that  all  general  officers 
over  70  were  to  be  retired ;  a  process 
which  reduced  his  list  to  about  200.  And 
then,  having  fixed  a  list  twice  as  large 
as  the  nation  wanted;  having  reduced 
tiie  number  of  generals  to  the  size  of 
that  list ;  he  then  proceeded  to  create  an 
enormous  number  of  fresh  generals, 
which  eventually  increased  the  list  to  a 
great  deal  more  than  half  again  the 
size  which  I  have  named,  and  announced 
that  it  would  be  the  business  of  the  War 
Office  of  the  Aiture  to  reduce  the  list  to 
200  by  checking  the  rate  of  promotion 
for  the  next  generation  of  officers.  Was 
there  ever  such  a  device  heard  of  before  ? 
It  was  foreseen  by  the  Commission  of 
1854  that  a  compliant  War  Minister 
might  some  day  be  persuaded  into  such  a 
course  by  the  mihtary  men  who  sur- 
round him,  and  they  have  emphatically 
condemned  it  by  anticipation,  and 
warned  the  oountiy  against  being  ever 
infatuated  enough  to  adopt  it.  But  a 
Minister  has  been  found  to  adopt  it; 
and  the  consequence  is  that  for  the 
passing  moment,  indeed,  we  have  some 
younger  generals  on  the  list.  Here  and 
there  among  men  of  60  and  "Cd,  we  find 
a  man  of  46,  47,  and  48.  But  the  ad- 
vantage has  been  purchased  by  the 
certainty  of  a  block  in  promotion,  such 
at  10  or  15  years  hence  would  make  a 
major-ffeneral  of  an  age  for  active  ser- 
vice a  uiing  to  be  stared  at  as  a  pheno- 
menon; which  would  break  the  hearts 
and  ruin  the  careers  of  all  the  ambitious 
and  energetic  colonels  and  officers  in 
our  Army.  Before  promotion  returns 
to  the  same  miserably  slow  rate  of  pro- 
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gross  at  which  it  crept  along  before 
the  abolition  of  Purchase,  the  list  of 
generals  in  the  Guards  and  Line  alone 
will  have  to  be  reduced  by  the  slow, 
the  cruelly  slow,  system  of  absorption  of 
vacancies  from  302  to  200.  If  we  re- 
quire 34  colonels  on  temporary  rank  to 
help  our  present  comparatively  young 
generals  to  do  their  duty,  how  many  do 
you  think  we  shall  require  when  the 
full  effectof  Lord  Cranbrook's  scheme  has 
had  time  to  show  itself  ?  To  fix  the  list  of 
generals  twice  as  large  as.  is  required, 
and  then  to  swell  that  list  more  than 
half  as  much  again  by  giving  promotion 
to  the  officers  of  the  present,  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  officers  of  the  future,  is 
the  most  signal  instance  of  subordination 
of  private  to  public  interests  that  has 
taken  place  in  the  time  of  any  man  living. 
Against  that  indefensible  proceeding 
the  Liberal  Party  protested,  as  a  Party, 
in  1877  ;  and  I  now  call  upon  the 
Liberals,  and  upon  as  many  Conserva- 
tives as  put  the  interests  of  the  Army 
before  Party  considerations,  to  condemn 
and  to  undo  it  now.  To  that  Resolution 
which  calls  for  an  active  list  of  gene- 
rals, which  should  be  an  active  list  in  fact, 
and  not  in.  name,  I  have,  I  believe,  the 
assent  of  every  every  energetic  and 
aspiring  officer  in  the  Army ;  and  for 
that  Kesolution  which  calls  for  the 
abolition  of  the  honorary  colonelcies  I 
claim  the  vote  of  every  economist  in  the 
House.  What  is  the  real  cause  of  the 
enormous  cost  of  our  Army,  in  its  higher 
ranks,  and  what  is  the  great  difficulty 
of  ascertaining  and  reducing  that  cost  ? 
It  is  that  in  the  case  of  the  Army  we 
have  lost  sight  of  the  great  principle 
that  always  should  govern  the  relations 
between  the  public  and  the  servants  of 
the  public — the  principle  that  those  ser- 
vants should  be  paid  either  in  the  shape 
of  salary  for  the  work  that  is  still  doing, 
or  of  pension  for  work  that  has  been 
done.  But  these  honorary  colonelcies 
are  neither  salary  nor  pension.  They 
are  nothing  more  nor  less  than  offices 
— old  sinecure  offices,  which  have  de- 
scended from  the  bad  old  days  of  cor- 
ruption and  jobbery,  and  which,  even  in 
those  bad  old  days,  were  distinguished 
by  being  especially  obnoxious  to  a  pub- 
lic sentiment  whidi  was  then  so  uttle 
squeamish  as  to  swallow  almost  any- 
thing. In  the  middle  of  the  last  cen- 
tury, people  who  were  revolted  at  no- 
thing else  were  revolted  at  the  idea  of 
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the  so-called  leader  of  a  battalion  tnm- 
ing  a  few  shillings  by  the  clothing  of 
every  liye  soldier,  and  a  few  pounds  by 
the  clothing  of  every  dead  one ;  filling 
the  muster-rolls  with  fictitious  names, 
for  which  he  drew  pay,  and  making  a 
small  fortune  when  the  regiment  was 
decimated  at  a  battle,  where  he  was  not 
present,  or  in  an  unwholesome  climate 
where  it  was  quartered,  while  he  was 
comfortably  seated  over  his  whist-table 
in  a  London  Club.  And  in  the  middle 
of  this  centtiry,  public  opinion  at  last 
became  too  strong  for  the  continuance 
of  such  an  evil  system.  In  1 854,  Sydney 
Herbert  gave  the  colonels  a  fixed  allow- 
ance, in  lieu  of  their  old  gains  as  con- 
tractors ;  but  continued  to  them  the  re- 
sponsibility of  superintending  the  cloth- 
ing of  the  regiment.  But,  in  the  next 
year.  Lord  Palmerston  took  away  from 
them  that  responsibility,  and  turned  the 
honorary  colonelcies,  K)r  good  and  all, 
into  pure,  unadulterated,  and  unmiti- 
gated sinecures.  They  are  not  salaries, 
for  the  essence  of  a  salary  is  that  work 
shall  be  done  for  it;  and,  except  at- 
tending, possibly,  the  regimental  dinner, 
a  colonel  did  no  work,  as  colonel,  from 
year's  end  to  year's  end.  And,  if  pos- 
sible, still  less  are  they  pensions.  The 
characteristic  of  a  pension  is  that  it 
should  be  a  fixed  annual  sum,  propor- 
tioned to  the  salary  and  length  of  ser- 
vice of  the  person  who  receives  it,  be- 
ginning from  the  moment  that  he  retires 
from  service,  never  increasing  in  its 
amount,  and,  above  all,  never  being  en- 
joyed at  the  same  time  as  salary.  So 
strictly  is  this  last  condition  observed 
in  all  other  Departments,  from  the 
highest  to  the  lowest,  that  when  a  Cabi- 
net Minister,  who  has  earned  a  pension, 
again  takes  Cabinet  Office,  his  pension 
is  withdrawn.  But  it  is  not  so  in  the 
Army.  The  Field  Marshal  Command- 
ing-in-Chief,  while  he  draws  £4,432 
a-year  as  Commander-in-Chief,  draws 
£2,200  a-year  as  colonel  of  the  Orena^ 
dier  Guards.  The  Military  Secretary, 
while  he  draws  £1,500  a-year  as  Mili- 
tary Secretary,  draws  1,000  a-year  as 
colonel  of  a  regiment  of  the  Line.  The 
Adjutant  General,  while  he  draws£2,000 
a-year  as  Adjutant  General,  draws£l,000 
a-year  as  colonel  of  a  regiment  of  the 
Line.  One  year  and  another,  there  are 
20  hifi^h  placed  officers  who  enjoy  these 
so -called  pensions  contemporaneously 
with,  and  in  addition  to,  most  ample 
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salaries.  I  ask  the  House  of  Com- 
mons what  it  would  think  if  it  was 
proposed  to  introduce  this  preciona  fijs- 
tem  into  any  other  Department  of  the 
Public  Service?  If  our  Judges  of 
the  High  Court  and  our  Lord  Chan- 
cellors were  to  have,  in  addition  to 
their  salaries,  honorary  Beoorderships 
or  Masterships  rising  from  £1,000  a- 
year  a-piece  ?  If  our  admirals  were  to 
be  gratified  by  having  among  them  a 
hundred  richly  paid  honorary  post- 
captaincies,  of  which  the  snu^ieet  and 
best  were  reserved  for  themselves  bjthe 
high  naval  officials  who  distributed  the 
rewards  of  the  Service  at  Whitehall? 
The  truth  is  that  the  whole  thing  is  in- 
defensible, and  aU  War  Ministers  for  a 
long  time  past  have  known  it. 

<*  I  am  not  at  all  diBpoBed,"  said  Lord  Cud- 
well,  "  to  enter  upon  a  defence  of  the  system  of 
honorary  colonelcies." 

Lord  Hampton  went  further — 

**  I  desire,"  he  said,  '*  to  disclaim  on  my  ova 
part  an^  defence  of  the  aystem  of  hoooniy 
colonelcies ;  for  I  think  that  the  systein  is  not  i 
good  one,  and  might  very  oasUy  be  improTed." 

There  never  was  but  one  tenable  ground 
of  defence  for  them,  and  that  gronnd 
can  be  held  no  longer.  There  was  a 
time  when  they  were  employed  to  com- 
pensate officers  for  the  vast  and  fright- 
ful losses  of  money  which  they  endured 
under  the  system  of  Purchase  in  the 
Army.  In  the  year  1833  a  Gommittoe 
of  the  House  of  Commons  sat  to  inquire 
into  military  sinecures,  which,  at  that 
time,  included  the  honorary  Qoyernor- 
ship  of  a  great  number  of  old  unused 
castles,  such  as  Berwidc,  Scarborough, 
Tynemouth,  and  Pendennis,  but  which, 
then  as  now,  consieted  mainly  in  the 
honorary  colonelcies.  The  Duke  of 
Wellington  appeared  as  a  witness  to 
defend  these  sinecures,  and  to  defend, 
at  the  same  time,  the  enormous  sice  of 
the  list  of  generals.  The  ground  of  hii 
defence  was  nothine  more  nor  less  than 
that  officers  must  be  compensated  hy 
sinecures  for  the  money  which  they  had 
sunk  in  buying  their  commissions. 

"  They  have  purchased,"  he  aaid,  "  th«i 
commissions  for  large  sums,  and,  being  coloo^ 
of  regiments,  they  cannot  sell  out ;  their  in<*^ 
is  sunk  in  the  Service,  and  lost  to  them  ■!» 
their  families  for  ever." 

The  officer  sunk  his  money,  and  was 
half  ruined,  and  the  public  had  to  main- 
tain the  expense  of  a  great  mass  of 
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sinecures  in  order  to  ease  the  burden  of 
those  whom  the  Purchase  system  had 
stripped  bare  of  their  property.  But 
now  Purchase  has  gone — has  gone  long 
ago;  and  all  this  mass  of  honorary 
offices,  and  this  great  overgrown  list  of 
generals,  ought  long  ago  to  have  gone 
with  it.  Since  the  day  when  I  first 
asked  the  House,  more  than  nine  years 
ago,  to  stop  the  appointments  to  hono- 
raxy  colonelcies,  no  less  than  three-fourths 
of  the  present  generals  haye  obtained 
their  promotion  to  the  list,  and  have 
taken  their  place  among  the  claimants 
for  these  offices.  When  the  day  comes 
for  them  to  be  abolished,  as  it  surely 
will,  heavy  and  grave  will  be  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Parliament  which, 
by  rejecting  the  Resolution  which  is 
now  submitted  to  it,  entails  such  an 
immense  and  needless  additional  burden 
upon  the  Exchequer.  The  prospects  of 
lieutenant  generals  and  major  generals 
who  look  forward  to  colonelcies  should 
be  accurately  reckoned,  and  made  good 
to  them  in  the  shape  of  pensions,  imme- 
diate or  deferred ;  but  the  injustice,  for 
it  is  nothins^  less,  of  a  system  under 
which  officials  at  the  Horse  Guards  being 
allowed  to  draw,  in  addition  to  their 
salaries,  these  great  sums  of  money 
which  they  themselves  defend,  upon 
the  ground  that  they  are  pensions  for 
meritorious  officers,  snould  be  put  a  stop 
to  now,  at  once  and  for  ever.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  War  Office  is 
the  man  to  do  this.  He  it  was  who, 
by  a  well  considered  and  most  suc- 
cessful scheme,  depleted  the  over  full 
ranks  of  admirals  and  post  captains  in 
the  Navy  with  advantage  alike  to  the 
officers  who  went  and  the  officers  who 
remained.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ascertain  how  many  officers 
are  wanted  for  actual  employment; 
how  many  generals  to  command  at 
Gibraltar  and  Aldershot,  in  India  and 
in  Ireland ;  how  many  lieutenant 
generals  are  required  to  command 
divisions ;  how  many  major  generals  to 
command  brigades;  just  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ascertains  how  many  Judges 
are  required  in  each  section  of  the  High 
Court.  Then,  having  ascertained  what 
the  duties  are,  and  having  allotted  an 
officer  of  the  proper  rank  to  each,  let 
him  allot  to  each  officer  an  adequate 
salary.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
think  that  a  working  major  general  is 
overpaid    on    £700    a-year,   and   12«. 


a- day  allowances.  And  let  nobody 
thenceforward  be  made  or  called  a 
general,  unless  a  general  is  wanted 
to  do  general's  duties ;  and  then  let  the 
fittest  man  be  taken.  Now  that  we  have 
no  longer  got  Purchase  we  must  have 
selection.  There  is  no  real  difficulty 
about  it.  Before  Purchase  was  abolished 
the  Duke  of  Cambridge  came  before  a 
Boyal  Oommission,  and  announced  that 
he,  as  responsible  head  of  the  Army, 
did  not  feel  equal  to  selecting  lieutenant 
colonels  to  command  battalions.  But 
Purchase  was  abolished,  and  His  Boyal 
Highness  found  himself  quite  compe- 
tent to  appoint  lieutenant  colonels.  Bo, 
if  Parliament  insists  upon  it,  he  will 
find  the  selection  of  generals  no  impos- 
sible task.  The  truth  is  that  wnen 
the  duties  to  which  a  man  is  promoted 
are  real  duties  promotion  almost  makes 
itself,  and  the  best  man  is  sure  to  be 
selected.  Let  the  Government  give  the 
country  the  100  generals  for  whom  it  has 
work,  and  restore  to  the  name  of  general 
the  prestige  which  will  accrue  to  it  when 
it  is  a  reality  instead  of  being,  as  it 
so  often  is,  a  sham;  and  you  will  do 
as  much  to  educate  the  public  spirit 
and  maintain  the  efficiency  of  the  Army 
as,  in  the  end,  you  will  do  to  save  the 
pocket  of  the  taxpayer.  And,  when 
generals  are  past  work,  let  them  re- 
tire on  a  fair  and  certain  pension  pro- 
portioned to  their  rank.  Two  or  some- 
times even  three  deserving  officers  might 
be  pensioned  for  the  sum  that  now  is 
consumed  in  addition  to  a  salary  by  one 
man  or  another  who  is  not  a  retired 
officer  at  all ;  by  reducing  the  Active 
List  of  generals  to  what  the  Service  re- 
quired ;  and  by  retiring  superannuated 
generals  on  a  fixed  and  well-ascertained 
scale  of  pension,  you  will  save  to  the 
nation  an  annual  sum  the  capital  of 
which  will  more  than  cover  half  the 
capital  which  was  expended,  and,  wisely 
expended,  in  abolishing  Purchase.  That 
course  is  one  which,  as  Englishmen 
solicitous  for  the  condition  of  the  Army, 
and  as  Members  of  Parliament  who 
are  guardians  of  the  public  purse, 
we  are  equally  bound  to  take,  and  in 
the  confidence  that  many  present  will 
agree  with  me,  I  beg  to  move  the  first 
Besolution  of  which  I  have  given  Notice, 
and,  subsequently,  if  that  is  carried,  the 
second. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion  of  his 
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introduced  to  the  House  and  before  the 
modifications,  which  were  promised  by 
the  President  of  the  Local  Oovem- 
ment  Board  in  his  opening  speech,  were 
made.  No  doubt,  the  original  Bill 
created  some  exaggerated  alarm ;  but  the 
ground  for  this  had  been  removed  by 
the  alterations.  These  alterations  had 
all  been  indicated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  in  his  opening  speech,  and,  with- 
out affecting  the  main  principle  of  the 
Bill,  they  were  intended  to  define  its  ap- 
plication more  clearly.  The  Qovemment 
had  limited  the  definition  of  the  term 
"  superintendent "  until  it  came  to  be 
a  person  delegated  with  authority — a 
master  or  a  person  having  others  under 
his  control,  in  contrast  to  persons  em- 
ployed in  manual  labour.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry 
Jackson)  had  told  them  there  was  no 
principle  in  such  a  definition ;  but,  for 
his  part,  he  thought  otherwise,  as  he 
felt  confident  there  was  a  real  distinc- 
tion between  persons  in  that  position  of 
authority,  actme  in  lieu  of  the  master, 
and  for  whom  the  master  was  expected 
to  make  himself  almost  personally  liable, 
and  in  whose  selection  he  must  exercise 
particular  care  and  attention,  in  contrast 
with  the  ordinary  workman  who  could 
in  no  way  exercise  control.  Then,  they 
had  made  another  modification,  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wigan  had  not 
alluded,  which  had  a  most  important 
bearing  on  all  the  objections  which  had 
been  urged  against  the  Bill — they  had 
limited  the  amount  of  liability.  They 
had  lefb  no  longer  any  room  for  extor- 
tionate demands;  and  what  they  had 
done  was  in  the  interest  of  the  workman 
as  well  as  of  the  employer.  There  was 
no  longer  any  reason  to  expect  any 
difiiculty  would  arise  from  extortionate 
claims  being  made  upon  the  employers. 
The  alternative  proposals  made  by  the 
opponents  of  the  Bill  would,  if  accepted, 
impose  much  greater  liability  on  the 
trade  and  industry  of  the  country  than 
was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  itself 
as  it  now  stood.  Take,  for  instance, 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry.  He  had  urged 
that  the  law  could  not  be  left  as  it 
now  was,  and  that  he  was  willing  to 
accept  the  principle  of  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr.  Mac- 
donald),  if  he  was  granted  certain  con- 
cessions. Now,  what  were  those  con- 
cessions which  the   hon.  and  learned 
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Member  for  Coventry  said  he  was 
willing  to  adopt?  The  Bill  which 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  intro- 
duced would  make  employers  liable 
for  acts  of  negligence  of  every  work- 
man  in  their  employ.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cardiganshire  (Mr.  D.  Davies), 
for  instance,  had  4,000  workmen  in 
his  employ ;  and,  therefore,  if  the 
Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
waa  introduced,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cardiganshire  would  become  liable  for 
the  acts  of  neglieenoe  of  the  whole 
of  his  4,000  workmen,  whereas  the 
Bill  before  the  House  would  only  make 
the  hon.  Member  liable  for  50  out  of 
the  4,000.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Coventry  asked  that  he  should  re* 
ceive  concessions  limiting  the  compensa- 
tion to  £150,  whereas  me  present  pro- 
posal was  three  years'  wages.  The  are- 
rage  wages  of  the  county  would  not  jpro- 
duce  more  than  £200;  and,  therefore, 
all  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
asked  in  return  for  raising  the  liability 
about  80  times  was  that  damagee 
should  be  reduced  £rom  £200  to  £150. 
That  was  sufficient  to  show  that  hon. 
Members  did  not  really  understand  the 
effect  of  the  present  Bill.  Then, 
with  respect  to  the  alternative  of  **  oom- 
pulsoiy  insurance,"  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Knowles)  said  he  was  willing  to 
pay  £1  for  £1  paid  by  his  workmen,  and 
was  willing  that  that  should  be  not  for 
accidents  occasioned  by  negligence,  bat 
for  all  accidents  to  which  worlonen  woe 
liable.  But  he  also  said  tiiat  tiie  Bill 
did  not  deal  with  one-twentieth  of  thoie 
accidents.  Thus,  while  he  said  the  Bill 
was  going  to  ruin  all  the  mining  indne- 
try  of  the  Kingdom,  he  was  wuling  to 
undertake  a  liability  which  oonld  be 
proved  authentically  to  be  ten  timea 
greater  than  the  liability  which  could 
be  incurred  under  the  Bill.  Could  those 
arguments  be  serious  ?  Were  they  really 
presented  with  a  view  to  acceptance  by 
the  House,  or  were  they  only  put  for- 
ward to  delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill? 
Of  one  thing  he  was  certain.  If  their 
proposals  were  carried  into  effect,  the 
persons  whom  they  represented  would 
say  that  the  Government  proposed  to 
scourge  with  whips,  but  their  Sepresen* 
tatives  proposed  to  scourge  with  scor- 
pions. There  was  clearly  an  admitted 
grievance  on  the  part  of  workmen, 
although  the  extent  of  that  grievance 
was   open   to   difference    of   opinion. 
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AmoDg  the  grieyances  which   existed 
there  was  another  which  had  not  heen 
considered,  and  that  grieyance  was  that 
there  was  a  positiye  immnnity  granted  to 
large  employers  as  compared  with  smaller 
employers.     [Mr.   Maodonald  :    Hear, 
hearll     If  the  smaller   employer  ex- 
tended his  husiness,  and  substituted  for 
his    own    personal   inspection    that  of 
managers,  the  workmen  were  left  with- 
out any  compensation  from  the  manager 
in  case  of  an  accident,  and  so  the  em- 
ployer, at  present,  escaped  all  liability. 
Now,  if  it  was  admitted  such  a  grieyance 
existed,  surely  it  was  wise  to  attempt  to 
remedy  it,  and  it  was  almost  dangerous 
to  meet   much    a   grieyance  with  the 
answer  non  possumm.     Agitation  con- 
tinued, the  House  was  stormed,   and 
hasty  legislation  was  the  consequence, 
which  was  much  more  injurious  to  the 
interests  inyolyed  than  it  would  haye 
been  if  the  matter  had  been  taken  up  in 
time.  There  were  now  before  the  House 
three  separate  proposals.  First,  there  was 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stam>rd,  and,  as  they  had  been  urged 
to  speak  frankly  on  the  matter,  his  right 
hon.  Friend  said,  in  the  plainest  possible 
terms,  that  the  Qoyemment  were  unable 
to  accept  the  principle  of  that  Bill.    He 
was  not  quite  sure  that  there  was  not 
some  ground  for  difference  between  a 
stranger  and  a  workman.     A  stranger 
was  entirely  outside  the  operations;  a 
workman  was,  to  a  certain  extent,   a 
partner  in  an  enterprize,  and  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  he  might  be  called  upon  to 
share  the  risk.    On  this  a:round,  and  on 
the  ground  that  a  principle  which  would 
inyolye  so  indefinite  a  liability  would  in- 
terfere with  trade  and  enterprize,  they 
had  found  themselyes  unable  to  accept 
it.    The  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  had 
not  been  oyer  anxious  to  press  his  con- 
clusion, and  he  had  written  a  letter  in 
which  he  had  pointed  out  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  grieyance  of  the  work- 
man, and  had  suggested  that  it  should 
be  met  by  making  answerable  for  negli- 
gence not  only  the  employer,  but  all 
those  exercising  a  delegated  authority. 
That    modified  yiew  of  the  case  was 
the  one  which  they  had  endeayoured 
to  meet  by  the  Bill.    The  hon.  Member 
for  Hertford  (Mr.  Balfour)  would  idso 
abolish    the    distinction    between    the 
workman    and   the    stranger,    and    he 
would  do  it,  not  by  eleyating  the  work- 
man to  the  position  of  the  stranger,  but 


by  depressing  the  stranger  to  the  posi- 
tion of  the  workman.     He  would  lessen 
the  existing  liability  of  the  employer, 
and  would  not  extend  it  in  the  case  of 
the  workman.    No  one  but  the  hon. 
Member  had  been  bold  enough  to  sup- 
port his  yiew.    One  effect- of  that  would 
be  that  the  Bailway  Companies  would 
be  relieyed  from  liability  in  respect  of 
accidents;    and  he  did   not  think   the 
public  would  trayel  in  peace  of  mind  if 
they  knew  that  they  were  depriyed  of 
the  security  furnished  by  the  fact  that  a 
Company  would  haye  to  pay  a  heayy 
penalty  for  injury  due  to  negligence. 
The  third  proposal  was  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
yernment,  and  what  it  did  was  to  lessen 
a  practical  grieyance.    It  was  not  pos- 
sible to  obtain  finality  in  this  or  any 
matter ;  but  if  the  Bill  were  passed  the 
case  for  interference  would  be  yery  much 
weaker  than  it  was  at  present.     Now, 
what  real    obiection    could   be    urged 
against  the  Bill  as  it  now  stood  ?    The 
most  serious  was  that  urged  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wigan — that  it  would  en- 
courage litigation.    To  lessen  the  risk 
of  that  the  Gbyemment  entreated  the 
assistance  of  the  House;  and  if  there 
were  any  way  in  which  the  liability  to 
litigation  coidd  be  reduced,  the  Gk>yem- 
ment  would  be  glad  to  accept  it.    But 
the  general  argument  was  an  argument 
against  all  concession  of  legal  right,  for, 
if  there  were  no  law,  there  would  be  no 
litigation.    They  could  not  haye  a  legal 
remedy  without  opening  the    way   to 
litigation.     Whether,  in  practice,    the 
amount  of  litigation  would  be  as  se- 
rious as  was  supposed  he  was  inclined 
to  doubt.     One  or  two  questions  might 
arise ;    but  as    many   decisions  would 
settle  them  once  for  all.    The  proba- 
bility of  litigation  had  been  immensely 
lessened,    if  not    altogether   remoyed, 
by  the  proposal  to  limit  the  maximum 
amount  of  compensation.    The  largest 
sum  a  workman  could    receiye  would 
not  generally  exceed  £200,  and  in  a 
yast  number  of  cases  it  would  be  much 
less.     No  doubt,  the  employer  would 
make  an  effort  to  come  to  some  agree- 
ment ;   and  qb  a  sum  of  from  £20  to 
£50  would  represent  the  difference  be- 
tween the  claim  and  the  offer,  it  was 
not  likely  that  sensible  people  on  either 
side  woidd  waste  the  money  that  should 
go  into  the  pocket  of  one  party  or  the 
other.  Whether  the  Bill  would  do  any- 
thing to  expose  us  still  further  to  foreign 
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Hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  he 
hoped  the  same  success  which  attended 
a  portion  of  the  Eesolutions  moved  some 
years  ago  would  follow  that  now  before 
the  House.  What  he  alluded  to  was  a 
set  of  Besolutions,  one  of  which  was  for 
the  abolition  of  Purchase,  which  had 
been  rendered  unnecessary  by  being 
taken  up  by  the  (Government  of  the 
day,  ana  which  had  been  moved  by 
his  hon.  Friend  and  seconded  by  him- 
self. The  reforms  which  the  hon. 
Oentleman  proposed  to  carry  out,  and 
the  abuses  which  he  had  pointed  out  in 
the  great  age  of  our  generals,  and  the 
great  number  of  them,  were  matters 
which  had  been  pointed  out  over  and 
over  again,  and  still  remained  un- 
reformed ;  and  he  thought,  considering 
the  opportunity  presented  to  the  country 
BO  excellently  by  the  abolition  of  the 
Purchase  system,  it  was  not  creditable  to 
Parliament  that  it  had  not  occupied 
itself  since  that  time  in  making  the 
necessaxy  reforms.  But  there  was  a 
great  obstacle  to  all  reforms  in  the  Army  \ 
and  he  felt  satisfied  that,  strong  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ghilders)  was, 
he  could  not  overcome  the  vu  in&rtia 
which  prevailed  at  headquarters,  which 
was  at  the  Horse  Guards  under  the  old 
system,  and  was  now  at  the  War  Office ; 
while  tiie  Commander-in-Chief  was  not 
only  a  Boyal,  but  a  sort  of  life  appoint- 
ment. It  was  worse  long  ago,  for  not  only 
was  the  Commander-in-Chief,  but  the 
Military  Secretary  as  well,  was  a  kind  of 
permanent  appointment.  By  agitation  in 
the  House  they  got  rid  of  the  Military  Se- 
cretary, and  got  that  office  turned  into  a 
five  years'  appointment,  and  he  was  afraid 
there  would  be  no  genuine  reforms  in  the 
Army  until  the  Commandership-in-Chief 
was  made  a  Staff  appointment  of  the  same 
five  years'  duration.  He  believed  the 
Commander-in-Chief  was  a  most  excel- 
lent officer.  He,  no  doubt,  thoroughly 
understood  the  Army  as,  perhaps,  no  other 
man  did ;  but  he  was  prejudiced  by  be- 
longing to  the  old  school,  and  while  he 
understood  the  Army  he  managed  it  in 
the  old  school  way.  He  believed  there 
would  be  no  reform  as  long  as  the  pre- 
sent system  remained.  There  was  an- 
other way  in  which  that  difficulty 
oould  be  got  over  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  treat  the  Army  go- 
vernment in  another  manner.  There 
used  to  be  a  Lord  High  Admiral  to 
manage  the  Navy ;  but  that  was  so  in- 
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convenient  that  it  was  abolished,  and 
the  Navy  was  put  under  a  Board  of 
Admiralty.    Why  not  abolish  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, who  bore  the  very  same 
relation  to  the  Army  which  the  Lord 
High  Admiral  did  to  the  Navy,  and  let 
the  Army  be  put  under  a  Board  similar 
to  what  the  Navy  was  put  under  ?    He 
believed    under    such    a  system,    with 
younger  men,  they  would  have  reforms 
which,  without  it,  they  could  never  have. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  had  so  completely  covered 
all  the  ground  that  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  long,  or  stand  in  the  way  of 
those  military  Gentlemen   who  wished 
to    take  part    in    the  discTission.     He 
shoidd,  therefore,  only  say  a  few  more 
words,  and    those    would    be    on   the 
honorary  colonelcies.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  that  the  cost  of  them  was 
£203,000.     He  understood  that  in  1871 
the  figure  was  £162,500,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  find  that  the  amount  had  in- 
creased by  some  £40,000  since  that  date. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  amount  had  de- 
creased ;  because  he  had  seen  that,  time 
after  time,  certain  regiments  had  been 

given  to  Boyal  Dukes.  Now,  he  would 
ke  some  little  explanation  about  that, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  ri^hthon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  how  that  increase  had 
taken  place.  They  were  informed  by  Lord 
Cardwell  that  when  several  regiments 
were  given  to  Boyal  Dukes  they  were 
only  paid  for  one  of  them.  Thus  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  paid  £1,350  for 
the  10th  Hussars,  and  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  £2,200  for  the  Grenadier 
Guards,  while  they  were  told  that  the 
other  regiments  they  held  were  purely 
honorary.  He  wanted  to  know  if 
that  remained  the  fact  now,  and  if  the 
other  regiments  since  given  to  those 
distinguishedpersonaffes  were  entirely 
honoraiy.  He  found  the  Prince  of 
Wales  had  not  only  the  10th  Hussan, 
but  also  the  Eifle  Brigade ;  and  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge  had  not  only  the 
Grenadier  Guf^ds,  but  the  17th  Lancers, 
the  Boyal  Artillery,  the  Boyal  Engineers, 
and  the  60th  Bifles.  He  wished  to  know 
if  the  whole  of  them  were  honorary. 
He  believed  they  were,  and  he  hoped 
that  was  the  fact;  but,  in  recent  dis- 
cussions, he  had  seen  it  stated  otherwise 
in  print ;  and  he  thought  the  facts  of  the 
case  ought  to  be  made  known  to  the 
country.  If  they  were  honoranr,  he,  for 
his  part,  hoped  that  before  long  the 
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Duke  of  Cambridge  would  get  the  whole 
of  them.  That  seemed  to  him  an  easy 
way  out  of  the  difficulty.  If  the  colonelcy 
of  every  regiment  was  given  to  the  Prince 
of  Wales  or  the  Duke  of  Cambridge 
without  pay,  as  an  additional  honour, 
as  soon  as  it  became  vacant,  they  would 
in  that  way  get  rid  of  all  that  they 
complained  of,  and  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  Thehon.  Member  had  spoken 
about  there  being  no  defence  of  the 
honorary  coloncies  by  anyone ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  remembered  vexr  well 
that  they  had  sometimes  been  deiended 
by  Lord  Cranbrook — then  Mr.  Oathome 
Hardy — who  had  stated  that  these  posi- 
tions were  fair  rewards  for  an  honoured 
career,  and  that  such  prizes  were  g^ven 
for  long  and  high  services.  But  if  they 
were  really  so,  it  was  rather  a  remark- 
able fact  that  80  many  of  them  went 
into  the  War  Office  or  Horse  Quards. 
In  fact,  they  were  entirely  the  result  of 
a  system  of  selection,  and  of  a  kind  of 
selection  that  seemed  to  have  become 
pure  favouritism.  That  was  one  of  the 
grounds  on  which  he  thought  these 
appointments  in  the  highest  degree  un- 
sansfactory ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  thinking  mat  the  sooner  the 
country  got  rid  of  them,  and  instituted 
some  more  satisfactory  system,  the  better 
it  would  be  for  the  Army.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Besolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  steps  shotild  at  once  be  taken  to  re- 
duce the  active  list  of  generals  to  the  point  at 
which  it  in  adequate,  and  no  more  thuxi  ade- 
quate, to  the  actual  requirements  of  the  service 
of  the  Country.** — (Mr,  Trevelyan.) 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bor- 
der Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  had 
closely  followed  up  all  the  facts  and  de- 
ductions that  had  been  adduced;  but 
he  entirely  failed  to  see  that  he  had 
bucceeded  in  establishing  his  case.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  began  by  drawing  a 
comparison  between  foreign  Armies — 
especially  that  of  Germany — and  our 
own;  but  he  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay) 
must  at  once  say  that  such  comparisons 
were  really  of  little  worth,  unless  a 
similarity  between  the  two  cases  could 
be  proved ;  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  we  had  large  Colonial  posses- 
sions to  watch  over,  where  officers  had 
to  be  constantly  sent  to  fill  important 


appointments  and  carry  out  various 
duties  in  connection  with  those  places. 
His  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  describe  a 
state  of  things  which,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  had  entirely  disappeared  from  our 
Service.  He  showed  how,  in  former  days, 
general  officers  who  commanded  regi- 
ments were  men  engaged  in  all  sorts  of 
business  connected  with  the  clothing  and 
establishment  of  their  respective  corps  ; 
but  his  remarks  on  that  head,  though 
they  might  very  well  bear  on  the  cir- 
cumstances of  25  years  affo,  were  in  no 
way  applicable,  as  hon.  Members  knew, 
to  the  present  condition  of  affairs. 
At  the  present  moment,  the  honorary 
colonels  who  had  been  denounced  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  discipline  or 
conduct  of  the  regiments  they  com- 
manded. What  was  their  position? 
They  were  simply  men  in  receipt  of  a  pen- 
sion for  long  and  honourable  past  ser- 
vices in  the  Army,  and  nothing  else. 
That  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  only  oefence 
which  could  be  set  up  with  regard  to 
those  colonelcies;  and  if  they  were 
abolished,  what  gain,  he  would  ask, 
could  be  arrived  at  except  an  economic 
one  ?  and  he  was  unable,  he  confessed, 
to  see  how  any  such  gain  would  arise. 
These  general  officers,  who  were  borne 
on  the  Establishment  of  the  Army,  were 
receiving  £460  a-year.  Anyone  look- 
ing at  The  Army  List  would  find  that 
they  were  borne  on  the  non-effective 
side  of  the  Estimates ;  and  surely  £450 
a-year  was  no  large  pension  for  a  man 
who  had  served,  perhaps,  40  years  in  the 
Army.  What,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
position  of  an  officer  who  had  ceased  to 
be  in  command  of  his  regiment,  his  five 
years  having  expired?  Beviewing  his 
position,  an  officer  so  placed  would  find 
that  if  he  retired  he  would  receive  as 
colonel  £420  a-year,  and  the  difference 
between  that  and  £450  (the  pay  of  a 
general  officer)  was  only  £30  a-year. 
Beyond  that,  it  was,  he  thought,  without 
doubt,  veiy  gratifying  to  such  a  man  to 
be  allowed  to  call  himself  general.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  desired,  as  he  under- 
stood he  did,  to  limit  the  number  of  ap- 
pointments, and  to  lay  down  a  rule  that 
there  should  be  only  a  certain  number 
of  general  officers — as  many  as  there 
were  appointments  to  give  away — the 
result  of  the  adoption  of  his  proposal 
would  be  to  narrow  the  field  of  choice 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  authorities  to  pick  and 
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choose  the  men  they  would  wish  to  se- 
lect.   Now,  in  eyeiy  business  in  life,  if 
a  man  desired  to  be  master  of  the  situa- 
tion, it  was  better,  he  maintained,  to 
have  half-a-dozen  persons  from  whom 
to  make  a  selection  than  to  be  limited 
to  one ;  and,  as  matters  now  stood,  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  the  whole  list  of 
general  officers  from  whom  to  pick.    K 
an  officer  retired,   he  had  to  consider 
tiiat  £420  a-year  was  his  retiring  allow- 
ance ;  but  he  might  say  to  himself  that 
he  would  rather  run  the  risk  of  going 
on  and  taking  the  chance  of  becoming 
a  general  officer.    Before  he  could  attain 
to  that  he  would  have  to  wait,  perhaps 
four,  five,  or  six  years,  and  what  pay 
did  he  receive  during  all  that  time? 
Two  hundred  a-year;  while  supposing 
that  he  had  retired  as  a  colonel  on  £420, 
there  was  a  distinct  gain  to  the  State  of 
the  difference  between  those  two  sums. 
His  hon.  Friend,  he  might  add,  in  the 
comparison  which  he  drew  between  our 
own  and  foreign  Armies,  did  not  say  a 
single  word  about  the  Militia,  the  Ke- 
serves,  or  the  Volunteers,  nor  give  the 
House  any  idea  of  what  the  establish- 
ment of  eeneral  officers  for  that  large 
number  of  about  450,000  men  would  be. 
His  hon.  Friend  made  a  great  point  of 
the  age  of  the  generals  who  served  in 
the  old  days.    But  those  days  had  now 
gone  by;  and  though  the  services  of 
young  officers  were  very  desirable,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  some  of  the 
most  successful  generals  of  our  times 
were  advanced  in  years.    What  did  his 
hon.  Friend  say  to  Moltke,  Blumenthd, 
and    Sir    Colin    Campbell,    who    was 
already  old  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
war,   but  who  still  was  subsequently 
selected  to  command  our  Forces  in  the 
Mutiny  ?    Why,  his  hon.  Friend,  by  his 
system  of  excluding  men  at  65  or  70  years 
of  age,  would  have  prevented  these  emi- 
nent men  from  rendering  service  to  their 
countries.  In  our  existing  system,  against 
which  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  levelled,  there  were,   no    doubt, 
blots ;  but  he  maintained  that  it  had  on 
the  whole  worked  satisfactorily,  and  it 
should,  therefore,  continue  to  have  his 
support. 

Bib  HAREY  VERNET  thought  the 
real  question  for  the  House  to  consider 
in  connection  with  the  subject  under 
notice  was  whether  the  Army  was  over- 
paid. He  was  of  opinion,  upon  that 
point,    that    no  comparison  could    be 
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made  between  our  Army  and  that 
of  any  other  nation,  for  the  British 
Army  did  much  more  important  and 
dangerous  service,  and  received  less  pay, 
than  any  other  Army  in  the  world.  Its 
circumstances  were  very  different  from 
those  of  the  Armies  of  any  other  country, 
being  liable  to  service  abroad  at  any  mo- 
ment, whereas  the  Prussian  Army  resided 
in  its  own  villages  and  in  its  own  homes. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  mind  whether 
generals  had  pensions  or  regiments,  but 
to  bring  the  interests  of  the  Service  into 
account,  he  should  prefer  their  having 
regiments,  as  the  honorary  colonels  often 
did  every^iing  they  could  to  benefit  the 
regiments  with  which  they  were  con- 
nected and  to  minister  to  their  comfort. 
There  was  one  great  advantage  in  having 
a  large  number  of  general  officers — 
name^,  the  advantage  gained  by  having 
many  men  from  whom  to  make  selec- 
tions. For  general  officers  they  wanted 
to  be  able  to  select  young  men,  and  he 
regretted  that  there  were  not  more  of 
them  to  choose  from.  No  man  could  be 
more  opposed  than  he  to  favouritism ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  would  not  fail  to 
introduce  many  of  the  reforms  in  the 
administration  of  the  Army  of  which  it 
stood  in  need. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  permit  him  to  congra- 
tulate his  hon.  Fnend  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
on  the  instructive  statement  with  which 
he  accompanied  his  Motion.  No  one 
would  appreciate  that  statement  more 
than  himself  TMr.  Childers),  because  he 
could  not  help  remembering  the  time 
when  his  hon.  Friend  stood  shoulder  to 
shoulder  and  side  by  side  with  him  (Mr. 
Childers)  at  the  Admiralty,  to  fignt  a 
question  very  similar  to  this,  in  going 
through  the  details  of  the  very  great  re- 
forms found  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  Navy;  and  for 
which,  however  great  might  have  been 
the  differences  of  opinion  at  the  time,  both 
as  to  principle  and  details,  he  believed 
they  might  now  claim  that  it  had  been 
entirely  successful,  and  that  not  only  the 
Service  generally,  but  the  prospects  of 
officers,  had  been  greatly  improved.  For 
that  reason,  on  whatever  points  he  and 
his  hon.  Friend  agreed  or  did  not  agree, 
he  begged  to  uiank  him  for  having 
brought  forward  so  manfully  a  great 
scheme  of  reform  in  connection  with  the 
higher  ranks  of  the  Army.    He  felt  sure 
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sinecures  in  order  to  ease  the  burden  of 
those  whom  the  Purchase  system  had 
stripped  bare  of  their  property.  But 
now  Purchase  has  gone— has  gone  long 

X;  and  all  this  mass  of  honorary 
*es,  and  this  great  overgrown  list  of 
generals,  ought  long  affo  to  have  gone 
with  it.  Since  the  day  when  I  first 
asked  the  House,  more  d^an  nine  years 
ago,  to  stop  the  appointments  to  nono- 
rary  colonelcies,  no  less  than  three-fourths 
of  the  present  generals  have  obtained 
their  promotion  to  the  list,  and  have 
taken  their  place  among  the  claimants 
for  these  offices.  When  the  day  comes 
for  them  to  be  abolished,  as  it  surely 
will,  heavy  and  grave  will  be  the  re- 
sponsibility of  the  Parliament  which, 
by  rejecting  the  Resolution  which  is 
now  submitted  to  it,  entails  such  an 
immense  and  needless  additional  burden 
upon  the  Exchequer.  The  prospects  of 
lieutenant  generals  and  major  generals 
who  look  forward  to  colonelcies  should 
be  accurately  reckoned,  and  made  good 
to  them  in  the  shape  of  pensions,  imme- 
diate or  deferred ;  out  the  injustice,  for 
it  is  nothing  less,  of  a  system  under 
which  offidab  at  the  Horse  Guards  being 
allowed  to  draw,  in  addition  to  their 
salaries,  these  great  sums  of  money 
which  thev  themselves  defend,  upon 
the  grouna  that  thev  are  pensions  for 
meritorious  officers,  should  be  put  a  stop 
to  now,  at  once  and  for  ever.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  at  the  War  Office  is 
the  man  to  do  this.  He  it  was  who, 
by  a  well  considered  and  mobt  suc- 
cessful scheme,  depleted  the  over  full 
ranks  of  admit^  and  post  captains  in 
the  Navy  with  advantage  alike  to  the 
officers  who  went  and  the  officers  who 
remained.  Let  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman ascertain  how  many  officers 
are  wanted  for  actual  employment; 
how  many  generals  to  command  at 
Gibraltar  and  Aldershot,  in  India  and 
in  Ireland ;  how  many  lieutenant 
generals  are  required  to  command 
divisions ;  how  many  major  generals  to 
command  brigades;  iust  as  the  Lord 
Chancellor  ascertains  now  many  Judges 
are  required  in  each  section  of  the  High 
Court.  Then,  having  ascertained  what 
the  duties  are,  and  having  allotted  an 
officer  of  the  proper  rank  to  each,  let 
him  allot  to  each  officer  an  adequate 
salary.  I  am  not  one  of  those  who 
think  that  a  working  major  general  is 
overpaid    on    £700    a-year,   and    I2s. 


a-day  allowances.  And  let  nobody 
thenceforward  be  made  or  called  a 
general,  unless  a  general  is  wanted 
to  do  general's  duties ;  and  then  let  the 
fittest  man  be  taken.  Now  that  we  have 
no  longer  got  Purchase  we  must  have 
selection.  There  is  no  real  difficulty 
about  it.  Before  Purchase  was  abolished 
the  Duke  of  Cambridge  came  before  a 
Boyal  Commission,  and  announced  that 
he,  as  responsible  head  of  the  Army, 
did  not  feei  equal  to  selecting  lieutenant 
colonels  to  command  battaUons.  But 
Purchase  was  abolished,  and  His  Boyal 
Highness  found  himself  quite  compe- 
tent to  appoint  lieutenant  colonels.  Bo, 
if  Parliament  insists  upon  it,  he  will 
find  the  selection  of  generals  no  impos- 
sible task.  The  truth  is  that  when 
the  duties  to  which  a  man  is  promoted 
are  real  duties  promotion  almost  makes 
itself,  and  the  best  man  is  sure  to  be 
selected.  Let  the  Government  give  the 
country  the  100  generals  for  whom  it  has 
work,  and  restore  to  the  name  of  p^eneral 
the  prestige  which  will  accrue  to  it  when 
it  is  a  reality  instead  of  being,  as  it 
so  often  is,  a  sham;  and  you  will  do 
as  much  to  educate  the  public  spirit 
and  maintain  the  efficiency  of  the  Army 
as,  in  the  end,  you  will  do  to  save  the 
pocket  of  the  taxpayer.  And,  when 
generals  are  past  work,  let  them  re- 
tire on  a  fair  and  certain  pension  pro- 
portioned to  their  rank.  Two  or  some- 
times even  three  deserving  officers  might 
be  pensioned  for  the  sum  that  now  is 
consumed  in  addition  to  a  salary  by  one 
man  or  another  who  is  not  a  retired 
officer  at  all  ;  by  reducing  the  Active 
List  of  generab  to  what  the  Service  re- 
quired ;  and  by  retiring  superannuated 
generals  on  a  fixed  and  well-ascertained 
scale  of  pension,  you  will  save  to  the 
nation  an  annual  sum  the  capital  of 
which  will  more  than  cover  half  ^  the 
capital  which  was  expended,  and,  wisely 
expended,  in  abolishing  Purchase.  That 
course  is  one  which,  as  Englishmen 
solicitous  for  the  condition  of  the  Army, 
and  as  Members  of  Parliament  who 
are  guardians  of  the  public  purse, 
we  are  equally  bound  to  take,  and  in 
the  confidence  that  many  present  will 
agree  with  me,  I  beg  to  move  the  first 
Resolution  of  which  I  have  g^iven  Notice, 
and,  subsequently,  if  that  is  carried,  the 
second 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Motion  of  his 
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Hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  lie 
hoped  the  same  success  which  attended 
a  portion  of  the  Eesolutions  moved  some 
years  ago  would  follow  that  now  before 
the  House.    What  he  alluded  to  was  a 
set  of  Eesolutions,  one  of  which  was  for 
the  abolition  of  Purchase,  which  had 
been  rendered  unnecessary   by   being 
taken  up  by  the  Goyemment  of  the 
day,   ana    which  had  been  moved  by 
his  hon.  Friend  and  seconded  by  him- 
self.     The    reforms    which    the  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  to  carry  out,  and 
the  abuses  which  he  had  pointed  out  in 
the  great  age  of  our  generals,  and  the 
great  number  of  them,  were  matters 
which  had  been  pointed  out  over  and 
over    a^n,    and    still    remained    un* 
reformed ;  and  he  thought,  considering 
the  opportunity  presented  to  the  country 
so  excellently  by  the  abolition  of  the 
Purchase  system,  it  was  not  creditable  to 
Parliament  that  it   had    not  occupied 
itself  since  that  time  in   making  the 
necessary  reforms.     But  there  was   a 
great  obstacle  to  all  reforms  in  the  Army ; 
and  he  felt  satisfied  that,  strong  as  tne 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  was, 
he  could  not  overcome  the  rt>  indrtta 
which  prevailed  at  headquarters,  which 
was  at  the  Horse  Guards  under  the  old 
system,  and  was  now  at  the  War  Office ; 
while  ihe  Commander-in-Chief  was  not 
only  a  Boyal,  but  a  sort  of  life  appoint- 
ment. It  was  worse  long  ago,  for  not  only 
was  the  Commander-in-Chief,  but  the 
Military  Secretary  as  well,  was  a  kind  of 
permanent  appointment.  By  agitation  in 
the  House  they  got  rid  of  the  lnUlitary  Se- 
cretary, and  got  that  office  turned  into  a 
five  years'  appointment,  and  he  was  afraid 
there  would  be  no  genuine  reforms  in  the 
Army  until  the  Commandership-in-Chief 
was  made  a  Stafif  appointment  of  the  same 
five  years'  duration.    He  believed  the 
Commander-in-Chief  was  a  most  excel- 
lent officer.     He,  no  doubt,  thoroughly 
imderstood  the  Army  as,  perhaps,  no  other 
man  did ;  but  he  was  prejudiced  by  be- 
longing to  the  old  school,  and  while  he 
understood  the  Army  he  managed  it  in 
the  old  school  way.     He  believed  there 
would  be  no  reform  as  long  as  the  pre- 
sent system  remained.    There  was  an- 
other   way   in    which    that    difficulty 
oould   be  got  over  if    the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  treat  the  A^y  go- 
yemment in  another  manner.      There 
used  to  be  a  Lord  High  Admirid  to 
manage  the  Navy ;  but  that  was  so  in- 
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convenient  that  it  was  abolished,  and 
the  Navy  was  put  under  a  Boud  of 
Admiralty.  Why  not  abolish  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief,  who  bore  the  veiy  same 
relation  to  the  Army  which  the  Lord 
High  Admiral  did  to  the  Navy,  and  let 
the  Army  be  put  under  a  Board  similar 
to  what  the  Navy  was  put  under  ?  He 
believed  under  such  a  i^stem,  with 
younger  men,  they  would  have  reforms 
which,  without  it,  they  could  never  have. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  had  so  completely  covered 
all  the  ground  that  he  would  not  detain 
the  House  long,  or  stand  in  the  way  of 
those  military  Gentlemen  who  wished 
to  take  part  in  the  discussion.  He 
shoidd,  therefore,  only  say  a  few  m<ae 
words,  and  those  wonla  be  on  the 
honorary  colonelcies.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  that  the  cost  of  them  was 
£203,000.  He  understood  that  in  1871 
the  figure  was  £162,500,  and  he  was 
sorry  to  find  that  the  amount  had  in- 
creased by  some  £40,000  since  that  date. 
He  had  hoped  that  the  amount  had  de- 
creased ;  because  he  had  seen  that,  time 
after  time,  certain  regiments  had  been 

fiven  to  Boyal  Dukes.  Now,  he  would 
ke  some  little  explanation  al>ont  that, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman knew  how  that  increase  had 
taken  place.  They  were  informed  by  Lord 
Cardwell  that  when  several  regiments 
were  given  to  Boyal  Dukes  they  were 
only  paid  for  one  of  them.  Thus  the 
Prince  of  Wales  was  paid  £1,350  for 
the  10th  Hussars,  and  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge  £2,200  for  the  Grenadier 
Guards,  while  they  were  told  that  the 
other  regin^ents  they  held  were  porely 
honorary.  He  wanted  to  know  if 
that  remained  the  fact  now,  and  if  the 
other  regiments  since  given  to  thoee 
distinguishedpersonaffes  were  entirely 
honoraiT.  He  found  the  Prince  of 
Wales  had  not  only  the  10th  Hnssars, 
but  also  the  Bifle  Brigade ;  and  the 
Duke  of  Cambridge  had  not  only  the 
Grenadier  Gu(irds,  out  Uie  17th  Lancen, 
the  Boyal  Artillery,  the  Boyal  Engineers, 
and  the  60th  Bifles.  He  wished  to  know 
if  the  whole  of  them  were  honoraiy. 
He  believed  they  were,  and  he  hoped 
that  was  the  fact;  but,  in  recent  dis- 
cussions, he  had  seen  it  stated  otherwise 
in  print ;  and  he  thought  the  facta  of  the 
case  ought  to  be  made  known  to  the 
country.  If  they  were  honoraiYt  he,  for 
his  part,  hoped  that  before  long  the 
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Duke  of  Cambridge  would  get  the  whole 
of  them.  That  seemed  to  him  an  easy 
way  out  of  the  difficulty.  If  the  colonelcy 
of  every  regiment  was  fi;iven  to  the  Prince 
of  Wales  or  the  Duko  of  Cambridge 
without  pay,  as  an  additional  honour, 
as  soon  as  it  became  vacant,  they  would 
in  that  way  get  rid  of  all  that  they 
complained  of,  and  in  a  satisfactory 
manner.  Thehon.  Member  had  spoken 
about  there  being  no  defence  of  the 
honorary  ooloncies  by  anyone ;  but  he 
(Mr.  Anderson)  remembered  very  well 
that  they  had  sometimes  been  defended 
by  Lord  Cranbrook — then  Mr.  GFathome 
Hardy — who  had  stated  that  these  posi- 
tions were  fair  rewards  for  an  honoured 
career,  and  that  such  prizes  were  g^ven 
for  long  and  hi^h  services.  But  if  they 
were  really  so,  it  was  rather  a  remark- 
able fact  that  so  many  of  them  went 
into  the  War  Office  or  Horse  Guards. 
In  fact,  they  were  entirely  the  result  of 
a  system  of  selection,  and  of  a  kind  of 
selection  that  seemed  to  have  become 
pure  favouritism.  That  was  one  of  the 
grounds  on  which  he  thought  these 
ap^intments  in  the  highest  degree  un- 
satisfactory ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  in  thinking  that  the  sooner  the 
country  got  rid  of  them,  and  instituted 
some  more  satisfactory  system,  the  better 
it  would  be  for  the  Axiny.  He  had  great 
pleasure  in  seconding  the  Resolution. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  steps  should  at  once  be  taken  to  re- 
dace  the  actiTe  list  of  generals  to  the  point  at 
which  it  is  adequate,  and  no  more  than  ade- 
quate, to  the  actual  requirements  of  the  service 
of  the  Country."— (Jfr.  Trevtlyan,) 

CoLOJTEL  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  he 
had  listened  with  great  interest  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Bor- 
der Burghs  (Mr.  Trevelyan),  and  had 
closely  followed  ud  all  the  facts  and  de- 
ductions that  had  been  adduced;  but 
he  entirelv  failed  to  see  that  he  had 
succeeded  m  establishing  his  case.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  began  by  drawing  a 
comparison  between  foreign  Armies — 
especially  that  of  Germany — and  our 
own;  but  he  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay) 
must  at  once  say  that  such  comparisons 
were  really  of  little  worth,  unless  a 
similarity  between  the  two  cases  could 
be  proved ;  and  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  we  had  large  Colonial  posses- 
sions to  watch  over,  where  officers  had 
to  be  constantly  sent  to  fill  important 


appointments  and  carry  out  various 
duties  in  connection  with  those  places. 
His  hon.  Friend  went  on  to  describe  a 
state  of  things  which,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  had  entirely  disappeared  from  our 
Service.  He  showed  how,  in  former  days, 
general  officers  who  commanded  regi- 
ments were  men  enga^d  in  all  sorts  of 
business  connected  with  the  clothing  and 
establishment  of  their  respective  corps  ; 
but  his  remarks  on  that  head,  though 
they  might  very  well  bear  on  the  cir- 
cumstances of  25  years  affo,  were  in  no 
way  applicable,  as  hon.  Members  knew, 
to  the  present  condition  of  affairs. 
At  the  present  moment,  the  honorary 
colonels  who  had  been  denounced  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  discipline  or 
conduct  of  the  regiments  they  com- 
manded. What  was  their  position? 
They  were  simply  men  in  receipt  of  a  pen- 
sion for  long  and  honourable  past  ser- 
vices in  the  Army,  and  nothing  else. 
That  was,  in  his  opinion,  the  only  oefence 
which  could  be  set  up  with  regard  to 
those  colonelcies;  and  if  they  were 
abolished,  what  gain,  he  womd  ask, 
could  be  arrived  at  except  an  economic 
one  ?  and  he  was  unable,  he  confessed, 
to  see  how  any  such  gain  would  arise. 
These  general  officers,  who  were  borne 
on  the  Establishment  of  the  Army,  were 
receiving  £460  a-year.  Anyone  look- 
ing at  The  Army  List  would  find  that 
they  were  borne  on  the  non-effective 
side  of  the  Estimates ;  and  surely  £450 
a-year  was  no  large  pension  for  a  man 
who  had  served,  perhaps,  40  years  in  the 
Army.  What,  he  would  ask,  was  the 
posidou  of  an  officer  who  had  ceased  to 
be  in  command  of  his  regiment,  his  five 
years  having  expired?  Beviewing  his 
position,  an  officer  so  placed  would  find 
that  if  he  retired  he  would  receive  as 
colonel  £420  a-year,  and  the  difference 
between  that  and  £450  (the  pay  of  a 
general  officer)  was  only  £30  a-year. 
Beyond  that,  it  was,  he  thought,  without 
doubt,  very  gratiiving  to  such  a  man  to 
be  allowed  to  call  himself  general.  If 
his  hon.  Friend  desired,  as  he  under- 
stood he  did,  to  limit  the  number  of  ap- 
pointments, and  to  lay  down  a  rule  that 
there  should  be  only  a  certain  number 
of  general  officers — as  many  as  there 
were  appointments  to  give  away — the 
result  of  the  adoption  of  his  proposal 
would  be  to  narrow  the  field  of  choice 
to  such  an  extent  that  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  the  authorities  to  pick  and 
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choose  the  men  they  would  wish  to  se- 
lect.   Now,  in  every  business  in  life,  if 
a  man  desired  to  be  master  of  the  situa- 
tion, it  was  better,  he  maintained,   to 
have  half-a-dozen  persons  from  whom 
to  make  a  selection  than  to  be  limited 
to  one ;  and,  as  matters  now  stood,  the 
Secretary  of  State  had  the  whole  list  of 
general  officers  from  whom  to  pick.    If 
an  officer  retired,   he  had  to  consider 
that  £420  a-year  was  his  retiring  allow- 
ance ;  but  he  might  say  to  himself  that 
he  would  rather  run  the  risk  of  going 
on  and  taking  the  chance  of  becoming 
a  general  officer.    Before  he  could  attain 
to  that  he  would  have  to  wait,  perhaps 
four,  five,  or  ox  years,  and  wtat  pay 
did  he  receive  during  all  that  time? 
Two  hundred  a-year;  while  supposing 
that  he  had  retired  as  a  colonel  on  £420, 
there  was  a  distinct  gain  to  the  State  of 
the  difference  between  those  two  sums. 
His  hon.  Friend,  he  might  add,  in  the 
comparison  which  he  drew  between  our 
own  and  foreign  Armies,  did  not  say  a 
single  word  about  the  Militia,  the  Ke- 
serves,  or  the  Volunteers,  nor  give  the 
House  any  idea  of  what  the  establish- 
ment of  general  officers  for  that  large 
number  of  about  450,000  men  would  be. 
His  hon.  Friend  made  a  great  point  of 
the  a^e  of  the  generals  who  served  in 
the  old  days.    But  those  days  had  now 
gone  by;  and  though  the  services  of 
young  officers  were  very  desirable,  it 
should  not  be  forgotten  that  some  of  the 
most  successful  generals  of  our  times 
were  advanced  in  years.    What  did  his 
hon.  Friend  say  to  Moltke,  Blumenthal, 
and    Sir    Colin    Campbell,    who    was 
already  old  at  the  time  of  the  Crimean 
war,   but  who  still  was  subsequently 
selected  to  command  our  Forces  in  Uie 
Mutiny  ?    Why,  his  hon.  Friend,  by  his 
system  of  excluding  men  at  65  or  70  years 
of  age,  would  have  prevented  these  emi- 
nent men  fr^m  rendering  service  to  their 
countries.  Inourexisting  system,  against 
which  the  proposals  of  the  hon.  Member 
were  levelled,   there  were,  no    doubt, 
blots ;  but  he  maintained  that  it  had  on 
the  whole  worked  satisfactorily,  and  it 
Bhouldy  therefore,  continue  to  have  his 
support. 

Bib  HAREY  VERNEY  thought  the 
real  question  for  the  House  to  consider 
in  connection  with  the  subject  under 
notice  was  whether  the  Army  was  over- 
pud.  He  was  of  opinion,  upon  that 
point,    that   no  comparison  could   be 
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made  between  our  Army  and  that 
of  any  other  nation,  for  the  British 
Army  did  much  more  important  and 
dangerous  service,  and  received  less  paj, 
than  any  other  Army  in  the  worid.  Its 
circumstances  were  very  different  from 
those  of  the  Armies  of  any  other  country, 
being  liable  to  service  abroad  at  any  mo- 
ment, whereas  the  Prussian  Army  resided 
in  its  own  villages  and  in  its  own  hornet. 
For  his  part,  he  did  not  mind  whether 
generals  had  pensions  or  regiments,  but 
to  bring  the  interests  of  the  Scorioe  bto 
account,  he  should  prefer  their  hiring 
regiments,  as  the  honorary  colonels  often 
did  everything  they  oould  to  benefit  the 
regiments  with  which  they  were  «m- 
nected  and  to  minister  to  their  comfort. 
There  was  one  great  advantage  in  haring 
a  large  number  of  general  officers^ 
namely,  the  advantage  gained  by  hiring 
many  men  from  whom  to  make  selec- 
tions. For  general  officers  they  wanted 
to  be  able  to  select  young  men,  and  he 
regretted  that  there  were  not  more  of 
them  to  choose  from.  No  man  could  he 
more  opposed  than  lie  to  f avouxitiem ; 
and  he  was  convinced  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  would  not  fail  to 
introduce  many  of  Uie  reforms  in  the 
administration  of  the  Army  of  which  it 
stood  in  need. 

Mb.  childers  said,  he  was  we 
the  House  would  permit  him  to  congra- 
tulate his  hon.  Fnend  (Mr.  Trevelyan) 
on  the  instructive  statement  with  which 
he  accompanied  his  Motion.     No  one 
would  appreciate  that  Btatement  more 
than  himself  TMr.  OhUders),  because  he 
could  not  help  remembering  the  time 
when  his  hon.  Friend  stood  snoulder  to 
shoulder  and  side  by  side  with  him  (Mr* 
ChUders)  at  the  Admiralty,  to  fight  a 
question  very  similar  to  this,  in  going 
through  the  details  of  the  very  great  re- 
forms found  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
administration  of  the  Navy;  and  for 
which,  however  great  might  have  be^ 
the  differences  of  opinion  at  the  time,  both 
as  to  principle  and  details,  he  behered 
they  might  now  daim  that  it  had  been 
entirely  successful,  and  that  not  only  the 
Service  generally,  but  the  prospects  of 
oflicers,  mid  been  greatly  imjiroved.  For 
that  reason,  on  whatever  points  he  and 
his  hon.  Friend  agreed  or  aid  not  agree, 
he   begged  to    &ank  him  for  harmg 
brought   forward  so  manfully  ft  K^ 
scheme  of  reform  in  oonnection  with  the 
higher  ranks  of  the  Army.    He  felt  sow 
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tbat  the  debate,  whatever  their  indivi- 
dual opinions  or  the  intentions  of  the 
Oovemment  might  be,  could  not  but 
be  beneficial  and  helpful  to  those  who, 
sooner  or  later,  would  have  to  deal  with 
the  question.    His  hon.  Friend  would, 

Eerhaps,  allow  him  to  say  that  it  would, 
owever,  be  rather  hard  upon  those  who 
were  now  responsible  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  Army,  if  it  were  held 
that    on    the    spur    of    the    moment, 
when  the  Government  had  not  been 
two   months    in    Office,    it    was    their 
duty  to  take  steps  for  greatly  reduc- 
ing the  list  of  generals,  or  to  put  an 
end  altogether  to  the  appointment  of 
honorary  colonels,  and  commence  from 
the  present  month  a  totaUy  dififerent 
system    from  that   now    in    existence. 
That  would  not  be  a  reasonable  proposi- 
tion.    What  he  should,  in  reply,  en- 
deavour to  do  was  to  show  in  what  re- 
spect he  felt  himself  bound  to  aeree  with 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  principles  which 
he  had  laid  down,  and  m  what  respects 
his  views    were  open   to  considerable 
question.    He  should  then  indicate  what 
course  the  Government  had  intended  to 
follow,  irrespective  of  the  Motion  his 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  forward,  and 
he  would  appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  to 
say  whether  or  not  he  considered  the 
Gt>vemment   were  pursuing   the  right 
path.     He  must  ask  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  considering  the  enormous 
mass  of  complicated  questions  which  he 
and  his  advisers  found  unsettled  when  they 
took  Office,  if  it  should  be  thought  that 
they  were  not  proceeding  so  rapidly  as 
could  be  wishea.    There  might  oe  some 
appearance  of  slowness ;  but  he  might 
speak  for  himself,  and  he  thought  ^o 
for  his  Colleagues,  that  when  they  had 
once  made  up  their  minds  they  would 
not  hesitate  to  carry  their  plans  into 
effect.    But  it  must  not  be  forgotten 
that  those  who  had  held  responsible  posi- 
tions like  the  charge  of  the  great  Services 
had  to  balance  considerations  of  a  very 
delicate  character ;  and  in  the  case  before 
the  House  there  were  especial  considera- 
tions to  be  borne  in  mmd,  as  affecting 
both  the  feelinffs  and  claims  of  those  who 
devoted  their  hves  to  their  country.   The 
Government  felt  it  incumbent  on  them  to 
proceed  with  caution  and  deliberation. 
He  thought  his  hon.  Friend  had  failed 
to  realize  some  of  the  essential  facts 
of  his  case.      He  had  referred  to  the 
perfect   organization    of    the    German 


Army.    That  organization  had  involved 
enormous    labour  on  the    part   of   its 
authors,  and  there  was  much  for  us  to 
learn  from  it.    But,  afc  the  same  time, 
he  must  remind  his  hon.  Friend  that  the 
conditions  of  the  Service  were  totally 
different  fix)m  those  which  existed  in  the 
English  Army.     Germany  had  no  India 
and  no  Colonies ;  her  Armies  could  never 
have  occasion  to  go  more  than  500  or 
1 ,000  miles  from  her  frontier.    She  was, 
essentially,  a  compact  Power,  both  in 
respect  of  her  internal   and    external 
requirements.    The  requirements  of  the 
English  Administration  extended  firom 
pole  to  pole  and  all  round  the  world ; 
probably  over  a  greater  distance  than 
had  ever  been  subject  to  any  Power,  un- 
less it  were  Spain  under  Charles  Y.  and 
Philip  II.    That  was  a  valid  reason  why 
the  German  Army  could  not  be  taken 
in  all  respects  as  a  model  for  us,  and 
why  it  was  by  no  means  easy  to  adopt 
the  proposition  of  his  hon.  Friend  to 
follow  her    in  fixing    the    number   of 
generals.    But  he  must  say  he  did  not 
understand  where  his  hon.  Friend  got 
his  figures  from.     He  could  not  accept 
their  accuracy.      His  hon.  Friend  had 
given  the  number  of  general  officers  on 
the  Active  List  as  600 ;  but  that  was  not 
correct.    He  (Mr.  ChUders)  had  before 
him  statements  of  the  actual  number 
of  British  general  officers,  whether  in 
connection  with  the  Army  proper,   or 
the  Indian  Staff  Corps,  and  under  no 
possible    arrangement    could    he    see 
there  were  600  Generals  on  the  Active 
List  of  the  Army.   The  number  was  very 
considerably  less  than  that.      Perhaps 
the  House  would  allow  him  to  state 
what  the  present  arrangements  of  the 
Army  were  as  to  the  numbers  of  general 
officers,  and  the  nature  of  the  emolu- 
ments, whether  they  were  called  pay,  pen- 
sion, or  salarv.    Now,  the  state  of  things 
appeared  to  be  these.    There  was  a  List 
which  was  called  the  Establishment  of 
General  Officers.     That  consisted  of  a 
body  of  292  general  officers  of  Cavalry 
and  Infantry  m  England,  and  50  gene- 
ral officers  of  Artillery  and  En^neers ; 
but  it  was  contemplated  by  the  Warrant 
of  1877  to  reduce  the  number  292  to 
200.    The  Artillery  and  Eng^eers  were 
intended  to  be  left  as  at  present.    That 
was,  strictly  speaking,  what  might  be 
called  the  Active  List  of  general  officers, 
and  it  was  supplemented  bv  the  Hetired 
list  of  general  officers  unaer  the  War- 
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rant  of  1877.  He  must  admit  that  he 
thought  it  was  in  many  respects  a 
curious  anomaly  that  the  general  officers 
on  the  AotiTe  List  and  the  body  of 
retired  general  officers  under  the  War- 
rant of  1877  received  precisely  the 
same  emoluments.  In  either  case  it 
was  £450  a-year,  and  in  either  case 
the  general  might  receiye  at  some  future 
time  £lyOOO  a-year  in  the  shape  of  some 
honorary  colonelcy.  But  there  was  no 
question  but  that  this  was  a  very  remark- 
able anomaly ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  quite  in- 
defensible in  principle.  Euis  hon. 
Friend  who  moved  the  Eesolution  had 
clearly  defined  what  a  pension  ought 
to  be,  and  none  of  the  conditions  of 
a  pennon  were  to  be  found  in  the 
case  with  which  he  was  dealing.  In 
fact,  all  the  arrangements  in  tms  re- 
spect were  curious  and  anomalous,  and., 
in  his  opinion,  had  nothing  to  justify 
them  but  their  antiquity.  He  would 
also  admit  that  the  arrangement  for  the 
pay  of  general  officers  seemed  to  him 
almost  as  anomalous.  A  colonel,  when 
he  reached  that  position,  had  the  option 
of  either  taking  a  pension  of  £420 
a-year,  with  the  ordinary  rank  of  general, 
or  remaining  in  the  Service  on  pay  at  the 
rate  of  £200  a-year,  hoping  some  day  to 
succeed  to  the  establishment  of  general 
officer.  When  he  attained  the  establish- 
ment he  received  a  rate  of  pay  which 
never  altered,  whether  he  became  a 
lieutenant  general  or  a  full  general ;  but 
waited  on  in  the  hope  that  a  vacancy  on 
the  list  of  honorary  colonelcies  would 
provide  him  with  £1,000  a-year.  It 
was  quite  true  that  in  awarding  honorary 
colonelcies  he  believed  the  Army  univer- 
sally felt  that  the  Commander-in-Ohief 
very  wisely  exercised  his  discretion,  and 
vnth  great  fairness.  But  both  as  to 
progressive  pay,  and  as  to  the  system 
of  pension,  he  was  bound  to  admit 
that,  in  his  humble  jud&^ent,  the  view 
expressed  by  his  hon.  iriend  (Mr.  Tre- 
vefyan)  was  precisely  the  view  on  which 
the  great  reform  was  introduced  at 
the  Admiralty  which  had  worked  so 
well;  and  it  was  a  view  which  they 
ought  to  take  into  consideration  in  any 
arrangement  affecting  the  superior  offi- 
cers of  the  Army.  He  would  go  a  little 
further.  With  respect  to  what  his  hon. 
Friend  had  said  in  reference  to  the  size 
of  the  list,  it  was,  no  doubt,  the  case 
that  the  late  (Jovemmont  followed  gene- 
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rally  the  advice  of  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission ;  but,  in  one  respect,  the  Oorem- 
ment  went  very  much  beyond  the  Bepori 
There  was  to  be  a  considerable  redaction 
in  the  list  of  general  officers ;  bat,  in- 
stead of  taking  full  advantage  of  the 
large  retirement  for  age,  the  Gorem- 
ment  had  fiUed  up  the  vacancies,  creating 
an  enormous  promotion  in  1877,  and  left 
to  their  successors  the  disagreeable  task 
of  gradual  reduction.  Whether  that 
was  a  wise  arrans^ement  or  not  was  not 
for  him  (Mr.  Chilaers)  to  say— it  waa  a 
matter  which  had  passed,  and  could  not 
be  re-considered  now.  The  Eeport  of 
the  Boyal  Oommission  made  mention 
of  honorary  colonelcies,  not  defending 
them  in  principle,  but  stating  that 
the  system  was  not  unpopular ;  and 
they  also  pointed  out  that  disquali- 
fications which  might  apply  to  acti?e 
service  would  not  apply  in  time  of  peace, 
and  that  it  would  be  erroneous  to  regard 
the  Establishment  as  if  it  were  only  com- 
posed of  officers  who  were  intended  for 
active  service.  He  had  always  regarded 
that  Beport  as  having  added  very  greatly 
to  their  knowledge,  and  guided  them 
satisfactorily  to  many  changes  which 
had  to  follow  the  abolition  of  Purchase ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  admit  that,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Commission  did  not  giro 
sufficient  time  to  the  consideration  of  the 
proper  position  of  the  Establishment  of 
general  officers.  He  would  not  blame 
the  War  Office,  because  the  changes 
which  were  reconmiended  and  effected 
by  the  Commission  were  so  vast  and  the 
difficulty  so  great ;  but  the  Ml  deh- 
beration  whidh  it  deserved  had  not 
yet  been  given  to  the  important  au«^ 
tion  of  the  proper  construction  of  the 
Active  List  of  generab.  He  did  not 
think,  for  instance,  that  it  was  in  con- 
sonance with  what  they  had  found  to 
be  advantageous  of  late  years  that  the 
Active  List  should  consist  of  persons  w- 
mittedlynot  fit  for  active  service.  He 
would  sum  up  with  three  or  four  sng^ 
gestions.  He  thought  it  was  well  worthy 
of  consideration  wnether  it  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  the  Public  Sernoe 
to  carry  the  change  effected  in  1877  by 
the  construction  of  the  Retired  I^'** 
good  deal  further,  so  that  the  Active  U» 
should  more  nearly  represent  the  num- 
bers of  officers  really  competent  for  actrre 
service,  and  should  bear  a  nearer  rela- 
tion to  such  number  aa  might  ^/^ 
quired,  not  only  in  time  of  peace,  hui 
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also  in  time  of  war.  In  that  respect, 
they  ought  to  take  time  and  care  to  see 
how  far  they  could  more  in  that  direction ; 
and  also,  they  should,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, and  with  a  due  regard  to  vested 
interests  —  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  was  anxious  to  respect — see 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
abandon  the  anomalous  system  which 
made  the  emoluments  of  officers  on  the 
Betired  List  the  same  as  those  of  the 
Active  list,  and  which  left  open  to  the 
one  as  to  the  other  that  enormous  jump 
from  £450  to  £1,000,  the  latter  sum 
being  one  many  officers  for  a  long 
time  on  the  Active  List  or  on  the  Hetired 
List  never  attained.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  arrangements  that 
had  been  made  in  the  Navy.  He  (Mr. 
Ghilders)  did  not  say  that  those  arrange- 
ments ought  to  be  literally  copied. 
But  they  must  remember  that  the  deple- 
tion of  the  Active  List  of  the  Navy  was 
effected  not  only  by  the  limit  of  age,  but 
by  that  most  important  condition  which 
it  was,  in  the  first  instance,  somewhat 
difficult  to  carry  out— namely,  that  officers 
should,  after  a  certain  period  of  non-ser- 
vice, be  compelled  to  retire.  That  was  the 
most  effective  weapon  for  keeping  the  Ser- 
vice in  an  healthy  condition.  Thehalf-pay 
of  a  rear  admiriu  was  the  same  as  that  of 
a  major  general  on  the  Establishment — 
about  £450  a-year;  but  the  pay  of  a 
vice  admiral  was  nearly  £600  a-year, 
and  the  pay  of  an  admiral  was  some- 
thing  over  £750  a-year,  while  the  lieu- 
tenant generals'  and  generals'  remained 
a  constant  quantity.  So,  also,  the  re- 
tired pay  of  a  rear  admiral  averaged 
£600  a-year,  that  of  a  vice  admiral  £750 
a-year,  and  that  of  an  admiral  £900 
a-year.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
encourage  and  assist  the  Government,  if 
they  should  find  it  practicable,  to  apply  a 
similar  system  to  the  Army — a  system 
which  would,  in  time,  get  rid  of  the 
colonels  of  regiments,  except  as  honorai^ 
officers  connected  as  such  with  the  regi- 
ments to  which  they  had  belonged, 
and  would  be  so  adjusted  as  not 
to  disappoint  the  legitimate  expecta- 
tions of  those  who  were  on  the  major 
? generals'  list.  Of  one  thins  he  was  per- 
ectly  certain.  The  Eoyaf  Commission 
of  1876  said  that  the  only  justification 
of  the  present  arrangements  m  the  Army 
was  to  be  found  in  the  fact  that  they 
were  not  unpopular ;  and  he  was  certain 
that  if  they  adapted  to  the  Army  the 


system  in  the  Navy  to  which  he  had 
adverted,  it  would  not  be  unpopular, 
provided  that  great  pains  were  taken 
to  respect  vested  interests.  In  that 
case,  he  felt  sure  that  such  a  reform 
as  he  had  indicated  would  be  beneficial 
to  the  Service.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
that  the  House  would  accept  the  state- 
ment he  had  now  made  as  an  earnest  of 
a  genuine  intention  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  to  do  what  they  could  to 
put  the  future  arrangements  as  to  the 
appointment,  the  promotion,  the  number, 
and  the  retirement  of  general  officers  of 
the  Army  on  a  satisfactory  footing.  His 
hon.  Friend  knew  as  well  as  he  (Mr. 
ChUders)  what  were  the  difficulties  which 
they  had  to  go  through  at  the  Admiralty, 
and  the  complexity  of  the  details  of 
the  settlement  there.  All  this  would 
have  to  be  gone  through  in  regard 
to  the  Army;  and  he  trusted  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  admit  that  his 
statement  showed  their  earnest  desire 
to  grapple  that  subject,  and  to  pro- 
ceed with  it  in  the  direction  which  nad 
been  approved  by  Parliament  in  the 
case  of  the  sister  Service.  If  his  hon. 
Friend,  and  those  who  thought  with 
him,  would  leave  to  the  Government  the 
task  of  seeing  with  what  details  and 
conditions  such  a  change  as  that  should 
be  effected,  he  would  probably  not  deem 
it  necessary  to  pledge  the  House  in  the 
words  of  hb  Eesolution  to  an  immediate 
alteration,  which  it  would  be  impossible 
to  carry  out  without  very- considerable 
difficulties,  and  also  without  injury  to 
the  Service,  but  which,  if  accomplished 
with  discretion  and  after  due  inquiry, 
would,  he  believed,  be  acceptable  alike 
to  the  House,  to  the  Army,  and  to  the 
country. 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL  said,  he  un- 
derstood that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Border  Burghs  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  had  advocated  a  scheme  of  re- 
form that  deserved  considerable  atten- 
tion ;  but  he  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  must 
admit,  from  his  own  official  experience, 
that  there  was  much  to  be  said  m  favour 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Childers)  refraining  from  taking 
the  subject  in  hand  at  once,  because 
there  were  a  great  many  questions  con- 
nected with  the  Army  still  pending,  and 
likely  to  be  pending  for  several  years ; 
and  it  was  hardly  fair,  therefore,  to 
expect  that  the  nght  hon.  Gentleman 
should    have    ali^ady   made    himself 
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master  of  all  those  questions,  and  should 
have  been  able  during  the  short  time  he 
had  held  his  present  Office  to  give  the 
House  a  complete  idea  of  any  scheme  of 
reform  which  he  might  hereafter  pro- 
pose. He  (Lord  Eustace  Cecil)  under- 
stood that  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Border  Burghs  had  drawn  a  comparison 
between  our  Army  and  foreign  Armies ; 
but  in  looking  at  the  list  of  generals  in 
foreign  Armies,  he  thought  that  that 
hon.  Member  had  only  obtained  the  list 
of  those  who  were  actively  employed. 
When,  however,  they  compared  the 
number  of  ffenerals  in  our  Army  with 
the  number  m  foreign  Armies,  it  should 
be  remembered  that,  whether  the  system 
was  bad  or  good,  tradition  had  long 
established  the  custom  of  amalgamating 
the  generals  of  all  branches  of  our  Army 
together ;  and  it  was  only  since  the  War- 
rant of  1  877  that  what  was  called  a  Eetired 
List  had  been  placed  in  The  Army  List, 
so  that  those  generals  who  were  ineffective 
from  age  were  put  aside  by  themselves. 
He  admitted  that  a  re-arrangement  of 
the  list  would  be  desirable ;  but  that  was, 
after  all,  a  matter  of  detail.  As  to  the 
number  of  generals,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  said,  and  said  truly,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
did  not  state  the  number  correctly.  The 
list  of  generals,  said  the  hon.  Member, 
was  as  many  as  600.  In  1 878  the  number, 
no  doubt,  was  632  ;  but  he  (Lord  Eustace 
Cecil)  looked  into  The  Army  List  for 
June,  1880,  and  found  that  the  number 
had  dropped  down  to  476.  As  to  the 
question  of  economy,  the  hon.  Member 
lot  the  Border  Burghs  thought  that  by 
some  arrangements  he  might  save  certain 
portions  of  that  rather  miserable  sum — 
something  like  £300,000  a-year — that 
they  paid  to  general  officers.  When  they 
compared  the  pay  of  general  officers  with 
tlie  emolupients  of  the  Law,  the  Church, 
or  several  other  Professions,  he  thought 
that  £400  or  £600,  or  it  might  be  £1,000 
a-year  for  an  honorary  colonelcy  was  not, 
after  all,  too  much  to  be  received  by  a 
man  who  had  been  in  the  Service  SO  or 
40  years,  and  who,  perhaps,  had  been 
wounded  in  the  service  of  his  country. 
The  hon.  Member  for  the  Border  Burghs 
might  wish  to  abolish  honorary  colonel- 
cies ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  the  hon. 
Member  wished  to  abolish  pensions.  He 
believed  the  hon.  Member  wished  to  see 
an  Active  List — ^ihat  there  should  not  be 
anything  further  than  a  re-arrangement 
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of  the  present  system.  The  questioii  as 
to  certain  aUowanoes  which  were  re- 
ceived by  illustrious  and  distingui^ed 
personages  who  had  to  deal  with  our 
Army  was  a  very  delicate  one.  Whether 
the  actual  sum  they  received  was  too 
much  for  the  work  they  did  he  must  leave 
to  Ministers  of  the  Crown  to  decide.  He 
thought  there  should  have  been  a  little 
more  consideration  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Members  who  looked  with  a  certain 
amount  of  jealousy  upon  some  honorary 
colonelcies  held  by  illustrious  Princes  in 
this  country ;  but  he  thought  that  those 
hon.  Members  ought  to  inquire  into  the 
facts,  and  consider  them  more  carefully, 
before  they  referred  so  publicly  and  in- 
vidiously to  the  offices  and  emoluments  of 
these  illustrious  personages.  If  it  could 
be  shown  that  the  pay  and  pensions  which 
the  latter  received  were  more  than  the 
duties  they  discharged  entitled  them  to, 
they,  he  was  sure,  would  be  the  first  to  offer 
to  resign  these  emoluments.  He  could 
only  repeat  that  whenever  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  brought  forward  his  pro- 
mised reforms  they  would  be  considered 
on  that  side  of  the  House  without  pre- 
judice ;  and  he  hoped  they  would  be  just 
and  characterized  by  a  spirit  of  fairness. 
Mb.  TREVELYAN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  should  not  trouble  the  House  with 
many  remarks  on  the  criticisms  which  his 
views  had  undergone.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  at  the  head  of  the  War 
Office  (Mr.  Childers)  had  spoken  with 
courtesy,  and  he  thought  also  with  wis- 
dom and  thorough  knowledge  of  the 
Department  over  which  he  presided,  in 
what  he  had  said;  but  he  (Mr.  Tre- 
velyan)  could  not  concur  in  the  re- 
mark he  made  to  the  effect  that  the 
Eesolution  was  somewhat  premature. 
So  far  as  the  right  hon.  GenUeman  was 
concerned,  it  certainly  was  not.  It  was 
10  years  ago  that  Purchase  was  abo- 
lished, so  that  there  was  little  ground 
for  alleging  the  Besolution  to  be  pre- 
mature ;  and  he  did  not  think  it  was 
premature  as  regarded  the  public  feel- 
ing on  the  subject.  The  right  bun. 
Gentleman  had  called  in  question  some 
of  his  (Mr.  Trevelyan*s)  figures;  but 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  England 
and  India,  one  year  with  another,  were 
now  spending  £750,000  annually  on 
their  generals,  and  only  63  were  em- 
ployed, so  that  each  really  cost  the 
country£12,000  or  £12,500  a-year.  The 
answer  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
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satisfactory  to  his  mind.    He  gathered 
from  it  that  the  honorary  colonelcies 
were  going.    That  was  the    necessary 
corollary   m)m    the    re  -  arrangements 
which  tney  were  told  were  to  take  place 
between  pay  and  pensions.    What  he 
was  still  more  interested  in,  howcTer, 
was  this — that  henceforth  the  rank  of 
general  should  imply  that  certain  duties 
were  to  be  discharged  by  the  officer  who 
held  ity  and  that  he  should  be  taken  by 
seniority,  and   not  by  selection.    That 
was  enough  for  him.    And  as  to  pro- 
motion by  selection,  not  by  seniority,  he 
took  leaye  to  draw  the  inference  that 
when  the  list  of  Renerals  was  only  ade- 
quate to  the  peitormanoe  of  the  duties 
of   generals,    the  officers  on  that  list 
would  be  promoted  by  selection.    After 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
and  the  feeling  which  the  House  had 
manifested,  he  felt  he  should  not  be  jus- 
tified in  asking  for  a  diyision,  and  he 
left  the  subject  with  the  most  perfect 
confidence  in  the  hands  of  the  Ooyem- 
ment. 

Gbneral  BURNABY  said,  he  would 
say,  with  reference  to  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Ander- 
son), that  the  Commander-in-Chief  had 
most  important  duties  to  discharge,  and 
it  would  be  most  unfortimate  if  his 
tenure  of  office  was  limited  to  the  term 
of  fiye  years.  The  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
abstracting  himself  from  all  other  ayo- 
cations,  had  deyoted  himself  to  the  wel- 
fare of  the  Army.  So  far  firom  being 
prejudiced,  he  was  opposed  to  change 
for  the  mere  sake  of  change,  it  was  true, 
bat  there  was  no  man  who  was  a  stronger 
advocate  for  all  those  rational  and  well- 
considered  measures  which  the  lapse  of 
years  and  altered  circumstances  had 
necessitated.  Ho  was  an  officer  en- 
deared to  the  Army  and  trusted  by  the 
nation,  and  it  would  be  extremely  unwise 
to  limit  the  tenure  of  his  office  as  pro- 
posed. The  hon.  Member  who  brought 
forward  the  Motion  (Mr.  Treyelyan),  he 
might  add,  had  left  entirely  out  of  ac- 
count the  Militia  and  Volunteers,  who, 
with  the  Begular  Army,  constituted  a 
body  of  something  like  500,000  men 
reaay  at  any  moment,  to  say  nothing  of 
another  500,000  who  had  passed  through 
the  ranks,  many  of  whom,  no  doubt, 
could  be  raised,  and  who  would  require 
to  be  officered. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 


MAINTENANCE  OF  MAIN  ROADS. 

BE80LUTI0N. 

Mb.  E.  H.  PAGET,  in  rising  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  expense 
of  maintaining  Main  Beads,  and  to 
move— 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Uousc,  it  is  not 
just  that  the  cost  of  the  maintenance  of  Main 
Roads  should  be  wholly  and  entirely  borne  by 
the  Local  Hates,'* 

said,  that  a  Petition  on  the  subject,  very 
numerously  signed,  had  been  presented 
from  the  county  of  Somerset,  in  which 
it  was  alleged  that,  owing  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  turnpikes,  a  grievous  burden  had 
been  thrown  on  the  agricultural  interest 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  the  roads  in 
repair  ;  and  he  hoped  the  Gt)vemment 
would  not  lightly  set  aside  the  claims  of 
Petitioners  to  be  heard  because  those 
claims  were  urged  with  moderation. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Memoers  being  found  present, 

Mr.  R.  H.  PAGET  resumed.     He 
held  in  his  hand  a  Eetum  which  showed 
that  there  were  10,000  miles  of  main 
roads,  which  were  maintained  at  an  ex- 
pense of  £300,000 — an  average  of  £31 
per  mile— while  the  mileage  of  roads 
not    main    roads  was  67,000,  and  the 
average  cost  per  mile  £14.     The  main 
roads  were  intended  for  the  benefit  of 
the  community,  and  without  them  the 
ordinaiy  commercial  enterprizes  of  the 
country  could  not  be  earned  on.    The 
burden  of  maintaining  them,  however, 
fell    solely  upon  the   ratepayers,   who 
justly  held  that  they  were  aggrieved. 
When  the  turnpike  system  was  in  vog^e 
the  burden  of  maintenance  was  borne 
by  the  public  at  large;    but,  by  the 
abolition  of  the  system,  the  burden,  to 
the  extent  of    £500,000    a-year,    was 
transferred  to  the  shoulders  of  the  rate- 
payers— in  other  words,  partly  on  the 
owner  and  partly  on  the  occupier.  That, 
he  contended,  was  unjust  and  unreason- 
able.   The  question  was.  Who  was  to 
pay  for  the  maintenance  of  the  high- 
ways ?    It  would  be  said  that  the  proper 
persons  to  pay  were  the  landlords.  Tnat 
was  one  of  the  stock  arguments  which 
were  always  being  brought    forward. 
But  it  was  an  argument  which  ought  at 
once  to  be  thrown  aside.    The  Amend- 
ment which  had  been  brought  forward 
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was  no  Amendment  at  all.  It  was  said 
tliat  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  roads 
ought  to  be  borne  by  the  occupiers. 
But  that  position  was  entirely  untenable. 
Then  it  was  said  that  there  ought  to  be 
a  division  of  the  rates.  But  he  felt  sure 
that  no  relief  would  be  obtained  in  that 
way.  He  thought  that  no  satisfactory 
settlement  would  be  reached  until  they 
reverted  to  the  principles  which  were 
adopted  in  earlier  days,  when  all  who 
used  the  roads  were  made  to  pay  for 
their  maintenance  and  repair.  Those 
principles  were  laid  down  in  a  well- 
Known  Statute,  the  43rd  Elizabeth,  which 
provided  that  the  liability  to  pay  should 
oe  in  proportion  to  the  abiuty  to  pay. 
Everybody  had  to  supply  labour  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  roads  with  horses 
and  carts,  and,  if  he  had  no  horses  or 
carts,  with  personal  labour.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  were  much  interested  in 
the  Land  Question,  and  were,  many  of 
them,  anxious  to  create  a  peasant  pro- 
prietary; but,  in  the  present  state  of 
things,  the  burdens  on  land  were  so 
great  that  nobody  would  be  anxious  to 
take  them  upon  his  shoulders.  He 
wanted  to  draw  attention  to  one  fact — 
the  progress  of  personalty  and  realty. 
They  were  both  progressing  year  by 
year ;  but  while  realty — land  and  houses 
— was  making  steady  advances,  per- 
sonalty was  advcmcing  by  leaps  and 
bounds.  Now,  what  he  maintained  was 
this — that,  in  view  of  the  these  facts, 
every  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
shoidd  carefully  consider  the  adjustment 
of  taxation,  and  should  maintain  it 
without  considering  how  it  affected 
these  two  classes  of  property.  Under 
the  auspices  of  the  late  Government  ad- 
vances were  made  in  aid  of  local  taxa- 
tion ;  but  the  new  charges  had  absorbed 
the  whole  of  the  recent  subventions. 
He  pointed  out  these  evils ;  it  was  no 

Eart  of  his  business  to  find  a  remedy ; 
ut  there  were  more  ways  than  one  of 
meeting  the  evil.  One  was  the  method 
of  subvention  out  of  Imperial  funds, 
with  which  they  were  all  familiar.  Then 
there  was  the  Bill  which  had  been  laid 
on  the  Table  for  the  establishment  of  a 
horse  tax,  in  order  to  create  a  ^nd  in 
aid  of  the  roads.  It  had  also  been  sug- 
gested that  the  assessed  taxes  should  be 
thus  employed.  It  had  further  been 
suff^estea— a  suggestion  which  he  was 
indmed  to  think  the  most  f  easible^ti^at 
the  dog  tax  should  be  handed  over  to 

Mr.  S.  S.  Paget 


the  local  authorities  in  aid  of  the  main- 
tenance of  roads.  A  few  years  ago  the 
Commissioners  of  Inland  Kevenue  re> 
commended — what  was  now  practically 
carried  out — that  the  dog  tax  should  be 
collected  by  the  county  police.  More- 
over, in  Ireland,  the  dog  tax  was  handed 
over  to  the  local  authorities,  and  that 
was  a  precedent  entirely  in  point.  The 
amount  of  the  dog  tax  received  in  1878 
was  £371,000,  and  a  Eetum  made  up 
to  Lady  Day  in  the  next  year  brought 
it  up  to  £422,000.  The  allocation  of  a 
tax  which  might  be  collected  in  the 
country  and  applied  to  country  uses,  as 
was  done  in  Ireland,  would  be  a  fit 
mode  of  meeting  a  just  and  reasonable 
claim.  The  Highway  Act  had  had  the 
effect  of  introducing  a  classification  of 
roads,  and  if  the  State  singled  out  the 
main  roads  as  entitled  to  such  a  contri- 
bution for  their  maintenance  they  would 
be  found  ready  to  its  hand.  In  conclu- 
sion, he  mieht  say  that  the  grievances 
of  the  English  farmers  were  not  urged 
with  the  vehemence  with  which  those  of 
their  brethren  in  the  sister  Island  were 
often  put  forward ;  but  they  ought  not 
on  that  account  to  receive  less  considera- 
tion from  the  House,  for  there  was  no 
question  to  which  attention  was  so  much 
turned  in  the  rural  districts  as  the  one 
included  in  his  present  Motion.  This 
question  should  not  be  pooh-poohed. 
The  farmers  of  the  country  asked,  not 
for  favour,  but  for  justice.  They  would 
be  found  among  the  most  loyal  of  the 
people.  **  These  burdens,"  they  said, 
'*are  new;  they  were  imposed  at  a 
time  when  we  were  afflicted,  and  we 
have  a  right  to  ask  that  these  things 
should  be  carefully  considered."  This 
was  no  imaginary  grievance.  The  de- 
mand was  moderate,  and  he  had  urged 
it  temperately.  He  begged  to  move  thn 
Kesolution  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That,  in  the  opinion  of  thii  Hooae,  it  is  not 
jufit  that  the  cost  of  maintonance  of  Main  Road* 
should  bo  wholly  and  entirely  borne  by  th« 
I^Kjcal  Rates."— (Jfr.  Uickmd  Va^ti.) 

Mb.  J.  E.  YORKE  said,  this  question 
was,  as  hishon.  Friend  (Mr.B.  H.  Paget) 
had  stated,  one  of  great  and  ever  pressing 
importance.  Most  county  Members  on 
that  side  of  the  House,  who  had  to  at- 
tend Vestry  and  other  meetings  of  their 
constituents,  in  the  course  of  the  Becesa, 
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most  have  remarked  wliat  very  great 
importance  appeared  to  be  attached  to 
the  subject  in  the  minds  of  their  rural 
constituents.     He  could   only  say,  for 
himself,    that  whereas   foreign    affairs 
were  in  a  troubled  condition,  and  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  sometimes  addressed 
harangues,  treating  of  Eastern  and  other 
foreign  questions  to  their  constituents, 
their  remarks  on  those  subjects  fell  com- 
paratiTelv  flat  on  the  earsof  the  audience, 
comparea  with  the  avidity  with  which 
they  listened  to  any  allusions  to  agricul- 
tural questions,  and  more  especially  when 
they  treated  of  the  highway  grievance. 
That,  he  thought,  was  the  experience  of 
almost  all  of  them ;  and  they  felt  very 
strongly  that  the  Session  ought  not  to 
pass  oy  without  a  new  Parlicunent  and  a 
new  Government  having  their  attention 
directed  as  forcibly  as  possible  to  the 
pressing  importance  of   this  question. 
His  hon.  iriend    had    narrated,   with 
great  accuracy,  the  history  of  the  ques- 
tion.   There  was  no  doubt  that  turn- 
pikes, for  some  time  past,  had  been  felt 
to  be  a  doomed  institution.    Whatever 
their  merits,  and,  as  his  hon.  Friend 
very  properly  said,  they  were  constituted 
on  the  principle  that   those  who  used 
roads  should  pay  for  them,  and  that  they 
should  pay  for  them  just  in  proportion 
to  the  amount  in  which  they  used  them, 
still  they  were,  to  a  certain  extent,  an 
anachronism,  dating  back  to  the  time 
when  road  traffic  was  much  more  im- 
portant, before  the  introduction  of  rail- 
ways,  and  when  the  relative   cost  of 
collection  was  nothing  like  so  Rreat  as 
at  present.    When  the  cost  of  collection, 
in  some  cases,  amounted  to  something 
like  30  per  cent  on  the  total  receipts,  it 
became  evident  that  an  institution  such 
as  that  of  turnpikes  could  no  longer  be 
reckoned  among  the  permanent  institu- 
tions of  the  country.      Well,  the  way 
in  which  this  matter  first  came  before 
the  public  was  in  consequence  of  the 
injustice  and  the  hardshins  of  the  piece- 
meal distumpiking  of  roads.    Every  year 
most  of  the  count^  Members  had  appli- 
cations made  to  them,   from    districts 
scheduled,  for  distumpiking  by  the  Turn- 
pike Committee,  and  every  year  some 
victims  were  selected  for  a  termination 
of  their  precarious  existence.    The  Turn- 
pike Committee  in  1877  made  a  Eeport, 
which  showed  the  embarrassment  which 
they  experienced  in  dealing  with  those 
matters.    They  said  the  circumstances 


of  the  several  trusts  varied  so  much  that 
it  was  impossible  to  apply  any  one  role. 
In  some  districts  the  turnpike  roadfbrmed 
a  thoroughfare  between  two  populous 
towns,  and  almost  assumed  the  character 
of  a  street,  lar^e  sums  being  ^aid  out  of 
the  tolls  for  lighting  and  watering.  They 
continued — 

"  In  such  cases,  and  where  ^  no  agricnltnrel 
district  intervened,  your  Committee  had  no 
difficulty  in  recommending  that  the  Trust 
should  be  discontinued.  But  no  greater  cases 
of  prospective  hardship  in  parishes  came  before 
your  Committee  than  where  a  line  of  road,  with 
a  very  heavy  mineral  traffic,  between  two  towns, 
or  to  and  from  a  railway  station,  passed  for 
a  considerable  distance  through  agricultural 
parishes/* 

And  the  next  sentence  was  important, 
because  they  said — 

*•  Whatever  may  be  the  provision  for  other 
parts  of  the  country,  it  seems  to  your  Com- 
mittee that  some  general  provision  will  have 
to  be  made  to  meet  the  cases.*' 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present. 

House  adjourned  at  half  after 
Twelve  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Select  CouurmE^JUpori^ 
Law  of  Libel  (1879)  referred  to  Select  Com- 
mittee on  Law  of  libel. 

Public  Bilia— Ordered— Fir»i  Beadinff-^FMhA* 
montary  DiBqualification  ♦  [269]  ;  Turnpike 
Act8  Continuance  ♦  [260] ;  Epping  Forett  ♦ 

Fir$t  JJ^oi^iW— Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cam- 
bridge (limited  Tenures)  ♦  [266] ;  Univerri- 
ties  ana  College  Estates  Act  Amendment  * 
[267] ;  Great  ^al  *  [258]. 

Second  Reading— ^^  Fisheries  (Ireland)  [1851, 
negaiived;  Agricultural  Uoldings  f England) 
Act  (1875)   Amendment    [138],    debate   ad^ 

Select  Committee— Beport^Sonih  Western  (of 
London)  District  Post  Office*  [227-262]; 
WUd  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment  {re* 
eomm,)  ♦  [263]— b.p. 
Con$idered  at  amended— hoctA  Government  rro- 
visional  Orders  (Fleetwood.  &c.)»  [1991;  Pier 
and  Harbour  Orders  Confirmation  [1 7o J; 
Tramways   Orders    Confirmation   (No.   l; 

178];     Tramways     Orders     Confirmation 
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Third  Beading ^Xnclosfxte  Provisional  Order 
(aent  Hill  Common)  •  [217] ;  Land  Drainage 
Provisional  Orders  (Frodsham,  &o.)  *  [207] ; 
Taxes  Management  *  [242],  and  passed, 

Withrawn — Local  Government  Areas  (Commis- 
sion) •  [157]  ;  Hours  of  Polling  (Boroughs)  • 
[134]. 

OEfiERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 

SEA  FISHERIES  (IRELAND)  BILL. 
(Mr,    Collins,  Colonel  CoUhnrst,    Mr,    William 
Corbet,  Mr,  T,  P.  O'Connor,  Mr,  BUnner- 
hassett,) 
[bill  135.]      SEOOND  BBADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  COLLINS,  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  proposed  to  justify  the  measure  by 
showing,  as  he  hoped  to  the  satisfaction 
of  tiie  House  and  the  Goyemment,  that 
it  was  a  subject  that  was  entitled  to  at- 
tention and  sympathy,  not  only  because 
it  seriously  affected  the  welfare  of  a 
numerous  class  of  persons  in  Lrpland, 
but  because  it  had  considerable  national 
importance,  probably  to  a  greater  ex- 
tent than  a  superficial  view  of  the  sub- 
ject would  seem  to  indicate.  The  main 
feature  of  the  proposal  was  the  estab- 
lishment and  org^anization  of  a  Board 
of  unpaid  Commissioners  in  Lreland, 
who  would  be  willing  to  give  their  time 
and  attention  to  the  subject  in  the  hope 
of  reviving  the  industry.  It  was  true 
there  was  a  body  of  Fishery  Inspectors, 
who,  for  zeal  and  intelligence,  and  for 
their  desire  'to  promote  the  objects  that 
they  had  been  appointed  to  take  care  of, 
had  few  equals  in  any  Department  of  the 
State;  and  the  people  of  Ireland  and 
those  who  took  an  interest  in  the  sub- 
ject were  grateful  to  them  for  the  able 
Keports  which  they  had  published  since 
their  constitution  in  1 869.  They  did  not 
propose  to  interfere  with  the  operations 
of  that  body;  but  the  fact  was  that 
their  powers  were  so  limited,  and  the 
means  at  their  disposal  so  inconsiderable, 
that,  practically,  they  were  able  to  effect 
no  good  beyond  the  good  of  restraining 
abuses  and  of  circulating  the  able  Be- 
ports  to  which  he  had  made  reference. 
The  first  feature  of  the  measure  was  Uie 
establishment  of  a  Board  or  a  body  of 
unpaid  Commissioners.  He  did  not  wish 
to  stipulate  the  number,  and  only  desired 
that  the  principle  might  be  adopted. 
Such  a  Board  as  the  one  they  desired 


had  already  been  in  existence  in  Scot- 
land for  a  considerable  time  past ;  and  it 
would,  no  doubt,  be  interesting  to  the 
House  to  hear  what  was  reported  by  the 
Commissioners  apnointed  to  inquire  into 
the  operation  of  that  Board.  The  un- 
paid Scotch  Board  consisted  of  20  un- 
paid Commissioners  and  one  paid  Se- 
cretary.   The  Commissioners  report — 

*<  That  the  members  of  the  Board  have  ren- 
dered important  service  in  assisting  for  a  \ou^ 
period  of  years  in  the  development  of  this 
branch  of  national  industry,  and  it  is  impooibfe 
to  doubt  the  social  and  moral  advantages  which 
may  and  do  result  to  this  class  of  pecqile — 
namely,  the  fishery  class — from  the  attentioa 
bestowed  upon  their  welfare  by  the  body  of 
eminent  persons,  distinguished  oy  their  rank, 

Sosition,  and  knowledge,  who  are  constantly  en- 
eavouring  to  obtain  and  disseminate  inf  onna* 
tion  useful  to  those  employed  in  the  fisheries, 
to  encourage  their  enterprize,  to  stimulate  their 
industry,  and  to  promote  their  physical  and 
moral  welfare." 

,  That  was  the  kind  of  Board  they  sooRht 
to  estabUsh  in  Ireland.  In  1819,  an  Act 
was  passed  appointing  a  Board  for  the 
management  of  the  Fisheries  in  Ireland, 
and  investing  its  members  with  oonai- 
derable  powers.  This  Board  consisted 
of  20  unpaid  Commissioners,  one  Secre- 
tary, three  clerks,  four  In^>ectors 
general,  and  20  local  Inspectors.  Mr. 
W.  Andrews,  in  a  ve^  interesting  Paper 
on  the  subject  of  the  Herring  Fisheries  in 
Ireland,  which  he  read  before  the  Eoyal 
Dublin  Society,  1866,  said— 

'*  It  is  singular  to  remark  the  effect  of  tbe«e 
laws  on  the  Irish  CoaHt.  In  1819  thnv  wern 
only  27  vessels  and  188  men  returned  as  em- 
ployed in  the  Irish  Fisheries ;  in  1823  thero  wero 
27,143  vessels  and  boats,  employing  I4,44S 
men. 

The  Board  continued  in  existence  11 
years ;  and  in  the  last  Eeport  issued  in 
1830,  Mr.  Barry,  the  Inspecting  Com- 
miEsioner  of  Irish  Fisheries,  who  was  well 
known  to  all  who  took  an  interest  in  Irish 
fishery  matters,  reported  that  the  period 
of  the  operations  of  the  Board  was  a  period 
of  unexampled  industry  and  prosperity 
for  the  Iriiui  Fisheries.  After  1 1  years 
of  its  action  there  were  12,611  vessels 
employed  in  the  Fisheries,  and  64,771 
men  and  boys.  It  was  only  right  to 
state,  however,  that  the  success  of  the 
Fisheries  during  that  period  was  not  to 
be  strictly  attributed  to  the  fact  of 
having  an  unpaid  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners, for  a  powerful  stimulus  was 
K'ven  to  the  industry  in  the  shape  of  a 
juntv  ^^  ♦^'^  *ake  of  fish.    Neverthe- 
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less,  lie  was  warranted  in  attributing  a 
certain  amount  of  the  success  to  the  ser- 
vices of   the  Commissioners,    and    he 
would  take  the  benefit  of  the  circum- 
stance with  this   qualification.      Next, 
after  making  provision  for  the  constitu- 
tion of  a  Board  of  Commissioners  and 
the  appointment  of  officers,  the  present 
Bill  proposed  to  hand  over  to  the  Com- 
missioners the  inconsiderable  but  useful 
fund  called  the  Irish  Eeproductive  Loan 
Fund.    With  regard  to  that  fund,  which 
had  been  vested  with  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  to  be  expended  on  tiie 
recommendation  of  the  Irish    Fishery 
Commissioners,  he  wished   to  say  that 
when  the  then  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land handed  it  over  to  be  appued  to  the 
promotion  of  Irish  Fisheries,  he  stated 
that  it  was  merely  a  tentative  proposal, 
and    that,  no  doubt,  it  wotdd  lead  to 
further  and  greater  results.    The  Bill 
proposed  to  supplement  the  fund  by  the 
very  modest  sum  of  £30,000.  He  should 
prefer  that  the  amount  was  £100,000  at 
least.    In  the  four  years  during  which 
the  fond  had  been  administered  from 
1874  to    the  date  of  the  last  Heport 
issued  by  thelnspectorsof  Irish  Fisheries, 
he  found  that  altogether,  owing  to  the 
restricted  character  of  the  regulations 
applying  to  this  loan,  only  1,078  loans 
were  issued,  amounting  to  £19,352,  or  an 
average  of  about  £  1 8  per  loan,  and  there 
was   available  during  the  last  year  for 
the  purposes  of  advances  the  small  sum 
of  only  £6,741,  for  which  there  were 
945  applicants.    Now,  he  asked  them  to 
supplement  that  fund  by  £30,000,  leav- 
ing  it  to  the  generosity  and  sense  of 
justice  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
increase  the  amount  very  considerably 
of  his  own  motion.  The  increase  he  (Mr. 
Collins)  proposed  would  admit  of  about 
2,000  annual  loans  on  the  same  compu- 
tation as  the  existing  fund.    The  next 
proposal  of  the  Bill  he  looked  upon  as 
one  of  the  most  important — namely,  the 
transference   to   the  Commissioners  to 
be  constituted  by  this  Bill  of  the  care 
and  custody  of   the  fishery  piers  and 
harbours  now  vested  in  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Public  Works  (Ireland).    He 
asked,  moreover,   that  the  inconsider- 
able sum  of  £20,000  a-year  be  intrusted 
to  the  new  Board  in  aid  of  the  erection, 
improvement,  and  enlargement  of  fishery 
piers,  either  by  way  of  grant  or  loan. 
Without  some  such  provision  for    the 
oonstruotion  and  maintenance  of  fishery 
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Eiers,  no  permanent  improvement  could 
e  made  in  Irish  fishery  enterprize.  He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  Government 
were  directing  their  attention  to  this  im- 
portant subject,  and  had  already  pro- 
posed to  grant  £45,000,  which  would  be 
only  a  commencement  in  the  direction 
he  indicated.  It  was  possible  that  some 
opposition  might  be  offered  to  some  of 
the  money  proposab  of  the  Bill,  as  being 
opposed  to  certain  economic  principles 
with  which  some  persons  might  delude 
themselves  by  misrepresenting  facts,  and 
ju8tif3dng  such  misrepresentation  on 
some  theory  of  political  economy.  But 
if  he  could  succeed  in  overcoming  such 
opposition  by  his  statements,  he  would 
have  some  hope  that  good  would  result, 
which  might  m  time  develop  itself  into 
something  much  better  than  the  limited 
measure  which  he  now  brought  forwu^. 
He  asked  the  Government  to  appropriate 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  a  sum  of 
money  to  be  applied  by  way  of  advances 
in  loans  to  persons  engaged  in  fishing 
industries  in  Ireland.  Tne  sea  coast  of 
Ireland  was  computed  to  reach  2,500 
miles  in  length,  measuring  bays  and 
inlets.  It  embraced  throughout  its 
length  nimierous  excellent  harbours, 
some  of  them  being  capacious  and  well- 
sheltered,  but  grievously  neglected.  The 
people  along  this  great  range  of  sea 
coast  were  inured  from  their  childhood 
to  hardy  habits  of  life  which  only 
vicinity  to  the  sea  could  teach ;  and  all 
were  willing,  men  and  women,  to  work 
if  aid  were  afforded  them  to  utilize  their 
labour.  The  question  mi^ht  be  asked — 
**  What  have  the  people  themselves  done 
to  profit  by  such  resources,  and  to  im- 
prove their  own  condition  ?  **  The  an- 
swer wassimple  and  the  explanation  easy. 
In  1846  there  were  113,000  men  and 
boys  engaged  on  the  fisheries.  The 
great  Famine  of  the  following  vear 
swept  away  the  greater  part  of  these 
poor  and  industrious  people ;  and  the  re- 
sult was  that  the  Fisheries  had  gone  on 
decreasing  until,  according  to  the  last 
Keport  of  the  Fishery  Commissioners, 
the  number  of  boats  engaged  had  been 
reduced  from  20,000  to  6,700,  and  the 
number  of  men  and  boys  from  113,000  to 
something  like  20,000 — that  was  to  say, 
the  active  and  industrious  fishery  popula- 
tion of  Ireland  had  been  greatly  reduced 
by  disasters  over  which  they  had  no  con- 
trol. To  Irishmen  that  was  a  most  terrible 
and  regrettable  state  of  things.    They 
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found  this  great  national  industry;  so 
appropriate  to  the  country,  dying  away. 
There  might  be  theories  as  to  the  causes 
of  tiiib ;  but  they  did  not  recognize  those 
theories.  They  looked  at  the  fact,  and 
erieved  oyer  it.  Among  other  books  that 
had  lately  come  under  his  notice  was  a 
little  work  published  in  1868  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  Ooxmty  (Mr. 
Blake),  who  was  second  to  none  in  the 
interest  he  had  taken  in  the  subject.  In 
that  little  book,  called  The  Sea  FUheries 
of  Ireland^  and  addressed  to  the  then 
Chief  Secretaiy,  the  hon.  Member  re- 
marked-^ 

"By  those  who  thoroughly  understand  the 
subje<^  it  is  anticipated  tluit  the  assertion  will 
not  be  deemed  too  bold  that  if  the  immediate 
cultiTators  of  the  Irish  soil— and  988,927,  or  18 
per  cent  of  the  population,  according  to  the 
Census  of  1861,  were  returned  as  agricultural — 
were  deprived  of  it  as  a  means  of  support,  they 
might  in  time,  under  intelligent  dilution,  de- 
rive as  good  a  livelihood  from  the  river  shores 
and  suirounding  seas  of  Ireland^" 

This  showed  the  vast  importance  of  the 
subject,  and  the  benefits  to  be  deriyed 
from  attention  to  it.  The  yearly  value 
of  the  fish  exported  from  Ireland 
amounted  to  about  £500,000 ;  but  they 
had  the  authority  of  the  intellieent  In- 
spectors of  Fisheries  for  belieymg  that 
tnat  sum  could  be  very  considerably  in- 
creased— in  fact,  they  had  stated  that  it 
could  be  increased  ten-fold.  That  might 
be  an  exaggerated  estimate ;  but,  at  all 
events,  it  could  be  very  largely  increased 
if  fishermen  could  procure  the  necessaiy 
appliances  with  the  aid  of  moderate  loans. 
In  1870,  the  first  year  after  his  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Blake)  had  applied  his 
energy  and  talents  to  the  subject,  the 
Commissioners  saidin  their  Eeportthat — 

"  No  improvement  can  be  looked  for  in  the 
sea  fisheries  until  loans  are  advanced  to  a  por- 
tion of  the  fishermen  for  the  repair  and  purcnase 
of  boats  and  gear." 

On  such  a  statement,  coming  from  such 
authority,  any  comment  of  his  would  be 
superfluous.  They  had  it  also  on  au- 
thority that  £7,000,000  was  paid  annu- 
ally ior  fish  in  London  alone,  and  an 
equal  amount  in  the  Provinces,  making 
the  Quantity  consumed  in  England  yearly 
worth  £14,000,000.  If  thev  could  in- 
crease tiie  supply  from  Ireland,  not  to 
10  times  its  present  amount,  as  esti- 
mated by  the  Commissioners,  but  to  six 
times,  or  £3,000,000,  what  a  benefit  it 
would  be  to  the  working  dasses  by  re- 
ducing the  price  and  giving  them  an  ad- 
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ditional  suppler  of  a  cheap  and  whole- 
some food,  wnich  at  present  costs  double 
as  much  as  it  did  20  years  a^ !  Bat 
there  was  another  argument  in  favour 
of  giving  Imperial  aid  to  promote  Irish 
Fidieries.  It  was  well  known  that  great 
difficulty  existed  in  providing  a  sofiicient 
number  of  effective  men  and  boys  to 
navigate  the  merchant  ships  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  We  had  about 
200,000  men  and  boys,  exclusive  of  cap- 
tains and  superior  officers,  employed  m 
our  merchant  ships,  and  the  utmost 
efforts  were  required  to  keep  up  a  reaUy 
efficient  supply.  Might  he  not  point  to 
the  decline  of  the  Irish  Fisheries  as  one 
of  the  causes  which  increased  the  diffi- 
culty of  finding  good  seamen?  Twenty- 
three  years  ago,  there  were  113,073  sea- 
faring men  and  boys  engaged  in  those 
fisheries ;  to-day,  there  was  only  about 
one-sixth  of  the  number,  or  20,307.  It 
was  natural  to  suppose  that  a  large  per- 
centage of  the  men  and  boys  employed 
in  the  Fisheries  would  be  annually  avail- 
able  for  our  merchant  ships.  He  had 
known  some  of  the  first  captains  navi- 
gating the  seas  to  have  been  humble 
Kinsiue  fisher-boys ;  but  by  their  ability 
and  good  conduct  they  had  taken  the 
highest  place.  He  hoped  he  had  said 
enough  to  show  that  this  was  a  matter 
of  Imperial  importance,  entitling  it  to 
the  prompt  and  earnest  attention  of  the 
Gbvemment.  He  would  remind  the 
House  that  the  industries  of  Ireland  were 
mainly  confined— first,  to  her  agricul- 
ture and  such  manufactures  as  were  em- 
ployed in  converting  the  raw  products 
of  agriculture  into  articles  of  consump- 
tion ;  secondly,  to  her  internal  and  exter- 
nal commerce,  which  was  inconsiderable ; 
thirdly,  to  her  inland  and  deep-sea  fishe* 
ries;  and,  fourthly,  to  her  railways,  which 
couldnotproperlybecalled  industries,  but 
conduced  to  them  by  affording  expeditious^ 
and  cheap  means  of  transit.  The  natural 
conditions  of  the  country  imposed  upon 
Ireland  considerable  industrial  limita- 
tions. The  two  mat  constituents  of 
manufacturing  industry — iron  and  coal 
—were  not  found  in  sufficient  quantity 
in  Ireland.  He  might  observe  that  the 
export  from  Oreat  Britain  of  iron,  steel, 
and  cotton  manufactures,  in  the  produc- 
tion of  which  coal  and  iron  formed  an 
important  constituent  part,  amounted  to 
nearly  one-half  of  the  total  exports  of 
the  United  Kingdom.  The  industries 
existing  in  Ireland  bore  but  a  small  pro- 
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portion  to  those  of  Ghreat  Britain.    The 
products  of  agriculture  were  little  over 
£40,000,000  annually ;  but  some  of  the 
raw  products  of  ag^iioulture  furnished 
materials  for  such  native  manufactures 
as  Hneuy  whisky,  malt  liquors,  and  flour. 
He  trusted  that,  owing  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Ohancellor  of  me  Exchequer,  in 
his  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  Bill, 
the    manufacture   of    beet-root   sugar 
might  soon  be  added.    If  they  could 
supplement    those    industries    by    en- 
couraging the  congenial  and  appropriate 
pursuit  of  fishing,  they  would  contri- 
bute to  the  employment  and  welfare  of 
the  people ;  but  he  feared  the  necessary 
aid  could  only  come  from  the  Imperial 
Exchequer,  under  the  authority  of  Par- 
liament and  the  sanction  of  Govern- 
ment.   Surely  a  moderate  appropriation 
for  the  development  of  the  Msheries  in 
the  shape  of  loans,  and  for  the  construc- 
tion of  piers  and  harbours,  would  not 
be  an  unwise  application  of  the  National 
Funds,  to  which  Ireland  contributed  so 
burdensome    a   proportion.     He    sub- 
mitted that  Ireland  was  not  a  difficult 
country  to  govern  when  its  circumstances 
and  wants  were  generously  considered. 
But,  unfortunately,  they  had  not  been 
considered,  to  any  great  extent,  in  a 
spirit  of  earnestness    and    generosity. 
Probably  too  much  time  and  attention 
had  been  devoted  by  politicians  who 
had  governed  the  country  to  Party  in- 
terests and  considerations ;  but  his  be- 
lief was  that  any  Government  that  would 
earnestly  apply  itself  in  the  spirit  he 
had  indicated  to  practical  measures  of 
utility  for  the  purpose  of  benefiting  the 
industries   of  Ireland  would  be  appre- 
ciated, and  such  measures  would  meet 
at    all  times  with  kindly  recognition. 
Thev  were  most  fortunate — it  was  one 
of  the  great  blessings  of  the  immediate 
time— in  having  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Ohief  Secretary  connected  with 
tiie  administration  of  affairs  of  Ireland. 
He  was  a  man  of  practical   business 
experience,  of  wide  views,  and   who 
would  not  be  trammeUed  by  the  narrow 
prejudices'  which    theorists   or  econo- 
mists might  advance  for  the  purpose  of 
tying   the  hands  of  the  Government, 
and  preventing  them  doing  anythin|^  in 
the  interests  of  the  country.  They  might 
confidently  anticipate  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  with  his  kindly  sympathies, 
and  his  desire  to  do  good,  would  do  his 
best  to  promote  this  and  other  Irish  in- 
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terests.  He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  it  would  not  be  worth 
his  attention  to  listen  to  Irishmen  who, 
one  and  all,  desired  that  Government 
should  aid  the  Fisheries  ?  Would  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  be  content  to  let 
them  die  out,  as  they  had  been  doing, 
or  would  he  enable  them  to  support 
1,000,000  of  the  people,  as  the  Member 
for  Waterford  County  said  they  were  ca- 
pable of  doing  ?  In  this  matter  no  ques- 
tion arose  of  landlords'  rights  or  tenants' 
wrongs.  Instincts  and  migratory  laws, 
beyond  the  ken  of  human  intelligence, 
guided  the  shoals  of  fish  into  the  har- 
bours, bays,  and  inlets  of  Ireland.  He 
only  desired  that  the  people  should  be 
enabled  to  profit  by  those  blessings 
which  Providence  had  placed  at  Uieir 
disposal ;  and  if  Cbvemment  would  grant 
reasonable  aid,  they  would  do  a  good, 
a  generous,  and  a  laudable  work,  for 
wmch  the  people  would  be  gratefiil.  He 
had  ^reat  pleasure  in  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  BilL 

CoLONBL  COLTHUEST  said,  that  in 
seconding  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
he  should  confine  himself,  in  the  few  ob- 
servations he  should  ini^e,  to  three  of 
the  recommendations  made  by  the  Oom- 
mission  of  1870,  presided  over  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  M!ember  for  Waterford, 
and  their  operations  in  the  county  which 
he  (Colonel  Colthurst)  represented,  and 
which  contained,  perhaps,  the  largest 
seaboard  of  any  county  m  Ireland.  The 
first  of  these  recommendations  was  that 
loans  should  be  advanced  to  fishermen 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  boats  and 
gear ;   and  as  one  fact  was    worth    a 
Dushel  of  theories,  he  hoped  to  show  by 
the  instance  of  the  Island  of  Cape  Clear 
the  effect  which  a  system  of  loans  judi- 
cially administered  would  have  upon  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland.      He  derived  his 
facts  from  a  Catholic  clergyman  of  the 
diocese  of  Boss,  who  had  long  taken  a 
great  interest  in  the  fishing  industry, 
and  who  was  curate  of  Cape  Clear  in 
1874.    In  that  year  the  population  of 
Cape  Clear  was  450,  who  nearly  all  de- 
rived, or  ought  to  have  derived,  their 
subsistence  m>m  fishing.    But  they  had 
onlv  seven  small  hookers  on  the  Island, 
with  which  they  could  do  little.    To  add 
to  this  unfortunate  state  of  things,   in 
some  years  600  fishing  vessels  would 
come  in  sight  engaged  in  their  annual 
mackerel  fishing  off  the  coast.      The 
value   of  fish  taken    at    Cape    Clear 
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amounted  at  that  time  to  about  £400  in 
a  year.    There  was  no  harbour,  and  the 
fishermen   were    obliged   to  drag   the 
hookers  on  to  the  beach  when  they  ran 
in,  or  send  them  somewhere  else,  to  land 
their  slender  catches.      His  rev.  infor- 
ant  being  a  man  of  great  energy  and 
ability  succeeded,  in  1876,   in  inducing 
one  of  the  Islanders,   named  Patrick 
Burke,     to    borrow     £150     from    the 
Munster  Bank  on  the  security  of  his 
landlord,  Sir  H.  Beecher,  and  he  ob- 
tained a  further  loan  of  £100  from  a 
charitable  society  in  Dublin.     With  this 
money  the  man  bought  a  large   boat, 
went  out  in  1877  mackerel  fishing,  and 
in  three  months  earned  £500,  or  more 
than  the  whole  population  of  the  Island 
had  earned  in  any  one  of  the  preceding 
years.     His  success  induced  three  other 
men  to  ask  for  loans,  Sir  H.  Beecher 
being  kind  enough  to  go  security  for 
them  in  the  Munster  Bank ;   and  they 
were  earning    a    considerable  sum  of 
money  until,  in  March,  1878,  a  storm 
dispersed  and    damaged  more  or  less 
some  300  boats  engaged  in  the  mackerel 
fishing,  amongst  them  being  the  four 
boats  of  the  poor  Cape  Clear  Islanders. 
Well,  it  seemed  then  as  if  their  prospects 
were  gone  for  ever,  when  there  came  to 
their  aid  Baroness  Burdett  Coutts,   a 
lady  whose  name  was  known  wherever 
the  English  language  extended  in  con- 
nection with  works  of  charity  and  bene- 
ficence.    She  had  long  taken  an  interest 
in  the  Island,  and  she  not  only  enabled 
these  four  poor  men  to  replace  their 
boats,  but  she  assisted  others  with  loans 
of  money  without  interest,  payable  in  a 
series  of  years.    In  taking  this  course 
she  appealed  to  that  spirit  which  some 
persons  denied  to  the  Irish  peasantry — 
namely,  that  of  self-reliance,  but  wluch 
he  believed    they  possessed,  requiring 
only  for  its  development  a  little  judi- 
cious assistance.     In  this  season  of  1 880 
nine  boats  were  engaged    from    Cape 
Clear,    and    they  had  already  earned 
£4,000,  or  six  times  as  much  as  was 
earned  by  the  whole  population  in  a  year 
previously.     He  did  not  expect  that  the 
Government,  represented  as  it  was  even 
by  one  so  anxious  to  do  good  as  his 
right  hon.  Eriend  the  Chief  Secretary, 
would  give  the  same  assistance  as  the 
Baroness  Burdett  Coutts  had  given.   All 
he    maintained  was  that  the  principle 
of  loans  at  low  interest  or  witnout  in- 
terest would  be  fertile  in  good  results  to 
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the  fishermen  of  Ireland.      The  testi- 
mony of  the  Commissioners  to  the  bene- 
fit of  loans  and  of  the  Beprodoetive 
Loan  Fund  Act,  which  the  effoita  of  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  limetiek 
had  succeeded  in  getting  passed  throng 
the    House,   was  very  important.     It 
showed  that  the  Act  had  been  suoeeesfitl 
as  far  as  it  went.    The  loans  had  beea 
well  used,  and,  in  spite  of  the  inresent 
bad  times,  had  been  more  or  lees  punc- 
tually repaid.    The  CommissionerB  re- 
commended certain  changes  with  respect 
to  the  construction  of  piers  and  harbours 
— for  instance,  that  the  choice  of  the 
situation  should  not  be  left  entirelj,  as 
it  was  now,  to  people  residing  in  the 
locality,  and  shoiud  not  depend  on  the 
circumstance  that  local  aid  was  forth- 
coming.    By  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Board  which  he  sought  to  establish 
would  have  a  wider  discretion  than  the 
Board  of  Works  now  had ;   and  if  it 
should  appear  that  on  any  part  of  the 
coast  there  were  not  piers  enon^,  they 
mightsend  down  an  Inspector,  who  wonld 
decide  where  the  piers  should  be  put. 
He  felt  bound  to  say  that  within  the  limits 
of  their  power  he  believed  the  Board  of 
Works  were  doing  their  duty,  and  it  was 
only  fair  to  say  that  much  of  an  under- 
manned and  over-worked  Department. 
Taking  the  line  of  sea  coast  from  Crook- 
haven  to  Bantry  Bay,  extending  abont 
60  miles  at  least,  there  was  not  within 
that  distance  a  single  pier  or  slip ;  and 
there  was  a  large  population,  especially 
on  the  north  shore  of  Dunnannis  Bay 
and  the  south  side  of  Bantry  Bay,  en- 
gaged in  fishing,  who  year  after  vear 
lost  their  boats,  and  were  thus  entir^ 
deprived  of  their  means  of  8ubsisten<» 
for  want  of  a  pier.    In  the  County  of 
Cork  alone  17  piers  were  wanted,  and 
had  been  submitted  to  the  consideration 
of  a  Committee  now  sitting.    He  hoped 
that  some,  if  not  all,  would  be  sanctioned 
by  the  Committee.    But  some  that  were 
most  wanted  were  likely  to  be  left  out 
because  of  the  absence  of  local  interest. 
They  had  only  just  been  subjected  to  the 
views  of  the  Committee.    In  these  places, 
where  there  was  a  large  population  but 
no  local  aid,  people  were  losing  thdr 
boats  year  after  year,  and  their  entire 
means  of  subsistence,  bv  the  want  of 
piers  and  better  approaches  to  the  har* 
hours.    Take  the  case  of  Cape  (Hear  in 
reference   to  tiie  harbour  approaches. 
An  unmense  fishing  indnstiy  had 
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deyeloped ;  bat  how  were  the  fish  to  be 
got  to  the  railway  station  at  Skibbereen  ? 
Why,  after  the  steamers  had  taken  it 
up  to  a  certain  point  in  the  River  lien, 
they  had  to  unload  it  into  carts,  which 
to  get  to  the  railway  station  had  to 
travel  over  a  very  hilly  road.  If  the 
Island  river  were  improved  at  a  small 
cost  the  steamers  could  go  a  mile  further 
up,  and  get  better  roads  to  the  railway 
station.  Then  he  would  allude  to  the 
Island  of  Ballycottoft.  There  was  a  pier 
there  ;  but  it  was  not  properly  con- 
structed, and  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  if  ihej  would  consent  to  alter  this 
state  of  things  they  would  be  able  to 
make  Ballycotton  a  harbour  of  refuge. 
In  conclusion,  he  suggested  that  the 
word  "barony"  should  no  longer  exist 
in  Ireland,  and  have  but  one  unit  in  the 
county,  and  that  should  be  the  Union,  a 
plan  which  would  be  a  great  relief  to 
the  taxpayer.  He  also  desired  to  see 
stationed  on  the  coast  vessels  for  the 
protection  of  the  Fisheries,  as  was  done 
off  the  coast  of  Scotland,  and  observed 
that  if  the  Government  consented  to  this 
proposal  recent  disputes  leading  to  a 
collision  between  Trammel  fishermen  and 
trawlers,  owing  to  the  latter  being 
accused  of  injuring  the  inshore  fishing 
of  the  former,  would  have  been  easily 
settled. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (i/r.  Collins.) 

Mr.  BLAKE  remarked  that,  after  the 
exhaustive  speeches  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kinsale,  who  had  moved  the 
second  reading  of  this  Bill,  and  of  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member  who  had  se- 
conded that  Motion,  very  little  remained 
to  be  said  on  the  subject.  For  the  14 
years  he  (Mr.  Blake)  had  occupied  a 
position  in  the  House  he  had  always 
taken  ^eat interest  in  all  matters  afiPected 
by  the  Bill  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Kinsale ;  aud,  having  been  a  Fishery 
Commissioner  for  10  years,  he  could 
corroborate  all  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  and,  with  the  permission  of 
the  House,  he  would  supplement  his 
hon.  Friend's  remarks  by  a  few  addi- 
tions. He  differed  on  two  points  from 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  County  Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst), 
and  thought  the  sum  asked  for  was 
insufficient.  A  sum  of  £45,000  had  been 
g^ranted  towards  repairs  and  purchase  of 


boats,  and  providing  fishing  imple- 
ments for  eight  counties ;  but  there  were 
nine  other  coast  coimties  that  this  sum 
would  not  reach,  and,  in  his  opinion, 
£150,000  or  £200,000,  by  way  of  loan, 
would  be  necessary  to  put  the  Fisheries 
of  Ireland  upon  a  proper  footing.  Now 
that  the  land  had  become  so  unproduc- 
tive and  that  foreign  produce  had  come 
into  such  active  competition,  they  were 
bound  to  utilize  to  the  utmost  every  re- 
source that  was  not  fully  developed. 
The  seas  around  Ireland  were  a  mighty 
farm,  where  there  was  neither  rent  or 
taxes  to  pay — room  for  all — and  a  rich 
recompense  for  those  who  toiled  on  it. 
There  were  four  points  which  arose  in 
conjunction  with  this  question.  First, 
what  was  the  present  condition  of  the 
Irish  Fisheries ;  second,  were  they  ca- 
pable of  beinff  improved  ;  third,  what 
would  be  the  best  means  of  improving 
them;  and,  fourthly,  would  the  result 
of  the  improvements  be  commensurate 
with  the  outlay  ?  He  thoueht  that  the 
four  points  could  be  answerea  most  satis- 
factorily, and  that  the  outlay  would  be 
fivefold  in  its  results.  There  were  2,500 
miles  of  coast  line  to  Ireland,  thegreatest 
coast  line  except  Scotland.  Holland 
had  only  one-half  the  coast  line  of  Ire- 
land, and  150  years  ago  it  produced 
£3,000,000  worth  of  fish  yearly,  which 
supported  one-fifth  of  its  whole  popula 
tion ;  and  there  was  no  doubt  that  the 
Fisheries  of  Ireland,  if  properly  de- 
veloped, would  produce  far  greater  re- 
sults. Centuries  ago  these  Fiuieries  had 
been  described  to  the  then  reigning 
Sovereign  of  England  as  a  mine  of 
wealth,  and  Charles  I.  had  received 
£30,000  from  the  Dutch,  and  in  1556 
Philip  II.  of  Spain  paid  £1,000  a-year 
to  Ibgland  for  permission  to  fish  on 
the  North  Coast  of  Ireland.  At  a  re- 
quest of  the  English  fishermen,  Oliver 
Cromwell  had  put  down  the  Irish 
Fisheries ;  and  at  this  day  there  were 
at  Barbadoes  fishermen  descendants  of 
those  Irish  fishermen  who  had  been 
transported  to  that  Island.  The  present 
value  of  the  Irish  Fisheries  was  £700,000 
a-year;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  produce  might  be  increased 
at  least  five  times  that  much,  that  it 
could  be  increased  toquite  £300,000,000 ; 
thus  causing  a  greater  source  of  profit, 
and  adding  immensely  to  the  food  of 
ttie  people.  How  was  this  desirable 
result  to  be  accomplished?    The  Irish 
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fishermen  ought  to  be  afforded  the  means 
of  procuring  suitable  boats,  of  obtaining 
the  best  implements  of  their  craft,  and 
accommodation  of  harbours,  to  which 
they  could  fly  in  times  of  danger,  as  well 
as  place  their  boats  in  safety  when  not 
engaged  in  fishing.  On  the  West  Coast 
of  Ireland,  especially,  a  great  deal  of 
life  was  lost  for  the  want  of  such  har- 
bours of  refuge;  and  their  absence 
caused  the  men,  in  uncertain  weather, 
to  remain  at  home  in  a  state  of  enforced 
idleness.  He  thought  that  £300,000  or 
£400,000  would  be  necessary  to  meet  all 
the  requirements  of  the  Irish  Fisheries ; 
but,  in  the  first  place,  £160,000,  partly 
loan,  would  be  of  great  value.  Witn 
a  loan  of  this  amount,  a  supply  of  a 
better  class  of  boats,  such  as  trawlers 
and  other  kinds,  could  be  obtained, 
which  otherwise  would  be  out  of  the 
question.  Experience  had  shown  that 
small  fishing  enterprizes  in  Ireland  were 
more  successful  than  larger  ones.  From 
the  £45,000  that  had  been  lent  under 
the  Irish  EeproductiTO  Loans  great 
results  had  followed,  and  £50,000  or 
£60,000  more  might  have  been  satis- 
factorily laid  out.  If  the  Treasury  ad- 
vanced that  sum  at  2^  per  cent,  the  loss 
would  be  recouped  by  an  increased  con- 
sumption of  articles  of  Customs  and  Ex- 
cise, including  whisky,  also,  he  was  afraid, 
among  the  fishermen.  At  present,  there 
were  applications  for  100  harbours,  of 
which  the  Commissioners  recommended 
between  50  and  60.  These  could  not  be 
constructed  for  less  than  £  1 50,000.  For 
some  years  past,  owing  to  'some  cause 
difficult  to  ascertain,  the  fish  got  further 
out,  and,  in  consequence,  larger  and 
better  boats  were  necessary  to  follow 
them,  and  so  a  better  class  of  harbours 
was  required,  if  such  boats  were  used.  It 
was  only  natural  to  ask  why  the  fisher- 
men of  Ireland  were  so  badly  off  as 
compared  with  those  of  Scotland,  and 
why  there  was  no  such  fishing  enterprize 
as  in  Scotland  ?  There  was  no  class  of 
people  in  Ireland  who  had  suffered  from 
the  Famine  so  much  as  the  fishermen. 
Many  of  those  who  before  theFaminehad 
followed  the  pursuit  had  been  obliged 
to  abandon  it,  and  had  not  been  able  to 
resume  it.  In  1846  there  were  100,000 
fishermen  and  20,000  boats;  but,  at  the 
present,  there  were  only  2,000  boats 
and  5,000  fishermen.  In  the  Famine 
years  the  use  of  fish  amongst  the  Irish 
peasantry,  with  the  then  staple  diet,  In- 

Mr.BUh 


dian  meal,  caused  dysentery,  and  fish,  for 
the  time,  ceased  to  be  eaten.  Owing  to 
this  and  their  inability  to  keep  boats 
and  eear  in  repair,  thoosands  of  fisher- 
men had  to  abandon  the  pursuit.  The 
fishermen  and  the  trade  had  never  re- 
covered since.  In  some  places  the  Fish- 
eries had  been  almost  entirely  annihi- 
lated. No  aid  had  been  given  in  lotus 
till  five  years  ago.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman Uie  Member  for  East  Gloncostor 
shire  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-BeachV  then 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  stated  when 
he  introduced  a  Bill  for  the  purpose 
that  he  regarded  it  as  a  tentative  meft- 
sure,  and,  if  it  succeeded,  the  Govern- 
ment would  feel  justified  in  making 
further  advances.  The  plan  had  proved 
a  great  success.  A  new  impetus  was 
given  to  fishery  industiy,  and  thej 
had  the  concurrent  Beports  of  th^ 
Irish  Fishery  Commissioners  that  the 
results  had  been  most  satisfactory.  He, 
therefore,  confidently  appealed  to  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  carry  out  the  pro- 
mise  which  haa  been  made  by  the  late 
Government — ^he  hoped  he  would  do,  «t 
least,  as  much  as  would  have  been  d<me 
by  his  Predecessor.  It  had  been  con- 
tended frequently  that  the  principle  of 
giving  loans  to  foster  an  industiy  was 
opposed  to  the  principles  of  political  eco- 
nomy. But,  on  the  contranr,  he  oonld 
prove,  from  statements  made  by  John 
otuart  Mill,  the  late  Earl  of  Derby,  and 
the  present  Postmaster  (General,  that  that 
was  not  the  case.  There  was  nothing 
in  which  Ireland  had  a  stronger  daim  on 
Parliament  than  for  the  encouragemmt 
of  her  Fisheries.  Scoiland,8inoetheUnion, 
had  received  £1,500,000  more  than  Ire- 
land for  her  Fisheries.  Scotland  recdved 
until  a  few  years  ago  £7,000  annually  for 
this  purpose,  while  Ireland  received  only 
£3,500  down  to  the  same  period.  Scotland 
had,  in  fact,  got  all  she  required,  and 
her  Fisheries  were  most  prosperous.  In 
1 838  a  Bill  was  brought  forward  in  that 
House  to  put  Ireland  on  a  par  with 
Scotland.  That  Bill  had  the  sympaUiT 
and  support  of  most  of  the  EngHitfi 
Members,  and  it  had  the  unanimous 
support  of  the  Irish  Members.  But  a 
deputation  came  up  from  Scotland, 
headed  by  the  Duko  of  Sutherla&d, 
which  reported  that  great  injury  would 
be  done  to  the  Scotch  Fisheries  if  that 
was  done,  and  the  result  was  that  the 
Bill  was  withdrawn.  At  present  Soot- 
land  had  got  a  valuable  Fishery  Board 
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in  Edinburgh,  with  paid  officials  and 
inspectors ;  and,  besides  that,  they  had 
a  magnificent  vessel  to  preserve  order 
among  the  fishing  vessels,  and  to  dis- 
cover where  the  shoals  of  fish  might  be ; 
while,  if  Ireland  wanted  a  gunboat,  it 
was  so  long  before  it  was  sent  that  the 
necessity  for  it  had  gone  before  it  got 
there.  Year  after  year  the  Irish  In- 
spectors had  asked  in  vain  for  a  similar 
vessel  for  Ireland.  In  France,  under 
the  Empire,  if  a  fisherman  lost  his  boat, 
it  was  immediately  replaced,  and  a 
considerable  grant  was  made  towards 
the  fishing  interests,  the  consequence 
being  that  the  fishing  trade  of  the 
countxy  added  to  its  wefdth,  and  most  of 
the  sailors  got  their  first  training  in 
fishing  boats.  That  was  also  the  case 
in  Norway,  where  Rreat  assistance 
was  given  to  the  traoe.  In  Holland 
the  Government  had  devoted  great 
attention  to  the  Fisheries  in  former 
times.  The  Dutch  Fleet  which  sailed 
up  the  Thames  was  manned  chiefly  by 
fishermen,  and  the  Dutchman  who  had 
invented  the  Dutch  bloater  had  done 
more  for  his  country  than  any  man  either 
before  or  after  him.  He  also  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  fact  that,  at  the 
present  time,  there  was  a  great  need  of 
Beomen  for  the  Mercantile  Marine,  and 
BO  much  so  that  we  were  obliged  to 
resort  to  forei^  countries  for  our  men. 
If  thepr  put  the  fishing  industries  of  Ire- 
land in  a  proper  condition,  they  would 
find  a  large  addition  would  be  made  to 
the  Mercantile  Marine  from  that  body. 
It  was  well  worthy  of  consideration  whe* 
ther,  as  a  nursery  for  seamen  alone,  the 
Irish  Fisheries  had  not  a  paramount 
claim  to  the  encouragement  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  earnestly  and  confidently 
appealed  to  the  Chief  Secretary  either 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading  of  that 
Bill,  or  give  his  assurance  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  bring  in  a  measure  on 
the  subject  of  a  simi^  character.  All 
the  Insh  Members,  from  the  most 
Oraiure  of  the  orange  to  the  greenest  of 
the  Green,  were  united  in  support  of 
this  Bill,  and  everv  possible  assutance 
would  be  given  to  the  Chief  Secretary  if 
he  took  it  up.  There  never  was  a  more 
magnificent  opportunity  for  the  Ck>vem- 
ment  to  do  so  much  for  so  little ;  and  he 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  civilized 
Government  on  the  fSeu^e  of  tiie  earth, 
save  that  of  England,  that  would  have 
looked  on  so  long  without  affording  the 


means  of  relief.  It  would  be  a  great  dis- 
credit to  England  if,  while  the  Govern- 
ments of  Sweden,  Holland,  and  France 
had  done  so  much  to  promote  their 
Fisheries,  those  of  Ireland  were  allowed 
to  decay  for  want  of  sufficient  fostering 
care.  He  hoped  that  the  Government 
would  show  that  the  Irish  Members  did 
not  require  Home  Rule  to  be  carried  out 
in  order  to  develop  their  resources.  The 
Chief  Secretary  might  rely  upon  that  if 
only  the  principles  embodied  in  that 
Bill  were  carried  into  effect,  he  could 
ere  lons^  have  the  satisfaction  of  seeing 
a  valuable  but  neglected  resource  con- 
verted into  a  great  and  flourishing 
industry. 

Sir  JOHN  ST.  AUBYN  remarked, 
that  as  to  any  encouragement  to  be 
given  to  the  Irish  Fisheries,  he  should 
leave  that  in  the  hands  of  the  Chief 
Secretary ;  but  that  was  not  the  whole 
point  of  the  Bill.  There  were  numerous 
clauses  relating  to  the  regulation  of  the 
Fisheries.  The  hon.  Memoer  for  Kinsale 
(Mr.  Collins)  had  pointed  out  that  the 
number  of  boats  engaged  in  the  Irish 
Fisheries  had  been  reduced  to  nearly  one- 
fourth  what  it  was  in  1847,  and  that  the 
number  of  those  engaged  in  the  Fisheries 
had  been  reduced  to  nearly  one-sixth  of 
those  engaged  at  the  former  period.  But 
he  had  not  mentioned  the  fact  that  the 
number  of  men  who  went  from  this  country 
to  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of  fishing  had 
not  decreased,  but  had  increased.  The 
11th  and  17th  clauses  in  the  Bill,  in 
which  bye-laws  were  enacted  for  the  re- 
g^ation  of  fishermen  of  an  extremely 
strinp^ent  character,  and  licences  were 
required  of  those  who  fished  on  the  Irish 
coast.  These  clauses  ought  to  be  con- 
sidered by  those  who  represented  Eng- 
lish constituencies  as  well  as  those  who 
represented  Ireland;  and  he  thought 
their  restrictive  character  was  not  war- 
ranted. At  present  fishermen  from 
Cornwall,  Norfolk,  and  the  Isle  of  Man 
frequented  the  Irish  coast,  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  Irish  boats  fished  the  Eng- 
lish coast.  He  suggested  to  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill  that  both  the  clauses 
to  which  he  referred  should  be  struck 
out,  and  that  the  Bill  should  be  confined 
to  the  encouragement  of  the  Irish  deep 
sea  fisheries  alone. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  that  he 
objected  altogether  to  the  endeavour  to 
establish  any  analogy  between  the  case 
of  the  Cornwall  Fisheries  and  that  of  the 
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Irish  Fisheries.  In  Cornwall  there  were 
a  large  number  of  capitalists  who  were 
willing  to  embark  their  capital  in  the 
fishing  trade.  In  Ireland  they  had  no 
such  local  capitalists,  and  the  business 
was  one  which  required  a  considerable 
amount  of  capital.  £2,000  was  required 
for  the  necessary  equipment  to  carry  on 
the  business  in  anything  like  an  efficient 
manner.  It  was  evident  that  the  Corn- 
wall fishers  were  so  rich  themselves,  and 
were  so  helped  by  local  capitalists,  that 
they  did  not  require  the  help  of  the 
State.  The  pilchard  fisheries  of  Corn- 
wall were  originally  established  by 
fishermen  from  Ireland ;  and  even  at  the 
present  day  there  were  amongst  the 
Cornish  fishermen  O'Sullivan^  and 
O'Briens,  and  he  was  not  sure  that 
there  were  not  men  of  his  own  name. 
Irishmen  had  thus  taught  the  Cornish- 
men  the  trade ;  and,  now  that  they  were 
trying  to  get  some  of  it  back,  he  trusted 
that  me  hon.  Member  for  Cornwall  (Sir 
John  St.  Aubyn)  would  not  interfere. 
In  times  gone  by,  too,  grants  and 
bonuses  were  given  for  the  encourage- 
ment of  the  Cornish  jFisheries.  It  was, 
therefore,  ridiculous  for  those  who  re- 
presented Scotch  and  Cornish  consti- 
tuencies to  come  there  and  say  they  did 
without  grants,  when  the  original  im- 
petus of  their  trade  came  irom  the 
bounty  system  which  they  were  now 
condemning.  The  present  Bill  did  not 
advocate  anvthing  like  the  bounty  sys- 
tem, as  had  been  stated  more  than  once. 
They  did  not  want  one  shilling  to  be 
ffiven  in  the  shape  of  grant  or  bounty  to 
me  Irish  fishermen.  They  wanted  that 
loans  should  be  given  to  them  on  good 
security.  He  represented  a  constituency 
where  the  distress  had  been  very  great, 
and  where  the  recent  loans  had  been  de- 
cided upon.  Applications  were  made 
on  behalf  of  the  people  of  Bama,  an  in- 
dustrious, fru^,  and  energetic  body  of 
men,  for  no  less  than  £20,000  to  the 
Fishery  Commissioners.  They  could 
not  meet  that  arrangement,  as  they 
had  only  £1,400  with  which  to  do  it. 
£20,000  might  seem  a  large  sum ;  but 
as  there  were  1,400  fishermen  in  the 
district  it  was  something  less  than  £20 
each — not  so  large  a  sum  with  which  to 
purchase  nets  and  other  equipments 
for  the  fishing  trade.  A  friend  of  his, 
Mr.  Francis  Ward,  had  written  to  him 
to  the  following  effect  on  the  subject  of 
securities: — 
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"  I  have  gone  seciuity  for  some  fidiermen  in 
Bama  for  loans  from  tho  Fiihery  Comao^ 
doners ;  so  did  my  brother,  and  so  did  alio,  I 
believe.  Father  Carolan,  the  parish  priest.  I 
have  not  been  called  upon  in  any  caae  to  paj 
anything  owing  to  the  failure  of  any  of  tho«« 
for  whom  I  went  security,  nor  hare  I  heard  of 
anyone  else." 

When  proposals  were  advanced  on  a 
former  occasion  the  g^reat  objection 
alleged  was  that  nets  and  such  thingis 
were  so  perishable  that  they  did  not 
offer  adequate  security  for  the  loans ; 
but  the  letter  of  Mr.  Ward  showed  that 
in  no  case  had  the  people  failed  to  meet 
their  honest  engagements.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Waterford  had 
also  made  advances  to  the  extent  of 
£1,500,  and  in  no  single  instance  did 
the  loan  remain  unpaid.  He  thought 
that  was  an  encouraging  sign,  and  ought 
to  induce  the  Chief  Secretary  to  accept 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  He  did  not 
see  how  it  could  be  reflised  when,  in 
cases  where  loans  had  been  given,  the 
results  showed  that  they  could  be  given 
with  the  most  perfect  security.  He 
trusted  the  Qovemment  would  allow 
the  Bill  to  pass  a  second  reading. 

Mr.  SYNAN  hoped  that  the  preec^nt 
Government  would  be  more  liberal  in 
their  action  towards  Ireland  than  ihe  late 
Government.  It  was  somewhat  unfor- 
tunate that  such  a  Bill  as  that  before 
them  should  be  brought  so  late  in  the 
Session,  when,  even  if  it  was  accepted, 
there  was  not  much  chance  of  it  be- 
coming law,  looking  at  the  state  of 
Public  Business.    In  1874  a  Eesolution 

Eassed  by  the  House  upon  a  Motion 
rought  forward  by  him  declaring  that 
the  decay  of  the  Irish  Fisheries  called  for 
the  immediate  attention  of  the  Oovem- 
ment,  demanded  the  application  of  re- 
medies recommended  by  the  Report  of 
the  Koyal  Commission  and  Select  Com- 
mittees which  had  investigated  the  sub- 
ject, and  pledged  the  House  to  support 
any  well-considered  measure  that  nuffht 
be  introduced  on  the  subject.  How  did 
the  late  Government  carry  out  that  Be- 
solution?  It  seized  upon  a  miserable 
charitable  fund  in  Ireland,  and  gave  the 
Fishery  Commissioners  of  Ireland  the 
power  of  lending  money  out  of  the  fond 
to  the  Irish  fishermen,  and  it  was  now 
asked  that  a  further  sum  of  £30,000 
should  be  handed  over  to  the  Com- 
niissioners  for  the  same  purpose,  and  for 
piers  and  harbours.  Tne  late  Govern- 
ment had    pledged   itself  to   various 
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things  if  political  moyementa  were 
stopped,  but  made  no  grant  in  the 
direction  now  asked  for.  The  pre- 
sent Goyemment,  however,  would,  he 
hoped,  be  willing  to  carry  out  a  proper 
scheme  for  the  assistance  of  industxy 
in  the  country.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City  (Mr.  Pamell)  proposed 
a  grant  of  £260,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  Fund  for  the  purposes  of 
building  piers  on  the  sea  coast.  He 
thought  at  the  time  of  that  proposal  that 
it  was  a  scheme  which  Her  Majesty's 
Ooyemment  should  have  carried  out  by 
u  grant  from  the  Imperial  Treasury,  and 
not  by  the  use  of  a  fund  which  should 
be  kept  for  the  purposes  for  which 
assistance  from  the  Imperial  Treasury 
could  not  be  obtained.  The  fishery  in- 
dustry should  be  sustained  and  en- 
couraged by  grants  from  the  Imperial 
resources;  and,  notwithstanding  what  had 
been  said  ebewhere  and  what  had  since 
occurred,  he  still  held  that  opinion.  The 
matter  had  been  dealt  with  in  the  most 
exhaustiye  manner  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake),  and  there 
was  no  one  so  competent  to  give  assist- 
ance to  the  House  on  the  present  sub- 
ject of  IrishFisheries.  That  non.  Member 
liad  argued  that  it  would  be  but  paltering 
with  the  question  if  the  Government 
were  to  give  less  than  £150,000  for  the 
construction  and  repair  of  piers  and  har- 
bours in  Ireland,  besides  making  sub- 
stantial loans  to  Irish  fishermen  to  enable 
them  to  carry  on  their  calling.  The 
causes  of  the  failure  of  the  Irish  Fisheries 
was  well  known,  and  was  brought  about 
by  a  former  famine,  which  swept  away 
the  fishermen ;  and  the  boats,  therefore, 
decreased  in  numbers  or  were  rendered 
useless.  No  encouragement  was  then 
ffiven  to  the  fishing  industry,  and  no 
help  had  been  bestowed  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  industry.  Heference  had 
been  made  to  Norwav  as  being  in  the 
»ame  position  to  Sweden  as  Ireland  was 
to  England.  There  were,  however,  im- 
portant distinctions  between  Norway  and 
Ireland.  The  former  possessed  a  Legis- 
lature of  its  own,  the  latter  did  not ;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  Imperial  Government 
did  not  now  do  its  duty  in  this  re- 
spect it  would  be  a  ground  of  con- 
demnation. It  was  quite  unnecessary  to 
refer  to  any  authority  out  of  the  House 
who  might  be  competent  to  speak  upon 
the  question ;  but  be  would  refer  to  the 
present    Postmaster     General,    whose 


knowledge  was  well  known  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  who  had  refuted  the  argument 
that  Ireland  possessed  energy  and  capital 
of  its  own  for  the  purposes  of  develop- 
ing the  trade.  How  could  it  be  sup- 
posed that  a  starving  people  could  act 
on  principles  of  political  economy  and 
advance  loans.  The  question  of  bounties 
which  had  been  raised  should  be  put 
out  of  consideration  altogether.  It  was 
used  by  the  opponents  of  this  mea- 
sure and  similar  measures ;  but  the 
Irish  people  did  not  wish  to  return  to 
that  Old  system.  They  had  asked  for 
loans  to  the  fishermen  in  the  West,  with 
a  condition  of  repayment  at  a  fixed  rate 
of  interest.  There  was  no  Member  in 
the  House  more  ready  to  meet  the  Eng- 
lish and  Scotch  Members  in  the  objec- 
tions which  had  been  raised  by  them  than 
himself.  He  would,  for  one,  be  ready 
to  make  some  concessions  ;  but  it  should 
be  remembered  that  the  Bill  had  been 
brought  forward  solely  for  purposes  of 
relief  of  Irish  fishermen.  He  now 
hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chief 
Secretary  would  deal  with  the  subject 
in  a  liberal  spirit  when  he  spoke  on  the 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  and  if  he  did  so,  he 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Irish  Members  would  not  be  too 
hard  in  their  terms  nor  too  exacting  in 
their  criticism  of  his  proposals,  which 
he  trusted  would  be  sufficiently  broad, 
liberal,  and  large  for  the  purposes  re- 
quired, and  womd  not  be  conceived  in 
the  same  petty  and  shabby  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment. 

Mr.  BELLINGHAM  observed,  that 
his  constituents  were  deeply  interested 
in  the  Bill ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  there- 
fore meet  the  approval  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  According  to  the  last  Re- 
port of  the  Fishery  Commissioners  there 
were  numerous  localities  round  the  coast 
of  Ireland  where  large  suppb'es  of  fish 
could  be  obtained,  but  where  the  facili- 
ties and  appliances  for  securing  those 
supplies  did  not  exist.  It  was  not  the 
will  to  reap  this  abundant  harvest  that 
was  required  by  the  Irish  fishermen ; 
they  haa  the  will,  but  they  had  not  the 
power.  The  coast  of  Louth — the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  represent — 
was  greatly  exposed  to  storms,  and  the 
fishermen  suffered  great  hardship  and 
danger  frt>m  the  want  of  proper  piers 
and  narbour  accommodation.  They  were 
most  anxious  to  develop  the  fruits  of 
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the  occupation  in  which  they  were  en- 
gaged, and  it  was  most  important  that 
uiey  should  be  encouras^ed  to  do  so.  In 
connection  with  the  hemng  fishery  which 
was  largely  carried  on  along  the  Irish 
coast,  he  might  mention  that  at  Kilkeel 
during  a  recent  fishing  season  there 
were  200  English,  43  Scotch,  and  only 
75  Irish  fishing  boats ;  at  Greenore 
in  1878  there  were  22  Irish,  20  Scotch, 
and  8  Isle  of  Man  fishing  boats;  at 
Warrenpoint  50  Irish,  15  Scotch,  and 
105  Isle  of  Man  boats.  These  were 
surely  facts  sufficient  to  warrant  any 
Government,  not  blind  to  the  duty  it 
owed  the  people,  to  do  something  for 
the  encouragement  of  an  industry  which, 
in  a  poor  country  like  Ireland,  might 
prove  an  exceedingly  great  blessing. 
If  the  Government  gave  them  that  en- 
couragement he  felt  that  a  great  blow 
would  be  given  to  Irish  poverty — that  in 
the  counties  bordering  on  the  sea  a  ^;reat 
incentive  to  industry  would  be  given, 
and  that  numbers  of  poor  people  would 
be  saved  from  a  condition  of  starvation. 
Herrings  cured  at  present  in  Ireland 
sell  at  much  higher  prices  than  can  be 
obtained  for  the  highest  brand  of  Scotch 
herriogs,  and  the  prices  obtained  for  the 
herrings  caught  on  the  East  Coast  of  Ire- 
land insummer,  and  sold  fresh  in  Ireland, 
Glasgow,  and  Liverpool,  were  a  great 
deal  in  excess  of  the  prices  obtained  by 
fishermen  in  Scotland  by  their  contracts. 
Another  point  he  would  urge  on  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Government  was  the 
appointment  of  unpaid  Commissioners, 
because  there  was  no  doubt  that  unpaid 
Commissioners  would  look  after  the  in- 
terests of  the  locality  in  which  they  re- 
sided and  had  themselves  an  interest, 
better  than  paid  Commissioners.  County 
Louth  was  not  one  of  the  counties  under 
the  Keproductive  Loan  Fund ;  the  opera- 
tion should  be  extended  so  as  to  include 
it,  and  thus  facilitate  the  promotion  of 
piers  and  harbours. 

Mb.  VILLIERS  STUART  said,  he 
did  hope  the  Bill  would  receive  the 
hearty  support  of  the  Government,  for 
surely  it  was  the  duty  of  any  good  Go- 
vernment to  do  all  in  their  power  for 
the  welfare  of  the  country  under  their 
rule.  It  had  already  been  pointed  out 
that  one  of  the  most  valuable  resources 
of  Ireland  were  her  Fisheries ;  and  that 
they  were  very  valuable  was  proved  by 
the  way  in  wmoh  they  were  appreciated 
by  fishermen  from  other  oounmes.    The 
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hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Cornwall  (Sir  John  St.  Aubyn)  bad 
alluded  to  the  fact  that  the  Cornish 
fishing  boats  went  over  to  the  coast  of 
Ireland  to  such  an  extent  that  he  re- 
garded with  considerable  interest  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  as  being  likely  to 
affect  his  constituents.  He  might  ob« 
serve,  in  passing,  that  the  claasee  of 
the  Bill  to  which  the  hon.  Baronet  had 
referred  were  intended  only  to  save  life. 
The  object  was  to  provide  that  fiahiag 
boats,  which  went  out  for  deep  sea  fish- 
ing, should  be  well  found,  and  that  the 
lives  of  those  on  board  them  should  be 
protected  as  far  as  possible.  As  he  had 
observed,  the  fact  that  the  Cornish  fisher- 
men went  over  in  great  numbers  to  Uie 
Irish  coast  showed  how  valuable  those 
Fisheries  were.  He  lately  saw  Youghal 
Harbour  absolutely  orowaed  with  boats 
ttova  the  Isle  of  Man — boats  which  were 
splendidly  equipped,  and  which  were 
reaping  a  golden  harvest.  Now,  it  was 
a  melancholy  thing  that  wl^le  those 
Manx  boats  were  taking  loads  of  fish 
from  the  coast,  the  poor  native  fisher- 
men were  obliged  to  look  on,  and  see 
the  harvest  gathered  from  their  very 
doors  by  strangers.  There  was  no  help- 
ing hand  to  enable  them  to  gather  it  in ; 
and  thus  they  were  obliged  to  see  their 
own  fish,  so  to  speak,  carried  away  from 
the  country.  The  fact  was  that,  sur- 
rounded as  Ireland  was  with  valuable 
fisheries,  the  men  had  not  boats  and 
nets  to  take  the  fish.  In  former  times 
they  would  have  been  able  to  borrow 
money  from  the  banks ;  but  one  of  the 
misfortunes  of  the  present  crisis  was 
that  the  credit  system  had  broken  down, 
and  that  resource  was  thus  lost  to  them. 
Indeed,  since  the  failure  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank,  not  only  had  the  banks, 
which  formerly  would  have  made  ad- 
vances, rushed  into  the  opposite  extreme, 
and  kept  their  money  as  tightly  as  pos- 
sible, but  the  tradesmen  were  in  a  half- 
bankrupt  state,  and  would  not  let  their 
goods  go,  except  for  ready  money,  which 
these  poor  men  had  not  got.  If  they 
were  enabled  to  go  out  and  have  a  turn 
at  those  shoals  of  fish,  which  he  heard 
at  the  present  moment  were  off  the 
coast,  it  would  render  them  independent 
for  12  months  to  come ;  but  as  things 
were,  it  was  much  to  be  feared  that, 
unless  something  were  done — in  fact,  it 
was  quite  certain  they  would  be  left  per- 
fectly destitute  when  the  winter  oame. 
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and  would  be  thrown  upon  the  Belief 
Fund.  Moreoyer,  besides  the  loss  to  the 
fishermen,  the  inland  population  were 
also  losing  the  important  resource  of 
ti^e  cheap  and  abunoant  supply  of  food 
which  ought  to  be  furnished  to  them 
from  the  Fisheries.  He  found  in  the  Bill 
now  before  the  House  a  clause  which 
would  exactly  meet  the  difficulty,  and 
which  presented  a  favourable  opening 
to  the  Goyemment  to  show  that  they 
were  in  earnest  in  the  professions  that 
they  had  made  of  a  friendly  interest  in 
the  welfare  of  Ireland,  and  of  a  sincere 
desire  to  do  the  utmost  that  they  could 
to  remedy  any  erieyance  that  she  suffered 
under.  It  had  been  said  that  England's 
difficulty  was  Ireland's  opportunity ;  but 
the  converse  was  also  true  that  Ireland's 
difficulty  was  England's  opportunity,  and 
the  present  moment  was  such  a  golden 
opportunity  of  winning  the  goodwill  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  by  coming  forward 
to  help  them  in  a  generous  spirit.  There 
never  had  been  a  time  when  it  was  more 
important  to  give  Ireland  a  helping  hand. 
The  usual  sources  of  credit  were  cut  off, 
and  the  country  was  reduced  to   the 

greatest  state  of  want  and  destitution, 
oth  landlords  and  tenants    were    in 
difficulties,  and  could  do  nothing  to  help 
themselves ;  and,  therefore,  the  English 
Gk>vemment  had  the  g^atest  possible 
excuse  for  coming  forward,  and,  even  at 
the  risk  of  trespassing  upon  the  rules  of 
political  economv,  rendering  a  genei*ous 
assistance  to  Ireland.    The  Government 
had  already  done  for  Irish  farmers  the 
very  thing  which  he  hoped  they  would 
consent  to  do  for  the  Irish  fishermen. 
The  Seeds  Bill,  which  the  late  Govern- 
ment supported,  had  been  of  the  areatest 
service  to  the  farmers  of  Ireland.    But 
for  that  Bill  hundreds  and  hundreds  of 
farms  would  have  remained  improduc- 
tive ;  but  its  assistance  had  afforaed  the 
one  bright  gleam  of  hope  that  they  had 
in  the  prospect  of  a  bounteous  harvest. 
Well,  the  sea  was  the  fisherman's  farm, 
and  nets  were  to  the  fisherman  what 
seeds  were  to  the  farmer ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  hoped  that,  if  only  for  the  sake 
of  Uiat  clause  which  dealt  with  loans  for 
gear,  this  BiU  would  be  accepted.  Clause 
27  of  the  Bill  provided  that— 

"  A^liareas  it  is  expedient  that  loans  ihould 
be  made  to  fi^ermen  engaged  in  deep  sea 
fisheries,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  provide 
suitable  boata,  ncia,  and  j^oar,  such  loans  should 
be  made  under  the  fupermtendence  of  Commii- 
■ioaers  hereby  appointed." 


And  Clause  29  provided — 

"  That,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Com- 
missioners to  make  such  loans,  it  shaJl  be  lawful 
for  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury,  and  they 
are  hereby  required,  within  one  monui  after  the 
passing  of  this  Act,  to  advance  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  £30,000,  to  be  applied  by  the 
said  Commissioners  in  making  sucn  loans." 

Now,  surely  that  was  a  very  small  and 
moderate  demand.    It  was  a  very  modest 
petition  that  they  were  making  to  relieve 
the  fishermen  all  round  the  coast  by  pro- 
viding that  small  sum .    A  book  haa  been 
placea  in  his  hands  by  his  hon.  Colleague 
m  the  representation  of  Waterford— of 
which  book  that  hon.  Gentleman  was 
the  author — in  which  mention  was  made 
of  the  loan  that  was  advanced  in  1848. 
The  present  crisis  approached,  in  many 
of  its  features,  the  crisis  of  1848,  when, 
according  to  the  work  he  had  mentioned, 
the  Dungarvan  fishermen,  in  dire  dis- 
tress, pawned  and  sold  as  much  of  their 
boats  and  gear  as  they  could,  and  were 
at  last  driven  to  bum  the  masts,  oars, 
and  lining  of  the  boats   for  fuel.    A 
number  were  received  into  the  work- 
house; but  several,  who  could  not  ob- 
tain admission  there,  or  employment  at 
the  relief  works,    found    a  premature 
grave.    Proceeding  with  his  quotations, 
the  hon.  Member  snowed  that  the  result 
of  a  small  loan  of  £300  from  the  Auxi- 
liary Belief  Committee  of  the  Society  of 
Friends  was  almost  incredible.    Where- 
as a  short    time    before    there   were 
scarcely  half  a  dozen  boats  out  of  a 
hundred  on  the  coast  that  were  sea- 
worthy, directly  afterwards  numbers  of 
boats  and  hundreds  of  men  were  fishing ; 
and  from  that  time  they  were  enabled 
to  earn  their  own  livelihood.    They  were 
indefatigable,  too,  in  fulfilling  their  en- 
gagements; and  the  Eev.  Mr.  Alcock, 
Qie  Protestant  clergyman,  bore  witness 
to  the    changed    condition    of    things. 
That  small  loan  was  the  means  of  work- 
ing such  great  good  in  that  district ;  and, 
of  course,  what  happened  in  that  district 
might  be  taken  as  a  sample  and  an  illus- 
tration of  the  good  that  might  be  done 
on  a  more  extensive  scale  in  the  whole 
coast  district  of  Ireland.    He  hoped  it 
would   not   be  said  that,   whilst  they 
hardly  counted  the  cost  of  warlike  pre- 
parations, but  spent  money  by  millions 
on    such    unproductive    objects,     they 
grudged  a  few  thousands  in  devdoping 
a  peiuseful  industry  at  home,  and  in  res- 
eumg  an  honest  and  hard-working  class 
from  poverty  and  destitution,    l^llions 
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had  been  spent  lately  in  securing  ''  scien- 
tific frontiers"  thousands  of  miles  away ; 
but,  by  the  expenditure  of  a  very  small 
portion  of  that  great  outlay,  the  truly 
scientific  frontier  of  a  prosperous,  con- 
tented, and  grateful  people  might  be  es- 
tablished nearer  home.  He  hoped  the 
Goyemment  would  not  allow  the  oppor- 
tunity to  pass  which  was  now  presented. 
It  fell  in  well  with  the  present  crisis,  and 
with  the  measure  they  were  now  engaged 
in  passing  for  the  relief  of  Irish  distress, 
for  it  would  relieve  a  very  important 
class  of  Irishmen — the  coast  fishermen. 
Let  them  lend  those  men  a  helping  hand, 
and  they  would  inspire  a  gpratef  ul  feeling 
in  the  hearts  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  EWABT  said,  a  large  amount  of 
the  fish  taken  in  Irish  waters  were  taken 
not  by  Irish,  but  by  Manx,  Welsh,  Cor- 
nish, and  French  fishermen.  He  ad- 
mitted that,  to  a  certain  extent,  the  failure 
of  the  trade  hitherto  was  due  to  want  of 
energy  on  the  part  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land ;  but  they  had  a  groat  deal  to  con- 
tend withy  especially  on  the  West  Coast. 
The  disadvantage  under  which  they 
had  laboured  in  re&pard  to  the  difficulty 
of  getting  their  fisn  to  the  market  was 
every  year  disappearing  as  the  means  of 
commimication  improved;  and  if  they 
had  a  fresh  start  the  industry  would 
rapidly  develop,  and  much  good  would 
be  done.  He  hoped  that  the  Chief 
Secretary,  who  had  a  golden  opportunity 
of  doing  something  for  Ireland,  would 
give  the  Bill  his  best  consideration,  and 
endeavour  to  render  to  that  country  an 
act  of  justice.  The  Irish  Members  were 
asking  only  for  that  which  had  been 
done  for  other  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  He  believed  Ireland  had 
been  the  victim,  to  a  certain  extent,  of 
political  economy.  The  introduction  of 
Free  Trade  had  undoubtedly  been  bene- 
licial  to  Great  Britain;  but  it  had  in- 
jured the  interests  of  Ireland  as  a  pro- 
ducing country,  and  he  could  only  hope 
that  his  hon.  Friend's  Bill  would  meet 
with  a  favourable  reception  frx>m  the 
Gt)vemment. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake)  had  made  a  personal  allusion  to 
him,  and  had  challenged  him  to  contra- 
dict his  statement  that  the  Jackal  was 
not  employed  by  the  Admiralty  for 
the  protection  of  the  Scotch  Fisheries, 
but  by  the  Fishery  Board.  He  did 
not  see  why  personal  allusion  had  been 
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made  to  him,  because  he  (Sir  Alexander 
Gt)rdon)  had  only  oome  down  for  the 
purpose  of  listening  to  the  debate,  which 
touched  a  subject  in   which  his   con- 
stituency were  largely  interested.    One 
paragraph  of  the  Report  of  the  FisheiT 
Boa^  of  Scotland  stated  that  the  Ad- 
miralty had  sent  Her  Majesty's  ship 
Jackal  for  the  protection  of  the  herring 
fishers  on  the  coast  of  Scotland.     Would 
that  convince  him  that  the  Admiralty 
had  something  to  do  with  the  sending 
of  the  Jackal  to  the  coast  of  Scotiand  r 
Not  only    the  Jackal^  but   four    other 
vessels,  were  sent  the  year  before  last 
for  the  protection  of  the  Scotch  Fisheries, 
and  for  this  reason,  that  the  fisheries  on 
the  East  Coast  of  Scotland — that  was  to 
say  in  the  North  Sea — ^were  frequented 
by  Dutch,  French,  and  Norwegians,  and 
the  vesseb  in  question  were  sent  to  the 
fishing  ground    as    a    sort    of   police. 
Foreigners  went  there  with  their  large 
heavy  vessels,  and  kept  at  sea  for  a  week 
or  more  at  a  time,  while  the  Scotch  sent 
out    small    boats,    which    came    home 
every  nieht.    These    foreigners   inter- 
fered with  our  people,  and  broke  their 
nets ;  and  it  was  necessary  to  have  the 
vessels  on  the  spot  for  their  protection, 
as  well  as  to  prevent  foreign  vessels 
from  coming  within  territorial  waters. 
The  herring  often  came  close  to  the 
shore,   where  large  takes  were    often 
had,  and  it  was  desirable  that  outsiders 
should  keep  out  of  these  waters.     As  the 
hon.  Member  had  appealed  to  the  Scotch 
custom  in  support  of  this  question,  he 
would  say  a  few  words  on  that  custom  ; 
and  he  wished  to  preface  his  remarks 
with  the  avowal  that  he  had  no  hostility 
whatever  to  the  Bill,  or  to  the  money 
asked  for  being  granted.    If  £200,000 
were  given  to  Ireland,  Scotland  would, 
perhaps,  get  about  £10,000 — that  was 
generally    about    the    proportion    that 
would  fall  to  Scotland.    The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  stated  that  Scotland  had  received 
since  the  Union  £1,500,000  more  than 
had  been  given  to  Ireland ;  but  he  would 
call  his  attention  to  a  Return  which  rave 
the  amountsgranted  for  piers  and  har- 
bours in  the  United  Kingdom  since  1800. 
Scotland,    it    appeared,     was    g^ronted 
£613,612,   while  Ireland  had  received 
no   less  than    £1,881,415,    which  was 
£1,200,000  more  than  had  been  received 
by  Scotland  for  the  past  80  years.    He 
would  also  point  out  what  was  vexy 
important  in  the  consideration  of  this 
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Question,  the  difference  between  the 
rish  and  Scotch  Fisheries,  and  the 
reason  why  in  Scotland  there  was  a 
Fishery  Board.  The  object  of  that 
Board  was  to  control  the  branding.  The 
East  Coast  Fishery  was  entirely  sup- 
ported by  the  custom  from  Germany, 
and  dealers  from  that  country  would 
never  take  a  barrel  of  herrings  unless  it 
WHS  branded,  because  that  process  saved 
a  great  deal  of  trouble  in  the  purchase. 
The  brand,  in  fact,  enabled  the  pur- 
chaser to  know  the  number  and  cha- 
racter of  the  herrings,  otherwise  they 
would  have  to  open  each  barrel  before 
making  a  purchase,  which  would  be  a 
serious  inconvenience.  Hon.  Members 
had  asked  to  have  vessels  placed  on  the 
Irish  coast;  but  if  there  were  no 
foreigners  on  that  coast  to  interfere 
with  the  fishermen,  there  could  not  be 
any  object  in  having  vessels  to  keep 
them  away.  The  herrings  on  the  West 
Ck>ast  of  Ireland  were  not  suitable  for 
the  forei^  market.  They  were  large, 
light,  and  soft,  and  would  not  take  the 
pickle.  Another  difficulty  that  would 
be  observed  in  the  way  of  getting  a 
market  for  Irish  fish  was  that  it  was 
much  easier  to  get  them  conveyed  hoxa 
the  East  Coast  of  Scotland  to  Germany 
than  from  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  to 
the  same  country.  The  fact  was  that 
herrings  in  Ireland  were  bought  in  a 
fresh  state,  and  in  that  form  brought 
higher  prices  than  the  cured  herrings  of 
Scotland.  There  was  no  object  to  be 
plained,  therefore,  in  introducing  brand- 
ing into  Ireland,  and  this  had  been  made 
plain  by  the  Ecport  of  the  Irish  Fishery 
Inspector,  who  stated  distinctly  that 
branding  woul^  be  of  no  avail  in  Ire- 
land, and  that,  therefore,  there  was  no 
need  of  a  Board,  such  as  existed  in 
Scotland.  He  was  surprised  that  no 
allusion  had  been  made  in  the  debate 
to  this  Report  of  the  Irish  Fishery  In- 
spector. Then  there  was  a  complaint 
about  there  not  being  any  harbour  of 
refuge  between  Queenstown  and  the 
Nore.  He  had  heard  of  several,  and 
therefore  did  not  know  what  was  alluded 
to.  [An  hon.  Member  :  Ireland.]  He 
might  point  out  that  the  Nore  was  not 
in  Ireland.  The  fish  in  Ireland  were 
unsuitable  for  curing,  and  the  reason 
was  that  Ireland  and  the  sea  coast  was 
affected  by  the  Gtilf  Stream,  which  was 
not  the  case  with  regard  to  the  East 
Coast  of  Scotland,   and  that  was  the 


secret  of  the  whole  difference  between 
Scotch  and  Irish  fish.  One  arg^ument 
in  support  of  this  Bill  had  been  that 
London  would,  if  the  advantages  asked 
for  were  conceded,  be  supplied  with 
fresh  fish  from  the  West  of  Ireland ;  but, 
for  his  part,  he  was  inclined  to  think  that 
London  dealers  preferred  getting  their 
fish  irom  Yarmouth  and  places  near  at 
hand.  He  hoped,  however,  the  Go- 
vernment would  do  all  in  its  power  in 
support  of  Irish  Fisheries,  but  on  the 
understanding  that  they  did  not  re- 
quire to  have  a  brand.  Another  remark 
occurred  to  him  on  the  subject.  It  had 
been  stated  that  strangers  were  to  be 
found  fishing  on  the  coast  of  Ireland, 
and  that  would  seem  to  indicate  that 
there  were  harbours  of  some  kind  on  the 
West  Coast.  They  had  not  in  Scotland 
a  single  harbour,  except  a  tidal  one, 
between  the  Firth  of  Forth  and  the 
North  of  Scotland,  and  yet  they  managed 
to  get  a  very  good  living  out  of  the 
fishing.  The  ^otch  trusted  to  their 
own  resources,  and  perhaps  they  had 
as  much  enteiprize  as  most  people. 

Mr.  CALLAN  urged  the  Government 
to  aid  in  the  establishment  of  fishing 
stations,  such  as  Arklow,  Balbriggan, 
and  Kilkeel,  and  to  afford  facilities.    He 

Eointed  out  that  in  his  own  experience 
e  had  seen  at  Carlingford  upwards  of 
£1,000  worth  of  fish  devoted  to  manure 
owing  to  the  want  of  a  curing  station 
in  the  neighbourhood.  This  was  simply 
the  experience  of  one  night's  fishing. 
He  hoped  the  Government  would  take 
the  question  of  establishing  curing 
stations  into  consideration.  The  fish  to 
which  he  referred  had  arrived  just  too 
late  for  the  Greenore  boat  to  Holyhead, 
and  had  there  been  a  curing  station  on 
that  part  of  the  Louth  coast  a  great  loss 
would  have  been  avoided.  They  were 
always  sure  to  hear  from  some  Scotch 
Member  in  such  debates  that  the  Irish 
people  should  depend  more  on  their  own 
resources ;  but  what  if  they  had  nothing 
to  depend  on  ?  He  utterly  denied  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Bel- 
fast (Mr.  Ewart)  that  there  was  any 
want  of  enerffy,  so  far,  at  all  events,  as 
the  Moume  fishermen  were  concerned. 
The  fishermen  would  gladly,  for  a  loan, 
pay  any  interest  up  to  6  per  cent,  and 
give  ample  security.  He  reminded  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East 
Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander  Gk>rdon^ 
that  it  was   not  the    Nore   they  had 
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been  talking  of,  but  the  North,  and 
urged  that  a  gunboat  was  much  needed 
in  the  North  of  Ireland  to  prevent 
the  irregularities  committed  by  Scotch 
fishermen,  who  were  more  complained 
of  than  Cornish  or  Isle  of  Man  fisher- 
men. In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  point 
out  how  advantageous  it  would  be  for 
the  Black  Country  and  other  parts  of 
England  if  a  constant  supply  of  Irish 
fish  could  be  secured ;  and  he  thought 
that  this  Bill,  if  carried,  would  benefit 
not  only  Ireland,  but  England. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  thought 
that  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  the 
conduct  of  the  late  Government  in  the 
matter  of  the  Irish  Fisheries  had  been 
unnecessarily  criticized.  But,  setting 
aside  all  past  differences  and  asperities, 
he  woula  suggest  whether  it  were  not 
possible,  imder  the  e}dsting  novel  oir- 
oumstances  of  the  case,  that  Her]  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  mi^ht  not  be  induced 
to  take  a  favourable  view,  he  would  not 
say  of  this  particular  Bill,  but  of  the 
question  with  which  it  was  connected. 
The  Bill  was  introduced  under  totally 
different  circumstances  to  those  which 
existed  when  the  question  was  previously 
discussed.  It  had  to  be  regarded  now 
more  especially  with  reference  to  the 
question  of  making  provision  against 
the  recurrence  of  distress.  The  ten- 
dency of  the  measures  of  relief  which 
hitherto  had  been  passed  was  to  leave 
the  people  dependent  upon  the  potato 
crop,  and  all  experience  showed  that 
that  was  not  sufficient.  He  was  old 
enough  to  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  Parliament  in  con- 
nection with  the  last  great  Famine ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  the  only  great  measure 
which  was  then  suggested  was  the  pro- 
posal of  Lord  Qeorge  Bentinck  for  a 
wholesale  system  of  railways  in  Ire- 
land. That  measure  had  for  one  of 
its  main  objects  the  development  of 
the  Irish  Fisheries.  The  scheme 
was  rejected,  most  imfortunately,  as 
he  thought;  but,  since  then,  limp- 
ingly,  haltingly,  interruptedly,  and  in 
many  ways,  no  doubt,  almost  uselessly, 
railways  had  been  carried  out,  more  or 
less,  throughout  the  country.  Therefore, 
the  Government  had  now  much  more 
reason  to  induce  them  to  regard  with 
consideration  a  scheme  which  had  for 
its  object  the  development  of  the  Irish 
Fisheries,  because  mey  had  railways 
and  steamboats  to  carry  the  fish  from 
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the  West  Coast  of  Ireland  to  the 
centres  of  industry.  The  only  question 
now  was  whether  it  was  wise  for  the 
Imperial  Gt>vemment,  under  the  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  of  the  case,  in 
some  way  to  aid  in  the  development 
of  those  fisheries.  He  did  not  wish 
to  express  an  absolute  opinion  off- 
hand ;  but  he  thought  the  object  to 
be  attained  was  one  of  great  import- 
ance. 11  by  some  such  proposal  as 
this  they  could  diminish  the  depend- 
ence of  the  Irish  people  upon  the  potato 
crop  they  would  be  doing  an  enormous 
goQKi  not  only  to  Ireland,  but  to  the 
United  Kingdom.  Whether  this  par- 
ticular Bill  was  the  best  that  oould  be 
devised  he  would  not  say ;  but  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment were  disposed  to  regpeurd  favourably 
either  this  scheme  or  any  analogous 
proposal  he  should  give  them  his  most 
cordial  and  hearty  support. 

Mb.  W.  E.  F0E8TER  quite  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord  who  had  just  sat 
down  that  one  of  the  lessons  taught  by 
the  late  distress  was  that  they  ought  to 
stimulate  their  desire  and  their  endea- 
vours to  develop  industries  in  Ireland, 
and  the  fishing  industry  was  one  which 
had  a  special  claim  on  their  attention, 
because  it  was  almost  the  only  alterna- 
tive employment  for  many  persons  in 
the  most  distressed  districts.  It  was 
almost  the  only  other  resource  open  to 
the  small  cottier  tenant  on  the  coast. 
Without  exciting  any  unpleasant  feel- 
ings in  regard  to  other  controversies,  he 
might  say  that  it  was  a  generally  ac- 
knowledged fact  that  the  difficulty  of  the 
Land  Question  was  much  increased  by 
what  was  called  the  ''land  hunger," 
arising  from  the  occupants  of  the  soil 
having  nothing  else  to  do.  He  thought 
the  time  had  gone  by  this  year  in  which 
much  could  be  done  beyond  what  had 
alread  V  been  imdertaken  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  immediate  reUef  of  the  dis* 
tress.  Without  in  the  slightest  degree 
blaming  the  late  Government,  he  should 
have  been  very  glad  if  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  John  Manners)  oould 
have  persuaded  his  Colleagues  to  have 
taken  steps  in  this  matter  last  autumn, 
which  might  have  had  some  effect  on  tho 
pressure  of  the  present  neoeasitj.  Bat, 
allowing  that  the  subject  demanded  at- 
tention, in  what  way  could  it  be  met? 
The  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Blake)  had  made  an  interesting  speech* 
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Many  explanations  liad  been  given  of 
the  dedine  of  the  Irish  Fisheries ;  but 
he  suspected  that  one  cause  which  had 
been  more  hinted  at  than  expressed 
tended  to  account  for  it  more,  perhaps, 
than  anything  else.  That  was,  that  the 
Irish  fisherman  found  it  very  hard  work 
to  compete  with  his  rivals  on  other 
coasts,  and  even  on  his  own  coast.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  East  Aber- 
deenshire (Sir  Alexander  Gordon)  had 
pointed  out  that  the  development  of 
railway  communication  made  it  easier 
for  the  fishermen  on  the  East  Coast  of 
Scotland  to  get  a  market  on  the  Conti- 
nent for  his  herrings  than  it  was  for  the 
fishermen  on  the  West  Coast  of  Ireland. 
There  was  one  thing,  however,  which  to 
him  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  appeared  hard 
in  the  case  of  the  Irish  fishermen,  and 
that  was  the  sorrowful  fact  that  they 
had  to  see  Cornish,  Scotch,  and  Manx 
fishermen  bring  their  boats  into  the 
Irish  fishing  grounds.  But  was  not 
that  owing  very  much  to  what  was  hap- 

Og  in  other  trades  besides  fishing  ? 
[  traders  found  it  very  difficult  to 
compete  with  large  traders ;  and  the  half- 
oottier,  half-fisherman,  who  went  off  in 
his  small  boat  found  it  very  difficult  to 
compete  with  the  trawlers  and  the  large 
boats  which  came  from  other  districts. 
One  of  the  objects  which  he  presumed 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  had  in 
view  was  to  enable  the  Irish  fisherman 
to  have  the  same  advantages  in  respect 
to  large  boats  as  the  fishermen  of  other 
puis  of  the  Kingdom,  and  even  of  the 
Continent.  That  Bill,  as  he  understood, 
proposed  in  a  very  experimental  way  to 
attain  that  end,  but  to  an  extent  which  was 
almost  contemned  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
opnosite.  His  hon  Friend  (Mr.  Collins), 
in  nis  moderate  and  clear  speech,  asked 
for  a  loan  of  £30,000;  but  the  hon. 
Member  for  Waterford  (Mr.  Blake)  said 
the  amount  must  be  £150,000  or 
£200,000,  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  said 
much  the  same.  Now,  if  the  Irish 
fisherman  was  to  be  put  by  State  loans 
in  a  position  to  compete  with  his  Scotch 
and  other  rivals,  he  questioned  whether 
a  loan  of  £80,000  would  be  of  much 
service.  He  did  not  think  he  was  a 
great  purist  about  political  economy. 
Some  ol  his  friends  looked  on  him  rather 
as  a  heretic.  He  believed  that  the  laws 
of  political  economv  were  as  true,  and 
would  as  certainly  be  obeyed  as  the  laws 
of  physios  if  men  were  machines  in- 


stead of  being,  to  some  extent,  not  only 
reasonable,  but  unreasonable  creatures. 
The  science  of  political  economy  was 
made  too  often  to  rest  on  the  assumption 
that  men  would  do  exactly  what  they 
ought  to  do  to  get  rich  and  produce 
wc^th,  although  owing  to  folly,  nassion, 
or  ignorance,  very  ofton  they  did  not. 
Still,  it  was  a  very  serious  question  in- 
deed to  sufi;gest  that  any  industry  should 
be  carried  on  by  State  capital.    The 
hon.  Member  for  Waterford  was  really 
asking  that  the  fishing  business  on  the 
West  Coast,  and  perhaps  on  the  whole 
coast,  of  Ireland,  should  be  carried  on  by 
State  loans.    If  they  assented  to  doing 
that,  many  other  industries  might  de« 
mand  the  same  thing.     But  he  much 
doubted  whether  they  would  be  really 
helping  the  industry  by  that  course.  State 
machinery  must  be  much  better  than  he 
had  ever  heard  of  its  being  if  a  business 
which  got  its  capital  from  tiae  State  would 
be  able  to  compete  with  a  business  which 
derived  its  capital  from  private  enterprize. 
The  analogy  of  the  case  with  regard  to 
the  fishery  at  Cape  Clear.,  assisted  by 
private  money,  could  hardly  apply  to 
money  lent  by  the  Government,  because 
the  gentlemen  who  lent  the  money  had 
a  special  interest  in  the  fishery,  and 
tiiere  was  almost    a  certainty  that  it 
would  succeed.     The  first  time  he  was 
in  Ireland  he  was  much  interested  in 
the  fishermen  of  the  Claddagh,  and  at- 
tempted to  get   up  a  loan  to  enable 
the  fishermen  who  had  suffered  from 
the  Famine  to  have  their  nets  repaired. 
The  loan  did  them  much  good  for  the 
time;  but  he  doubted  whether  they  could 
trust  to  State  machinery  for  supplying 
the  capital  to  carry  on  that  trade.    But 
the  chief  reason  why  he  could  not  assent 
to  the  principle  of  this  Bill  he  would 
briefly  explain.     He  had  been  told  at 
the  beginning  of  the  debate  that  he  was 
responsible  for  the  government  of  Ire- 
land. This  was  to  a  partial  extent  true  ; 
but  there  were  other  Members  of  the 
Administration  who  had  to  be  consulted 
in  a  matter  of  this  sort.    There  were 
those  who  had  to  look  after  the  taxes. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
responsible  for  seeing  that  all  the  people 
of  &ese  Kingdoms  were  taxed  as  lightly 
as  possible,  and  equally,  one  country 
compared  with  another ;  and,  therefore, 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  must  not 
regard  him  as  if  he  were  a  hard  man 
who  had  a  large  box  of  money,  and  that 
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he  liad  the  power  to  make  a  stream  of 
gold  flow  into  their  country.  In  the 
first  plaoe,  the  money  was  not  his  own, 
and,  m  the  next  place,  he  had  not  the 
key  of  the  box.  The  Treasury  must  ask 
what  security  it  was  to  get  for  those 
loans.  The  hon.  Member  for  Belfast 
(Mr.  Ewart)  said  they  ought  to  be  given 
on  good  security.  Was  it  easy  to  lay  it 
down  that  there  would  be  a  good  security 
on  a  boat  or  on  a  net,  and  might  there 
not  be  a  good  deal  of  hardship  in  realiz- 
ing the  security  when  the  boat  or  the 
net  was  worn  out  ?  He  only  threw  out 
that  remark  without  saying  that  it  might 
not  be  a  safe  thing  to  do.  That  was  one 
principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  then  there  was 
another,  and  that  related  to  a  large  ex- 
penditure upon  quays  or  piers.  He 
was  not  sure  whether  the  Qovernment 
had  been  asked  to  provide  for  them  by 
way  of  grants  or  loans.  [An  hon.  Msm- 
BSB :  By  loans.]  Well,  if  it  was  pro- 
posed to  undertake  such  works  by  loans 
he  thought  there  was  a  great  deal  to  be 
said  for  it.  He  would  certainly  do  his 
utmost  to  find  out  how  loans  coidd  be 
made  for  increasing  the  number  of  piers 
beyond  any  sum  they  were  now  giving 
as  ffrants.  One  of  the  principal  hopes  he 
had  for  a  better  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land rested  on  some  wise  and  com- 
prehensive manner  of  finding  out  good 
securities  in  Ireland  on  which  loans 
could  be  wisely  given  at  an  interest 
which  would  be  low  for  the  borrower 
but  safe  for  the  lender,  that  lender  being 
the  State.  He  could  not  help  believing 
that  that  might  be  done  to  a  considerable 
extent,  and  one  of  the  first  objects  for 
which  it  could  be  rightly  done  would  be 
the  extension  of  piers.  Undoubtedly 
the  hon.  Member  would  have  some 
claim  for  harbours  of  refuge  in  Ireland 
as  in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  He 
did  not  want  to  preclude  that.  It  was 
not,  however,  by  grants  on  a  large  scale 
that  Ireland  ought  to  expect  or  to  wish 
her  resources  to  be  developed;  but  it 
was  by  loans  made  under  a  wise  system, 
and  after  finding  out  that  the  security 
would  be  satisfactory.  He  did  not  know 
what  his  hon.  Friend  who  had  charge 
of  the  Bill  intended  to  do.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  vote  against  that  Bill ;  but  he 
could  not  agree  to  it,  because  it  would  be 
committing  the  Oovemment  more  than 
they  were  able  to  be  committed  at  that 
moment.  They  could  not  commit  them- 
selves to  the  principle  of  finding  capital 
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for  that  fishing  business ;  and  they  ong^t 
not  to  commit  themselves  to  finding  large 
additional  sums  of  money  for  piers  until 
they  had  found  out  how  the  whole  coaot 
should  be  looked  at.  His  hon.  Friend 
might  say  he  only  asked  for  an  additional 
£20,000  for  piers  and  £30,000  for  those 
loans.  With  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Commission,  there  had  been  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  that  proposal ;  bat 
proof  was  wanting  to  show  that  they 
ought  to  have  a  Commission.  He  had, 
to  some  extent,  a  fear  as  to  an  unpaid 
Commission.  The  result  of  such  Com- 
missions was  this.  Qentlemen  who  took 
an  interest  in  the  matter  were  put  on 
them  at  first ;  but  somehow  or  other  thev 
diminished  in  numbers,  and  then  the  wore 
fell  very  much  into  the  hands  of  officials. 
Very  often  the  consequence  was  that 
the  high-sounding  names  which  were  on 
the  Board  were  merely  a  sort  of  support 
to  the  official  element,  and  the  whole  of 
the  work  fell  into  official  hands.  He 
could  not  support  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill ;  but  he  could  honestly  tell  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Qovemment  would 
try  and  find  out  how  they  could  put 
those  Irish  fishermen  in  a  position  to  take 
part  in  what  Providence  had  given  them 
on  their  coast,  and  how  thev  could  prevent 
the  competition  being  made  more  serious 
than  it  had  been  by  Sie  circumstances  of 
the  trade.  And  it  might  be  found,  after 
a  full  study  of  the  subject,  that  thore 
was  special  ground  for  a  loan  system, 
and  also  for  special  assistance  in  regard 
to  piers.  It  was  a  question  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  any  of  the  Jnsh 
Church  Surplus  ought  or  ought  not  to 
be  taken  for  that  purpose.  But  that  was 
not  a  matter  which  ought  to  be  done  in 
a  hurry.  If  they  ultimately  came  to  the 
conclusion  to  apply  any  of  the  Churofa 
Surplus  in  that  way,  they  must  first  find 
out  how  much  of  that  Fund  was  left, 
which  he  did  not  think  was  exactly 
known  yet,  nor  could  it  be  known  until 
they  knew  what  the  immediate  relief  of 
distress  took  from  them.  Then  they 
ought  really  to  have  a  scheme  which 
would  show  the  great  advantage  arising 
to  that  particular  industry;  and  after 
that  was  done  the  House  would  be  able 
fully  to  consider  whether  they  would 
give  it  for  that  particular  purpose  rather 
than  for  anv  oUier.  He  did  not  know 
that  he  could  say  anything  more  than 
to  repeat  that  the  subject  was  one  in 
which  he  was  deeply  interested. 
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Mb.  OOTTBTNEY  said,  lie  did  not 
know  what  effect  might  have  been  pro- 
duced on  his  Irish  friends  opposite  by 
the  speech  of  the  Chief  Secretary ;  but 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  been  a  good  deal  too 
conciliatory.  He  had,  indeed,  spoken 
of  the  difficulty  of  keeping  up  in- 
dustry on  borrowed  capital;  but  he  had 
also  alluded  to  the  possibilibr  of  survey- 
ing the  whole  coast  of  Irmand,  to  see 
what  miffht  be  done  in  the  way  of 
national  help  for  the  improvement  of 
harbours,  and  likewise  to  the  possibility 
of  finding  out  in  Ireland  some  security 
on  which  loans  could  be  made,  the  lender 
being  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  If  the 
Chief  Secretary  wanted  to  lend  money,  he 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  Ireland.  There 
was  nothing  on  which  the  Irish  people 
were  more  united  than  in  the  demand 
for  loans ;  and  the  suggestion  of  search- 
ing out  for  a  security  on  whicli  advances 
should  be  made  out  of  the  public  Trea- 
sury for  the  development  of  the  resources 
of  Ireland  was  one  of  the  most  mis- 
chievous which  could  be  thrown  out  in 
the  present  state  of  Ireland  and  in  the 
actual  condition  of  the  Irish  people. 
That  Bill  had  been  supported  with  con- 
siderable unanimitv  by  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers ;  and,  no  doubt,  when  they  were 
agreed,  their  unanimity  was  wonderful. 
l%e  measure  included  a  scheme  for  the 
regulation  of  the  coast  Fisheries  of  Ire- 
land. Now,  the  present  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  that  House  had  acted  as 
Chairman  of  a  Eoyal  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  examine  into  the  herring 
fisheries  of  the  British  coast.  Well,  that 
authority  stated  that,  in  the  inquiries 
conducted  by  that  Commission,  one  thine 
above  all  others  became  most  clear,  and 
that  was,  that  the  fisheries  of  the  British 
coast  prospered  the  more  the  less  the 
Oovemment  did  for  them,  and  the  less 
legislative  restriction  prevailed ;  and  the 
Commissioners  recommended  the  repeal 
of  all  the  Acts  of  Parliament  for  pro- 
tecting fishermen  by  various  methods. 
That  virtually  amounted  to  a  condemna- 
tion of  the  present  Bill  by  the  Chairman 
of  Committees.  The  Bill  also  involved 
a  demand  of  money  by  loan  or  grant  to 
fishermen,  and  for  building  piers  along 
the  coast.  Without  that  assistance  the 
Irish  coast  was  now  fished,  and  fished 
industriously,  by  fishermen  firom  Scot- 
land, Cornwall,  and  the  Isle  of  Man.  It 
oould  not,  therefore,  be  the  lack  of  har- 


bours that  prevented  the  Irish  fishermen 
from  also  fishing  it.  But  it  was  said  it 
was  from  lack  of  capital.  What  means 
had  the  fishermen  of  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom  thanlrelandof  getting  capital  ? 
They  were  as  poor  a  class  as  the  Irish. 
He  put  aside  the  assertion  that  the 
Cornish  fishermen  in  the  last  century 
received  bounties.  It  was  true  that  some 
of  those  bounties  were  g^ven ;  but  the 
effect  of  them  had  long  passed  away. 
The  argument  that  the  English  fisher- 
men had  reached,  by  means  of  bounties, 
a  certain  platform  which  was  denied  to 
their  Irish  rivals,  was  analogous  to  one 
that  had  often  been  used  in  other 
Legislative  Assemblies  in  favour  of  pro- 
tective tariffs.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  North  Leicestershire  (Lord 
John  Manners)  said  the  question 
must  be  considered  with  special  reference 
to  the  peculiar  crisis  through  which  a 
large  part  of  Ireland  was  passing.  But 
that  demand  was  not  now  sprung  on 
them  for  the  first  time.  For  many  long 
years  before  the  present  crisis  the  claim 
for  State  aid  to  Irish  Fisheries  had  been 
put  forward.  It  had  been  urged,  when 
attention  was  directed  to  the  amount  of 
the  deposits  in  the  Irish  banks,  and  when 
they  were  told  that  the  want  of  security 
for  the  tenant  prevented  the  application 
of  capital  to  the  land.  However  that 
might  be,  he  knew  of  no  hindrance  in 
the  law  which  prevented  the  application 
of  capital  to  the  development  of  those 
Fisheries.  He  believed  that  the  root  of 
the  evil  they  were  considering  lay,  not 
in  the  want  of  capital  nor  in  the  want  of 
energy,  but  in  that  defect  of  morality 
in  the  Irish  character  which  did  not 
permit  the  people  to  associate  themselves 
much  together  in  industrial  enterprizes^ 
or,  indeed,  in  other  enterprizes.  They 
lacked  that  self-reliance  and  mutual  co- 
operation and  mutual  trust  which  existed 
in  other  parts  of  the  Kingdom.  If  the 
House  desired  to  legislate  for  the  ulti- 
mate benefit  of  Ireland,  it  must  shape 
its  course,  as  far  as  possible,  with  a  view 
to  correct  that  state  of  things.  The  two 
great  faults  of  the  Irish  character  were — 
first,  too  great  a  dependence  upon  others ; 
and,  secondly,  the  indisposition  to  asso- 
ciate together  in  industrial  enterprises. 
The  present  Bill  would  tend  to  make 
those  defects  inveterate  and  permanent. 
The  Irish  people  should  be  taught  to 
rely  more  on  their  own  resources.  The 
Fisheries  of  our  own  coast  were  not  really 
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carried  on  by  great  capitalists,  but  by 
small  tradesmen.  The  fishing  boat  was 
divided  into  shares,  the  crew  having  their 
share,  and  other  people  had  theirs ;  and 
it  was  because  the  small  capitalist  could 
trust  the  fisherman,  and  the  fisherman 
could  trust  the  small  capitalist,  that  those 
Fisheries  flourished.  He  was  now  using 
language  which  he  would  employ  if  he 
were  a  Member  of  an  Irish  Parliament, 
and  he  would  resist  that  Bill  as  one 
tending  to  perpetuate  instead  of  to  cure 
the  faults  of  Irish  character. 

Mb.  WARTON  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  pre- 
sented political  economy  in  its  most  cold- 
blooded aspect,  and  his  speech  was  cal- 
ctdated  rather  to  irritate  than  conciliate 
the  Irish  people.  He  altogether  disputed 
the  dicta  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard, 
and  denied  that  Irishmen  were  deficient 
in  morality,  indisposed  to  partnership, 
or  prone  to  rely  unduly  on  the  assistance 
of  the  State.  This  was  a  time  when  they 
had  a  right  to  expect  assistance ;  and, 
therefore,  he  heartily  supported  the  Bill. 
He  assured  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land that  it  would  be  far  better  policy, 
instead  of  adopting  measures  which  were 
calculated  to  set  dass  against  class,  and 
to  benefit  one  dass  by  plundering  an- 
other, to  vield  to  the  united  wishes  of  all 
classes  of  Irishmen  on  such  a  matter  as 
this.  This  demand  was  a  very  small 
one,  and  the  £30,000  required  would 
soon  be  realized  out  of  the  additional  In- 
come Tax  and  the  Beer  Duty,  the  pro- 
duce of  which  the  Prime  Minister  bad 
systematically  under  -  estimated.  He 
would  rather  pay  another  additional  \d, 
of  Income  Tax,  if  necessary,  than  see 
the  Irish  Fisheries  ne&^lected.  But  it 
appeared  that,  while  the  Government 
did  not  shrink  from  dangerous,  revolu- 
tionary, and  Communistic  measures, 
they  opposed  a  Bill  like  this  which  no- 
body ought  to  object  to. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said  the  hon. Member 
for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  had  made 
a  charge  against  the  Irish  fishermen. 
That  charge  had  not  been  made  for  the 
first  time  against  Irishmen  engaged  in 
diflerent  pursuits.  He  had  heard  it  said 
often  in  connection  with  the  manufac- 
turing industry,  or  want  of  such  industry 
in  Ireland,  that  they  could  not  succeed 
because  they  were  deficient  in  the  cha- 
racteristics which  Englishmen  and  Scotch- 
men possessed.  But  it  was  a  very  re- 
markable fact  that  this  ''defidency  in 
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moral  character"  did  not  pursue  Hie 
Irish  people  out  of  their  own  country ; 
for  in  Canada,  Australia,  the  United 
States,  and  other  countries  to  which  they 
emigrated,  they  were  succeeding  in  a 
very  striking  manner,  considering  the 
difficulties  with  which  they  had  to  oon- 
tend  in  all  the  pursuits  in  which  they 
were  engaged.  That  was  an  indisput- 
able fact.  The  House  had  to  consider 
how  it  was  that  Irishmen  who  sueeeeded 
in  other  parts  of  the  world  were  unable 
to  succeed  in  their  own  country.  ThiB 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  had  pointed 
out  that  in  Cromwell's  days  the  Comiah 
fishermen  went  to  fish  at  Waterford, 
and  that  ever  since  the  Comishmen  had 
shown  themselves  better  adapted  to  fish 
thanlrishmen.  But  what  was  the  reason? 
In  the  days  of  Cromwell  fishermen  of 
Cornwall  presented  a  Petition  to  Crom- 
well stating  that,  by  reason  of  the 
^reat  competition  from  Irish  fishermen, 
,  Cornish  fishermen  were  not  able  to  oom- 

?ete  successfully  with  fishermen  on  the 
rish  Coast ;  and  they  begged  that  Irish- 
men might  not  be  allowed  to  fish  in 
Irish  waters.    In  accordance  with  their 

Erayer,  Cromwell  issued  orders  for- 
idding  Irishmen  to  fish  in  Irish  waters. 
But  that  was  not  all.  Such  as  were 
caught  doing  so,  after  the  issuing  of  the 
edict,  were  made  daves,  and  sent  to  the 
West  Indies.  That  was  the  history  of 
the  competition  of  Comishmen  with  Irish 
fishermen,  and  that  was  the  foundation 
of  the  superiority  which  the  hon.  Mem« 
ber  for  Liskeard  claimed  for  Cornish 
over  Irish  fishermen.  Comishmen  got 
the  start,  and  they  were  able  to  keep  it 
ever  dnce,  owing  to  legidation  of  that 
kind.  The  Irish  Fisheries  had  been  de* 
pressed,  from  time  to  time,  by  En^ish 
legidation.  And  if  Parliament  was 
asEcd  to  put  aside  a  little  the  prindples 
of  political  economy  now,  it  was  because 
they  had  much  more  ruddy  put  aside 
the  prindples  of  political  economy  in 
their  dealings  witn  Irishmen  in  tunes 
past.  He  admitted  that  State  loans  to 
fishermen  were  objectionable  as  a  per- 
manent  means  of  supporting  their  in* 
dustry ;  but  Irishmen  had  been  crippled 
by  several  famines — by  the  notable 
Famine  of  1846 — just  when  Irish 
Fisheries  were  beginning  to  flourish ; 
and,  again,  another  calamity  had  come 
which  had  thrown  Irish  fishermen  back 
in  the  competition  with  other  fishermen* 
He  thought,  if  a  moderate  loan  could  hm 
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made  by  the  State  to  fishermen  in  Ire- 
land, the  result  would  be  the  establish- 
ment of  a  larger  class  of  boats,  which 
would    enable    them    to  compete  with 
Cornish  and  Sootch  fishermen,  who  were 
evidently  alarmed  at  the  prospect  of  com- 
petition from  Irish  fishermen,  from  the 
way  in  which  they  had  set   the   hon. 
Member  for  liskeard  against  the  Bill. 
Adyanoes  previously  made  had  done  a 
great    deal   of  good,  considering   the 
limited  extent  to  which  they  were  made, 
and  had  been  punctually  repaid.    The 
moderate  loans  now  asked  for  would, 
of  course,  be  on  good  security.    With 
regard  to  harbours,  he  would  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  whether  a  limited  grant 
could  not  be  made  out  of  the  Onurch 
Surplus  Fund,  in  addition  to  that  made 
by  the    Treasury,  for  the  purpose   of 
giving   harbours    on  the  West  Coast, 
which  would  be  of  great  utility  ?    The 
Board  of  Works  had  already  sufficient 
information  to  justify  the  expenditure  of 
£100,000  or  £120,000  with  great  ad- 
yantage ;  and  there  would  be  no  possible 
risk  of  the  money  being  wasted.    He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  they  should  have 
the   support  of  Members  representing 
English  and  Scotch  fishing  constituencies 
in  ue  matter.    He  might  mention  there 
were  no  harbours,  as  yet,  on  the  Western 
Coast  of  Ireland,  with  the  exception  of 
the  Harbour  of  Kinsale.    The  Coast  of 
Ireland  consisted  of  over  9,500  miles, 
and  only  about  350  miles  were  at  present 
fished  by  the  Cornish  and  English  fisher- 
men, simply  for  the  want  of  harbours. 
If,  then,  Uiey  could  expend  £120,000  or 
£130,000,  so  as  to  extend  the  fisheries, 
tiie  food  production  would  be  materially 
increased.    Had  Irishmen  a  Parliament 
of  their  own,  they  would  be  able  to  pro- 
vide these  things  for  themselves ;  there- 
fore, the  Oovemment  should  ^  a  little 
in  the  direction  in  which  the  Insh  Mem- 
bers asked  them  to  go.    If  the  Oovem- 
ment could  not  see  their  way  to  a  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  he  hoped  they  would 
entertain  an  application  foran  additional 
grant  of  £60,000  out  of  the  Irish  Church 
Smplus  fbr  the  purpose  of  small  fishery 
harbours  and  piors  on  the  Western  Coast 
of  Ireland.    That  would  enable  Irish 
fishermen  to  struggle  on  until  the  time 
came  when  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
would  be  able  to  consider  this  question 
in  all  its  bearings,  and  brin^  forward 
some  comprehensive  policy  with  regard 
to  the  aabject. 

VOL.  Cdin.    [thibd  skbiss.] 


Mr.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  regretted 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  liskeara  (Mr. 
Courtney)  should  have  lent  the  weieht 
of  his  authoritv  to  support  somewhat 
narrow  and  old-fiashioned  notions  of 
political  economy.  He  would  remind 
the  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  were 
many  large  trades  in  Ireland  in  re- 
gard to  which  the  principle  of  associa- 
tion or  co-operation  prevculed  more  than 
it  did  in  England  or  Scotland.  He  (Mr. 
Justin  McCarthy)  thought  this  Bill  was 
by  no  means  an  unreasonable,  but,  on 
the  contrary,  a  perfectly  reasonable, 
measure.  The  ^eatest  writers  on  poli- 
tical economy  said  it  was  reasonable  to 
help  certain  classes  in  order  that  they 
might  thereby  become  able  to  help 
themselves 

Sm  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  remarked, 
that  it  would  be  well  to  consider  where 
political  economy  began  as  well  as  where 
it  was  likely  to  end.  The  treatment  of 
Ireland  by  a  British  Parliament  had  been 
from  first  to  last  a  complete  violation 
of  the  principles  of  political  eoonomy. 
When  tne  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
spoke  in  such  terms  of  the  difficulty  of 
makine  Irishmen  combine  for  purposes 
of  trade,  commerce,  or  manufacture,  he 
felt  inclined  to  point  to  the  words  in  the 
Book  of  Job— "Who  are  these  who 
obscure  the  councils  by  words  without 
wisdom  ?  "  The  one  ereat  faculty  of  the 
Irish  people  was  oombination,  and  there 
was  no  people  against  whom  such  pains 
had  been  taken  to  break  down  the  prin- 
ciple. In  the  matter  of  the  Irish  Fisheries, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  pointed 
out  how  the  most  violent  measures  had 
been  had  recourse  to  to  crush  those  fishery 
interests.  What  did  Ireland  contribute 
towards  the  Imperial  Exchequer?  At 
least  double  as  much  in  proportion  of 
population  as  England  and  Scotland. 
Under  the  circumstances,  thoueh  no  one 
was  more  readv  than  himself  to  sub- 
scribe to  the  prmoiples  of  political  eco- 
nomy in  the  abstract,  when  those  prin- 
ciples were  transgressed,  as  they  were 
in  the  government  of  Ireland,  then  a 
measure  such  as  this  could  not  be 
judged  as  to  whether  or  not  it  was  in 
accord  with  the  principles  of  political 
economy,  but  whether  or  not  it  was 
necessary  as  a  compensatory  measure  to 
make  up  for  transgressions  of  political 
economy,  which  had  been  the  rule  in 
the  Irish  government.  At  the  same 
time,  he  credited  the  present  Govern* 
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ment  with  the  best  intentions.  For  the 
time  they  had  been  in  Office  they  had 
gone  as  far  in  the  direction  of  con- 
ciliating Irish  interests  as  it  was  possible 
for  any  British  Government  to  go ;  but 
if  his  hon.  Friend  went  to  a  division,  he 
should  support  the  second  reading  of  the 
BiU. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL,  as  the  Bepresenta- 
tive  of  a  borough  which  previous  to  the 
great  Famine  in  Ireland  possessed  a 
fishing  fleet  of  more  than  120  vessels, 
and  which  had  now  been  reduced  to 
about  a  dozen,  added  his  strong  petition 
in  favour  of  the  fishing  industry,  espe- 
cially in  the  South  of  Ireland.  They 
required  a  little  help,  given  in  a  gene- 
rous spirit  and  founded  upon  principles 
of  common  sense,  in  order  to  make  the 
harbour  atDungarvan  a  source  of  wealth 
and  comfort  to  a  very  large  extent  of 
the  population  in  the  South  of  Ireland. 
The  opening  of  a  line  of  railway  through 
Waterford  had  placed  Dungarvan  in 
communication  with  a  wide  extent  of 
the  country.  In  reply  to  what  had 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  with  regard  to  the  practical  appli- 
cation of  the  principles  of  pohtical 
economy  and  government  in  Ireland,  it 
would  not  be  £fficult  to  show  that  where 
a  Government  had  satisfied  itself  that 
the  circumstances  of  a  country  were  ad- 
mirably suited  to  a  certain  industry,  it  was 
not  contrary  to  the  principles  of  political 
economy  to  give  that  support  at  the 
outset  necessary  to  place  that  industry 
on  a  healthy  and  solid  basis.  Such  a 
course  would  recommend  itself  to  a  wise 
Oovemment.  All  they  asked  was  to 
have  the  means  of  placing  the  Irish 
fishing  industries  in  the  way  to  get  a 
fair  start.  After  that,  he  was  certain 
they  would  not  have  to  come  to  the  House 
for  grants  or  loans  in  their  aid. 

Question  put. 

The  House  (ftVfd^(^: — Ayes  126;  Noes 
172:  Majority  47.— (Div.  List,  No.  44.) 

AGRICULTURAL  HOLDINGS  (ENGLAND) 

ACT  (1876)  AMENDMENT  BILL 

{Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr,  Fell,  Mr,  J-eph  Coitm,  Mr. 

Birkbeck,  Mr,  J,  C,  Litwrtnet.) 

[bill   138.]      SBOOITD  READmO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.   CHAPLIN,  in  rising  to  move 
that  the  Bill  he  read  a  second  time,  said. 

Sir  Jb«0ph  M'JTenna 


he  need  scarcely  remind  the  House  that 
in  the  last  Parliament  a  BiU  was  intro* 
duced  by  the  late  Administration  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  tenant  farmers  in  Eng- 
land security  for  the  capital  which  they 
embarked  in  their  farms,  and  for  giring 
them  a  right  to  compensation  for  im- 
provements which  they  miffht  happen  to 
make,  and  which  remained  unexaanated 
on  leaving  their  holdings.    Among  all 
the  questions  which  arose  out  of  that 
Bill  at  the  time  there  was  none  which 
engaged  more  the  attention  of  Pa^ui- 
ment  than  the  question  whether  that 
Bill  should  be  compulsoxy  or  permiasiTe. 
The  Government  aedded  diat  to  make 
the  Bill  harshly  override  all  existing 
and  prospective  arrangements  between 
landlords  and  tenants  would  be  inex- 
pedient in  the  highest  degree.      In  that 
opinion  he  agreed  with  the  Government 
at  the  time.    In  the  first  place,  he  knew 
&om  his  own  experience,  and  bethought 
many  other  hon.  Members  had  a  like 
experience,  that  there  were  many  paits 
of  the  country  in  which  the  r^tiona 
between    landlords    and  tenants  were 
alreadv  on  a  most  satisfactory  footing — 
that  the  system,  in  fact,  g^ve  general 
security  to  tenants  for  their  improve- 
ments.   He  believed  that  if  compulaoiy 
legislation  had  at  that  time  been  sug- 
gested, it  would  have  been  rejected  wiui 
indignation  by  the  tenants  themselves. 
In  the  county  which  he  had  the  honour 
to  represent  there  was  a  custom  which 
p;ave  perfect  security  to  tenants  for  the 
improvements  which  they  had  made  on 
their  holdings,  and  for  the  capital  which 
they  had  invested  on  their  farms.    That 
custom  was  legally  permissive — that  was 
to  say,  it  was  perfectly  open  to  the  land- 
lords and  tenants,  if  they  thought  fit  to 
do  so,  to  contract  themselves  out  of  that 
custom.    No  tenant  he  ever  heard  of  in 
the  county  of  Lincoln  would  consent  to 
sign  any  agreement  which  practically 
deprivea  him  of  any  of  the  benefits  to 
wmch  he  would  be  entitled  under  the 
custom  of  the  county.    He  always  ex- 
pected that  would  be  the  effect  of  the 
Agricultural  Holdings  Act.    He  always 
entertained  the  views  which  were  ex- 
pressed at  the  time  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  was  a  great  authority  on  all  agri- 
cultural matters— Lord  Leicester.    I^^ 
Leicester,  speaking  of  the  introduotioii 
of  the  Agricultural  Holdings  Act,  said— 

'*  We  are  indebted  to  Her  Majeiiy'B  Gorern. 
ment  for  the  principle  of  this  Bui,  and  I  tract 
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tke  majority  of  landlords  will  adopt  that  prin* 
dple.  But  they  will  contract  themselves  out  of 
it,  and  take  such  courses  as  are  best  adapted  to 
meet  their  wants.*' 

The  measure  passed,  and  it  liad  been  in 
operation  for  a  period  of  something 
like  five  years.  He  freely  admitted  to 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  had  al- 
ways advocated  oompulsorY  legislation, 
that  to  a  certain  extent  that  Bill  had 
been  disappointinK  in  its  operation.  It 
was  undoubtedly  the  case  that  in  many 
parts  of  the  country,  immediately  on  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  the  landlords  did 
what  he  fully  expected  they  would — 
namely,  they  contracted  themselves  out 
of  that  measure.  But  he  was  sorry  to 
say  that  what  he  did  not  expect  had 
occurred — many  landlords  neglected  to 
offer,  and  many  tenants  neglected  to 
stipulate  for,  any  agreement  whatever 
as  a  substitute  for  it.  It  was  in  conse- 
quence of  that  non-operation  of  the  Act 
in  that  way  that  he  was  induced  to  in- 
troduce the  present  measure,  which  he 
hoped  woula  apply  an  effectual  remedy. 
The  Bill  would  apply  only  to  future 
leases  coming  into  operation  after  the 
3l8t  October,  1881.  In  the  first  place, 
leases  of  21  years  and  upwards  were  ex- 
cluded altogether;  and,  secondly,  the 
Bill  dealt  solely  with  compensation  for 
unexhausted  improvements;  other  mat- 
ters being  left  to  the  entire  discretion 
of  the  two  contracting  parties.  It  had 
been  his  object  not  to  interfere  with  ar- 
rangements which  were  working  satis- 
factorily at  this  moment,  but  to  obtain,  as 
nearly  as  was  practicable,  absolute  secu- 
rity to  the  tenant.  That  object  he  sought 
to  gain  in  one  of  three  wavs.  First,  the 
landlord  and  tenant  might  agree  that 
conipensation  should  be  granted  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  Act  of  1875;  or 
secondly,  in  accordance  with  the  sjrstem 
laid  down  in  the  Schedule  to  the  Bill ; 
or  thirdly,  they  might  make  special 
agreements  between  uiemselves.  In  de- 
fault of  the  express  adoption  of  one  of 
these  three  courses,  the  Act  would  come 
into  operation.  The  first  class  was  dealt 
with  in  Clauses  4  to  50,  and  he  thought 
those  clauses  would  work  well.  Next,  the 
Schdeuledsystem  corresponded  with  what 
was  known  as  the  Custom  of  Lincoln- 
shire. It  had  been  found  that  the 
custom  was  satisfactory,  as  it  gave 
security  to  the  tenant,  and  had  led  to  a 
high  and  advanced  svstem  of  farming. 
Tut  oustom  extended  not  only  through* 


out  Lincolnshire  but  also  into  the  ad- 
joining counties,  and  he  had  introduced 
it  into  the  Bill  because,  as  he  had  said, 
it  was  desirable  to  interfere  as  little  as 
possi  ble  with  existing  arrangements.  In 
adopting  the  system  of  the  Bill,  the 
parties  contracting  would  only  have  to 
sign  a  simple  agreement  to  that  effect. 
The  third  case  was  where  special  i^ee- 
ments  were  entered  into.  In  ordinary 
circumstances  he  would  have  been  dis- 
posed to  leave  the  question  where  it  was, 
as  the  farmers  were  perfectly  able  to 
take  care  of  themselves,  especially  at 
the  present  time,  when  they  were,  if 
anything,  in  a  better  position  than  the 
landowners.  But,  having  regard  to  the 
disappointment  which  he  confessed  he 
had  felt  at  the  resiilt  of  the  Agricultural 
Holdings  Act  of  1875,  he  had  thought 
it  was  desirable  to  go  one  step  further. 
The  machinery  for  making  agreements 
under  die  Act  was  provided  by  the 
4th  clause.  If  it  snould  be  found 
that  agreements  under  the  Bill  did  not 
work  satisfactorily,  either  party  might 
give  notice  to  the  other,  and  the  matter 
might  be  settled  by  reference  to  arbitra- 
tion, and  the  reference  should  be  made 
under  the  terms  of  the  Act  of  1875. 
Every  agreement  imder  the  Bill  was  to 
be  in  writing.  He  did  not  propose  his 
Bill  as  a  remedy  for  agricultural  dis- 
tress, for  he  did  not  wish  hon.  Members 
to  run  away  with  the  idea  that  legisla- 
tion of  that  kind  would  be  sufficient  to 
cope  with  the  distress  which  they  had 
recently  passed  through.  In  Lincoln- 
shire the  farmers  were  satisfied  with  the 
security  which  they  enjoyed ;  but  in  that 
county  they  had  not  been  free  from  the 
distress  which  prevailed  in  other  parts 
of  the  country ;  mfact,  he  rather  thought 
they  had  suffered  more  than  otner 
districts.  But  the  agricultural  interest 
was  on  its  trial.  There  was  competition 
from  abroad,  and  hi^h  authorities  had 
said  that  the  competition  would  become 
still  more  severe.  It  might  be  that 
farming  in  the  future  would  not  pay ; 
but  he  was  certain  of  one  thioR,  and 
that  was,  that  if  good  farming  did  not 
pay  bad  farming  most  assuremy  would 
not.  To  promote  good  farming  it  was 
necessary  that  the  tenant  should  have 
securitv.  Information  had  recently 
reached  him  which  had  led  him  to  form 
the  opinions  which  he  had  expressed, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Bill  which  he 
had  brought  forward  would  afford  the 
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maximum  of  security  with  the  minimum 
of  disturbance  of  existing  arrangements. 
He  concluded  by  respectfully  commend- 
ing the  Bill  to  the  attention  and  im- 
partial consideration  of  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Chaplin,) 

Mr.  B.  SAMUELSON  said,  that  he 
should  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  as  it  embodied  a  principle  for 
which  he  had  always  contended.    But  if 
the  Bill  was  read  a  second  time,  he 
should  be  glad  if,  together  with  the  Bill 
introduced  by  himself,  it  were  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  as  there  would 
not  be  time  in  that  short  Sitting^  to 
discuss  the  Bills  fully.     But  he  could  not 
but  remark  on  the  course  adopted  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr. 
Chaplin),  and,  in  fact,  by  the  Opposition 
generally.    In  1879,  he  had  moved  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  subject;   he  had 
brougnt  facts  to  show  that  the  Act  of 
1875  was  a  failure.    But  that  position 
was  contested  by  the  Opposition,  and  by 
no  one  more  strenuou^y  than  the  hon. 
Member  opposite.    The  Members  of  the 
late  Government,  and  particularly  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Viscount  Sandon),  tried  to  invalidate  his 
statements.  The  noble  Lord  went  so  far  as 
to  suggest  that  the  authorities  he  quoted 
might  possibly  be  those  of  people  re- 
siding in  towns,  and  without  any  weight 
on  agricultural  questions.    At  that  time 
he  (Mr.  Samuelson),  was  not  at  liberty  to 
make  use  of  the  names  of  his  correspon- 
dents ;  but  permission  to  do  this  had  since 
been  freely  given  to  him,  and  he  only 
reg^tted  that  there  was  no  time  for  him 
to  do  so  on  the  present  occasion.    But 
now  it  appeared  that  information  had 
reached  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
which  induced  him  to  change  his  opinion. 
Why  had  not  the  hon.  Member  obtained 
that  information  a  little  earlier?    The 
same  sources  of  information  which  were 
open  to  him  (Mr.  Samuelson)  were  open 
to  the  hon.  Member.  He  (Mr.  Samuelson) 
would  now  refer  to  a  denial  t>n  the  part 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool that  the  tenants  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  had  been  deprived    of  the 
benefit  of  the  Act.    In  answer  to  that, 
he  would  ask  the  attention  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  Eetums  which  showed  that  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  the  Duchy 
of  Lancaster,  the  Universities  of  Ozfora 

Mr,  Chaplin 


and  Cambridge;  Trinity  and  Bidnej 
Sussex  Colleges,  Cambridge;  MerUm, 
Worcester,  llncoln,  and  other  Colleges 
in  Oxford ;  Eton  College,  Christ's  Hoe* 
pital — in  fact,  almost  every  public  body 
or  corporation,  except  (}roenwich  Hos- 
pital, had  contracted  themselves  out  of 
the  Act,  and  for  the  most  part  adhered 
to  the  most  antiquated  customs.  Bat  it 
was  the  Elections  which  had  suddenly 
roused  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
and  his  Party  to  the  importance  of  the 
question.  No  sooner  was  the  Disscdiition 
announced  than  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Mid  Kent  (Sir  William 
Hart-Dyke)  was  sent  down  to  Maidstone 
to  announce  that  he  had  been  in  con- 
sultation with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire,  and  that  he  should  in 
future  support  the  Besolution  of  Mr. 
Samuelson,  making  comper^on  com- 
pulsory. 

Mr.  CHAPLIN  said,  that  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
matter  a  year  and  a-half  ago. 

Mr.  B.  samuelson  said,  he  found 
no  evidence  of  the  hon.  Member's  state- 
ments in  the  Journals  of  the  House ;  but 
he  supposed  the  hon.  Gentleman  referred 
to  the  Commission  on  Agriculture  which 
had  been  appointed ;  but  he  (Mr.  Samuel- 
son) did  not  think  the  farmers  would 
find  much  comfort  in  an  inquixr  which 
consisted  of  10  heads  and  145  sub-heads. 
If  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member,  which 
he  took  care  not  to  circulate  till  he  had 
taken  three  weeks  to  study  his  (Mr. 
Samuelson's)  Bill,  and  which  was,  in 
fact,  little  less  than  another  version  of 
that  Bill,  but  which,  by  the  ballot  for 
place  had  gained  an  accidental  priority 
to  his  own,  was  read  a  second  tune,  he 
trusted  that  both  Bills  would  be  refipfred 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

Mr.  DUCKHAM  said,  he  was  glad 
to  see  the  change  that  had  come  over 
the  spirit  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lincolnshire. 

It  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  before 
Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  sd* 
joumed  till  To-morrow. 


FARLIAHSNTART    DISQUALIFICATIOir    BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Eabblbt  Womot,  Bill  to 
incapacitate  from  sitting  in  Parliament  any 
person  who  has,  by  deliberate  public  speaking, 
or  byjpnblished  writing,  ssrstemattcally  avowed 
his  disbelief  in  the  eidstence  of  a  " 
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and  providing  for  a  general  system  of 
drainage.  He  did  not  expect  that  they 
could  pass  the  Bill  that  Session,  but  he 
hoped  that  it  would  be  dealt  with  next 
year. 


Being,  order$d  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Eabdlbt 
WxLMOT,    Mr.    Alderman    Fowlzb,   and   Mr. 
Hicks. 
BUlpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  259.] 

TUKNPIKB  ACTS  CONTINUANCB  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Hibbbbt,  Bill  to  continue 
certain  Turnpike  Acts,  and  to  repeal  certain 
other  Turnpike  Acts;  and  for  other  purposes 
connected  therewith,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Hibbbbt  and  Mr.  Dodson. 

BmpresenUdftoid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  260.  j 

BPFIKO  FOBEST  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Abtuub  Psel,  Bill  to 
continue  for  a  limitedperiod  the  powers  of  the 
^Vrbitrator  under  "The  Epping  Forest  Act, 
1878,"  and  to  amend  that  Act,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Abthub  Peel  and  Secretary 
Bir  William  Habcovbt. 

Bil]i^r<Mii/Mf,and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill261.J 

House  adjourned  at  Five  minutes 
before  Six  o*  clock. 


'  J^   ^S-i^^A^   /-- 
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B11NUTE8.]— Public  Bills— JVr#<  Reading^ 
Taxes  M^magcment*  (123);  Inclosure  Pro- 
visional Order  (Qent  Hill  Common)  •  (124) ; 
Land  Drainage  Provisional  Orders  (Froa- 
sham,  ^.)«(12d). 

Committte -^  Btport  —  Elementary    Education 

iI06) ;  Union  Assessment  Committee  (Single 
^arishes)  *  (104) ;  Representation  of  Uie 
People  (Scotland)  Act  (1868)  Amendment* 
(103) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Abergavenny,  &c.)  •  (108) ;  Local  Govern- 
ment Provisional  Orders  (Amersham  Union, 
&c.)  •  (110) ;  County  Bridges  •  (113) ;  Isle  of 
Man  (Loans)  •  (107). 
Third  £eadinc — Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  • 
(98) ;  Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
^Poor  Law)*  (102),  snd passed. 

THE  RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 
0B8EBVATI0K. 

This  Eakl  of  SANDWICH  expressed 
the  hope  that  the  (Jovemment  would 
not  orerlook  the  Kivers  Conservancy  Bill, 
which  was  introduced  in  the  late  Par- 
liament, and  passed  their  Lordships' 
House,  from  whence  it  was  sent  down 
to  the  other  House.  The  Bill  was  of  a 
very  important  character,  dealing  as  it 
did  with  the  superintendence  and  dredg- 
ing of  riyers  throughout  the  countiy, 


ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  BILL. 

(The  Lord  President.) 

(XO.  106.)      COMMITTEE. 

House  in  Committee  (accordins:  to 
Order). 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Clause  1  (Short  title  and  construc- 
tion) ;  and  Clause  2  (Obligation  to  make 
bye-laws  as  to  the  attendance  of  children 
at  school) ;  severally  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Power  of  school  attendance 
oonmiittee  to  make  bye-laws). 

In  reply  to  Earl  Be  La  Wabb, 

Earl  spencer  said,  that  it  gave 
power  to  the  attendance  conmiittees, 
without  a  requisition  from  the  parish, 
to  make  such  bye-laws  as  they  could  now 
make  on  parochial  requisition;  and  it 
further  gave  power  to  the  Education 
Department  to  make  such  b^e-laws  if 
the  attendance  committees  failed  to  do 
so. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Bemaining  Clauses  agreed  to. 

House  resumed* 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment; 
and  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 


RUSSIA    AND    THE     PORTE  —  MU. 
GLADSTONE'S    SPEECHES. 

MOTION  FOB  A  PAPEB. 

LoBD  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL, in  risinp^,  according  to  Notice,  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
speeches  delivered  by  the  right  hon.  W. 
L.  Gladstone,  respectively  at  Hawarden 
on  Tuesday,  16th  January ;  at  Frome  on 
Monday,  22nd  January ;  at  Taunton  on 
Saturday,27th  January,  1 877;  and  to  move 
for  a  Return  of  the  number  of  killed  and 
wounded  in  the  late  War  between  Russia 
and  the  Porte,  said :  My  Lords,  before 
goinff  on  further  with  this  Notice,  I 
Siould  wish  to  guard  myself  by  men- 
tioning that  a  precedent  exists  for  ad- 
verting in  this  House  to  some  events  in 
the  career  of  a  Prime  Minister  who  hap- 
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pens  to  be  sitting  in  the  other.    It  oc- 
curred in  1827,  as  regards  Mr.  Canning. 
The  authority  on  whom  the  precedent 
depends  is  much  too  high  indeed  for 
anyone  to  emulate,  at  least,  who  sits 
upon  these  Benches.    But  it  is  not  less 
conclusive  upon  that  account,  as  regards 
what  falls  within  the  Bules  and  Usages 
of  Parliament.    If  no  precedent  existed, 
an  unusal  course  might  be  admitted  in 
an  unexampled  situation.    My  Lords, 
events  are  so  rapidly  forgotten  when 
some  new  conflict  which  appeals  to  Par- 
liamentary opinion  has  arisen,  or  when 
new  forms  of  legislation  are  before  us, 
that  events,  however  recent,  startling, 
and  familiar,  may  escape  the  apprehen- 
sion which  they  call  for.  When,  m  March 
and  April,  the  General  Election  over- 
threw the  (Government  ap^aling  to  it, 
the  Leaders  of  the  Opposition  at  that 
time  in  the  two  Houses  might  have  been 
expected  to  replace  it  according  to  the 
practice  genenulv  followed,  unless  some- 
one else  was  called  upon  by  the  Sove- 
reign before  them.    Although  no  one 
else  was  called  on   by  the  Sovereign 
before  them,  they  were  not  destined  to 
replace  it.    A  distinguished  individual, 
who  had  openly  and  systematically  re- 
nounced all  intention  of  coming  back  to 
Office,  and  acted  in  a  manner  little  suited 
to  any  other  prospect,  was  suddenly  pre- 
cipitated into  Downing  Street.    The  re- 
turn from  Elba  was  not  more  contradic- 
tory or  violent.     But  that  was  not  the 
limit  of  the  wonder.    Although  Minis- 
terial explanations  in  the  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  have  attended  nearly  every 
crisis  we  have  gone  through  dunng  the 
last  20  or  80  years,  none  of  any  sort 
were  given  in  the  debates  on  the  Ad- 
dress, either  by  the  new  Prime  Minister, 
or  those  who  had  submitted  to  his  move- 
ment.   It  seemed  to  be  assumed  that 
the  perpetual  and  inherent  order  of  the 
British  Constitution  secured  the  post  of 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  a  person  who 
had  formally  withdrawn  from  the  Lea- 
dership of  the  Party  which  had  gained 
success,  and  which  was  thus  required  to 
organize  a  Oovemment.    Under  these 
circumstances,   those  who,   before    the 
usurpation    happened,    pledged   them- 
selves to  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  a 
national  reproach  and  national  calam- 
ity, may  be  expected,  while  the  Session 
is  going  on,  to  take  whatever  course 
appears  to  them  to  have  even  a  distant 
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tendency  to  shorten  it.    It  will  be  easy 
to  explain  on  what  rounds  the  speeches 
mentioned  in  the  Notice  are  more  pro- 
perljan  objectof  remarkthanothersmore 
habitually  referred  to  at  this  moment. 
The  others  more  habitually  referred  to 
were  delivered  by  a  candidate.     Who- 
ever finds  himself  in  that  position  most 
speak,  whether  he  likes  it  or  not,  and  is 
not,  therefore,  afiree  agent.  If  what  hesajs 
is  full  of  much  inaccuracy  and  extrava- 
gance, he  may  remark  that  it  was  only 
meant  for  the  electors,  and  passed  with- 
out his  wish  or  sanction  to  the  general 
community.  Even  if  his  language  alien- 
ates Crowned  Heads  and  puts  Ambassa- 
dors in  difficulty,  he  may  insist  that  it 
was  the  only  manner  of  working  on 
some  200  minds  of  a  peculiar  cast  eesen- 
tial  to  his  victory.     There  is  no  such 
plea  for  speeches  which  can  have  had  no 
aim  restricted  to  the  audience  who  were 
present.  The  case  becomes  much  stronMr 
when  these  speeches  are  delivered  a  Unt 
weeks   before   Parliament    assembles ; 
when  a  legitimate  arena  is  on  the  point 
of  being  re-opened;   when  it  is  most 
unusual  for  an  influential  person  or  for- 
mer statesman  to  be  seen  on  the  plat- 
form ;  when  he  can  have  no  aim  except 
to  move  the  public  or  inflame  it ;  and, 
apparently,  by  language  he  desires  to 
screen  from  the  criticism  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. So  much  consideration  is  due,  how- 
ever, to  the  absent,  that  it  might  be  un- 
iust  to  advert  even  to  these  speeches, 
however  little  sheltered  by  their  origin, 
unless  vou  traced  the  line  of  oonduct 
which  their  author  had  pursued  on  the 
transaction  they  refer  to.  A  few  words, 
however,  would  suffice  for  such  a  pur- 
pose, which  many  noble  Lords,  if  they 
are  inaccurate,  can  rectify.    It  seems  to 
me  to  be  accepted  amongst  the  best  ob- 
servers of  diplomacy  that  the  preeent 
Prime  Minister's  own  oonduct  m  1870 
did  much  to  revive  the  dangers  of  the 
Eastern  Question.    However,  that  may 
be,  in  1874  they  certainlv  appeared  in 
the  shape  of  an  alliance  between  three 
well-known  Powers,  highly  menacing  to 
the  results  which  the  Crimean  War  Had 
laboured  in  gloom,  not  unrelieved  by 
splendour,    to    establish.      There    was 
not  an  effort  upon  his  part  to  check  or 
to  discouraKO  that  alliance,  although  it 
worked  under  a  banner  against  wnich 
liberal  opinion,  by  long  tradition,  had 
arrayed  itself.  Those  who  did  detarmino 
to  oppose  it  met  with  every  species  of  em* 
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barrassment  which  he,  or  his  immediate 
friends,  were  capable  of  offering.  I  can 
prove  that,  much  too  ciroumstantiallj, 
to  anyone  who  questions  me.  At  last, 
in  two  years,  he  came  forward,  not  to 
breathe  a  whisper  against  that  formidable 
system,  but  to  inflame  the  world  against 
tne  Empire  which  it  tended  to  disor- 
ganize. It  is  true  that  Empire,  on  many 
g[X)und8,  deserved  to  be  reproached, 
ut  the  British  public  were  already  too 
much  inclined  to  look  with  passion  on 
its  errors.  An  incendiary  appeared,  when 
a  fireman  was  wanted.  Mis  next  effort 
was  to  form  a  Party,  who  would  act  as 
the  supporters  and  accomplices  of  Eussia, 
in  defiance  of  all  the  lessons  which  his- 
tory had  orinnated  and  foreign  policv 
had  settled.  It  led  to  some  results  which 
are  not  properly  appreciated,  besides  the 
obvious  one  of  lenoing  aid  where  much 
resistance  was  demanded.  To  form  a 
Bussian  Party  is  a  certain  manner  of 
eliciting  an  anti-Bussian  Party  in  the 
country.  The  upshot  is,  that  even  with 
that  State  our  relations  are  embittered 
by  the  conduct  which  professes  to  im- 
prove them.  The  proposition  of  confiding 
in,  and  co-operating  with,  a  quarter 
there  have  been  so  many  reasons  for 
interpreting  as  adverse  to  our  objects, 
brings  down  the  weapons  which  had 
gone  into  disuse,  and  kindles  animosity 
which  slumbered.  Such  a  pamphlet 
as  that  of  Mr.  Austin's,  which  presented, 
in  a  burning  form,  the  course  of  an 
aggressive  Power  against  all  the  States 
it  had  attacked,  would  never  have  ex- 
isted, unless  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  rashly  held  up  the  aggressive  Power 
as  an  object  of  our  sympathy.  His  step 
was  both  misleading  to  Qreai  Britain, 
unjust  to  Europe,  and  discrediting  to 
Bussia.  We  now  have  reached  the 
speeches  of  January,  1877.  The  charge 
against  them  is,  that  they  were  frau^t 
with  arguments  to  brinff  on  the  invasion 
which  quickly  followed  their  delivery. 
It  is  not  my  intention  to  give  many 
extracts,  because  their  tenour  inay  be 
seized  without  a  process  so  iuvidious ; 
and  because  we  only  have  reporters  for 
their  language,  although,  in  such  a  case, 
they  are  pretty  certain  to  be  accurate. 
Theyoonsist  in  unlimited  denunciation  of 
everything  to  be  found  within  the  terri- 
tory of  the  Sultan ;  invective  against  the 
Treaties  of  1856;  and  then,  to  crown 
the  whole,  an  anathema  against  the 
Ottoman  Assemblies,  which  are  described 


as  ''an  imposture,  or  something  worse 
than  an  imposture."    Now,  my  Lords, 
by  far  the  strongest  barrier  to  the  inva- 
sion consisted  in  the  Ottoman  Assemblies, 
which  were  sitting  at  the  moment.  While 
a  reforming  body  was  at  work  against 
abuses — and  seen  by  all  the  world  to  be 
so — ^it  required  no  ordinary  stretch  of 
humanitarian  pretension  in  any  foreign 
Army  to  interfere  with  their  proceedings 
and  anticipate  their  labours.    If  they 
could  not  be  suppressed,  and  the  right 
hon.  Gbntlemanhad  no  power  to  suppress 
them,  to  blacken  them,  which  fell  within 
the  range  of  his  unscruptdous  activity, 
was  the  very  course  required  by  the  in- 
vader.   The   invader  thoroughly  com- 
mended it.    But  these  speeches  had  a 
further  influence.    They  led  the  Czar  to 
think  that  he  might  count  on  the  Party 
which  initiated  the  War  of  1854  as  his 
supporters  in  the  very  enterprize  which 
they  had  formerly  defeated.    It  is  now 
better  known  to  what  extent  the  coun- 
sels at  St.  Petersburg  were  balanced. 
We  see  to  which  step  an  overwhelming 
weight  was  added.    The  War   began. 
The  next  step  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, in  defiance  of  the  political  connec- 
tion he  had  just  been  leading,  was  to 
engage  the  House  of  Commons  by  Be- 
solutions,  if  he  could,  to  uphold  and 
sanction    the    aggression.    Mis  defeat, 
indeed,  was  signal.    He  but  unmasked 
the  aim  with  which  the  speeches  I  refer 
to  had  been  uttered.     When  Bussian 
forces  reached  San  Stefano,  he  was  not 
disposed  to  sanction  any  measure  for 
counteracting  or  retarding  them.    The 
Fleet  hung  back  under  his    auspices. 
Unless  in  a  sinister  moment  he  had  re- 
solved to  force  himself  into  power,  when 
he  might  well  rejoice  in  the  attainment 
of  impunity,  not  a  word  of  retrospective 
blame  would  fall  u^n  him  from  any 
Member  of  the  Legislature.    His  own 
irregular  ambition  forces  it  upon  us.    It 
is  only  by  reviving  circumstances  which 
might  have  passed  into  oblivion,  that  our 
present  risks  can  be    appreciated.     It 
ought  to  be  remembered,  therefore,  that 
when  the  fate  of  Constantinople  trembled ; 
when  every  object  gained  by  the  Crimean 
War  was  threatened  with  extinction ; 
when  the  Ottoman  Assemblies  were  dis- 
persed;   when    the    Grand  Duke  was 
endeavouring  to  force  his  body-guard 
upon  the  Sultan;  when  Bussia  might, 
at  any  moment,  have  become  the  mis- 
tress of  the  Dardanelles ;  when  Parlia^ 
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ment  was  agitated,  night  by  night,  upon 
the  subject,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  so  distinctly  seen  to  have  promoted 
this  unhappy  situation,  that  his  house 
and  life  were  in  considerable  jeopardy. 
In  this  extraordinary  juncture  there 
was  nothing  to  deceive  the  masses  who 
assailed  him.  Their  vehemence  was 
founded  on  their  knowledge.  They 
were  inflamed,  because  they  were  en- 
lightened. They  saw  the  peril  of  Con- 
stontinople  to  involve  humiliation  of 
their  country.  They  knew  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  be  the  author  of  the 
one  and  of  the  other.  Keflection  of  this 
kind  on  what  occurred  two  years  ago 
wotdd  be,  no  doubt,  uncalled  for  and 
objectionable,  unless  I  was  enabled  at 
once  to  point  to  its  connection  with  the 
difficulties  which  surround  us.  Let  it 
be  granted  that  every  idea  of  retribution 
or  of  justice  should  be  thrown  out  in 
estimating  or  in  contemplating  Ministers. 
Let  it  be  granted  that  utility  or  prudence 
is  the  only  rule  in  their  selection. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HTTNTLY  rose  to 
Order.  He  saw  nothing  whatever  in 
tiie  Motion  that  bore  on  the  condition  of 
the  East.  The  noble  Lord  was  moving 
for  a  Betum  of  the  killed  and  wounded 
in  the  War  between  Bussia  and  Turkey. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  ato  CAMP- 
BELL :  If  the  noble  Lord  will  listen  to 
my  observations,  he  will  find  they  have 
a  direct  bearing  on  the  Motion.  The 
course  which  I  have  traced,  the  speeches 
I  advert  to,  are  the  immediate  source  of 
the  effects  which  now  embarrass  and  en- 
danger. Bussia  is  encouraged  in  every 
form  of  restless  aspiration  by  the  con- 
viction— ^it  may  be  pushed  too  far — 
that  she  has  in  Downing  Street  a  firm 
ally  to  be  depended  on.  The  condition 
of  Armenia — well  known  to  the  House — 
suggests  a  pretext  for  advancing  from  the 
recent  acquisitions,  Kars  and  Batoum, 
to  the  Gulf  of  Scanderoon.  In  this  way 
the  Mediterranean  is  commanded,  and 
results  arise  almost  equivalent  to  those 
the  tenure  of  Constantinople  would  oc- 
casion. It  is  not  easy  for  the  most  in- 
dustrious thinkers  upon  Eastern  policy 
to  invent  a  barrier  to  any  such  encroach- 
ment. The  reform  of  local  institutions 
would,  of  course,  annihilate  its  pretext. 
But  it  is  vain  to  take  away  the  pretext, 
when  you  offer  the  temptation  which 
resides  in  the  official  power  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  By  that  circumstance, 
the  elements  which  form  the  chronic 
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hazard  of  the  Ottoman  Dominion  have 
gained  an  impulse  never  previously  oom- 
municated.    Greece  is  led  to  think  that 
she  may  entOT  on  aggression  with  ooa- 
nivance.     The   Prince  of  Montenegro 
knows  that  he  will  win  the  favour  of 
Ghreat  Britain  by  the  very  conduct  whidi 
she  formerly  retarded.    The  Prince  of 
Bulgaria  has  learnt,  without  the  forms 
of  a  despatch,  that  he  may  now,  with 
little    prospect   of  rebuke,    encourage 
Russian  officers  who  flood  over  his  teni- 
tory,  or  sow  disorder  firom  the  Balkans 
to  Adrianople,  or  claim  the  independenoe 
which  the  other  Yassals  have  arrived  at, 
or  enter  into  any  other  controversy  with 
the  Sultan.  Austria  and  Germanv,  hav- 
ing recently  withdrawn  from  the  em- 
brace of  Bussia,  are  convinced  by  the 
language  I  have  pointed  to  that  the 
sooner  they  return  to  it  the  more  Great 
Britain    will    applaud    them.      If  Mr. 
Goschen  is  instructed  to  demand  the 
revival  of  the  Ottoman  Assembliea— 
which  he  is  in  a  subordinate  despatch — 
the  Bussian  Embassy,  who  must  qspoee 
it  to  the  utmost,  have  only  to  explain  to 
the  Sultan — his  ear  may  be  too  open  to 
the  counsel — ^that  the   Leader  of  the 
British  Cabinet  has  held  them  up  to 
execration;  that  his  real  opinion  was 
declared  in  1877 ;  that  the  conversion  is 
as  simulated  as  the  anathema  was  final. 
Until  some  change  occurs  it  is  difficult 
to  see  in  what  manner  the  least  advance 
to  safety  in  these  questions  can  be  hoped 
for.    It  may  be  said  that  these  remanos, 
however  just,  are  useless  for  their  pur- 
pose.    It   is    not,   indeed,  within  the 
range  of  facts  or  arsruments  to  modify  a 
Government.    But  facts  and  ar^^uments 
are  not  entirely  thrown  away,  if  many 
groups  are  seen  to  have  a  just  dissatis- 
faction with  something  recently  and  un- 
expectedly   and    violently  foiiDed  upon 
them.    I  need  not  touch  on  those  who 
have  been  faithful  to  the  opinions  of  the 
late  Lord  Palmerston,  bv  wnich,  in  1856, 
our  policy  was  euidea.     They  cannot 
have  a  stronger  duty  than  to  close  the 
usurpation  which  weighs  upon  them  at 
this  moment,  and  whi(m  of  all  men  Lord 
Palmerston  would  have  most  strenuously 
resisted.    But  many  noble  Ixnrds  who 
sit  upon  the  Treasury  Bench  are  equally 
entitled  to  regret  it,  since  it  identifies 
them  with  language  which  Uiey  never 
held,  with  conduct  which  they  may  have 
frequently,  however  ineffectually,  depre- 
cated. But  it  exposes  to  fkr  more  mani* 
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feet  injuetioe  the  Oovemment  which 
terminated  at  the  General  Election.  To 
what  arraignment  were  they  open  ?  It 
was  that  they  had  feebly  contended  with 
the  new  Holy  Alliance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  neyer  once  aspired  to  resist  it. 
It  was  that  they  had  insufficiently  re- 
strained, or  not  succeeded  in  averting, 
the  hostilities  which  followed.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  his  utmost  to 
precipitate  them.  It  was,  ap^in,  that 
they  allowed  the  Treaties  of  1856  to 
languish  in  abeyance.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemanhaddefiedthemaltogether.  It 
was,  ag^n,  that  at  Berlin  they  sanctioned 
perilous  concessions.  The  right  hon. 
Gentlemlm  would  hare  sent  them  to  the 
Congress  without  a  tithe  of  the  inade- 
quate authority  they  exercised.  If  the 
yerdict  of  the  (General  Election  against 
the  late  Government  was  just — as  I  main- 
tain, havine  endeavoured  to  promote 
it — it  has  led  to  a  conclusion  utterly 
untenable  in  reason  as  well  as  fraught 
with  inconveniences  to  Europe  and  perils 
to  Great  Britain.  The  present  moment 
seems  to  me  to  be  wdl  chosen  for  a 
Notice  of  this  kind,  because  two  objects 
had  to  be  considered.  One  was  to  allow 
the  effervescence  of  Mid  Lothian  to  pass 
over ;  the  other  to  prevent  society  firom 
being  too  long  habituated  to  the  Gfovem- 
ment  in  the  form  which  it  has  assumed, 
and  also  to  prevent  complete  oblivion  of 
the  facts  wnich  show  that  form  to  be 
much  more  than  inadmissible.  A  task 
so  painful  ought  to  be  as  long  as  possible 
delayed.  But,  in  a  short  time,  tne  lassi- 
tude of  Parliament  commences.  The 
moment  it  sets  in,  everything  seems  more 
tolerable  than  exertion  to  correct  it.  If 
no  sort  of  protest  is  initiated  before  that 
time  arrives,  we  may  be  led  to  accede  to 
the  present  state  of  thin^  as  a  stroke  of 
fate,  or  an  incurable  disorder.  Some 
noble  Lords  who  share  these  views  may 
urge  that  a  Motion  against  the  actual 
formation  of  the  Government  would 
have  been  a  more  legitimate  proceeding. 
But  there  were  several  objections  to  it. 
If  carried  in  this  House,  it  might  be 
counter-balanced  in  the  other.  It  would 
involve  debate  and  controversy  with  the 
noble  Lord  upon  the  Treasury  Bench, 
which  I  am  far  from  wishing  to  en- 
counter. As  it  is,  they  are  not  bound  to 
justify  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  or 
aoquiesce  in  the  opinions  I  have  stated. 
The  Motion,  I  submit,  may  be  accepted 
without  a  judgment    one  way  or  the 


other.  It  is  for  a  Betum  which  two 
Embassies  can  furnish,  which  has  much 
historical  importance  at  this  moment, 
and  which,  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  how 
much  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  the 
promoter  of  the  recent  War,  enables  us 
to  trace  at  least  a  portion  of  his  great 
responsibility.  The  course  I  have  pur- 
sued involves  considerable  hazard,  be- 
cause in  this  House  the  rio^ht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman can  look  to  Prelates  he  has 
nominated,  Peers  he  has  created,  men 
in  Office  he  has  chosen.  It  seems  to  me, 
however,  to  be  a  law  which  runs  through 
history,  that  unless  someone  is  pre- 
pared to  sacrifice  himself,  usurped  do- 
minion and  irregular  authority,  however 
fatal,  cannot  eauly  be  limited.  On  what 
grounds  their  limitation  is  required  in 
the  present  instance  need  not  further  be 
insisted  on.  It  is  the  first  step  to  that 
repose  on  Eastern  matters  to  which,  after 
its  long  fatigues,  the  country  is  entitled. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving 
for  the  Return  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mopedf  ^*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  House, 
Return  of  the  numbers  of  killed  and  wounded 
in  the  late  War  between  Russia'and  the  Porte." 
— (The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell,) 

Eabl  GRANVILLE :  My  Lords,  I 
own  I  feel  some  diffictdty  in  dealing  with 
the  speech  which  we  have  just  heard, 
and  in  knowing  what  point  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stratheden  and 
Campbell;  wishes  me  to  reply  to.  On 
tiie  1 9th  of  last  month  the  Notice  which 
stands  in  the  noble  Lord's  name  attracted 
my  attention  on  the  Papers  of  your 
Lordships'  House.  I  saw  by  it  that  the 
noble  Lord  proposed  on  the  Monday 
foUowine  to  call  attention  to  speeches 
delivered  by  Mr.  Gladstone  three  years 
ago.  I  came  down  on  that  day  in  the 
hope  that  I  should  be  able  to  learn  the 
dnfk  of  the  noble  Lord's  argument,  but 
learnt  from  the  Olerk  at  the  Table  that 
the  Motion  was  postponed  till  the 
Monday  after.  Well,  1  came  down  on 
that  day,  and  was  again  informed  that 
there  had  been  a  further  postponement. 
I  make  no  complaint  of  that  lor  myself, 
because  it  is  my  duty  to  come  down 
every  day;  but  complaints  have  been 
made  by  other  Peers  who  may  come 
down,  or  not  come  down,  according  to 
the  bill  of  fare  on  your  Lordships' 
Minutes,  and  I  must  savthat  I  think 
it  is  inconvenient  that  the  noble  Lord 
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should  postpone  bis  Notices  from  time 
to  time  in  the  manner  he  frequently 
does.  I  gather,  on  the  whole,  that  the 
renrarks  of  my  noble  Friend  were  not 
intended  to  be  complimentary  to  Mr. 
Gladstone;  but  he  has  paid  my  right 
hon.  Friend  a  g^at  and  unusual  oomr 
pliment.  He  has  referred  to  a  precedent 
of  a  Peer  answering  a  speech  made  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament.  I  pre- 
sume  he  means  Lord  Orey's  famous 
attack  on  Mr.  Canning.  I  would,  how- 
everi  remind  the  noble  Lord  that  when 
that  attack  was  made,  Mr.  Canning,  who 
was  Prime  Minister,  was  acting  and 
speaking  in  a  manner  of  which  Lord 
Grey  did  not  approve;  but  the  noble 
Lord  has  been  making  an  address  here 
on  speeches  spoken  three  years  ago  and 
when  Mr.  Gladstone  was  not  in  Office, 
and  it  wotdd,  I  think,  be  difficult  to  find 
a  precedent  of  any  Peer,  who,  having 
neglected  speeches  made  by  a  man 
three  years  ago,  who,  of  whatever  emi- 
nence, was  not  in  Office  at  the  time,  now 
made  them  a  subject  of  a  long  speech  in 
your  Lordships'  House.  The  noble  Lord 
concludes  with  a  Motion  for  a  Betum 
which  he  thinks,  and  probably  it  would 
be,  of  great  interest,  but  to  the  produc- 
tion of  which  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  con- 
cede. How  is  it  possible  that  the 
Foreign  Office  could  give  a  list  of  the 
killed  and  wounded  in  a  campaign  in 
which  we  had  no  share,  which  lasted  for 
a  considerable  period,  extended  over 
wide  territories  in  Asia  and  Europe, 
and  was  conducted  by  two  belligerents, 
one  of  whom,  however  brave  in  the  field, 
is  not  renowned  for  the  accuracy  of  her 
statistics  ?  I  am  sorry,  therefore,  to  say 
it  is  not  in  the  power  of  the  Gt)vemment 
to  furnish  the  information  for  which  the 
noble  Lord  moves. 

Lord  STRATHEDEN  and  CAMP- 
BELL said,  that  it  was  satisfactory  to 
find  that  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
Granville)  had  not  much  to  say  against 
the  Notice,  except  that  it  ought  to  have 
come  on  10  days  sooner  than  it  had  done. 
He  (Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell) 
hardly  hoped  for  such  a  tribute  to  its 
necessity.  If  he  had  adverted  to  speeches 
delivered  so  long  ago  as  1877,  it  had 
been  sufficiently  explained  for  what 
public  object  he  had  done  so.  The 
Ketum  might  be  obtained  at  once  by 
communicating  with  the  Ottoman  and 
Bussian  Embassies  in  London.    But  if 

Earl  Granville 


the  noble  Earl  objected  to  such  a  burden, 
as  too  much  enhancing  those  his  foreign 
policy  occasioned,  he  would  not  divide 
the  House,  as  the  Betum  was  not 
essential  to  the  purpose  he  had  aimed 
at. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  iriVA- 
drawn. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN— GREECE  AND 
TURKEY  — RECTIFICATION  OF  THE 
FRONTIER. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

The  Eael  of  DUNRAVEN,  in  rising 
to  ask,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Oovem- 
ment  have  come  to  any  determination 
as  to  what  steps  are  to  be  taken,  with 
or  without  the  other  Powers  represented 
at  the  late  Conference  at  Berlin,  in  the 
event  of  the  Porte  dedtning  or  neffleot- 
ing  to  be  guided  by  the  decision  of  that 
Conference;  and,  further,  to  ask,  whe* 
ther,  in  the  event  of  Greece  receiving  an 
accession  of  territory,  she  will  in  conse- 
quence become  responsible  for  a  pro- 
portionate amount  of  the  Turldsh  Debt ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  she  will  thereby  be- 
come  liable  for  any  part  of  the  War  In- 
demnity due  to  Eussia  by  the  Porta? 
said,  he  thought  that  the  uncertainty  of 
the  decision  come  to  at  the  Conference 
in  Berlin  justified  him  in  asking  the 
Question  which  he  was  about  to  put  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  They  were 
all  aware  that  the  Powers  assembled  at 
that  Conference  had  come  to  the  deci- 
sion that  a  certain  amount  of  territory 
was  to  be  given  to  Greece,  and  they 
knew  that  tne  decision  so  arrived  at  was 
about  to  be  made  known  to  the  Porte  ; 
but  they  were  in  comparative  ignorance 
as  to  other  points  in  connection  with 
the  decision.  He  believed,  technically 
speaking,  that  the  act  of  the  Conferencti 
might  be  looked  upon  as  an  act  of  me- 
diation to  enable  two  parties,  who  oould 
not  otherwise  agree,  to  come  to  an 
agreement.  He  thought  that  the  words 
used  in  the  Treaty  were  to  the  effect 
that  the  Signatory  Powers  *^  reserved  to 
themselves  a  right  of  mediation ' '  in  order 
to  facilitate  the  negotiations.  He  thought 
there  was  also  a  resolution  passed  to 
the  effect  that  the  Powers  were  prepared 
to  adopt  direct  mediation.  He  was  not 
aware  of  any  difference  between  direct 
mediation  and  any  other  mediation,  and 
it  appeared  to  him  to  be  only  logical  to 
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suppose  that  the  Powers  which  had  re> 
served  to  themselves  the  right  of  media- 
tion must  have  also  reserved  to  them- 
selves some  right  to  see  that  their 
mediation  was  not  ignored.  Consider- 
ing that,  and  considering  the  events 
wmch  had  occurred  during  the  last  few 
years  in  the  East,  it  was  mipossible  not 
to  regard  the  decision  come  to  by  the 
Conference  as  something  more  than  mere 
advice,  or  ordinary  friendly  mediation, 
and  something  which  might  possibly 
be  backed  up  by  ftirther  action.  Ajb 
regarded  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
he  thought  it  had  been  stated  in  some 
of  the  papers  that  if  Ghreece  obtained 
an  accession  of  territory,  she  would  be 
liable  to  a  portion  of  the  Turkish  Debt. 
That  was  almost  invariably  the  case, 
except  with  Irish  landlords,  who  were 
treated  somewhat  differently.  If  so,  it 
would  be  interesting  to  know  whether 
Greece  would  be  liable  for  any  portion 
of  the  War  Indemnity  payable  by  Tur- 
key to  Russia,  because  becoming  liable 
to  a  Power  which  would  look  alter  the 
payment  was  a  different  thing  from  be- 
coming liable  to  individuals.  He  had 
no  intention  of  asking  the  Government 
to  state  what  steps  they  were  going  to 
take ;  but  if  the  noble  Earl  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Earl 
(Granville)  would  do  so,  such  a  state- 
ment would  be  interesting  to  the  House 
and  the  country.  The  Government 
must,  he  supposed,  know  what  they 
were  going  to  do  ;  and  he  would  like 
to  hear  that  they  Imew  themselves  what 
steps  they  would  take,  either  singly  or 
in  concert  with  the  other  Powers,  in 
the  event  of  the  recommendation  agreed 
to  at  the  Conference  not  being  carried 
out.  He,  therefore,  beffgod  to  ask  the 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  No- 
tice. 

The  Duke  of  SOMERSET  would, 
before  the  Question  was  answered,  like 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  asking  his 
noble  Friend,  Whether  he  could  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  map  of 
the  oountnr,  showing  the  lines  of  recti- 
fication of  the  Frontier  of  Turkey  and 
Greece,  as  the  maps  in  the  Library  were 
not  such  as  could  be  relied  upon  ?  As 
to  Greece  undertaking  to  pay  any  por- 
tion of  the  Debt  of  Turkey,  he  had  not 
much  to  do  with  diplomacy;  but  he 
could  not  understand  why  Greece  should 
pay  a  portion  of  the  Debt  of  a  bankrupt 
Stato. 


Eabl  GRANVILLE:  My  Lords,  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  which  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  has 
put  to  me  is  of  an  important  character, 
and  belongs  to  a  subject  conoeminff 
which  not  only  the  Government,  but  aU 
your  Lordships,  including  the  noble 
Earl  himself,  take  great  interest.  I  am, 
therefore,  sorry  that  I  cannot  give  an 
answer  which  is  likely  to  be  perfectly 
satisfactory  to  him  in  reply  to  a  Question 
which,  I  am  bound  to  say,  has  been  put 
in  his  usual  clear  and  straightforward 
manner.  I  remember  that,  on  entering 
the  Foreign  Office  some  20  years  ago,  I 
learnt  from  Lord  Palmerston  a  maxim 
which  has  always  approved  itself  to  my 
judgment — namely,  that,  except  in  very 
exceptional  circumstances,  it  is  not  con- 
sistent with  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  answer  hypothetical  Questions,  or  to 
describe  what  may  be  the  future  policy 
of  the  Government  upon  every  possible 
oontingenqy.  Now,  there  has  oeen  a 
meeting  of  the  Representatives  of  the 
European  Powers  at  Berlin,  and  they 
have  come  to  an  unanimous  decision 
upon  one  of  the  points  of  the  Berlin 
Treaty,  and  the  CoUective  Note  embody- 
ing that  decision  will  be  conveyed  to 
both  Turkey  and  Gbreece,  but  it  has  not 
yet  been  presented.  Certainly  it  is  not 
from  any  want  of  respect  to  Turkey  that 
I  state  mat  all  the  Powers  were  unani- 
mous in  thinking  that  they  had  a  right 
to  expect  that  that  decision,  when  com- 
municated, would  not  be  disregarded  by 
the  Porte ;  but  it  is  not  for  me  to  as- 
sume that  the  answer  to  the  Collective 
Note  will  be  a  disregard  of  it,  and  then 
to  publicly  discuss  what  steps  the 
Powers  will  be  prepared  to  take  in  such 
a  contingency.  That  would,  as  my  noble 
Friend  will  upon  reflection  see,  be  an 
improper  course  for  me  to  take.  In  re- 
ference to  the  second  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  sure  he  will 
see  that  it  would  be  premature  for  me 
to  say  what  arrangements  have  been 
come  to  between  Greece  and  the  Porte 
as  to  the  former  bearing  a  portion  of 
the  Debt  charged  upon  Turkish  terri- 
tory ;  but  I  may  say  that  care  will  be 
scrupulously  taken  in  dealing  with  the 
pecuniary  rights  of  the  Government 
which  makes  the  cession,  and  also  the 
just  rights  of  the  landowners  will  be 
most  carefully  regarded,  both  on  the 

Sounds    of   equity  and  International 
kw.    As  to  the  concluding  observation 
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of  the  noble  Earl,  I  am  quite  unaware 
how  in  this  transaction  Greece  can  be- 
come liable  to  Eussiafor  any  part  of  the 
Indemnity.  In  answer  to  the  Question 
of  my  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Somerset),  while  admitting  that 
the  common  maps  are  very  incorrect, 
I  may  say  there  are  being  prepared  very 
accurate  maps  showing  we  rectification 
of  territory.  I  hope  soon  to  be  able  to 
present  them ;  but,  as  the  recommenda- 
tion is  a  joint  act,  usage  requires  that 
we  should  obtain  the  permission  of  the 
other  Powers  before  we  lay  those  maps 
on  the  Table. 

House  adjoumod  at  a  quarter  past 

Six  o'clock,  till  to-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


UOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tkurtdoiff  8M  July,  1880. 


MINUTES]— New  Wkit  Issued— ^or  Berwick 
upon  Tweed. 

New  Members  Swokn — James  Dickson,  es- 
quire, for  Dungannon. 

Private  Bills  Jw  Order)  —  Second  lUading — 
Teign  Valley  Railway  •. 

Second  Reading — Referred  to  Select  Committee — 
North  British  Railway  (Tay  Bridge). 

PuBUC  Bills — Ordered — Firtt  Remding — Indus- 
trial Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards) 
(Scotland)  •  [263]. 

Committee — Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ire- 
land) [232]— R.P. 

Committee — Report — Births  and  Deaths  Regis- 
tration (Irehind)  (re-eomm,)*  [245];  WQd 
Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment  (re^eotHm,) 
[263]. 

Report — Inclosurc  Provisional  Order  (Llanfair 
Hills)  ♦  [216]. 

Third  Acrtrfiiv— Statutes  (Definition  of  Time)  • 
[226],njidpa*eed. 

PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


NORTH   BlUTISH  RAILWAY   (TAY 
BRIDGE)    BILL  (6y  Order.) 

SECOND   READma. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  he  was  weU 
aware  that  it  was  a  yery  imusual  course 
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to  attempt  to  oppose  &e  second  reading 
of  a  Prirate  Bui  in  that  House,  and  in 
ordinary  cases  he  certainly  would  be 
disposed  to  allow  such  Bills  to  go  to  be 
considered  by  a  Oommitttee  npstaixs. 
But  there  were  special  ciicamstances 
under  which  a  Member  was  justified  in 
endeavouring  to  stop  CTen  a  PriTate  Bill 
at  the  stage  of  second  reading,  and  he 
thought  he  should  be  able  to  ^low  that 
this  was  one  of  the  cases  in  which  such 
a  course  ought  to  be  pursued.  He 
might  say  that  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  placed  on  the  Paper  by  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  since 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  put  his  own 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  was  in  itself 
a  sufficient  justification  for  his  composi- 
tion, because  he  obserred  that  that 
Amendment  proposed  to  change  entirely 
the  constitution  of  the  Committee  to 
which  the  Bill  was  to  be  referred,  and 
to  widen  theBeference  to  that  Oommittee 
in  a  reryremarkable  degree.  Hethouj^t 
that  proposal  was  of  itself  enough  to 
show  that  to  attempt  to  stop  the  Bui  on 
the  second  reading  was  not  unwarranted. 
It  was  hardly  necessary  to  remind  the 
House  of  the  circumstances  connected 
with  the  unfortunate  Tay  Bridge.  In 
1870,  the  North  British  Railway  Oom- 

Eany  came  to  that  House  and  got  powers 
y  an  Act  of  Parliament  to  build  a 
bridge,  which  was  to  be  two  miles  long 
and  to  cost  £350,000.  Ha^y  anyone, 
at  the  time,  belieyed  that  it  could  pos- 
sibly be  built  for  that  sum.  He  nad 
heard  that  it  ruined  the  first  contractor, 
because  the  sum  was  so  small.  After- 
wards, the  Company  had  to  hand  it  over 
to  another  contractor;  but  what  had 
turned  out  to  be  the  case  was  yery  en- 
dent  from  the  first — ^namely,  that  in 
order  that  any  contractor  might  make 
the  thing  pay,  the  work  had  to  be 
scrimped  and  scamped  from  the  very 
beginning  and  all  throueh  its  stages. 
He  was  imormed  that  the  Canada  Bridge 
at  Montreal  was  exactly  of  the  same 
length — two  miles — and  it  cost  orer 
£1,000,000  of  money,  and  yet  it  was 
proposed  to  build  this  Tay  Bridge,  at  a 
time  when  prices  for  iron  were  exceed- 
ingly high,  for  £850,000.  Well,  when 
the  bridge  was  built,  it  was  looked  upon 
with  considerable  suspicion.  Many  of 
the  inhabitants  of  the  neighbourhood 
refused  to  travel  by  it ;  they  would  send 
their  goods  and  coals  oyer  it,  but  they 
wotdd   not   trust   thomselyes  upon  it* 
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Things  went  on  safely  for  a  time ;  bat, 
on  the  28th  December  last,  a  gale  came 
that  was  too  strong  for  the  structure. 
The  result  was  that  the  bridge  broke 
down,  and  a  train  full  of  people  was 
hurled  down  into  the  river — into  a  cer- 
tain and  instant  death.  Since  then 
some  inquiries  had  been  goine  on. 
Mr.  Bothenr,  the  Wreck  Commissioner, 
Colonel  Yolland,  and  Mr.  Barlow  had 
made  an  inquiry ,  and  the  public  had  had 
tiie  details  nrom  day  to  day.  The  evi- 
dence had  been  of  the  most  damaging 
character  to  all  concerned,  and  espe- 
cially to  the  engineer.  Yet,  notwith- 
standing this,  the  North  British  Hail  way 
Company  had  continued  to  trust  that 
engineer,  and  had  employed  him  to  pre- 
pare plans  and  specifications  for  the 
restoration  of  the  bridge.  The  House 
had  now,  from  the  Commissioners,  a 
Beport  of  the  circumstances.  That  Re- 
port was  altogether  of  a  very  damaging 
character;  and,  with  the  leave  of  the 
House,  he  proposed  to  read  a  few 
extracts  from  that  Beport.  He  did  not 
propose  to  go  into  full  details,  but  only 
to  quote  those  passages  which  bore  most 
strongly  upon  the  disaster.  Some  of 
the  conclusions  were— 

**  That  the  wrought  iron  employed  was  of  lair 
strength,  though  not  of  hi^h  qutditj  as  regards 
toughness ;  that  the  cast  iron  was  fairly  good 
in  strength,  but  sluggish  when  melted,  and  pre- 
sented difficulty  in  obtaining  sound  castings.' ' 

[The  unsoundness  of  the  casting  was, 
no  doubt,  one  of  the  causes  of  this  mis- 
fortune, and  this  was  produced  by  the 
employment  of  a  very  low  class  of  Mid- 
dlesborough  iron.] 

**  That  the  girders  which  haye  fallen  were  of 
sufficient  strength,  and  had  been  carefully 
studied  in  proportioninflr  the  several  parts  to 
the  duty  they  had  to  penorro.  In  these  girders 
some  imperfections  of  workmanship  wore  found ; 
but  they  were  not  of  a  character  which  contri- 
buted to  the  accident,  and  the  fractures  found 
in  these  girders  were,  wo  think,  all  caused  by 
the  fall  from  the  tops  of  the  piers ;  that  the 
iron  piers,  used  in  place  of  the  brick  piers 
originally  contemplated,  were  strong  enough 
for  supporting  the  vertical  weight,  but  were  not 
of  a  sufficiently  substantial  character  to  sustain, 
at  so  great  a  height,  girders  of  such  magnitude 
as  those  which  felL" 

The  original  idea  was  to  build  the  bridge 
on  bri(£  colunms ;  but,  owing  to  some 
blunder  in  the  making  of  the  founda- 
tions, it  was  found  necessary  to  make  a 
ohange,  and  to  erect  iron  columns  in- 
stead, and  those  iron  columns  were  of 
such  bad  design,  and  so  imperfect  in 


construction,  that  they  were  unable  to 
sustain  the  weight  required  of  them 
The  Commissioners,  in    their   Beport, 
proceeded — 

''  We  think  that  the  workmanship  and  fitting 
of  the  several  parts  comprising  the  piers  were 
inferior  in  many  respects.  We  think  that  tbe 
great  inequality  of  thickness  in  some  of  the 
columns,  the  conical  holes  cast  in  the  lugs,  and 
several  imperfections  of  workmanship  which 
have  been  ascertained  by  this  inquiry,  ought  to 
have  been  prevented." 

Then  they  went  on  to  point  out  that 
there  was  no  proper  supervision  over 
the  bridge  after  it  was  erected ;  that  the 
ties  of  the  cross-bracings  had  been 
tightened  up  and  brought  up  to  their 
bearings  before  the  date  of  the  inspec- 
tion by  General  Hutchinson,  and  that 
the  fact  that  so  many  of  them  became 
loose  was  an  ^dence  of  weakness  in 
this  part  of  the  structure.  Then  they 
said — 

"  That  notwithstanding  the  recommendations 
of  General  Hutchinson  that  the  qpeed  of  the 
trains  on  Uie  bridge  should  be  restricted  to  96 
miles  per  hour,  the  Rulway  Company  did  not 
enforce  that  recommendation,  and  much  higher 
speeds  were  frequently  run  on  portions  of  the 
bridge.  That  the  faU  of  the  bridge  was  occa- 
sioned by  the  insufficiency  of  the  croes-braoing 
and  its  fastenings  to  susUin  the  force  of  the 
rale  on  the  night  of  December  28th,  1879,  and 
Uiat  the  brige  nad  been  previously  strained  by 
other  gales.*' 

He  would  not  occupy  the  House  longer 
upon  that  point;  but  would  direct  their 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Bothery 
differed  somewhat  from  his  two  col- 
leagues in  his  Beport.  Mr.  Bothery 
difi^red  from  the  other  Commissioners  in 
a  way  which  rendered  him  entitled  to 
the  thanks  of  the  public.  His  two  col- 
leagues, while  they  aereed  with  him  as 
to  Uie  causes  of  the  disaster,  declined  to 
award  or  apportion  the  blame  of  that 
disaster.  Mr.  Bothery,  however,  with 
liiat  moral  courage  which  was  highly 
creditable  to  him,  and  for  which  they 
ought  to  thank  him  in  every  way,  boldly 
to^  the  thing  in  hand  and  proceeded  to 
apportion  the  blame.    He  said — 

'*  I  agree  with  my  colleagues  in  thinking  that 
there  is  no  evidence  to  show  that  there  has  been 
any  movement  or  settlement  in  the  foundations 
of  the  piers;  that  the  wrought  iron  was  also 
fairly  good,  though  sluggish  in  melting ;  that 
the  girders  were  feirly  proportioned  to  the  work 
they  had  to  do ;  that  the  iron  columns,  althouffh 
sufficient  to  support  the  vertical  weight  of  the 
girders  and  trams,  were,  owing  to  the  weakneti 
of  the  cross-bracing  and  iU  fastenings,  unftt  to 
resist  the  lateral  pre«ure  of  the  wind ;  that  the 
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imperfeotionB  in  the  work  turned  out  at  the 
Wormit  Foundry  were  due,  in  great  part,  to  the 
want  of  proper  supervision ;  that  the  super- 
vision of  tne  bridge  after  its  completion  was  un- 
satisfactory ;  that,  if  \>y  the  loosening  of  the  tie 
bars,  the  columns  got  out  of  shape,  the  mere 
introduction  of  packing  pieces  between  the  gibs 
and  cotters  would  not  bnng  them  back  to  l]beir 
positions  ;  that  trains  were  h^uently  run 
through  the  high  girders  at  much  higher  speeds 
than  at  the  rate  of  26  miles  an  hour :  that  the  fall 
of  the  bridge  was  probably  due  to  the  giving 
way  of  the  cross-bracing  and  its  fasteuings. 
That  the  imperfections  in  the  columns  mignt 
also  have  contributed  to  the  same  result.  These 
are  the  points,  neitiier  few  nor  unimportant,  in 
which  I  concur  with  my  colleagues.'* 

Then  Mr.  Bothery  went  on  to  state  that 
lie  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  call 
attention  to  certain  defecta  in  the  design 
which  rendered  the  structure  weak  and 
thereby  contributed  to  its  fall.  He 
said — 

**  It  seemed  to  me,  also,  that  we  ought  not  to 
shrink  from  the  duty,  however  painful  it  might 
be,  of  saying  with  whom  the  responsibility  for 
this  casualty  rests.  My  coUea^es  thought 
that  this  was  not  one  of  the  questions  that  had 
been  referred  to  us,  and  that  our  dutj  was  simply 
to  report  the  causes  of,  and  the  circumstances 
attending,  the  casualty.  But  I  do  not  so  read 
our  instructions.  I  apprehend  that  if  we  think 
that  blame  attaches  to  anyone  for  this  casualty, 
it  is  our  dutv  to  say  so,  and  to  say  to  whom  it 
applies.  I  ao  not  understand  my  colleagues  to 
differ  from  me  in  thinldng  that  the  chief  blame 
for  this  casualty  rtsts  wi&  Sir  Thomas  Bouch ; 
but  the^  consioer  it  is  not  for  us  to  say  so.  The 
conclusion  to  which  I  have  come  is  Uiat  this 
bridge  was  badly  designed,  badly  constructed, 
and  badly  maintained,  and  that  its  downfall  was 
due  to  ix&erent  defects  in  the  structure  which 
must,  sooner  or  later,  have  brou|;ht  it  down. 
For  these  defects,  both  in  the  design,  tiio  con- 
struction, and  the  maintenance.  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch  is,  in  my  opinion,  mainly  to  blame.  For 
the  faults  of  design  he  is  entirely  responsible. 
For  the  faults  of  construction  he  is  principally 
to  blame,  in  not  having  exercised  that  supervision 
over  the  work  which  would  have  enaoled  him 
to  detect  and  apply  a  remedy  to  them.  And, 
for  the  faults  of  maintenance,  he  is  also  princi- 
pally, if  not  entirely,  to  blajne  in  having 
neglected  to  maintain  such  an  inspection  over 
the  structure  as  its  character  imperatively  de- 
manded. I  think,  also,  that  Messrs.  Hopkins, 
Gilkes  &  Co.,  are  not  free  from  blame  for  having 
allowed  such  grave  irreg^ularities  to  go  on  at  the 
Wormit  Foundry.  Had  competent  men  been 
appointed  to  superintend  the  work  there,  instead 
of  its  being  left  almost  wholly  in  the  hands  of 
the  foreman  moulder,  there  can  be  little  doubt 
that  the  columns  would  not  have  been  sent  out 
to  the  bridge  with  the  serious  defects  which  have 
been  pointed  out.  The  great  object  seems  to 
have  been  to  get  through  the  work  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  without  seeing  whether  it  was 
properly  and  carefully  executed  or  not.  The 
Company  also  are,  in  ray  opinion,  not  wholly 
free  from  blame  for  having  aUowed  the  trains  to 
run  through  the  high  girders  at  a  speed  greatly 


in  exoesB  of  that  which  Chmeral  Hutofaiiiaoii  bad 
suggested  as  the  extreme  limit.  They^  mut  or 
ought  to  have  known,  from  the  advertised  time 
of  running  the  trains,  that  t^o  speed  over  the 
summit  was  more  than  at  the  rate  of  25  mile«  an 
hour,  and  they  should  not  have  allowed  it  until 
they  had  saUsfied  themselves,  which  they  aeem 
to  have  taken  no  trouble  to  do,  that  the  speed 
could  be  maintained  without  injuiy  to  the  struc- 
ture. It  remains  to  inquire  whether  the  Board 
of  Trade  are  also  to  blame  for  having  allowed 
the  bridge  to  be  opened  for  passenger  traffic 
when  they  did.  After  what  has  come  out  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry',  it  is  clear  that  there  can 
be  no  justification  in  future  for  disregarding 
altogether,  as  it  seems  to  have  been  done,  the 
effect  of  wind  pressure  on  such  a  struotore  as 
this.  But,  whether  Gtoeral  Hutchinson  is  or  is 
not  to  blame  for  having  so  done,  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch  is  not  relieved  from  his  responsibility.** 

Well,  Mr.  Bothery  concluded  his  re- 
marks by  saying — 

*' Although  this  bridjge,  if  properly  con- 
structed in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  speci- 
fications might,  as  we  are  told,  have  been 
capable  of  resisting  a  lateral  pressure  of  from 
601b6.  to  70lbs.  per  square  foot,  and  a  very  mnch 
greater  wind  pressure  than  was  probably  brought 
to  bear  upon  it  on  the  evening  of  the  2Sth  of 
December,  it  by  no  means  follows  that,  con- 
structed and  maintained  as  we  have  seen  it  to 
have  been,  a  very  much  lower  pressure  would 
not  have  sufficed  to  blow  it  down.  With  its 
conical  bolt  holes  in  the  lu^  and  in  the  flanges 
of  the  18-inch  columns ;  with  its  lugs,  shown  by 
experiment  to  be  unable  to  bear  more  than  one 
third  of  the  pressure  due  to  their  sectional 
areas ;  with  the  wind  ties  by  which  the  columns 
were  held  in  position  loose,  and  with  no  effective 
supervision  of  those  cast  iron  columns ;  and  their 
attachments  to  see  that  they  were  doing  their 
work  properly ;  and  with  all  these  and  the  other 
defects  to  which  we  have  called  attention,  can 
there  be  any  doubt  that  what  caused  the  over- 
throw of  the  bridge  was  the  pressure  of  the 
wind  acting  upon  a  structure  badly  built  and 
badly  maintained  ?  " 

The!Report,ashe  TMr.  Anderson)  had  said, 
was  altogether  ox  an  unsatisfactonr  cha- 
racter to  all  parties  concerned.  It  showed 
that  the  design  of  the  bridge  was  bad, 
that  the  castings  were  bad — in  fact,  that 
ererything  connected  with  the  bridge 
was  defectiye.  The  blame  was  evidently 
mainly  and  principally  due  to  the  engi- 
neer for  designing  and  constructing  this 
wretched  sham  ;  but  he  had  been 
kniehted  instead  of  being  disgraced  for 
building  the  miserable  structure.  The 
contractors  were  to  blame  for  their  in- 
ferior work,  although  they  were  driven 
to  that  by  ihe  inferior  prices  paid  them ; 
and  the  railway  directors  were  to  blame 
for  paying  inferior  prices,  and  for  having 
run  trains  over  the  bridge  at  a  higher 
rate  of  speed  than  that  recommended  by 


1885    ITorth  BritUh  Baihoay      (  Jttly  8,  1880] 


{Tay  Bridge)  Bill        1886 


Oeneral  Hutcbinson.  The  hon.  Q^nile- 
man  was  proceeding  to  make  further 
quotations,  when 

Mb.  DODDS  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
The  question  before  the  House  was 
whether  they  should  read  a  second  time 
the  North  British  Eailway  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Anderson)  was 
making  observations  which  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Dodds)  to  be  entirely  addressed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Eeport  which 
had  been  recently  made  public,and  which 
might  form  a  very  proper  subject  of  con- 
sideration in  the  Mouse,  but  did  not 
arise  upon  the  question  before  them. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds) 
would  wait  a  few^  minutes,  he  would  see 
the  bearing  of  the  quotations. 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Olasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  are  relevant  to  the  suDJect 
matter  before  the  House,  and,  therefore, 
they  are  quite  in  Order. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Dodds)  would  soon  see  the 
bearing  of  the  quotations  upon  the  new 
Bill  that  was  proposed  to  be  brought  in. 
Oeneral  Hutchinson  said  he  would  like 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  observing  the 
effect  of  a  mgh  wind  upon  the  bridge 
while  a  train  was  passing  over  it.  That 
was  a  very  sigmficant  and  a  very  prophetic 
statement,  which  showed  that  the  oanger 
was  present  in  the  mind  of  General 
Hutchinson,  and  yet  General  Hutchin- 
son did  nothing  more  than  suggest  it  as 
a  scientific  theory ;  he  did  not  seem  to 
have  attended  to  its  probable  effect  on 
the  safety  of  the  public  on  whose  behalf 
he  was  sent  to  inspect  the  bridge.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  must  now  pass  to  the 
bearing  of  all  this  upon  the  new  scheme. 
What  the  House  had  now  to  consider 
was  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
which  he  had  narrated,  it  would  allow 
the  very  same  parties  who  were  to  blame 
to  come  before  the  House  in  the  last 
month  of  the  Session,  and  endeavour  to 
rush  through  Parliament  a  Bill,  not  for 
the  construction  of  a  new  bridge,  with 
new  plans,  and  under  a  new  engineer, 
but  for  the  patching  un  of  this  miserable 
broken  structure.  [''No,  no!"]  It  was 
a  simple  fact,  which  hon.  Members  could 
satisfy  themselves  upon.  He  maintained 
that  it  was  contemj>lated  hy  the  Bill  to 
patch  up  the  old  bridge.  He  had  exa- 
mined the  plans  and  specifications,  and 
he  found  they  were  signed  by  Sir  Thomas 


Bouch.  That  was  sufficient  proof  that 
what  he  said  was  correct.  What  hap- 
pened to  the  bridge  in  December  last 
was  enough  to  show  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  intrust  the  same  architect 
with  its  restoration.  His  reason  for 
opposing  the  Bill  was  that  there  was  not 
time  for  a  Committee  upstairs  to  suffi- 
ciently consider  the  difficulties  they  had 
before  them  in  the  matter.  He  did  not 
regard  the  late  disaster  as  an  accident 
at  all.  The  collapse  of  the  bridge  was 
a  forgone  conclusion  ;  and  yet  the  very 
same  parties  who  buUt  the  bridge,  who 
built  it  with  such  insufficient  work,  and 
with  such  insufficient  care,  now  came 
before  the  House  again,  when  some  of 
them  ought  to  be,  he  believed,  standing 
in  a  jcriminal  dock  to  answer  for  their 
neglect.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  been 
taunted  that  he  was  opposing  the  Bill  in 
the  interest  of  a  rival  Railway  Company, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  preference 
shareholders  of  the  North  British  Rail- 
way Company,  who  did  not  approve  of 
the  Bill.  He  put  his  Notice  of  Oppo- 
sition on  the  Paper  after  reading  Mr. 
Rothery's  Report,  and  before  he  had 
communicated  with  anybody  on  either 
side  of  the  question.  Since  then  he  had 
been  communicated  with  by  both  sides 
to  a  large  extent.  He  had,  however, 
nothing  to  do  with  all  that.  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  interests  of 
rival  and  contending  railways;  all  he 
cared  for  in  the  matter  was  the  safety  of 
the  travelling  public,  and  it  was  that  he 
imagined  that  the  House  had  chiefly  to 
care  for.  He  thought  the  House  ought 
not  at  that  period  of  the  Session  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  before  a  Private  Com- 
mittee, who  could  not  possibly  have 
time  to  consider  the  whole  merits  of  the 
question.  He  begged  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''  now,"  and  at  tiie  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr,  AntUrson.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  had 
some  little  difficulty  in  understanding 
the  relevancy  of  a  good  deal  of  what 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  had  quoted  from  the 
Report  on  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster  to 
I  the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
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Bill.  At  the  same  time,  he  must  admit 
that  that  very  important  Keport  did  dis- 
close ciroumstances  which  might  well 
make  them  anxious  not  to  be  too  preci- 
pitate, and,  aboye  all,  not  to  proceed 
upon  a  new  undertaking  of  this  kind 
without  the  fullest  and  most  careful  in- 
quiry. But,  on  the  otl^er  hand,  consi- 
dering the  great  importi^^ice  of  the  in- 
terests whim  were  mvolved,  espeoiallj 
the  gpreat  commercial  interests  of  the 
town  of  Dundee,  which  was  very  lar^ly 
dependent  upon  this  bridge,  he  certainly 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  strong  pro- 
ceedmg,  indeed,  to  prejudice  the  question 
altogeuier,  and  to  refuse  to  allow  the 
matter  to  be  considered.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  that,  at  that  late  period  of 
the  Session,  there  would  not  be  time  for 
such  an  inquiry  as  he  desired.  It  would 
be  within  the  competency  of  the  Com- 
mittee, if  they  thought  it  was  impossible 
to  complete  the  inquiry  that  Session,  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  thought, 
at  aU  events,  that  it  would  be  in  the  in- 
terests of  all  concerned  that  at  least  an 
opportunity  should  be  afforded  for  the 
settlement  of  the  matter,  if  it  could  be 
possible.  His  hon.  Friend  had  thought 
proper  to  condemn,  in  very  strong  lan- 
guage, the  action  of  the  Bailway  Com- 
pany and  Sir  Thomas  Bouch.  He  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  confessed  he  felt  some  de- 
licacy and  difficulty  in  adding  to  the 
burdens  which  he  Uiought  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch  had  to  bear,  and  especially  after 
what  had  happened.  But,  perhaps,  it 
might  be  satiamctory  to  the  House  if  he 
said  at  once  that  he  was  informed  that, 
at  all  eyents.  Sir  Thomas  Bouch  would 
not  be  responsible  for  the  new  works. 
He  was  informed  that  the  plans  and 
specifications  had  already  been  sub- 
mitted to  other  engineers,  and  that  Sir 
Thomas  Bouch  would  neither  sim  them, 
nor  be  in  any  way  responsible  for  them. 
He  yentured  to  hope  that,  in  view  of  the 
wide  inquiry  which  the  Committee  would 
be  able  to  make  under  the  Instructions 
he  proposed  to  move  if  the  Bill  were 
read  a  second  time,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and 
that,  without  further  discussion,  they 
might  be  able  to  take  this  stage  of  the 
Bill.  He  might  say  that  although  an 
Instruction  of  this  kind,  widening  the 
inquiry  in  the  way  he  suggested,  was 
unusual,  it  was  not  without  precedent. 
It  would  be  in  the  recollection  of  the 

Mr,  Chambtrhin 


House  that  last  Session,  when  there 
a  question  of  some  Bailway  Bill,  in 
which  the  interests  of  the  carriers  were 
concerned,  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee was  moved  in  order  that  interests 
which  were  not  directly  raised  by  per- 
sons who  had  a  loeu$  iiandi  before  the 
Committee  might  be  considered.  He 
proposed,  in  the  same  way,  to  take  care 
that  although  certain  questions  might 
not  be  directly  raised  by  the  parties  who 
appeared  by  counsel  before  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Committee  should  have  these 
issues  before  them,  so  that  they  mi^t 
be  enabled  to  consider  the  saiety  of 
the  general  public  as  well  as  the 
merely  pecuniary  interests  ooncemed. 
In  order  that  the  inquiry  should  be  full, 
ample,  and  impartial,  he  intended  to 
propose  that  the  matter  should  be  dis- 
cussed before  a  Hybrid  Committee  with 
the  usual  power  to  send  for  Potmss 
and  Papers.  Under  these  ciroumstanoes, 
he  hoped  that  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Glasgow  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
as  one  of  the  Members  for  a  county 
which  was  by  far  the  most  affected  by 
the  Bill— the  County  of  Fife— he  asked 
permission  to  say  a  word  or  two  before 
the  question  was  disposed  of.  He  cer- 
tainly failed  to  see  how  the  long  extmcts 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  had  read  bore  directly  upon 
the  present  Bill.  He  did  admit,  and  he 
was  one  of  the  first  to  assert,  that  the 
circumstances  which  had  given  rise  to 
the  present  Bill  were  a  great  engineer- 
ing scandal.  It  had  been  his  lot  to  have 
a  good  deal  to  do  with  engineering 
matters  in  India,  in  oonnectioii  with  the 
government  of  one  of  the  Presidendee 
there ;  and  he  must  venture  to  say  Uiat 
if  the  same  g^ross  failures  had  taken 
place  in  connection  with  any  of  the 
public  works  of  that  country,  the  persons 
who  were  responsible  for  them  would 
have  been  inevitably  made  responsible. 
Under  those  circumstances,  he  certainly 
rejoiced  that  Sir  Thomas  Bouch  was  not 
to  be  responsible  for  the  new  worics.  At 
the  same  time,  he  failed  to  see  how 
the  matter  could  be  appropriately  dis- 
cussed in  the  House.  A  Cmnmittee 
upstairs  was,  undoubtedly,  a  more  fitting 
tribunal  in  which  to  discuss  it.  In  that 
view,  he  hoped  that  the  l^resident  of  the 
Board  of  Tntde  would  so  manage  matters 
that  the  Committee  would  w  able  to 


1889    North  BriiUh  SaHmy        (July  8,  1880}        {Toy  Bridge)  Bilk         1890 


come  to  a  oondusion  in  the  coarse  of  the 
present  Session.  There  would  be  Rreat 
complaints  in  the  County  of  Fife  if  the 
question  remained  over  for  another 
year.  At  the  present  moment  they  were 
subjected  to  enormous  inconvenience. 
Their  position  now  was  much  worse 
than  it  was  before  the  bridge  was  origin- 
ally constructed,  seeing  that  the  ford 
ferry  arrangements  had  been  put  an  end 
to  and  discontinued.  They  were,  con- 
sequently, in  a  much  worse  condition 
than  they  were  before  the  Tay  Bridge 
was  built.  He  only  wished  now  to 
express  a  hope  that  his  ri^t  hon. 
Fnend  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  would  not  make  the  Beference  to 
the  Committee  which  he  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper  so  wide  that  it  would 
be  almost  impossible  to  dispose  of  the 
inquiry  in  tne  present  Session.  It 
appeared  to  him  (Sir  Oeorge  Campbell) 
that  the  Beference  was  much  widw  than 
was  necessitated  by  the  circumstances. 
They  knew  very  well  the  causes  of  the 
accident.  They  knew  that  it  had  resulted 
£rom  failure  and  blunder  in  the  construc- 
tion of  the  bridge ;  but  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  propnosed  to  refer 
to  the  Committee  much  wider  questions 
—questions  as  to  the  site  of  the  bridge, 
the  form  of  the  bridge,  and  various  other 
extraneous  matters.  He  did  hope  that 
when  his  right  hon.  Friend  rose  to  move 
the  Instruction  which  he  proposed  to 
give  to  the  Committee,  he  would  explain 
that  the  Beference  he  intended  to  make 
was  not  of  such  a  character  that  it  would 
preclude  the  possibility  of  disposing  of 
the  whole  question  in  the  course  of  the 
present  Session. 

Mb.  C.  S.  PABKEB  said,  he  would 
ask  the  attention  of  the  House  only  for 
a  moment.  He  had  to  n»eak  for  the 
community  chiefly  interestea  in  the  navi- 
gation of  the  Biver  Tay — the  City  of 
Ferth — ^but  as  the  House  seemed  to  be 
agreed,  he  would  confine  himself  to 
asking  a  question.  He  understood  that 
it  was  proposed  specially  to  charge  the 
Committee  with  tne  important  inquiry 
into  the  effects  on  the  navigation  of  the 
river,  as  well  as  into  the  conditions  of 
safety  for  the  travelling  public.  He 
wished  to  ask  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  whe- 
ther the  result  of  that  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  would  not  be  considerably 
to  pioloBg  the  inquiry ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther the  expense  of  providing  evidence 
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should  not  fall  upon  the  public  rather 
than  upon  any  single  commimity  that 
might  be  most  interested  in  protecting 
the  navigation  ? 
Mb.  ANDEBSON  wished  to  put  a 

Question  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
'resident  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  His 
right  hon.  Friend  was  aware  that  there 
were  plans  and  specifications  deposited 
in  the  Bill  Office  in  connection  with  the 
present  scheme,  signed  by  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  wanted  to 
know,  if  the  Beference  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  agreed  to,  the 
Committee  to  whom  the  question  wotdd 
be  referred  would  be  no  longer  bound 
by  those  plans,  and  would  be  no  longer 
in  any  wav pledg^  to  Sir  Thomas  Bouch? 
If  he  coula  obtain  an  assurance  from  his 
right  hon.  Friend  upon  that  point  he 
woidd  be  perfectly  ready  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment  he  had  moved. 
Mb.    CHAMBEBLAIN    wished   to 

Soint  out  to  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  An- 
erson)  that  the  Committee  would  not 
be  bound  by  anything  that  mieht  be 
brought  before  them,  but  would  deal 
with  the  whole  question  as  they  might 
think  fit.  He  was  informed  that  the 
plans  were  not  signed  by  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch.  He  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had  not 
seen  the  plans  himself ;  but  that  was  the 
information  he  had  received.  Perhaps 
he  might  be  allowed  to  answer  the  other 
question  which  had  been  put  to  him. 
Bather  more  time  would  undoubtedly 
be  taken  up  by  the  Bill  in  consequence 
of  the  Beference  he  intended  to  move, 
than  by  an  ordinary  inquiry  before  a 
Private  Bill  Committee.  On  the  other 
hand,  he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  the 
inquiry  should  not  be  brought  to  a  dose 
during  the  present  Session.  As  regarded 
the  omer  question  which  had  been  put 
to  him,  the  Committee  would  certainly 
have  the  power  to  call  for  evidence  upon 
any  of  the  matters  that  were  within  the 
scope  of  the  Beference. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  the  plans  were 
not  signed  by  anybody ;  but  the  specifi- 
cations were  signed  by  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch.  He  begged  now,  with  the  leave 
of  the  House,  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mb.  BIQOAB  remarked,  that  there 
was  one  matter  in  connection  with  this 
Tay  Bridge  Bill,  in  regard  to  which  the 
explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  I^sident  of  the  Board  of  Trade  was 
somewhat  ambiguous,  and  that  was  as  to 
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the  expense  of  the  inquiry.  The  ques- 
tion had  been  raised  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Perth,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
these  Scotch  (Gentlemen  were  rather  dis- 
posed to  get  hold  of  all  they  possibly 
coidd.  Seeing  that  this  Tay  Bridge  was 
a  matter  in  which  very  wealthy  Corpo- 
rations and  Railway  Companies  were  in- 
terested, he  thought  that  these  wealthy 
Corporations  and  these  wealthy  Bailway 
Companies  ought  to  be  able  to  bear  the 
expense  of  the  inquinr  without  an  ap- 
peal to  the  charity  of  the  British  tax- 
jMiyers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee  of  Seven  Members, 
Four  to  be  nominated  by  the  House  and 
Three  by  the  Committee  of  Selection. 

Ordertdf  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  inquire  and 
report  as  to  whether  the  Tay  Bridge  should  he 
rebuilt  in  its  present  position,  or  whether  there 
is  any  other  situation  more  suitable,  having  due 
regard  to  the  safety  of  the  travelling  public  and 
the  convenienee  of  the  locality. 

That  their  special  attention  be  directed  to  the 
interests  of  the  navigation,  and  that  the  height 
of  the  bridge  shall  be  so  fixed  as  not  injuriously 
to  interfere  with  the  river  navigation. 

That  they  shall  consider  generally  in  what 
way  any  bridge  that  may  be  authorised  should 
be  constructed  so  as  to  secure  its  permanent 
safety. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Reports  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry 
held  by  the  direction  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  and 
idso  the  Report  of  Mr.  Rother>',  on  ttie  Tay 
Bridge  disaster,  together  with  the  evidence 
taken  by  that  Court,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee.**— {3fr.  Chambtrlain.) 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  had  an  Amendment  to  move  to  the 
Resolution  just  moved  by  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Prudent  of  the  Board 
of  Trade.  It  was  a  very  short  one.  It 
was — 

•*  And  that  the  Report  of  General  Hutchinson 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  dated  the  5th  day  March 
1878,  relative  to  the  opening  of  the  Tay  Bridge 
for  passenger  traffic,  be  also  referred  to  the 
Committee." 

It  appeared  to  him  (Sir  Alexander  Gor- 
don) most  important  that  that  document 
should  be  officially  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  House,  as  well  as  the  Re- 
ports of  Mr.  Rothery  and  other  (Gentle- 
men, for  it  appeared  that  the  accident 
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had  arisen  in  consequence  of  the  devia- 
tion by  the  directors  from  the  Orders  of 
the  House.  He  would  read  four  lines 
of  Clause  6  of  the  Act  authorizing  the 
construction  of  the  Tay  Bridge.  It  was 
as  follows : — 

'^  Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this 
Act  or  the  deposited  plans,  the  number  and 
position  of  the  piers  of  tiie  bridge  across  the  Tay, 
and  the  width  and  the  height  of  the  opioiiigB 
between  the  pien  shall  be  such  as  shall  be  pre- 
scribed by  the  Board  of  Trade." 

The  accident  had  arisen  in  conseaueooe 
of  tiie  deviation  from  the  deposited  plana 
approved  by  the  House;  and  it  waa 
most  important  that  the  Committee  about 
to  examine  the  question  should  ascer- 
tain whether  the  Board  of  Trade  did 
authorize  that  deviation  from  the  plans 
or  not.  When  a  Private  Bill  was  ap- 
proved by  Parliament,  he  thoueht  it 
was  their  duty  to  see  that  their  Orders 
were  obeyed.  The  deviation  from  the 
plans  in  his  case  was  the  cause  of  the 
disaster ;  and  unless  the  Committee  had 
full  power  to  go  into  the  question  it 
would  be  evaded  and  shirked  altogether. 
In  fact,  the  Board  of  Trade  and  their 
officers  were  quite  as  much  on  their  trial 
as  the  Railway  Company  ;  and  he  hoped 
there  would  be  a  full  and  searching  in- 
quiry in  the  interests  of  the  public.  The 
Railway  Inspectors  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
constituted  a  Department,  as  the  House 
well  knew,  which  cost  about  £7,000  a- 
year;  and  it  had  been  established  simply 
for  the  purpose  of  guarantedng  the 
safety  of  these  railways  and  bridges  be- 
forehand for  public  tntffic,  and  it  showed 
a  serious  defect  in  their  arrangements 
that  such  a  disaster  could  occur  after  a 
railway  had  been  reported  safe  for  pub- 
lic traffic  by  a  gentleman  appointed  and 
paid  for  that  special  duty.  He  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consent  to  add  this  to  his  Instruction,  in 
order  that  the  public  safety  might  be 
properly  secured  in  future. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Does  any  hon.  Gen- 
tleman second  the  Amendment  ? 

Mr.  biggar  begged  leave  to  do  so. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
*'  and  that  the  Report  of  General  Hutchinson  to 
the  Board  of  Trade,  dated  the  5th  day  of  Karch 
1878,  relative  to  the  onening  of  the  Tar  Bridge 
for  paMenger  traffic,  be  auo  referred  to  the 
(;ommittee.''~(5ir  AUjtmider  Chnhm.) 

Question  proposed,  '' That  thoee  words 
be  there  inserted.*' 
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Mil  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  oould 
not  help  thinking  that  the  line  chosen 
by  his  hon.  ana  gallant  Friend  (Sir 
jAJexander  Oordon)  was  a  little  incon- 
Yenient  He  ^Mr.  Chamberlain)  thought 
that  it  would  oe  altogether  out  of  place 
in  that  inquiiyto  enter  into  a  discus- 
flion  of  the  operations  of  the  Bourd  of 
Trade  and  the  conduct  of  its  officers  in 
connection  with  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster. 
His  hon.  and  gallant  Friena  had  mis- 
taken the  scope  of  the  inquiry  to  be  con- 
ducted by  the  Committee.  It  was  not  to 
be  a  judicial  Committee  to  decide  who 
was  to  blame  for  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster; 
but  a  Committee  to  decide  engineering 
and  commercial  questions  connected  wi  w 
the  proposal  for  re-establishinff  that 
bridge.  If  he  were  to  accept  the  pro- 
posfll  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  it 
would  be  quite  certain  that  they  would 
not  be  able  to  conclude  the  inquiry  that 
year.  Under  those  circumstances,  he 
must  object  to  make  the  proposed  addi- 
tion. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GOEDON  said, 
that,  by  the  leave  of  the  House,  he 
would  withdraw  the  Amendment.  He 
wished  to  explain  that  an  hon.  Friend 
on  his  right  took  off  his  hat  to  second 
the  Amendment  before  the  hon.  Member 
for  Caran  (Mr.  Biggar)  rose;  but  the 
Speaker  did  not  happen  to  see  him. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

CayulJN  AYLMEB  said,  he  quite  ap- 
proved of  the  course  which  liad  been 
adopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade ;  but  he 
wished  to  call  attention  to  one  claiise  of 
the  Instruction  which  said  that  they 
should  consider  generally  in  what  way 
any  bridge  that  might  be  authorizea 
should  be  constructed  so  as  to  insure  its 
permanent  safety.  He  thought  that 
that  was  throwing  upon  the  Mouse  the 
responsibility  of  the  bridge  in  future; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  it,  was  a  re- 
sponsibility that  they  ought  to  under- 
take. 

Main  Question  put,  and  ajfre^d  to. 

Ofderni,  That  the  Reports  of  the  Court  of  In* 
quir}'  held  by  direction  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
and  alio  the  Report  of  Mr.  Rothery,  on  the  Tay 
Bridge  disaster,  together  with  the  evidence 
taken  by  that  Court,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Ordtred^  That  the  Committee  have  power  to 
•end  for  persons,  papers,  and  records,  and  that 
Four  be  the  quorum  of  the  Committee. 
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WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE  WINE 
DUTIES. 

Mb.  MAO  lYEB  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  state- 
ments which  have  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers to  the  effect  that  a  movement  has 
been  set  on  foot  in  Germany  for  obtain- 
ing a  "  snrtaxe  d'entrepot,"  whereby 
importations  of  foreign  produce,  via  ports 
in  Great  Britain  or  Ireland,  will  be  sub- 
j  ected  to  greater  taxation  than  if  imported 
direct ;  and,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment has  reason  to  believe  that  such 
a  measure  is  in  contemplation,  and  that 
we  are  likely  to  be  placed  at  a  disad- 
vantage in  trading  with  Germany  unless 
the  Duties  upon  German  wines  are  re- 
duced simrdtaneously  with  those  upon 
French  and  Spanish  wines?  It  was 
needless  to  ask  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question,  as  he  understood  that  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  abandon  the  idea  of  re- 
ducing the  duty  on  French  and  Spanish 
wines. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE:  The 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  was, 
not  that  he  entirely  abandoned  the  in- 
tention of  reducing  the  wine  duties,  but 
that  he  proposed  to  postpone  the  matter 
till  the  beginning  of  next  Session .  With 
respect  to  the  Question,  I  have  to  say 
that  a  measure  of  this  nature  has  been 
discussed  in  Gennany;  but  it  does  not 
appear  to  have  been  brought  before  the 
German  Legislature.  The  Commercial 
Treaty  between  this  country  and  Ger- 
many contains  the  usual  Most  Favoured 
Nation  Clause ;  and  Her  Majesty's  Ga- 
vemment  do  not,  therefore,  see  how  the 
trade  between  Great  Britain  and  (Ger- 
many could  be  placed  at  a  disadvantage 
in  relation  to  other  foreign  trade  with 
that  country. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOIiJ  (IRELAND). 

Mb.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutonant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland  gave,  in  1878,  to 
the  Gal  way  Model  School,  £7  4«.  for 
doinff  the  same  Government  work  for 
which'  it  gave  only  £1  2«.  M.  to  the 
King's  Inn  Street  Schools ;  and,  whether 
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he  will  draw  their  attention  to  the  facts 
and  ask  for  an  explanation  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER,  in  reply,  said, 
he  should  refer  the  hon.  Member  to  the 
answer  he  gave  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kilkenny  a  few  days  since  on  that  sub- 
ject. It  could  not  be  said  that  the  same 
amount  of  work  was  done  in  the  King's 
Inn  Street  School  as  in  the  Model  School, 
where  pupil  teachers  were  trained,  caus- 
ing additional  expense,  as  they  were,  to 
some  extent,  boarded.  The  school  re- 
ferred to  was  a  Convent  school,  and,  he 
believed,  a  very  good  school ;  and  the 
payment  made  was  about  a  quarter  what 
it  would  otherwise  be,  because  the  teachers 
would  not  present  themselves  for  exami- 
nation for  certificates  of  classification. 

INDIA— THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT. 

Mr.  BIRLEY  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  will  inform 
the  House  on  what  day  he  will  be  pre- 
pared to  submit  to  the  House  the  Inoian 
I'inancial  Statement  ? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  in  the  present  state 
of  the  Business  of  the  House  he  was 
unable  to  name  a  day  on  which  he  could 
make  the  Financial  Statement.  He  be- 
lieved it  was  the  intention  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment, in  the  course  of  next  week,  to 
make  a  proposal  which  would  place  at 
the  disposal  of  the  Government  a  larger 
portion  of  the  time  of  Parliament ;  and 
if  that  proposal  was  adopted,  and  the 
House  in  the  meantime  made  progress 
with  the  Compensation  for  Disturbance 
(Ireland)  Bill,  he  hoped  to  be  able  to 
find  time  for  making  the  Financial 
Statement  before  the  end  of  the  month. 

RUSSIA  AND  CHINA- REPORTED 
HOSTILITIES. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  If,  having  regard 
to  the  present  relations  between  Russia 
and  China,  and  the  recent  increase  of 
the  Russian  Naval  force  in  the  China 
Seas,  it  is  intended  to  strengthen  the 
British  Squadron  in  those  waters  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  Perhaps  I  ought 
to  say,  in  replying  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  we  have  not  received 
any  confirmation  of  the  reported  defeat 
of  the  Russian  Forces  by  the  Chinese, 
and  that  the  reports  of  such  alleged  de- 
feat are  not  believed,  so  far  as  we  are 
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able  to  understand,  by  the  Diplomatic 
Representatives  of  either  Russia  or 
China  in  this  country  at  the  preeent 
time.  If  a  war  shoula  unhappily  break 
out  between  Russia  and  China,  we  should 
at  once  avail  ourselves  of  an  offer  made, 
by  the  Russian  Government  to  enter  into 
communications  with  us  as  to  questions 
seriously  affecting  British  interests  in 
Chinese  waters.  The  British  Naval 
Force  in  Chinese  waters  is  large  at  the 
present  time ;  but  the  course  of  affairs 
will  be  closely  watched  by  the  Admiralty 
with  a  view  to  increasing  it  if  necessary. 

INDIA— ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE. 

Mb.  PUGH  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  Government  of  India  make  an 
annual  profit  on  the  administration  of 
justice  in  civil  and  revenue  causes  and 
matters;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  the  approximate  amount  of  saoh 
profit? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON : 
The  actual  cost  of  the  administration  of 
justice,  civil  and  criminal,  is  about 
£2,294,000.  The  receipts  of  all  kinds 
connected  with  the  administration  of 
justice  are  about  £2,320,000;  so  that 
the  profit  referred  to  in  the  Question  is 
about  £26,000.  It  is  impossible  to  dis- 
tinguish the  receipts  and  charges  under 
the  separate  heads  of  criminal,  civil,  and 
revenue  causes  and  matters,  as,  in  general, 
the  same  Courts  and  establishments  are 
employed  upon  both  civil  and  criminal 
work,  and  Court  fee  stamps  are  used 
indifferently  for  all  cases.  It  is,  how- 
ever, the  case  that  civil  justice  pays  for 
itself  and  for  a  large  part  of  the  cost  of 
criminal  justice. 

MR.  BRADLAUGH— CX)ST8  OF  LEGAL 
PROCEEDINGS. 

Mb.  NORWOOD  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  considering 
that  the  Government  have  declined  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  so  as 
to  Temove  doubts  as  to  the  legality  of  the 
affirmation  taken  by  the  junior  Member 
for  Northampton,  Her  Majesty's  Gk)- 
vemment  will,  as  an  act  of  justice  to  the 
honourable  Member  and  his  constituents, 
instruct  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
to  undertake  his  defence  in  any  suit 
brought  against  him  to  test  the  validity 
of  his  affinnation  ? 
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Mb.  CALLAN  wished;  before  the 
Uuestion  was  answered,  to  ask  the  Prime 
Minister  whether  it  was  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  to  adopt  the 
course  which  had  been  suggested  by 
certain  of  the  admirers  of  Uie  junior 
Member  for  Northampton — namely,  to 
remit  all  penalties  that  may  be  incurred 
by  that  Member ;  or  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  prepared  to  state  that 
the  Government  woidd  allow  the  law  to 
take  its  course  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  No  application 
has  been  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment by  any  admirer  of  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  with  regard  to  the 
remission  of  penalties ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  will  pass  by  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Louth.  My  answer  to* 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hull  (Mr.  Norwood)  must  be  in  the 
negative.  We  consider  that  any  return 
of  a  Member  made  by  any  constituency 
of  this  country  must  necessarily  be  made, 
and  understood  by  them  to  be  made, 
subject  to  the  conditions  of  the  existing 
law.  To  ascertain  the  application  of 
those  conditions  in  any  particular  case  is 
no  part  of  the  duty  of  the  nation  at 
large,  or  of  the  Government  With  re- 
spect to  any  questions  as  to  the  altera- 
tion of  the  law,  that  is  not  to  be  con- 
sidered with  regard  to  the  case  or 
claim  of  the  particular  individual,  but 
on  the  grounds  of  general  policy,  on 
which  it  will  have  to  be  decided  by  the 
House. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  asked  the  indul- 
gence of  the  House  to  be  allowed  to  say 
that  the  Question  which  had  been  put 
was  made  without  any  commimication 
with  himself.  He  had  no  doubt  as  to 
the  legality  of  the  Affirmation  which  he 
had  made ;  and  he  had  had  no  com- 
mimication whatever,  directly  or  indi- 
rectly, with  the  Government  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

DISTRESS  (IRELAXD)-RELIEF  WORKS. 

Mb.  (yCONNOE  POWER  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  If  he  will  state  what  progress 
has  been  made  with  the  proposed  public 
relief  works  in  Lowfark,  countr  Mayo, 
and  in  the  baronies  of  Gallon  and 
Costello  generally;  if  any  steps  have 
been  taken  on  the  recommendation  of 
Dr.  Bourke,  Local  Government  Board 
Inspector,  and  the  paid  guardians  of 


the  Swinford  Union,  to  deepen  the  bed 
of  the  river  at  Charlestown ;  and,  if  he 
can  state  whether  the  fever  has  been 
checked  in  its  progress  in  the  various 

?arts  of  Mayo  where  it  has  shown  itself? 
hope  that  the  House  will  allow  me  to 
state  that  since  I  gave  the  Notice  on  the 
Paper  which  I  have  just  read,  I  have 
received  intelligence  from  both  private 
and  public  sources  that  the  fever  is  much 
more  serious  than  I  thought.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  recollect  that  on 
Thursday  I  called  his  attention  to  the 
letter  of  the  Bishop  of  Achonry  on  the 
subject,  and  I  propose  to  add  some  infor- 
mation from  him  with  regard  to  the  want 
of  a  sufficient  staff  of  workhouse  officials 
in  the  West.  I  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  is  aware 
that  owing  to  the  insufficiency  of  the 
workhouse  staff  in  that  part  of  the 
country  the  parish  priest  of  Charlestown 
had  to  undertake  the  duties  of  nurse 
and  doctor  as  well  as  of  clergyman,  and 
had  to  carry  out  in  his  arms,  in  fever- 
stricken  places,  men  into  carts  provided 
by  the  charity  of  himself  and  his  neigh- 
bours to  be  conveyed  to  the  workhouse ; 
and,  also,  whether,  in  numerous  sec- 
tions of  the  country,  no  one  could  be 
found  to  act  as  undertakers  for  the  in- 
terment of  the  poor  except  the  nuns  of 
the  convent  ? 

Mr.  FINIGAN:  I  beg  to  ask  my 
Question  at  the  same  time.  It  is  to  ask 
the  Chief  Secretary,  If  his  attention  has 
been  officially,  or  otherwise,  called  to  a 
letter  from  the  Right  Reverend  Dr. 
MacCormack,  Bishop  of  Achonry,  to  His 
Grace  the  Most  Reverend  Dr.  Cooke, 
Archbishop  of  Cashel,  and  published  in 
the  **  Freeman's  Journal"  of  the  6th 
inst.,  in  which  it  is  stated  that  fever  is 
spreading  in  certain  parts  of  Ireland ; 
and,  if  so,  is  the  Government  prepared 
to  at  once  send  medical,  or  has  it  already 
sent  assistance  and  special  financial  aid 
to  the  affected  districts  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  In  reply  to 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  I  will  first  answer  him  as  to  the 
question  of  works.  58  works  have  been 
authorized  in  Gtdlen  at  an  estimated 
cost  of  £4,31 1 ,  of  which  £2,047  has  been 
issued ;  72  works  have  been  authorized 
in  Ooetello,  at  an  estimated  cost  of 
£3,843,  of  which  £3,036  has  been 
issued ;  and  nine  of  the  works  in  the 
barony  of  Costello  are  in  the  parish 
of  Kilbeagh,   which  appears  to  be  the 
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locality  referred  to  as  Lowfarky  and  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  expended  on 
them  is  £692.  Of  this  £315  has  been 
issued.  The  Board  of  Guardians  stated 
in  May  last  that  the  sewage  works  at 
Charlestown  could  not  be  undertaken 
until  an  obstruction  existing  in  the  river 
in  the  County  Sligo  and  Union  of  Tober- 
curry  was  first  removed.  The  Vice 
Guardians  and  the  dispensary  medical 
officer  concur  in  this  opinion.  With 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  the  state  of 
fever  in  these  districts,  we  have  ordered 
two  special  Medicallnspeotors  to  go  down 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  they  have 
gone  down.  I  am  expecting  every  day  a 
Keport  with  respect  to  Swinford  and 
other  peu'ts  of  Mayo,  and  as  soon  as  I 
get  it  I  will  give  the  information  to  the 
House.  We  have  not  only  done  that, 
but  we  have  sent  positive  orders  to  the 
Guardians  and  to  our  Inspectors  to  see 
that  no  delay  takes  place  in  giving 
medical  assistance  or  seeing  what  can 
be  done  to  supply  fresh  food,  or  a  change 
of  food,  or  such  food  as  is  wanted  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  fever,  and  any  other 
steps  it  may  be  advisable  to  ti^e.  I 
have  received  rather  more  encouraging 
reports  lately ;  but  I  have  not  got  positive 
statements  from  Mayo  which  i  might 
give  to  the  House.  I  have  had  a  report 
of  the  state  of  the  fever  in  Dromore,  in 
Sligo,  which  I  will  put  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  to-night,  and  it  is  encouraging 
to  a  considerable  extent.  The  other 
Questions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
are  of  such  a  nature  that  I  cannot 
answer  them  at  once,  and  I  would  ask 
him  to  put  them  again. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS  OF 
ARTILLERY. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  subject  of  pay, 
promotion,  and  retirements  of  Quarter- 
masters of  the  Boyal  Artillery  is  under 
his  consideration ;  and,  whether  an  v  and 
what  measuresare  proposed  to  amehorate 
the  condition  of  these  officers  ? 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any  steps 
are  to  be  taken  to  remedy  the  grievances 
a£fecting  the  regimental  Quartermasters 
of  the  Army ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  when  such  steps  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  :  I  have  to  say  that 
the  alleged  grievances  of  the  Quarter- 
masters of  the  Line  and  of  the  Artillery 

Mr.  W.  E.  FwnUr 


form  one  of  the  very  numerous  questions 
which  I  found  undecided  by  my  Pre- 
decessors when  I  took  Office.  It  has 
features  of  much  difficulty  and  intricacy ; 
but,  considering  the  multitude  of  these 

?uestions  and  their  relative  importance, 
cannot  undertake  to  sav  when  that  of 
the  Quartermasters  will  be  ripe  for 
settlement.  It  will  receive  in  due  time 
my  best  attention. 

BRITISH  BURMA— CONSUMPTION  OF 

OPIUM. 

Mr.  pease  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  has  received 
a  Copy  of  a  Memorandum  forwarded  in 
the  Spring  of  this  year  by  C.  U.  AitchiBon, 
esquire,  3iief  Commissioner  of  British 
Burma,  to  the  Government  of  India,  on 
the  consumption  of  opium  in  British 
Burma? 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINQTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Paper  in  question 
had  not  been  received  by  the  India 
Office. 


BOROUGH  BOUNDARIES. 

Mr.  p.  a.  TAYLOE  asked  the 
dent  of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  the  Government  contemplate 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  to  fiicilitate 
the  extension  of  Borough  Boundaries  for 
Municipal  and  Sanitary  purposes;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Government  is  willing 
to  recommend  the  appointment  of  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
subject  ? 

Mr.  DODSON  :  The  matter  is  one  of 
considerable  difficulty,  in  consequenoe  of 
the  political  considerations  incidentally 
mixed  up  with  it,  and  the  Government 
have  not  yet  had  sufficient  time  to  con- 
sider whether  it  would  be  practicable  or 
desirable  to  effect  an  extension  of  borough 
boundaries,  otherwise  than  by  local  Acts. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  very  desirable 
from  a  sanitary  point  of  view  that  ftir* 
ther  facilities  should  be  nven  for  this 
purpose,  and  attention  shiul  be  given  to 
the  subject  during  the  Secess.  The 
information  at  present  available  will 
probably  be  found  sufficient  to  enable 
the  Government  to  arrive  at  a  deoiaion ; 
and  it  does  not,  therefore,  at  present 
appear  necessary  to  recommend  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Boyal  Commission  to 
mquire  into  the  matter. 
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NAVY— NAVAL  RESERVES. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  Beport  of  Ad- 
miral Phillimore  on  the  Naval  Heserves. 
in  which  he  states  as  follows : — 

**  The  force  (Coast  Quard)  on  shore  was  meant 
in  1869  to  be  maintained  at  4,300. 

"  On  my  relieving  Sir  W.  Tarleton,  in  No- 
vember 18/6,  the  numbers  short  were  202.  The 
numbers  now  short  of  this  are  377,  as,  owing 
to  the  lack  of  candidates,  the  Vote  taken  this 
year  was  temporarily  reduced  by  150  ;'* 

To  what  does  he  attribute  this  ''lack 
of  candidates;''  and,  if  it  is  the  fact 
that  the  seamen  of  the  Navj;  from 
whose  ranks  these  candidates  are  drawn, 
are  in  receipt  of  an  increase  of  pay,  in 
which  the  Coast  Guard  do  not  partici- 
pate? 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE :  The  Ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  eallant 
Memoer  is  almost  identical  with  that 
which  he  put  to  me  on  Monday  last.  I 
am  unable  now  to  give  a  fuller  reply  to 
it  'without  entering  into  a  lengmened 
and  detailed  statement  of  the  pay  and 
position  of  the  Coast  Guard,  whicn  would 
scarcely  be  possible  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
tion. I  would  also  put  it  to  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  whether  it  is  in  the 
interest  of  the  Public  Service  that  a 
question  should  be  raised  as  to  the  pay 
of  a  large  body  of  men  so  soon  after 
their  numbers  and  pay  have  been  voted 
by  this  House  with  the  full  concurrence 
of  both  Parties. 

Caftaik  PBICE  said,  that  of  the 
three  courses  that  were  open  to  an  hon. 
Member  when  he  regarded  a  reply  to 
his  Question  evasive  or  unsatisfactory 
he  had  adopted  that  of  repeating  his 
Question  on  a  future  occasion.  He 
wished  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether,  in 
the  dicumstances,  he  was  not  entitled 
to  a  categorical  answer  to  his  Ques- 
tion? 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  observed,  that  after 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  put 
his  Question  more  than  once,  and  had 
received  replies  to  it,  he  himself  had  no 
power  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

BURUL  ACT8-BATTERSEA  BURIAL 
BOARD— CE^nSTERIES. 

Sib  HENBT  PEEK  asked  the  Seore- 
tarv  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  he  is  aware  that  the  propoMd  of  the 


Battersea  Burial  Board  to  purchase 
nearly  foriy  acres  of  land  near  Wands- 
worth Common,  in  the  parish  of  Wands- 
worth, has  caused  great  consternation 
among  the  ratepayers,  inasmuch  as  there 
are  abeady  seven  cemeteries  in  or  close 
to  Wandsworth,  and  one  on  the  borders 
of  that  parish  for  Battersea;  that  the 
establishment  of  another  cemetery  for  a 
thickly  populated  parish  would  not  only 
be  prejudicial  to  a  large  amount  of 
rateable  property,  but  also  in  contraven- 
tion to  the  intention  of  the  Burial  Acts; 
if  he  has  been  informed  that  the  matter 
is  strongly  opposed  by  the  ratepayers  of 
Battersea  on  account  of  the  large  price 
to  be  paid  for  the  land ;  if  it  be  known 
that  the  land  in  question  has  a  subsoil  of 
day ;  and,  if  he  will  be  so  good  as  to 
cause  immediate  and  full  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  subject? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOURT :  I  have 
already  caused  inquiry  to  be  made  in 
this  matter.  Dr.  Hoffman,  the  Inspector 
of  Burial  Grounds,  has  made  a  ILeport 
to  me,  the  conclusion  of  which  is  that  he 
considers  it  his  duty  to  recommend  that 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  be  given  to  the  establishment 
of  a  cemetery  on  the  proposed  site,  and 
I  may  say  that  the  site  will  not  be  ap- 
proved. 

NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND).— 
RESULT  FEES. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  cases  in  which  Besult  Fees 
awarded  to  Irish  schools  in  March  last 
have  not  yet  been  paid ;  and  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  fur- 
ther delay inpaying  tne  sums  overdue ? 

Mb.  W.  K  FORSTER:  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  result  fees  have  not  been  paid 
amount  to  only  12  in  the  whole  of  ire- 
land.  There  are  irregtdarities  and  diffi- 
culties connected  with  most  of  these 
cases,  and  the  only  one  in  which  that  is 
not  the  fact  has  been  ordered  to  be 
paid. 

AFGHANISTAN— RUMOURED 
FIGHTING. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  statement  in  the  Cabul 
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imperfectionB  in  the  work  tamed  out  at  the 
Woimit  Fonndxy  were  due,  in  great  part,  to  the 
want  of  proper  supervision;  that  the  super- 
vision of  tiie  bridge  after  its  completion  was  un- 
satisfactory ;  that,  if  by  the  loosening  of  the  tie 
bars,  the  columns  got  out  of  shape,  the  mere 
introduction  of  packing  pieces  between  the  gibs 
and  cotters  would  not  bring  them  back  to  their 
positions  ;  that  trains  were  fre(^uently  run 
through  the  high  girders  at  much  higher  speeds 
than  at  the  rate  of  25  miles  an  hour ;  that  the  f  aU 
of  the  bridge  was  probably  due  to  the  giving 
way  of  the  cross-bradng  and  its  fastimings. 
That  the  imperfections  in  the  columns  mignt 
also  have  contributed  to  the  same  result.  These 
are  the  points,  neither  few  nor  unimportant,  in 
which  I  concur  with  my  colleagues.*' 

Then  Mr.  Bothery  went  on  to  state  that 
he  thought  it  was  their  duty  to  call 
attention  to  certain  defects  in  Uie  design 
which  rendered  the  structure  weak  and 
thereby  contributed  to  its  fall.  He 
said — 

*'^  It  seemed  to  me,  also,  that  we  ought  not  to 
shrink  from  the  duty,  however  painful  it  might 
be,  of  saying  with  whom  the  responsibility  for 
this  casualty  rests.  My  colleagues  thought 
that  this  was  not  one  of  the  questions  that  had 
been  referred  to  us,  and  that  our  dut^  was  simply 
to  report  the  causes  of,  and  the  circumstances 
attending,  the  casualty.  But  I  do  not  so  read 
our  instructions.  I  apprehend  that  if  we  think 
that  blame  attaches  to  anyone  for  this  casualty, 
it  is  our  dutv  to  say  so,  and  to  say  to  whom  it 
applies.  I  do  not  understand  my  colleagues  to 
differ  from  me  in  thinking  that  the  chief  blame 
for  this  casualty  rests  witia  Sir  Thomas  Bouch ; 
but  they*  consider  it  is  not  for  us  to  say  so.  The 
conclusion  to  which  I  have  come  is  that  this 
bridge  was  badljr  designed,  badly  constructed, 
and  badly  maintained,  and  that  its  downfall  was 
due  to  inherent  defects  in  the  structure  which 
must,  sooner  or  later,  have  brought  it  down. 
For  these  defects,  both  in  the  design,  the  con- 
struction, and  the  maintenance.  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch  is,  in  my  opinion,  mainly*  to  blame.  For 
the  faults  of  design  he  is  entirely  responsible. 
For  the  faults  of  construction  he  is  principally 
to  blame,  in  not  having  exercised  that  supervision 
over  the  work  which  would  have  enabled  him 
to  detect  and  apply  a  remedy  to  them.  And, 
for  the  faults  of  maintenance,  he  is  also  princi- 
pally, if  not  entirely,  to  blsmse  in  having 
neglected  to  maintain  such  an  inspection  over 
the  structure  as  its  character  imperatively  de- 
manded. I  think,  also,  that  Messrs.  Hopkins, 
Gilkes  &  Co.,  are  not  free  from  blame  for  having 
allowed  such  grave  irregularities  to  go  on  at  the 
Wormit  Foundry.  Had  competent  men  been 
appointed  to  superintend  the  work  there,  instead 
of  its  being  leit  almost  wholly  in  the  hands  of 
the  foreman  moulder,  there  can  be  Uttle  doubt 
that  the  columns  would  not  have  been  sent  out 
to  the  bridge  with  the  serious  defects  which  have 
been  pointed  out.  The  great  object  seems  to 
have  been  to  get  through  the  work  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible,  without  seeing  whether  it  was 
properly  and  carefully  executed  or  not.  The 
Company  also  are,  in  ray  opinion,  not  wholly 
free  from  blame  for  having  idlowed  the  trains  to 
run  through  the  high  girders  at  a  speed  greatly 

Mr.  And^am 


in  excess  of  that  which  General  Hutchinson  had 
suggested  as  the  extreme  limit.  They^  must  or 
ought  to  have  known,  from  the  advertised  time 
of  running  the  trains,  that  the  speed  over  the 
summit  was  more  than  at  the  rate  of  25  miles  an 
hour,  and  they  should  not  have  allowed  it  until 
they  had  satisfied  themselves,  which  they  seem 
to  have  taken  no  trouble  to  do,  that  the  speed 
could  be  maintained  without  injury  to  the  struc- 
ture. It  remains  to  inquire  wbether  the  Board 
of  Trade  are  also  to  blame  for  having  allowed 
the  bridge  to  be  opened  for  passenger  traffic 
when  Uiey  did.  After  what  has  come  out  in  the 
course  of  this  inquiry,  it  is  clear  that  there  can 
be  no  justification  in  future  for  disregarding 
altogether,  as  it  seems  to  have  been  done,  the 
effect  of  wind  pressure  on  such  a  stmcture  as 
this.  But,  whether  G^eral  Hutchinson  is  or  is 
not  to  blame  for  having  so  done,  Sir  Thomas 
Bouch  is  not  relieved  from  his  responsibility." 

Welly  Mr.  Bothery  concluded  his  re- 
marks by  saying — 

*' Although  this  bridge,  if  properly  con- 
structed in  accordance  with  the  plans  and  speci- 
fications might,  as  we  are  told,  have  been 
capable  of  resisting  a  lateral  pressure  of  from 
601b8.  to  70lbs.  per  square  foot,  and  a  very  much 
greater  wind  pressure  than  was  probably  brought 
to  bear  upon  it  on  the  evening  of  the  28th  of 
December,  it  by  no  means  follows  that,  con- 
structed and  maintained  as  we  have  seen  it  to 
have  been,  a  very  much  lower  pressure  would 
not  have  sufficed  to  blow  it  down.  With  its 
conical  bolt  holes  in  the  lugs  and  in  the  flanges 
of  the  18-inch  columns ;  with  its  IngB,  shown  by 
experiment  to  be  unable  to  bear  more  than  one 
third  of  the  pressure  due  to  their  sectional 
areas ;  witii  the  wind  ties  by  which  the  columns 
were  held  in  position  loose,  and  with  no  effective 
supervision  of  those  cast  iron  columns ;  and  their 
attachments  to  see  that  they  were  doing  their 
work  properly ;  and  with  all  these  and  the  other 
defects  to  which  we  have  called  attention,  can 
there  be  any  doubt  that  what  caused  the  over- 
throw of  the  bridge  was  the  pressure  of  the 
wind  acting  upon  a  structure  badly  built  and 
badly  maintained  ?  ** 

TheIteport,a6he  ^Mr.  Anderson)  had  said, 
was  altogether  oi  an  unsatisfactory  cha- 
racter to  all  parties  concerned.  It  showed 
that  the  design  of  the  bridge  was  bad, 
that  the  castings  were  bad — in  fact,  that 
everything  connected  with  the  bridge 
was  defective.  The  blame  was  evidently 
mainly  and  principally  due  to  the  engi- 
neer for  desigpiing  and  constructing  this 
wretched  sham  ;  but  he  had  been 
kniffhted  instead  of  being  disgraced  for 
building  the  miserable  structure.  The 
contractors  were  to  blame  for  th«r  in- 
ferior work,  although  they  were  driven 
to  that  by  the  inferior  prices  paid  them ; 
and  the  railway  directors  were  to  blame 
for  paying  inferior  prices,  and  for  having 
run  trains  over  the  bridge  at  a  higher 
rate  of  speed  than  that  recommended  by 
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General  Hutcliinson.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man  was  proceeding  to  make  further 
quotations,  when 

Mb.  DODDS  rose  to  a  point  of  Order. 
The  question  before  the  House  was 
whether  they  should  read  a  second  time 
the  North  British  BaUway  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Anderson)  was 
making  observations  which  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Dodds)  to  be  entirely  addressed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Report  which 
had  been  recently  made  public,  and  which 
might  form  a  very  proper  subject  of  con- 
sideration in  the  Mouse,  but  did  not 
arise  upon  the  question  before  them. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  that  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds) 
would  wait  a  few>  minutes,  he  would  see 
the  bearing  of  the  quotations. 

Mb.  SP£AKEE  :  The  observations  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson)  are  relevant  to  the  subject 
matter  before  the  House,  and,  therefore, 
they  are  quite  in  Order. 

Mb.  ANDEBSON  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Dodds)  would  soon  see  the 
bearing  of  the  quotations  upon  the  new 
Bill  that  was  proposed  to  be  brought  in. 
General  Hutchinson  said  he  would  like 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  observing  the 
effect  of  a  lugh  wind  upon  the  bridge 
while  a  train  was  passing  over  it.  That 
was  a  very  significant  and  a  very  prophetic 
statement,  which  showed  that  the  danger 
was  present  in  the  mind  of  General 
Hutchinson,  and  yet  General  Hutchin- 
son did  nothing  more  than  suggest  it  as 
a  scientific  theory ;  he  did  not  seem  to 
have  attended  to  its  probable  effect  on 
the  safety  of  the  public  on  whose  behalf 
he  was  sent  to  inspect  the  bridge.  He 
(Mr.  Anderson)  must  now  pass  to  the 
bearing  of  all  this  upon  the  new  scheme. 
What  the  House  had  now  to  consider 
was  whether,  under  the  circumstances 
which  he  had  narrated,  it  would  allow 
the  very  same  parties  who  were  to  blame 
to  come  before  the  House  in  the  last 
month  of  the  Session,  and  endeavour  to 
rush  through  Parliament  a  Bill,  not  for 
the  construction  of  a  new  bridge,  with 
new  plans,  and  under  a  new  engineer, 
but  for  the  patching  up  of  this  miserable 
broken  structure.  ["I^o,  no!"]  It  was 
a  simple  fact,  which  hon.  Members  could 
satisfy  themselves  upon.  He  maintained 
that  it  was  contemplated  by  the  Bill  to 
patch  up  the  old  bridge.  He  had  exa- 
mined the  plans  and  specificationsy  and 
he  found  they  were  signed  by  Sir  Thomas 


Bouch.  That  was  sufficient  proof  that 
what  he  said  was  correct.  What  hap- 
pened to  the  bridge  in  December  last 
was  enough  to  show  that  the  House 
ought  not  to  intrust  the  same  architect 
wi&  its  restoration.  His  reason  for 
opposing  the  Bill  was  that  there  was  not 
time  for  a  Committee  upstairs  to  suffi- 
ciently consider  the  difficulties  they  had 
before  them  in  the  matter.  He  did  not 
regard  the  late  disaster  as  an  accident 
at  all.  The  collapse  of  the  bridge  was 
a  forgone  conclusion ;  and  yet  the  very 
same  parties  who  built  the  bridge,  who 
built  it  with  such  insufficient  work,  and 
with  such  insufficient  care,  now  came 
before  the  House  again,  when  some  of 
them  ought  to  be,  he  believed,  standing 
in  a  criminal  dock  to  answer  for  their 
neglect.  He  (Mr.  Anderson)  had  been 
taunted  that  he  was  opposing  the  Bill  in 
the  interest  of  a  rival  Kailway  Company, 
and  in  the  interest  of  the  preference 
shareholders  of  the  North  British  Bail- 
way  Company,  who  did  not  approve  of 
the  Bill.  He  put  his  Notice  of  Oppo- 
sition on  the  Iraper  after  reading  Mr. 
Bothery's  Beport,  and  before  he  had 
communicated  with  anybody  on  either 
side  of  the  question.  Since  then  he  had 
been  communicated  with  by  both  sides 
to  a  large  extent.  He  had,  however, 
nothing  to  do  with  all  that.  He  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  interests  of 
rival  and  contending  railways;  all  he 
cared  for  in  the  matter  was  the  safety  of 
the  travelling  public,  and  it  was  that  he 
imagined  that  the  House  had  chiefly  to 
care  for.  He  thought  the  House  ought 
not  at  that  period  of  the  Session  to  allow 
the  Bill  to  go  before  a  Private  Com- 
mittee, who  could  not  possibly  have 
time  to  consider  the  whole  merits  of  the 
question.  He  begged  to  move  the  re- 
jection of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon  this 
day  three  months.'' — {Mr,  Anderson,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  CHAMBEBLAIN  said,  he  had 
some  little  difficulty  in  understanding 
the  relevancy  of  a  good  deal  of  what 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glasgow 
(Mr.  Anderson)  had  quoted  from  the 
Beport  on  the  Tay  Bridge  disaster  to 
the  Motion  for  the  second  reading  of  the 


189d 


Borough 


(COMMONS) 


Boundaries. 


1900 


locality  referred  to  as  Lowfark,  and  the 
amount  authorized  to  be  expended  on 
them  is  £692.  Of  this  £315  has  been 
issued.  The  Board  of  Guardians  stated 
in  May  last  that  the  sewage  works  at 
Charlestown  could  not  be  undertaken 
until  an  obstruction  existing  in  the  river 
in  the  County  Sligo  and  Union  of  Tober- 
curry  was  first  removed.  The  Vice 
Guardians  and  the  dispensary  medical 
officer  concur  in  this  opinion.  With 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  the  state  of 
fever  in  these  districts,  we  have  ordered 
two  special  Medical  Inspectors  to  go  down 
to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and  they  have 
gone  down.  I  am  expecting  every  day  a 
Keport  with  respect  to  Swinford  and 
other  parts  of  Mayo,  and  as  soon  as  I 
get  it  I  will  give  the  information  to  the 
House.  We  have  not  only  done  that, 
but  we  have  sent  positive  orders  to  the 
Guardians  and  to  our  Inspectors  to  see 
that  no  delay  takes  place  in  giving 
medical  assistance  or  seeing  what  can 
be  done  to  supply  fresh  food,  or  a  change 
of  food,  or  such  food  as  is  wanted  to 
prevent  the  spread  of  fever,  and  any  other 
steps  it  may  be  advisable  to  teJce.  I 
have  received  rather  more  encouraging 
reports  lately ;  but  I  have  not  got  positive 
statements  from  Mayo  which  i  might 
give  to  the  House.  I  have  had  a  report 
of  the  state  of  the  fever  in  Dromore,  in 
Sligo,  which  I  will  put  on  the  Table  of 
the  House  to-night,  audit  is  encouraging 
to  a  considerable  extent.  The  other 
Questions  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
are  of  such  a  nature  that  I  cannot 
answer  them  at  once,  and  I  would  ask 
him  to  put  them  again. 

ARMY— QUARTERMASTERS  OF 
ARTILLERY. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  the  subject  of  pay, 
promotion,  and  retirements  of  Quarter- 
masters of  the  Boyal  Artillery  is  under 
his  consideration ;  and,  whether  any  and 
what  measures  are  proposed  to  ameliorate 
the  condition  of  these  officers  ? 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESST  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  any  steps 
are  to  be  taken  to  remedy  the  grievances 
affecting  the  regimental  Quartermasters 
of  the  Army ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  can 
state  when  such  steps  will  be  taken  ? 

Mr.  OHILDEBS  :  I  have  to  say  that 
the  alleged  grievances  of  the  Quarter- 
masters of  the  Line  and  of  the  Artillery 
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form  one  of  the  very  numerous  questions 
which  I  found  undedded  by  my  Pre- 
decessors when  I  took  Office.  It  has 
features  of  much  difficulty  and  intricacy  ; 
but,  considering  the  multitude  of  these 
questions  and  their  relative  importance, 
I  cannot  undertake  to  say  when  that  of 
the  Quartermasters  will  be  ripe  for 
settlement.  It  will  receive  in  dae  time 
my  best  attention. 

BRITISH  BURMA— CONSUMPTION  OF 

OPIUM. 

Mr.  pease  asked  the  Secretaiy  of 
State  for  India,  Whether  he  hasreceiyed 
a  Copy  of  a  Memorandum  forwarded  in 
the  Spring  of  this  year  by  C.  U.  Aitchison, 
esquire,  Chief  Commissioner  of  British 
Burma,  to  the  Government  of  India,  on 
the  consumption  of  opium  in  British 
Burma? 

The  Makqitess  or  HAETINGTON, 
in  reply,  said,  that  the  Paper  in  question 
had  not  been  received  by  the  India 
Office. 


BOROUGH  BOUNDARIES. 

Ma.  P.  A.  TAYLOR  asked  the  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Local  Qovemment  Board, 
Whether  the  Government  contemplate 
the  introduction  of  a  measure  to  facilitate 
the  extension  of  Borough  Boundaries  for 
Municipal  and  Sanitary  purposes;  and, 
if  not,  whether  the  Government  is  willing 
to  recommend  the  appointment  of  a 
Boyal  Commission  to  inquire  into  the 
subj  ect  ? 

Mb.  DODSON  :  The  matter  is  one  of 
considerable  difficulty,  in  consequence  of 
the  political  considerations  inddentallj 
mixed  up  with  it,  and  the  Government 
have  not  yet  had  sufficient  time  to  con* 
sider  whether  it  would  be  practicable  or 
desirable  to  effect  an  extension  of  boroagh 
boundariesi  otherwise  than  by  local  Acts. 
At  the  same  time,  it  is  very  desirable 
from  a  sanitary  point  of  view  that  foi- 
ther  facilities  should  be  ffiven  for  this 
purpose,  and  attention  shall  be  given  to 
the  subject  during  the  Becess.  The 
information  at  present  available  will 
probably  be  found  sufficient  to  enable 
the  Government  to  arrive  at  a  decision; 
and  it  does  not,  therefore,  at  present 
appear  necessary  to  recommend  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  Boyal  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  matter. 


Afghanistan — 


NAVY— NAVAL  RESERVES. 

VPTAIN  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
16  Admiralty,  Whether  Hb  attention 
been  called  to  the  Report  of  Ad- 
I  Phillimore  on  the  Naval  Reserves, 
hich  he  states  as  follows : — 

.''he  force  (Coast  Guard)  on  shore  wa<i  meant 
69  to  be  maintained  at  4,300. 
)n  my  relieving  Sir  W.  Tarleton,  in  No- 
ler  1876,  the  numbers  short  were  202.  The 
)ers  now  short  of  this  are  377,  as,  owing 

0  lack  of  candidates,  the  Vote  taken  this 
was  temporarily  reduced  by  150 ;/' 

7hat  does  he  attribute  this  "lack 
indidates;"  and,   if  it  is  the  fact 

the  seamen  of  the  Navy,  from 
le  ranks  these  candidates  are  drawn, 
n  receipt  of  an  increase  of  pay,  in 
h  the  Coast  Guard  do  not  partici- 
? 

E.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  The  Ques- 
put  to  me  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
loer  is  almost  identical  with  that 
h  he  put  to  me  on  Monday  last.  I 
mable  now  to  give  a  fuller  reply  to 
ithout  entering  into  a  lengthened 
detailed  statement  of  the  pay  and 
ion  of  the  Coast  Guard,  whion  would 
ely  be  possible  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
I  would  also  put  it  to  the  hon. 
gallant  Member  whether  it  is  in  the 
est  of  the  Public  Service  that  a 
tion  should  be  raised  as  to  the  pay 

large  body  of  men  so  soon  after 

numbers  and  pay  have  been  voted 

ds  House  with  the  full  concurrence 

ith  Parties. 

PTAiN  PRICE  said,   that   of   the 

1  courses  that  were  open  to  an  hon. 
ber  when  he  regaraed  a  reply  to 
Cluestion  evasive  or  unsatisfactory 
ad  adopted  that  of  repeating  his 
tion  on  a  future  occasion.  He 
3d  to  ask  the  Speaker  whether,  in 
circumstances,  he  was  not  entitled 

categorical  answer  to  his  Ques- 

I.  SPEAKER  observed,  that  after 
.on.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had  put 
Question  more  than  once,  and  had 
ved  replies  to  it,  he  himself  had  no 
r  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 


lAL  ACTS-BATTERSEA  BURIAL 
BOARD— CE3IETERIES. 

t  HENRT  PEEK  asked  the  Secre- 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
)  is  aware  that  the  proposal  of  the 
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Battersea  Burial  Board  to  purchase 
nearly  forty  acres  of  land  near  Wands- 
worth Common,  in  the  parish  of  Wands- 
worth, has  caused  great  consternation 
among  the  ratepayers,  inasmuch  as  there 
are  already  seven  cemeteries  in  or  close 
to  Wandsworth,  and  one  on  the  borders 
of  that  parish  for  Battersea;  that  the 
establishment  of  another  cemetery  for  a 
thickly  populated  parish  would  not  only 
be  prejudicial  to  a  large  amount  of 
rateable  property,  but  also  in  contraven- 
tion to  the  intention  of  the  Burial  Acts; 
if  he  has  been  informed  that  the  matter 
is  strongly  opposed  by  the  ratepayers  of 
Battersea  on  account  of  the  large  price 
to  be  paid  for  the  land ;  if  it  be  known 
that  the  land  in  question  has  a  subsoil  of 
day';  and,  if  he  will  be  so  good  as  to 
cause  immediate  and  full  inquiries  to  be 
made  into  the  subject? 

Sir  WILLIAM  H ARCOURT :  I  have 
already  caused  inquiry  to  be  made  in 
this  matter.  Dr.  Hoffman,  the  Inspector 
of  Burial  Grounds,  has  made  a  Report 
to  me,  the  conclusion  of  which  is  that  he 
considers  it  his  duty  to  recommend  that 
the  approval  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
should  not  be  given  to  the  establishment 
of  a  cemetery  on  the  proposed  site,  and 
I  may  say  that  the  site  will  not  be  ap- 
proved. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOLS  (IRELAND).— 
RESULT  FEES. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  is  aware  that 
there  are  cases  in  which  Result  Fees 
awarded  to  Irish  schools  in  March  last 
have  not  yet  been  paid ;  and  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  fur- 
ther delay  in  paying  the  sums  overdue  ? 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  am  in- 
formed that  the  number  of  cases  in 
which  result  fees  have  not  been  paid 
amount  to  only  12  in  the  whole  of  ire- 
land.  There  are  irregularities  and  diffi- 
culties connected  with  most  of  these 
cases,  and  the  only  one  in  which  that  is 
not  the  fact  has  been  ordered  to  be 
paid. 

AFGHANISTAN— RUMOURED 
FIGHTING. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  If  there  is 
any  truth  in  the  statement  in  the  Cabul 
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correspondeiice  of  the  "  Times  "  of  July 
dth,  viz :  that,  a  gathering  of  tribesmen 
having  taken  place  in  a  vUlage,  General 
Hills,  formerly  Gbvemor  of  Oabul,  de- 
spatched a  cavalry  brigade  with  orders 
to  disperse  them,  and  '^  to  give  the  best 
account  of  them  possible ;"  and  that,  on 
the  approach  of  the  cavalry,  these  people 
took  to  flight,  but  nevertheless  they 
were  pursued  for  six  miles,  and  two 
hundred  of  them  were  killed;  and,  if 
the  facts  are  at  all  as  represented  by  the 
"  Times  "  correspondent,  whether  there 
is  not  so  much  appearance  that  the 
officers  concerned  have  acted  in  contra- 
vention of  the  orders  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  prohibiting  unnecessary  and  vin- 
dictive attacks  on  and  slaughter  of 
Afghans,  as  to  render  an  immediate 
inquiry  necessary  ? 

The  Mabquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  must  point  out,  in  the  first  place,  to  the 
hon.  Gentleman  that  the  extracts  which 
he  has  read  conveyed  generally  an 
accurate  idea  of  what  has  taken  place  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  Cabul.  I  am  un- 
willing to  take  up  the  time  of  the  House 
by  reading  very  long  documents  in  reply 
to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question ;  but 
when  the  character  of  our  officers  is 
attacked  it  is  necessary  that  I  should 
put  the  House  in  possession  of  the 
exact  facts  upon  which  the  attack  is 
founded.  The  account  of  the  affair  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers  is  given 
in  2%e  Times  of  last  Monday  in  the 
following  words : — 

"  On  learning  that  the  Ghazni  Field  Force 
was  returning  from  Char-Asiab  towards  tiiis 
place  on  the  26th  ult.,  the  whole  of  the  tribal 
gatherings  which  had  collected  in  the  Logar 
Valley  with  hostile  intentions  dispersed  to 
Zurmat,  Gharwar,  Maidan,  and  Wardak.  The 
liOgaris  themselves  had  steadfastly  refused  to 
join  them.  Three  days  ago,  however,  the 
political  officer,  Colonel  Euan  Smith,  learnt  that 
under  the  influence  of  Sirdar  ^lahomed  Hassan 
Khan,  the  late  Governor  of  Jellalabad,  the 
Zurmat  men  had  again  collected  to  the  number 
of  800  or  900  at  the  large  village  of  Padkhow, 
where  they  had  been  joined  by  the  above  Sirdar. 
It  was  further  learnt  that  in  this  new  movement 
Sirdars  Hassim  Khan  and  Abdullah  Khan, 
whose  flight  from  Cabul  was  noticed  last  week, 
had  joined.  These  latter  Sirdars  had  sent  into 
Logar  offering  large  rewards  for  men  and  arms, 
and  requesting  the  people  to  assemble  and  await 
their  arrival.  They  promised  to  bring  a  large 
following  from  the  vicinity  of  KhoorS  Cabul, 
and  stated  that  they  would  be  joined  by  12,000 
men  from  "Maidan.  As  the  ooUeotton  at 
Padkhow,  Uieref  ore,  seemed  likely  to  beoome  the 
nucleus  of  a  large  gathering,  it  was  determined 
to  break  itupatonoe.  Accordingly, QeneralUiUs 
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ordered  a  cavalry  brigade,  under  General  Ptlli* 
ser,  to  reconnoito^  eariy  on  the  Ist  inst.  towards 
Padkhow,  directing  that  officer,  if  he  foond  the 
enemy,  to  give  the  best  account  of  them  possible. 
The  brigade  consisted  of  the  1st  and  2na  Punjab 
Cavalry  and  the  19th  Bengal  Lancers.  On 
arriving  at  Padkhow  it  was  found  that  the 
enemy  had  taken  flight.  They  were  ovortakcsi 
about  three  miles  off,  trjnng  to  reach  the  abater 
of  the  hills.  They  numbered  some  800,  and  had 
been  deserted,  as  usual,  by  their  leaders.'  When 
they  found  that  escape  was  impoasible,  they 
stood  at  bay  and  died  bravely,  llie  pursuit 
continued  for  six  miles,  and  200  of  them 
kiUed." 


Thus,  while  the  statement  in  lite  Ti\ 
is  that  the  gathering  fled  on  the 
approach  of  the  troops,  the  fact  is  that 
an  engagement  occurred  before  the 
enemy  were  broken.  The  telegram 
which  I  received  on  the  7th  of  July  from 
the  Viceroy  of  India  gives  a  somewhat 
different  account  of  the  affair.  It  is  as 
follows : — 

''  Yours,  6th.  Facts  about  Padkhow  fi^  as 
follow  : — On  Ist  July  General  Hills  hearing  of 
gathering  near  his  camp  at  Zai^gun  Shahr,  sent 
out  Palliscr  with  550  cavalry  to  disperse  it. 
Palliser  found  the  enemy  1,500  strong  near 
Padkhow.  Our  cavalrv  attacked  and  broke 
them,  pursuing  some  miles,  and  killing  over  300. 
Our  loss,  three  killed.  Captain  Barrow  and  24 
men  wounded.  Enemy  were  Zurmatccs. 
Stewart  thinks  fight  will  have  excellent  effect. 
Gatherings   numerous  and  excited  greatly  by 

fri vate  letter  of  negotiation  with  Abdnirahman. 
t  is  necessary  for  military  security  and  supply 
not  to  allow  ourselves  to  bo  hemmed  in,  and 
Hills  was  right  in  dispersing  the  Zurmatees. 

The  House  will  see  that  it  is  impossible, 
as  long  as  our  Forces  remain  at  Gabul, 
to  permit  armed  gatherings  of  the 
Afghan  Tribes  of  this  kind  to  be  held  in 
the  neighbourhood.  Strict  orders  Lave 
been  issued  that  no  unnecessair  military 
demonstrations  should  be  made  during 
the  stay  of  our  troops  in  Afghanistan. 


CLEVELAND  IRONIVORKS,  MIDDLES. 

BOROUGH. 

Mr.  MAODONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
inquest  held  on  the  bodies  of  three  men 
who  were  killed  by  a  ffdLof  staging  at 
Cleveland  Ironworks,  Middlesborough, 
a  report  of  which  appeared  in  the 
'' Northern  Echo"  on  2nd  instant;  if 
his  notice  has  been  directed  to  the  fiiict 
that  the  coroner  suggested  to  the  jury — 

'*  That  they  should  not  add  any  rc«ominaida. 
tion  to  their  firdiot  as  to  Uio  preTositi<mof  aimUar 
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accidcnU  in  future.  There  were  able  men  at  | 
the  head  of  the  firm  of  Bolckow,  Yaughan,  and 
Co.  who  would  take  the  matter  into  their  con* 
sideratton  and  devise  whatever  they  could  to 
prevent  the  recurrence  of  a  similar  accident  in 
future ;  '* 

T^hether  it  be  true  that  the  Coroner  is 
himself  a  partner  in  the  Linthorpe  Iron- 
worksy  Solicitor  to  the  firm  of  Bolckow, 
Vaughan,  and  Co.,  to  Bell  Brothers, 
and  to  many  others  of  the  Ironmakers 
near  Middlesborough ;  and,  if  it  is  cus- 
tomary that  the  legal  representatiyes  of 
large  employers  are  appointed  to  act  as 
coroners  in  the  district  where  they  may 
be  situated,  where  they  may  be  called 
upon  to  make  inquiries  relating  to  deaths 
that  may  take  place  at  their  own  works, 
or  at  those  they  may  frequently  be  called 
upon  to  represent  in  their  professional 
character  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  he  had  received  a  communi- 
cation from  the  Coroner,  who  stated  that 
the  report  quoted  in  the  Question  of 
what  he  told  the  jury  was  inaccurate,  as 
dearly  appeared  from  the  correct  reports 
ffiven  by  several  other  newspapers. 
What  the  Coroner  really  said  was  that 
no  doubt  the  jurv  would  recommend 
the  manager  of  the  firm  of  Bolckow, 
Vaughan  &  Co.  to  take  steps  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  such  an  accident ;  but 
he  advised  them,  instead  of  expressing 
an  opinion  as  to  the  precise  course  to  be 
adopted,  to  leave  that  to  the  able  mana- 
ger of  the  concern.  A  statement  from 
Uie  foreman  of  the  jury  fully  confirmed 
this  account  of  what  the  Coroner  ac- 
tually said.  The  Coroner  denied  that  he 
was,  directly  or  indirectly,  interested  in 
any  of  the  works  either  as  a  partner  or 
shareholder.  That  gentleman  said  he 
had  been  Coroner  for  many  years,  and 
no  doubt  as  to  his  impartiality  had  ever 
yet  been  raised.  Eminent  solicitors  were 
voir  often  and  very  properly  employed 
as  Coroners ;  indeend,  they  were  the  oest 
men  who  could  be  found  to  fill  the  office. 
Of  course,  it  constantly  happened  that 
when  a  person  was  the  best  solicitor  in 
a  neighbourhood  he  was  emnloyed  by 
personn  of  all  descriptions.  \o  doubt 
in  that  sense  this  gentleman  had  been 
employed  by  individuak  who  required 
legal  advice  and  assistance.  He  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member's  Question  was 
founded  on  the  inaccurate  report  given 
in  a  newspaper  of  what  the  Coroner 
said. 


ARMY— THE   ROYAL  ARTILLERY  AND 
ROYAL  ENGINEERS. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  act  on  the  Address  of 
this  House,  during  the  Session  of  1879, 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Eoval  Commis- 
sion on  tne  grievances  of  the  Eoyal 
Artillery  and  Eoyal  Engineers;  and, 
if  not,  what  steps  have  been  or  will 
be  taken  to  inquire  into  those  gpriev- 
ances  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS:  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  I  have  to  state 
that  when  I  took  Office  I  found  that,  al- 
though the  preliminary  steps  had  been 
taken  for  the  appointment  of  the  Royal 
Commission  for  which  an  Address  was 
voted  by  this  House  on  March  14,  1879, 
14  months  had  elapsed  since  that  Ad- 
dress, and  the  arrangements  for  the 
Commission  had  not  been  completed.  I 
may  say  that  no  answer  had  been  re- 
turned to  the  Address,  which  had  been 
carried  by  a  majority  of  only  one.  Un- 
der these  circumsta!nces,  I  looked  very 
carefully  into  the  questions  raised  in  the 
debate  and  in  the  Address  itself ;  and  I 
have  found  that  most  of  them  were  such 
as  could  be  better  dealt  with  by  a  De- 
partmental Committee  than  by  the  more 
cumbrous  machinery  of  a  Royal  Com- 
mission; but  that  the  most  impor- 
tant question — that  is  to  say,  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  Artillery  and 
Engineer  officers  might  be  selected 
for  commands  or  appointments  on 
the  General  Staff — was  a  matter  not  so 
much  for  a  Royal  Commission  or  a  Com- 
mittee as  for  the  Secretary  of  State  on 
his  responsibility.  A  Memorandum  has 
been  accordingly  signed  by  His  Royal 
Hiffhness  the  Commanaer  -in  -  Chief 
and  approved  by  me  in  the  following 
terms— 

''All  appointmentfl  of  general  officers  to 
difltricts  at  homo  or  abroad,  and  all  Army 
Staff  appointments,  will  be  equally  open  to 
officers  of  the  Royal  Artillery  and  Roj'al  Enfri. 
neers  and  to  officers  of  all  otnttr  branches  of  Uie 
Service." 

The  Departmental  Committee,  which 
consists  of  Lord  Morlev,  General  Taylor, 
Colonel  Sir  John  Stokes,  R.E.,  Colonel 
Reilly,  R.  A.,  and  Mr.  Knox,  is  now 
mating  good  progress. 
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TREATY  OF  BERLIN— THE  BERLIN 
CONFERENCE— TURKEY. 

SiK  H.  DRUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
any  communicatious  have  taken  place 
between  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
other  Governments  as  to  the  employ- 
ment of  coercive  measures  towards  Tur- 
key in  the  event  of  that  Power  refusing 
to  accept  tho  recommendations  of  the 
Conference  of  Berlin ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther such  communications  can  be  laid 
before  Parliament;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  before  entering 
into  any  engagements  will,  in  the  event 
of  such  measures  being  considered  ne- 
cessar}',  give  due  notice  thereof  to  Par- 
liament, if  sitting  at  the  time,  or,  in 
case  of  their  being  adopted  during  the 
recess,  will  summon  Parliament  to  con- 
sider them  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  think  I  need 
hardly  remind  the  House  that,  setting 
apart  exceptional  cases,  it  is  not  usual 
to  make  announcements  respecting  events 
which  are  future  and  contingent,  nor  to 
enter  into  engagements  with  respect  to 
such  events,  nor  to  determine,  in  concert 
with  foreign  Powers,  beforehand,  what 
course  should  be  taken  with  regai*d  to 
them.  I  have,  therefore,  no  direct  in- 
formation to  give  to  the  hou.  Member 
at  this  time  on  the  three  Questions  he 
has  put  to  me.  I  have  only  to  say,  Sir, 
that  our  policy  continues  to  be  to  prose- 
cute to  the  best  of  our  ability  the  faith- 
ful execution  and  fulfilment  of  the  con- 
ditions of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  and  to 
prosecute  that  policy  in  concert  with  the 
united  Powers  of  Europe ;  that  with  re- 
spect to  the  gravest  of  the  pressing 
questions  now  pending  the  Powers  of 
Europe,  as  represented  in  Conference  at 
Berlin,  have  in  entire  imion  arrived  at  a 
conclusion;  that  that  conclusion,  how- 
ever, has  not  yet  been  formally  presented 
to  the  Porte ;  that  we  have  usually  found 
that  when  there  has  been  a  real  union 
between  the  Powers  of  Europe  the 
Porte  has  wisely  deferred  to  their  judg- 
ment and  adopted  their  conclusions; 
and  that  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  just 
or  respectful  to  the  Porte  that  we  should, 
under  the  existing  circumstances,  anti- 
cipate that  that  will  not  be  the  case,  in 
answer  to  a  Question  which  assumes 
that  in  the  face  of  the  conclusion  unani- 
mously arrived  at  bv  the  Powers  the 
Forte  will  be  disposed  to  resist  that  con- 


clusion. I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
consistent  with  deference  or  with  justice 
to  the  Porte  to  foreshadow  such  an  event. 
With  reference  to  giving  information  to 
Parliament  and  obtaining  its  sanction, 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see 
that  these  are  questions  which  do  not 
admit  of  a  determinate  answer.  We 
shall  endeavour  to  be  guided  by  the 
best  precedents  and  the  best  understood 
rules  of  other  times,  and  by  a  strict  ob- 
servance of  public  faith  and  a  due  re- 
s^ard  to  the  sound  and  well-considored 
judgment  of  Europe. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CAiSE  OF  ARTHUR 

GEORGE. 

Mb.  PASSMOBE  EDWAEDS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  it  is  correct,  as 
reported  in  the  papers,  that,  at  the 
Cambridge  Police  Court  yesterday  a 
youth  named  Arthur  George  was  con- 
victed of  stealing  a  rosebud  from  a  gpar- 
den  in  Madineley  Boad,  and  sentenced 
to  three  months'  imprisonment  without 
the  option  of  a  fine,  the  prisoner  having 
received  a  recommendation  to  mercy 
from  his  undergraduate  Sunday  School 
teacher,  who  offered  to  pay  any  fine; 
and,  if  the  statements  are  aocurate,  whe- 
ther he  will  take  the  matter  into  his  consi- 
deration with  a  view  to  a  reduction  of 
the  punishment  ? 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAKOOUET,  in 
reply,  said,  no  more  serious  responsibi- 
lity attached  to  his  Office  than  that 
which  called  upon  him  to  interfere  with 
the  judgment  of  constituted  tribunals. 
So  much  interference  must  be  exercised 
with  caution,  eo  as  not  to  shake  the 
authority  of  the  law  or  of  those  by 
whom  it  was  administered.  At  the 
same  time,  he  must  say  there  could  be 
no  greater  error  in  the  adminiatration 
of  justice  than  to  allow  a  measure  of 
punishment  to  be  passed  bejrond  what 
public  opinion  would  support.  In  the 
present  case  he  had  received  a  letter 
from  the  magistrates  in  reply  to  one  by 
himself.  From  this  it  appeared  that 
many  complaints  had  been  made  of  rob* 
beries  from  gardens  near  Cambridge, 
and  consequently  a  police  officer  was  set 
to  watch  them.  The  prisoner,  Arthur 
George,  was  caught  about  4  o'dock  on 
Sunday  morning^,  having  twice  oomo 
from  ms  house  with  the  intention,  as  the 
magistrate  believed,  of  committing  a  de- 
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predation.  He  was  18  or  19  years  old, 
and  there  was  another  conyiction  against 
him  of  wilM  damage  to  a  plate-glass 
window.  In  the  circumstances,  the 
magistrates  thought  it  desirable  to  in- 
flict serious  punishment  on  the  culprit. 
It  was  worthy  of  remark,  however,  that 
the  statement  received  from  the  magis- 
trates did  not  state  imder  what  stahite 
they  passed  sentence,  nor  what  sentence 
they,  in  fact,  passed.  He  had  called 
the  attention  of  the  magistrates  to  these 
important  omissions  in  their  Eeport.  If 
the  sentence  were  one  of  three  months' 
hard  labour,  he  must,  express  his  opinion 
that  it  was  excessive  and  disproportionate 
to  the  offence.  Considering,  however, 
that  the  offence  was  committed  with  de- 
liberation at  4  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
it  certainly  deserved  serious  punish- 
ment. Still,  to  sentence  a.  boy  to 
three  months'  imprisonment  with  hard 
labour  for  an  offence  of  this  character 
was,  in  his  opinion,  more  calculated  to 
excite  sympathy  for  the  offender  than 
condemnation  of  the  offence.  He  should 
state  his  opinion  to  the  magistrates,  and 
take  measures  for  a  mitigation  of  the 
sentence. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 
4tm  east  YORK  ARTILLERY  VOLUN- 
TEERS. 

Mr.  NOBWOOD  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  can  now 
state  the  result  of  the  ini^uiry  held  at 
Hull,  on  the  25th  ultimo,  into  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  4th  East  York  Artillery 
Volunteers  on  the  16th  June  last;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared  to  institute  a 
searching  inquiry  into  all  the  circum- 
stances whicn  have  led  to  the  affair 
above  referred  io^  in  compliance  with 
the  request  made  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment, by  a  Besolution  of  the  Hull 
Town  Council  at  a  special  meeting  ? 

Mb.  OHILDERS:  Before  answering 
this  Question  I  mapr  be  allowed  to  cor- 
rect an  inaccuracy  in  the  reply  which  I 
f^ve  to  a  former  Question  on  this  sub- 
ject. I  said  that  in  1879  Colonel  Saner 
and  three  other  officers  brought  certain 
charges  against  Colonel  Humphrey. 
Colonel  Saner  wrote  to  me  as  to  tms 
reply,  and  on  looking  into  the  Papers  I 
am  satisfied  that  he  was  not  one  of  those 
who  preferred  the  oharffes,  but  that  he 
only  forwarded  them.  In  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the  re. 


suit  of  the  inquiry  held  at  Hull  on  the 
25  th  of  June  into  the  proceedings  of  the 
16th  of  June  was  that  Lord  Londes- 
borough,  the  hon.  Colonel  of  the  regi- 
ment, whose  resignation  was  withdrawn 
at  my  request  and  that  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief, went  to  Hull  and  noti- 
fied, on  the  5th  instant,  to  the  corps  the 
decision  that  Her  Majesty  dispensed 
with  the  services  of  Colonel  Humphrey 
and  three  other  officers.  Lord  Londes- 
borough,  from  whom  we  eu'C  receiving 
every  assistance,  has  been  requested  to 
recommend  a  new  lieutenant-colonel 
commandant  and  other  officers  for  the 
present  vacancies.  As  to  my  hon. 
Friend's  second  Question,  I  do  not 
clearly  understand  what  inquiry  the 
Town  Council  of  Hull  desire  unless  it 
be  that  I  should  review  my  Predecessor's 
decisions.  That  I  am  not  prepared  to 
do ;  but  if,  when  the  vacancies  in  the 
corps  are  filled  up  and  matters  are  in  a 
more  settled  state,  my  hon.  Friend  will 
move  for  the  Papers  I  think  I  shall  be 
able  to  give  them. 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  read  in  the 
newspapers  that  when  these  officers 
were  dismissed  as  the  result  of  the  in- 
quiry they  were  cheered  by  the  men 
upon  the  breaking  up  of  the  meeting. 
Tuat  was  a  grave  matter  as  regarded 
discipline,  and  he  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther it  was  true. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  he  should  hesi- 
tate to  answer  that  Question  without 
Notice.  He  thought  he  had  read  in 
the  newspapers  something  to  the  effect 
stated  by  tne  noble  Lord;  but  it  did 
not  appear,  if  he  remembered  rightly, 
in  the  report  of  the  officer  from  York 
who  was  present  on  that  occasion,  be« 
cause,  as  he  understood,  the  matter  oc- 
curred after  the  officer  had  dismissed 
the  corps.  Considering  the  present  con- 
dition of  affairs,  His  Boyal  Highness 
the  Commander-in-Chief  and  himself 
did  not  think  it  necessary  to  institute 
an  inquiry. 

ORDER-EVICTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Lord  QEOBGE  HAMILTON  was 
about  to  put  a  Question  on  this  subject, 
when— 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  he 
noticed  in  the  terms  of  the  Question  some- 
thing which  referred  to  what  had  been 
statedinapreviousdebatethisSession.  If 
that  were  so  the  noble  Lord  could  hardly 
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assumption  beyond  the  words  I  used. 
The  Question  would  oblige  me  to  refer 
to  a  past  debate,  and  I  cannot  answer  it 
without  such  reference. 

Mr.  speaker  :  It  certainly  does 
appear  to  me  now,  from  the  conversa* 
tion  which  has  taken  place  on  this  matter, 
that  the  Question  put  by  the  noble  Lord 
does  refer  to  a  past  debute  of  this 
Session.  I  am  bound  to  say  that  any 
reference  to  what  has  been  said  in  a  past 
debate  of  this  Session  would  be  irre- 
gular. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed,  as  a 
matter  of  personal  explanation,  to  state 
that  he  was  quite  ready  to  meet  the 
noble  Lord  in  debate  upon  the  question. 


be  in  Order  in  putting  the  Question,  and 
he  asked  for  the  ruling  of  the  Speaker 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  understand  the 
object  of  the  noble  Lord's  Question  is  to 
inquire  whether  a  certain  Return  can  be 
laid  before  the  House.  I  do  not  ob- 
serve in  it  any  reference  to  a  former  de- 
bate. Any  reference  to  what  was  said 
in  a  former  debate  this  Session  would  be 
irregidar. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  can  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  tabulated  Return 
of  the  landlords  whom  it  is  alleged 
have  availed  themselves  of  the  present 
disastrous  state  of  things  to  improve 
their  estates,  by  adding  farm  to  farm  in 
order  to  grow  sheep  instead  of  men; 
such  Return  giving  the  number  of 
farms  cleared,  and  the  imcrease  in  the 
value  of  each  individual  estate  so  con- 
solidated. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  am  not 
aware  of  the  allegation  to  which  the 
Question  refers  having  been  made.  It 
was  not  made  by  myself ;  and  if  it  was 
made  by  any  other  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment perhaps  it  would  have  been 
better  if  the  noble  Lord  had  asked  such 
Member.  What  I  believe  has  been 
stated  is  this— that  it  is  very  desirable  to 
prevent  landlords  from  so  availing  them- 
selves, and  a  Bill,  of  which  probably  the 
noble  Lord  is  aware,  has  been  brought 
forward  for  that  purpose. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON :  Ami 
to  understand  that  any  assertion  or  any 
allegation  to  the  effect  mentioned  in  my 
Question  is  based  upon  pure  assumption 
if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  is  not  able 
to  adduce  any  facts  ? 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  I  would 
venture  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  who 
was  himself  a  Member  of  the  late 
Administration,  Does  he  mean  to  say 
that  those  allegations  were  made  in 
this  House  by  a  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  this  Session,  be- 
cause I  have  been  informed  by  you,  Sir, 
that  to  put  such  a  Question  wordd  be 
exceedingly  irregular?  I  now  beg  to 
ask  him  when  and  where  and  how  the 
allegation  was  made  ? 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  I  think  the 
noble  Lord  is  really  asking  me  a  Ques- 
tion which  wordd  ultimat^v  lead  to  a 
debate.  I  endeavoured  to  nve  as  dear 
an  answer  as  I  could.    I  demur  to  any 

Mr.  A.  M.  SuUivan 


CONTKOVERTKD  ELFXTIOXS— XOT- 
TENGHA31  ELECTION  PETmOX. 

Mb.  a.  BALFOUR  asked  Mr.  Attor- 
ney  General,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  the  Shorthand 
Writers'  Notes  of  the  Proceedings  in  the 
Court  of  Common  Pleas  relative  to  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Nottingham  Election 
Petition  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Henby  James),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
duty  of  the  shorthand  writer  seemed  to 
be  confined  to  taking  notes  of  the  evi- 
dence and  of  the  remarks  of  the  Judg^ ; 
but  there  were  no  notes  in  this  case  that 
could  be  laid  on  the  Table. 

GOVERNOR  STRAIIAX. 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  he  has  any  objection  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  a  Copy  of  a  Despatch 
dated  November  16th,  1877,  addressed 
by  Lord  Carnarvon  to  Gk)vemor  Strahan? 

Mr.  grant  duff  :  No,  Sir. 

THE  PALACE  OF  WESTmXSTER— THE 
CLOCK  IN  PAL*VCE  YARD. 

Mb.  forester  asked  the  Chief 
Commissioner  of  Works,  If  he  would 
state  the  expenditure  incurred  in  re- 
pairing the  face  of  the  clock  in  the 
tower  of  Westminster  Palace  looking 
towards  Buckingham  Palace,  and  when 
there  is  any  likelihood  of  its  being 
finished? 

Mb.  ADAM:  The  cost  of  execnting 
the  necessary  repairs,  painting  and  re- 
g^ding  the  west  face  of  the  dock,  the 
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ironwork  BurroundiDg  it,  repairing  the 
hands  of  the  clock,  the  metal  framework 
and  the  opal  glass,  has  been  about  £240. 
The  dock  has  been  going  since  Satur- 
day last,  and  the  scaffolding  is  aU  down. 
These  repairs  are  of  a  dangerous  nature, 
and  can  only  be  undertaken  during  the 
summer  months,  and  therefore,  unfor- 
tunately, while  the  House  is  sitting. 
This  is  the  first  time  the  clock  face  has 
been  cleaned  since  it  was  erected.  A 
special  scaffolding  had  to  be  designed 
and  completed ;  and  I  cannot  say  that, 
considering  the  difficulty  of  the  work,  it 
has  taken  an  unreasonable  time  to  com- 
plete. 

CrV^IL  SERVICE  STORES. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether,  in  the 
event  of  the  Treasury  issuing  an  order 
in  accordance  with  the  siiggestions  con- 
tained in  his  reply  to  the  deputation  on 
Oivil  Service  Stores,  it  is  mtended  to 
make  such  order  apply  to  the  Civil 
Servants  who  now  use  their  leisure  time 
in  the  manag^ement  of  these  stores ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  it  is  intended  to  compen- 
sate these  gentlemen  for  the  loss  of  a 
large  portion  of  their  incomes,  they 
having  infringed  no  existing  regulation 
of  the  Service  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN,  in  reply,  said, 
he  was  still  in  correspondence  with  the 
members  of  the  deputation  of  traders 
who  saw  him  on  the  subject ;  and  until 
that  correspondence  was  completed  he 
was  unable  to  lay  their  wishes  before 
the  other  Members  of  the  Gt)vemment 
or  to  make  any  statement  as  to  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Qovemment  in  reference 
to  the  subject.  But,  speaking  for  him- 
self, he  must  say  he  thought  the  active 
management  by  Oivil  servants  on  full 
pay  of  great  commercial  undertakings, 
though  nominally  confined  to  their 
leisure  time,  was  not  comtemplated  when 
the  conditions  of  employment  were 
settled  ;  and  he  was  of  opinion  that  the 
acceptance  of  such  responsibilities  under 
the  circumstances  was  exceedingly  pre- 
judicial to  the  public  interest.  He  would 
not  be  inclined  to  recommend  compen- 
sation if  it  were  thought  desirable  to 
discourage  such  occupation. 

Mb.  FINIGAN  asked  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  or  only  his 
own  on  the  Question  he  had  put  ? 


Mb.  chamberlain  had  stated 
distinctly  that  he  expressed  his  personal 
opinion  only. 

ARMY—THE  ROYAL  WARRANT  OP  1878. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  wish  to  appeal  to 
the  Chair  and  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Clare  (Captain  O'Shea)  on 
a  matter  which  stnctly  has  reference  to 
the  order  and  reg^arity  of  our  proceed- 
ings. What  happened  was  this — The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  dare  some 
days  since  put  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  of 
a  Question  to  me,   whicn  was   subse- 

2uently  postponed  till  to-dav.  That 
tuestion  involves  a  serious  reflection  on 
the  action  of  one  of  the  principal  officers 
of  the  War  Office,  His  Koyal  Highness 
the  Commander-in-Chief.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  does  not  now  propose 
to  put  that  Question  at  all,  and  he  has 
asked  you  not  to  call  upon  him  to  put 
it.  The  point  I  wish  to  pat  to  you,  Sir. 
and  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  is 
this — ^Whether,  after  a  Question  of  that 
kind  has  been  placed  on  the  Paper  for 
so  many  days,  after  it  has  become  the 
subject  of  discussion,  I  believe,  in  every 
newspaper  of  the  country,  having  refer- 
ence to  a  matter  of  so  much  interest,  and 
involving  the  action  of  an  officer  of  so 
much  responsibility  as  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  an  opportunity  should  not  bo 
given  for  answering  the  Question  ? 

Captain  O'Shea.  did  not  rise  to  put 
the  Question. 

Mb.  CHILDERS:  If  the  House 
wishes  it  I  will  answer  the  Question. 

Captain  O'SHEA  then  rose  and  read 
the  following  Question  which  stood  upon 
the  Papei 


"  To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
Whether  there  is  in  force  an  Article  in  the  Royal 
Warrant  of  1878  which  lays  down  that  a  Lieu- 
tenant Qoneral  who  has  been,  for  the  con- 
venience of  the  Service,  appointed  a  General  for 
the  purposes  of  a  Campaign,  may,  upon  the 
special  recommendation  of  the  Commander  in 
Chief,  be  confirmed  in  the  rank  he  has  so  held 
if  he  has  conducted  himself  to  Her  Majesty's 
satinfaction  in  the  Field ;  whether  any  cases  have 
recently  occurred  in  which  the  above-mentioned 
recommendation  has  l)ocn  withheld ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  any  minutes  or  statements  have  been 
made  by  the  Commander  in  Chief  of  his  reasons 
for  withholding  such  recommendation ;  whether 
any  inquiries  have  been  made  by  him  as  to  the 
groundjB  on  which  it  has  been  withheld  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  state  in  what  respect  the  oflScers 
unrecommended,  if  any,  have  been  found  to 
have  acquitted  themselvcA  unsatisfactorily  of 
th^  duUefl  in  the  Field  V 
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Mb.  CHILDEBS  :  I  am  glad  the  hon. 
and  ^^allant  G^nUemaii  has  put  the 
Question,  although  I  doubt  whether  it 
is  expedient  to  put  it  at  all,  as  it  relates 
essentially  to  a  matter  concerning  the 
discipline  of  the  Army  and  promotion  in 
the  AzmTi  as  to  which  it  is  not  custom- 
ary to  aadress  the  House  of  Commons. 
Under  the  Eoyal  Warrant  of  1854,  a 
colonel,  majorgeneral,  or  lieutenant  gene- 
ral, who  has  been  allowed  the  temporary 
rank  of  major  general,  lieutenant  gene- 
ral, or  general,  as  the  case  may  be,  for 
the  purpose  of  a  command,  and  who  has 
held  that  command  and  conducted  him- 
self to  Her  Majesty's  satisfaction  for 
five  years  in  time  of  peace,  or  for  any 
shorter  period  in  war,  may,  under  the 
recommendation  of  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  have  his  temporary  rank  made 
permanent.  This  provision  was  founded 
upon  a  recommendation  of  Lord  Har- 
dinge's  Boyal  Commission,  who  advised 
that  colonels  only  who  had  held  the 
temporary  rank  of  major  general  should 
be  '*  entitled ''  to  have  it  confirmed  after 
the  qualifying  service.  Lord  Herbert, 
however,  in  framing  the  Warrant,  struck 
out  the  word  ''  entitled,"  and  extended 
the  provisions  to  m^or  generals  and 
lieutenant  generals.  This  provision  has 
been  continued  in  subsequent  Warrants. 
When  the  Warrant  of  1877  was  under 
discussion  it  was  proposed  to  omit  this 

frovision  altogether,  for  a  reason  which 
am  about  to  explain ;  but  my  Prede- 
cessor, Lord  Cranbrook,  allowed  it  to 
remain,  only  requiring  that  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
should  be  '*  special ; "  and  that  word 
was  accordingly  introduced.  The  pro- 
posal to  omit  the  provision  altogether  is 
intelligible  when  I  inform  the  House 
that  it  has  never  been  acted  upon ;  for 
although  officers  holding  temporary 
rank  have  sometimes  been  promoted  to 
permanent  rank,  it  has  never  been  done 
under  this  clause.  I  find  that  since  the 
provision  first  appeared  in  the  Warrant 
of  1854  no  less  than  44  cases  have  oc- 
curred of  officers  of  the  ranks  I  have 
named  having  been  allowed  temporary 
rank  for  the  convenience  of  the  Service 
and  for  the  purpose  of  a  command. 
These  cases  include  the  names  of  Sir 
Hope  Grant,  who  commanded  in  the 
last  China  War  of  1860,  Sir  Duncan 
Cameron,  and  many  others;  but,  as  I 
have  said,  in  no  instance  has  the  officer 
been  promoted  under  this  clause,  al- 


though, in  some  oases,  he  was  promoted 
afterwards,  under  Clause  49,  for  distin- 
guished service  in  the  field.  Li .  sevenl 
cases  distinguished  officers  have  applied 
for  the  Commander-in-Chiefs  special 
recommendation  to  confirm  the  tempo- 
rary rank ;  but  it  has  been  uniformly  re* 
fused.  Under  these  circumstanoee,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  wiU,  I  think, 
not  require  me  to  describe  the  grounds 
on  which  these  recommendations  have 
not  been  made  during  the  last  26  years. 
I  may,  however,  add  that  it  has  been 
suggested  that  the  word  "  may  "  in  the 
Warrant  ought  to  have  the  meaning  of 
''  shall,"  and  that  the  Warrant  must  be 
interpreted  as  if  the  word  **  entitled," 
deliberately  struck  out  by  Lord  Herbeii 
in  1854,  were  to  be  found  there.  This 
serious  claim,  reversing  the  decisions  of 
my  Predecessors  during  the  last  26 
years,  is  now  under  consideration ;  and 
I  have  thought  it  necessary  to  take  care- 
ful legal  advice  on  the  subject  before 
actine  on  my  authority  as  interpreter  of 
EoyaJ  Warrants. 

MAINTENANCE  OF  MAIN  KOADS. 

Sib  BALDWYN  LEIGHTON  asked 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  in  consequence  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  having  had  no  op- 
portunity of  explaining  their  views  on 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mid-Somerset  as  to  the  cost  of  Main 
Beads,  he  can  state  whether  the  (Go- 
vernment intends  to  propose  any  mea* 
sure  on  the  subject  for  the  relief  of 
owners  and  occupiers  ? 

Mr.DODSON:  The  Government  have 
no  intention  of  proposing  any  measure 
with  regard  to  main  roads  during  the 

E resent  Session;  but  a  Committee  has 
een  appointed  by  the  House  of  Lcvdji 
to  inquire  into  the  whole  subject  of  high- 
ways, and  they  hope  to  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  seeing  the  Report  of  that 
Committee  before  detenmning  what 
further  legislation  is  necessaiy. 

EDUCATION   DEPARTMENT- 
TEACHERS'  CERTIFICATES. 

Baron  HENBY  DE  WORMS  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council,  Whe- 
ther, in  view  of  the  continued  complaints 
of  teachers  under  the  Educational  De- 
partment in  all  parts  of  the  country, 
the  Department  will  in  fiiture,  before 
suspending  or  cancelling  any  teacher's 
certificate,  give  the  teacher  agiunst  whom 
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a  cbarge  is  made  an  opportunity,  either 
in  person  or  by  a  representative,  of  learn- 
ing the  nature  of  such  charge,  and  of 
making  such  explanations  b»  may  be 
necessary? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  :  On  the  27th  of 
May  I  stated  fully,  in  reply  to  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon),  the  practice  of  the  Education 
Department  m  dealing  with  charges 
affecting  teachers'  certificates.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that 
no  certificate  will  be  suspended  or  can- 
celled without  the  teacher  being  fully 
informed  of  the  nature  of  the  chaige 
against  him,  and  without  the  most  ample 
onportunity  being  afforded  him  of  re- 
plying thereto,  and  of  making  such  ex- 
?lanations  as  he  may  deem  necessary, 
am  not  of  opinion,  however,  that  any 
good  purpose  would  be  served  by  per- 
sonal explanations,  and  I  am  entirely  op- 
posed to  the  intervention  of  third  parties. 


NAVY  —  RE-ORGANIZATION  OF  THE 
MARINE  CORPS— THE  ROYAL  MA- 
RINE ARTILLERY. 

Captain  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty,  Whether  it  is  the  case 
that  recruiting  for  the  Boyal  Marine  Ar- 
tilleipr  has  been  stopped  or  considerably 
restricted,  and  for  what  reason;  also, 
whether  the  Government  will  give  hon- 
ourable Members  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sidering the  Beport  of  tne  Conmiittee  on 
the  Reorganization  of  the  Marine  Corps 
during  the  present  Session,  and  before 
coming  to  a  decision  on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  SELAW  LEFEVRE  :  The  late 
Board  of  Admiralty,  in  November  last, 
suspended  recruiting  for  the  corps  of 
Marine  Artillery,  but  not  for  the  larger 
corps  of  Marine  Infantry.  Pending  con- 
sideration of  the  questions  affecting  the 
fdneral  body  of  Marines,  the  present 
oard  have  not  as  yet  resumed  recruit- 
ing for  the  Artillery ;  but  it  must  not  be 
assumed  from  this  that  they  have  it  in 
contemplation  to  abolish  or  extinguish 
this  valuable  and  distinguished  corps. 
With  respect  to  the  Departmental  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  I  must  again  re- 
peat that  I  cannot  say  whether  it  will  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  until  the 
Admiralty  have  come  to  a  decision  upon 
the  general  questions  now  under  their 
consideration  affecting  the  whole  corps 
of  Marines. 


Mr.  DILLWYN  asked  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Committee  of  Council  for 
Education,  When  the  Return  relating 
to  the  removal  of  the  School  of  Mines  to 
South  Kensington,  ordered  in  March 
last,  will  be  presented  to  the  House  ? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA,  in  replv,  said, 
that  the  Return  was  forwarded  to  the 
Home  Office  on  the  2nd  of  July. 

ARMY— HONORARY  COLONELCIES. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  :  I  hope  I  shall  re- 
ceive the  indulgence  of  the  House  in  now 
answering  a  Question  which  I  under- 
stood on  Tuesday  that  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson) 
told  me  that  he  intended  to  ask  me  after 
Notice,  but  which  he  subsequently  ex- 
plained that  he  had  wished  me  to  an- 
swer during  the  debate.  The  Question 
referred  to  details,  and  I  manifestly 
could  not  reply  to  it  without  Notice.  My 
hon.  Friend  wishes  to  know  what  hono- 
rary colonelcies  of  regiments  are  held  by 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  the  Duke  of  Con- 
naught,  and  the  Duke  of  Cambridge, 
and  to  which  of  them  emoluments  are 
attached.  I  find  that  the  honorary 
colonelcy  of  the  10th  Hussars  is  held  by 
the  Prince  of  Wales,  and  that  the  emolu- 
ments derived  from  it  are  £1,350  a-year; 
that  the  honorary  colonelcy  of  the  Gre- 
nadier Guards  is  held  by  the  Duke  of 
Cambridge,  and  that  the  emoluments 
are  £2,200  ^-year.  All  the  other  hono- 
rary colonelcies  held  by  members  of  the 
Royal  Family  are  purely  honorary,  and, 
in  fact,  the  Duke  of  Conna\ight,  when 
made  Colonel-in-Chief  of  the  Rifle  Bri- 
gade, lost  instead  of  gaining  by  the  pro- 
motion. The  Prince  of  Wales  is  Hono- 
rarv  Colonel  of  the  Household  Cavalry, 
ana  the  Duke  of  Cambridge  of  the  17th 
Lancers,  60th  Rifles,  and  the  Ordnance 
Corps. 

MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT— NEW   WRIT  FOR  BER. 
WICK.rPON-TWEED. 

Order  [6th  July]  read,  for  the  issue 
of  a  New  Writ  for  Berwick-upon- 
Tweed. 

Ix)iiD  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
that  owing  to  an  unexpected  delay  the  ne* 
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cessary  formalities  had  not  been  gone 
through  in  connection  with  the  trans- 
ference of  one  of  the  hon.  Members  for 
Berwick  (Mr.  Strutt)  to  the  Upper  House, 
in  succession  to  Lord  Belper.  The  Writ 
which  had  been  moved  for  that  borough 
had,  therefore,  been  prematurely  issued. 
He  accordingly  moved — 

«  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant  to 
the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out  a  supersedeas 
to  the  said  Writ  for  the  Election  of  a  Member 
to  serve,  in  the  present  Parliament,  for  the 
Town  of  Berwick-upon-Tweed." 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  the  noble  Lord  would  not  be  sur- 
prised if  the  House  expected  some  ex- 
planation of  his  extraordinary,  if  not 
unprecedented.  Motion.  The  seat  be- 
came vacant  only  last  week,  and  the 
Writ  was  moved  for  on  Tuesday ;  but  it 
now  appeared  that  at  that  time  the  seat 
was  not  legally  vacant.  He  wished  to 
ask  whether  the  usual  steps  were  taken 
to  ascertain  whether  a  vacancy  really 
existed ;  and  what  it  was  that  influenced 
the  noble  Lord  in  moving  for  the  Writ 
in  such  unusual  haste?  It  was  just 
possible  that,  in  a  town  like  Berwick- 
on-Tweed,  it  miffht  be  important  to  a 
party  to  have  the  election  over  with 
great  speed.  He  was  not  going  to  make 
such  a  statement ;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  would  point  out  that  various  con- 
structions might  be  put  on  the  action  of 
the  noble  Lord.  At  all  events,  the 
House  ought  to  have  some  further  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

Lord  RICHARD  GROSVENOR  said, 
that  the  facts  were  very  simple.  He 
had  moved  for  the  Writ  a  Uttle  too 
hastily,  as  he  understood  that  when  a 
vacancy  occurred  by  the  death  of  a  Peer 
his  eldest  son  immediately  thereupon 
became  ip»o  facto  a  Peer.  He  was  not 
aware  that  certain  formalities  had  to  be 

fone  through ;  and,  if  there  had  not 
een  unexpected  delay  in  this  case,  those 
formalities,  which  were  very  simple, 
would  have  been  observed,  and  there 
would  have  been  no  occasion  to  move 
for  the  Writ  of  Supersedeas.  He  trusted 
that  this  explanation  would  be  satisfac- 
tory. 

Motion  agreed  to. 


PARLIAMENT— PUBUC   BUSINESS. 

Sir  STAFFORD   NORTHCOTE 
inquired  what  Business  the  (Government 

I^d  Richard  Growenor 


proposed  to  take  at  the  Morning  Sitting 
to-morrow  and  on  Mond^? 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE  asked. 
Whether  a  time  could  be  fixed  for  the 
second  reading  of  the  Burials  Bill  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  the 
Burials  Bill  would  not  be  taken  next 
week.  The  Business  to-morrow  would 
depend  upon  the  course  of  the  debate 
to-night  on  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance (Ireland)  Bill.  If  it  were  not 
closed,  it  would  be  proceeded  with  to- 
morrow. If  it  were,  then  the  adjourned 
debate  on  the  Employers'  liabiuty  Bill 
would  be  taken. 

Afterwards^ — 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  that  since 
he  had  replied  to  the  Question  put  to 
him  as  to  the  Business  for  to-morrow  a 
communication  had  been  made  to  him 
sig^fying  a  desire  on  the  part  of  some 
hon.  Members  for  a  postponement  of  the 
adjourned  debate  on  the  Employers' 
Liability  Bill.  He  had  not  had  an  op- 
portunity of  communicating  with  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gbvemment 
Board ;  and  he  would  be  excused,  under 
the  circumstances,  if  he  withdrew  the 
statement  he  had  made  with  regard  to 
the  Employers'  Liability  Bill.  He  would, 
as  soon  as  possible,  fix  a  day  for  the 
renewal  of  the  debate. 

Mr.  E:N0WLES  hoped  the  adjourned 
debate  would  not  be  taken  before  Tues- 
day next. 


QFESTIONS  BY  PRIVATE  MEHBEBS. 

Mr.  J.  COWEN  said,  they  had  now 
been  employed  close  on  two  hours  in 
asking  Questions,  and  having  been  able 
to  minute  the  time  he  could  say  that  Uie 
reading  of  the  Questions  had  occupied 
above  an  hour.  He  wished  to  ask  Ifr. 
Speaker  if  it  was  absolutely  incumbent 
on  hon.  Members  to  read  their  Questions ; 
because,  if  not,  it  would  be  a  consider- 
able saving  of  the  time  of  House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  In  answer  to  the 
inquiry  of  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to 
state  that  there  is  no  absolute  rule  on 
the  matter  to  which  he  refers.  It  has 
been  the  general  practice  for  many 
years  for  hon.  Members  in  putting  Ques- 
tions to  read  those  Questions,  and  it  has 
been  generally  found  to  be  a  convenient 
course.  There  is,  however,  as  I  have 
said,  no  rule  on  the  subject. 
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rent  was  still  to  regard  himself  as  having 
property  or  interest  in  the  soil,  in  re- 
spect to  which  he  was  entitled  to  com- 
pensation from  the  landlord  if  evicted. 
At  this  stage  he  would  not  have  pro- 
posed to  discuss  the  Bill  itself  at  any 
length ;  but  an  Amendment  had  been 
given  Notice  of  by  the  Attorney  General 
For  Ireland  which  completely  altered  its 
character,  and  that  circumstance  would 
be  his  excuse  for  making,  on  the  pre- 
present  occasion,  what  he  might  term  a 
second  reading  speech. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  rose  to  Order. 
He  wished  to  know  whether  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order  in  referring  to  an 
Amendment  put  down  for  Committee 
before  the  Bill  had  reached  that  stage  ? 

Mb.  speaker  understood  the  hon. 
Member  was  merely  referring  to  the 
Amendment  in  the  course  of  his  observa- 
tions, and  not  discussing  it  on  its  merits. 

Mb.  pell,  resuminp^,  proceeded  to 
discuss  the  considerations  which  had 
been  advanced  in  justification  of  the  Bill. 
These  were,  chiefly,  a  scardtv  of  food  in 
Lreland — not  imparalleled,  for  in  1847 
matters  to  his  Knowledge  were  much 
worse — and  an  inability  on  the  part  of 
a  number  of  tenants  to  pay  rent.  There 
were  other  circumstances,  however* 
which  might  have  had  something  to  do 
with  the  introduction  of  the  Bul,  but 
which  had  not  been  stated.  Theymi]^ht, 
he  supposed,  take  it  for  granted  that 
there  was,  on  the  part  of  certain  tenants, 
an  inability  to  pay  rent.  At  the  same 
time,  they  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to 
the  fact  that  there  was  in  the  country 
a  very  general  disinclination  to  do  so. 
How  far  the  expression  of  that  disin- 
clination had  reached  the  ears  and  af- 
fected the  minds  of  Ministers  it  was 
not  for  him  to  say;  but  perhaps  he 
should  not  not  be  far  wrong  in  describ- 
ing the  Bill  as  having  sprung  from  the 
unfortunate  combination  of  a  short  crop 
of  potatoes,  and  a  strong  and  pronoimced 
disinclination  on  the  part  of  the  people 
of  Lreland  to  do  what  was  right  and 
honest  by  their  landlords.  Certain  limi- 
tations had  been  set  upon  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  as  to  time  and  locality.  He 
was  about  topropose  another,  which  he 
trusted  the  House  would  not  regard  as 
uncalled  for.  The  Prime  Minister  had 
spoken  of  the  landlord  in  Ireland  as  the 
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Mb.  TOTTENHAM  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether,  as  much 
misconception  existed  as  to  the  area  over 
which  it  was  proposed  that  the  Com- 
pensation for  Disturbance  (Ireland)  Bill 
would  be  operative,  he  would  place  in 
the  Tea  Boom  of  the  House  a  coloured 
map  showing  the  extent  of  that  area  as 
compared  with  the  rest  of  Ireland  ? 

WSL.  W.  E.  FOBSTEB  said,  that  hav- 
ing received  from  the  hon.  Member  pri- 
vate Notice  of  the  Question,  he  had  asxed 
for  a  map  such  as  he  had  referred  to. 
He  might  add  that,  as  four  Unions 
had  been  scheduled  to  parts  of  which 
only  the  Bill  would  apply,  he  would 
have  to  move  an  Amendment  confining 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  to  those  parts 
of  the  Unions  in  question.  He  could 
not  say  whether  the  map  would  be  ready 
before  the.  Bill  was  proceeded  with  in 
Committee. 

LoBD  ELCHO  hoped  the  map  would 
be  so  shaded  as  to  show  the  degree  in 
which  distress  existed  in  Ireland. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


COMPENSATION     FOR     DISTURBANCE 

(IRELAND)  BILL- [Bill  232.] 
{Mr,    WiUimn  Edward  Fortter,  Mr,  Attorney 
Otneral  for  Jrtlund^  Mr,  Solicitor  Oeneral  for 
Jr^Umd,) 

OOHMITTES. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  W.  E,  Fortier.) 

Mk.  pell  said,  it  would  be  necessary 
for  him  to  refer  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  to  state  his  reasons  for  placing 
on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  which 
stood  in  his  name — namely, 

*'That  thia  Honse  considen  that  the  Com. 
peoiatioii  for  Diiturbance  (Ireland)  Bill  Bhoald 
be  limited  to  the  cace  of  tenanta  on  pronertiea 
where  evictions  have  taken  place  since  Novem- 
ber 1st,  1879." 

The  practical  effect  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1870  was  to  give  compensation  to  the 
tenant  for  disturbance  in  all  cases  except 
the  non-payment  of  rent.  The  present 
Bill,  however,  did  not  seek  merelv  to 
qualify  that  principle ;  it  constituted  an 
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natural  head  and  protector  of  the  tenant, 
and  had  said  that  the  bad  landlords 
were  a  mere  handM  in  number.    That 
being  so,  was  it  quite  fair,  he  would 
ask,  to  tar  them  all  with  the  same  brush 
— to  subject  them  without  distinction  to 
conditions  which  were  almost  penal  in 
their  character  ?    The  House  had  heard 
something  that  evening  about  a  map 
which  was   to    be    produced;   but  he 
wished  it  ooiild  be  made  to  show  not 
only  those    districts  where    the    crops 
failed,  but  also  where  the  existence  of 
bad  landlords  was  proved  by  continued 
evictions.    As  for  the  Bill  itself,  there 
was  no  sufficient  ground  for  calling  the 
circumstances  which  it  had  been    in- 
troduced to  meet  exceptional.     Those 
circumstances  were,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
the  result  of  depending  upon  the  potato 
crop,  which,  as  a  means  of  sustenance, 
was  becoming  more  unreliable  from  year 
to  year.    The  Oovemment,  therefore, 
in  regardine  the  circumstances  as  tem- 
porary, womd,  he  was  afraid,  find  them- 
selves grievously  disappointed.   The  ob- 
ject of  his  Amendment,  he  might  add, 
was  to  limit  the  operation  of  the  Bill, 
and  to  confine  it,  as  far  as  possible,  to 
the  cases  of  those  landlords  whose  action 
had  been  such  as  at  all  times  to  justify 
the  introduction  of  such  a  measure.    If 
the  Bill  passed  in  its  present  shape  it 
would  have  a  penal  effect,  and  would 
place  the  good  landlords  in  an  unfair 
and  uncomfortable  position  in  regard  to 
their  tenants.  The  hon.  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi  **  this 
House  considers  that  the  Compensation  for  Dis- 
turbance (Ireland)  Bill  should  be  limited  to 
the  case  of  tenants  on  properties  where  evic- 
tions have  taken  place  since  the  1st  day  of 
November  1 879, "—(ifr.  Fell,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

Sroposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
iuestion." 

Mb.  A.  GREY :  Sir,  however  painful 
it  may  be  to  me  to  take  part  in  this 
debate,  now  that  it  has  been  conceded 
in  every  part  of  this  House  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  under  consideration 
is  the  principle  of  the  Bill  which  has 
been  introduced  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
I  do  not  think  it  would  be  possible  for 
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me,  after  I  have  nven  Notice  of  mj 
intention  to  move  the  rejection  of  that 
Bill,  to  remain  altogether  silent  upon 
this  occasion.  Were  I  so  to  do,  I 
would  give  hon.  Members  the  right  to 
infer  that  I  had  not  the  ooorage  of  mj 
convictions,  and  that  my  action  would 
not  be  consistent  with  the  opinions  whidi 
I  hold,  or  with  the  principles  upon  whidi 
my  conduct  in  this  House  should  ever  be 
regulated.  It  is  to  me  a  matter  of  the 
deepest  regret  that  I  should  have  been 
compelled,  by  the  vote  which  I  g^va 
against  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
to  have  opposed  a  measure  introduoed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to  whidi 
I  feel  bound  by  the  closest  ties  of 
allegiance  and  of  association,  and  of 
which  I  am  proud  to  consider  mysdf 
an  humble  Supporter.  The  same  realms 
which  led  me  from  the  first  to  entertain 
the  strongest  objection  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  also  determined 
me  to  vote  against  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill.  I  confess  that  I  consider  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  is  open 
to  serious  objection,  inasmuch  as  it  in- 
volves, although  in  a  limited  degree, 
the  principle  which  is  contained  in  the 
Mimsteriai  measure.  Three  arguments 
have  been  advanced  in  favour  of  the 
proposal  now  under  the  consideration 
of  this  House.  1st,  That  it  [is  the 
natural  extension  of  the  Land  Act  ; 
2nd,  That  it  is  a  temporary  measure, 
limited  in  its  operation  both  as  to  time 
and  area;  drd.  That  it  is  desirable, 
even  a  necessity,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Irish  people,  tnat  this  measure  should 
be  passea,  and  speedilv  passed,  into 
law.  I  confess,  that  although  I  have 
listened  with  the  closest  attention  to  the 
speeches  which  have  been  delivered  in 
defence  of  this  Bill,  I  am  not  yet  con- 
vinced that  the  principle  which  is  com- 
mon both  to  the  Ministerial  measure  and 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  ia 
contained  in  the  Land  Act ;  but,  on  the 
contrarv,  I  believe  that  it  is  directly 
opposed  to  the  provisions  of  that  mea- 
sure, and  that  it  is  also  in  direct  viola- 
tion of  those  emphatic  assurances  and 
those  express  conditions  imder  which 
that  measure  was  suffered  to  become 
law. 

Mr.  HOWABD  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  it  was  competent 
for  the  hon.  Member  at  that  stage  to 
discuss  the  principles  of  the  Bill? 
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Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
Member  was  in  Order. 

Mb.  a.  obey  resumed :  The  argu- 
ment by  which  it  is  endeavoured  to  prove 
that  this  measure  is  but  a  slight  develop- 
ment of  the  Land  Act  is  based  upon  the 
oonsideration  of  Section  9  of  the  Land 
Act  in  the  form  in  which  it  left;  this 
House  as  CQaase  8,  and  also  upon  the 
oonsideration  of  Section  18  in  the  form 
in  which  it  stands  upon  the  Statute  Book. 
It  is  said  that  because  under  Clause  8, 
as  it  left  the  Commons,  the  Court  was 
empowered,  on  special  grounds  being 
shown,  to  declare  in  the  case  of  tenancies 
existing  before  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
and  in  the  case  of  such  tenancies  only, 
that  eviction  for  non-payment  of  rent 
should  be  disturbance  by  act  of  land- 
lord, that  it  would  be  but  a  slight  and 
natural  extension  of  this  clause  to  give 
the  Court  similar  powers  in  the  case  of 
tenancies  created  after  the  passing  of 
that  Act.  And  again,  because  under 
Section  18,  where  the  landlord,  on  the 
determination  of  a  tenancy,  may  wish 
to  impose  upon  his  tenant  new  terms  to 
which  the  tenant  will  not  accede,  the  J 
Court  has  power  to  decide  whether  the  I 
proposed  terms  are  just  and  reasonable, 
or  whether  the  tenant  has  reasonably  re- 
fused unreasonable  terms,  it  is  contended 
that  it  would  be  but  a  small  amplification 
of  this  principle  if  power  should  also  be 
granted  to  the  Court,  not  only  to  decide, 
as  at  present,  whether  the  terms  of  a 
new  contract  not  entered  upon  are  just 
and  reasonable,  but  whether  it  is  just 
and  reasonable  that  a  tenant  should 
fulfil  the  terms  of  a  contract  into  which 
he  has  already  deliberatelv  entered. 
The  argument,  therefore,  is  shortly  this. 
Because  the  Court  would  have  had 
under  Clause  8  as  it  left  the  Commons, 
certain  power  in  the  case  of  tenancies 
existing  before  the  passing  of  the  Act, 
it  should  have  the  same  power  in  the 
case  of  tenancies  created  after  the  passing 
of  the  Act ;  and,  again,  because  the  Court 
now,  under  Section  18,  has  power  to 
interfere  with  proposed  contracts,  it 
should  have  simuar  power  to  interfere 
with  established  contracts.  We  have 
been  frequently  remindedthat  Clause  8, 
as  it  left  the  Commons,  contained  a  pro- 
vision by  which  the  Court  was  em- 
powered to  declare  in  the  case  of  certain 
tenancies,  on  special  grounds  being 
shown,  that  eviction  for  non-payment 
of  rent  should  be  disturbance  by  act  of 


landlord ;  but  we  have  not  been  so  fre- 
quently reminded  of  the  fact  that  this 
provision,  on  which  so  much  stress  has 
been  laid,  was  by  way  of  exception  to 
the  general  rule  of  that  same  clause— a 
rule  which  it  wasthe  declared  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  of  1870  to 
embody  in  the  law  as  a  part  of  its  per- 
manent provisions — to  tne  efiPect  that 
eviction  lor  non-payment  of  rent  should 
not  be  disturbance  by  act  of  landlord. 
Sir,  the  policy  and  reason  of  this  excep- 
tion become  manifest  when  it  is  ad- 
mitted that  contracts  entered  into  by  the 
tenants  before  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  of  1870  were  made  under  circum- 
stances unfavourable  to  the  tenant,  and 
before  he  was  protected  by  the  security 
which  has  since  been  afiforded  to  him  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act.  But 
once  the  Act  had  been  passed,  and  the 
tenant  had  been  relieved  from  conditions 
which  were  both  unfair  and  inequitable, 
it  was  provided  that  he  must,  for  the 
future,  be  absolutely  responsible  for  the 
rent  which  he  agreed  to  pay ;  and,  accord- 
ingly, the  Land  Act,  in  every  stase  of 
its  existence,  in  the  form  in  whicu  it 
left  this  House,  in  the  form  in  which 
it  came  down  from  ''another  place,''  and 
in  the  form  in  which  it  stands  upon  the 
Statute  Book,  contained  an  express  and 
unqualified  declaration  that  in  the  case 
of  every  tenancy  created  after  the  pass- 
ing of  that  Act,  without  any  exception 
whatsoever,  eviction  for  non-payment  of 
rent  should  not  be  disturbance  by  act  of 
landlord.  This  was,  I  admit,  an  excep- 
tion to  the  general  rule  that  eviction 
should  be  disturbance  by  act  of  land- 
lord ;  but  it  was  an  exception  so  impor- 
tant that  it  is  fairly  entitled  to  be  treated 
as  one  of  the  carcunal  principles  of  the 
Land  Act,  and  one  of  the  chief  con- 
ditions upon  which  that  measure  was 
passed  into  law.  Well,  Sir,  I  may  be 
told  that  this  is  but  my  opinion,  and  that 
I 'am  not  warranted  in  this  conclusion. 
That  I  am  warranted  in  this  conclusion 
must,  I  think,  be  admitted,  when  I  show 
the  House  upon  what  authoriW  I  have 
based  my  opinion.  For,  Sir,  I  am  sup- 
ported in  my  contention  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  who,  in  the  clearest  language 
— which  has  already  been  quoted  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Stroud  (Mr.  Brand),  and  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  West  Glouces- 
tershire (Colonel  Kingsoote)— declared 
what  was  the  principle  of  the  Land  Act 
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while  it  was  still  in  its  progress  tlirough 
Parliament,  and  who,  in  the  speech 
which  he  made  on  moving  for  leave  to 
introduce  the  Land  Bill,  more  than  once 
insisted  upon  the  fact  that,  from  the 
moment  the  measure  passed  into  law, 
every  Irishman,  small  and  great,  must 
be  absolutely  responsible  for  every  con- 
tract into  which  he  might  enter — doc- 
trines. Sir,  embodying  principles  as  to 
the  sanctity  of  contracts  whicn  I  have 
always  been  taught  to  respect,  and  to 
which  I  endeavoured  to  point  the  atten- 
tion of  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite  when 
I  had  the  honour  of  moving  the  Address 
in  reply  to  the  most  gracious  Speech 
from  the  Throne.  I  have  also  the  ex- 
position of  these  principles,  after  the 
measure  had  become  law,  by  one  of  the 
ablest  lawyers  who  ever  sat  in  this 
House.  I  allude  to  the  late  Mr.  Isaac 
Butt,  the  brilliant  and  the  distinguished 
Leader  of  that  Party  to  which  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  belongs. 
Mr.  Butt,  in  his  book  upon  the  Irish 
Land  Act,  at  page  45,  says — 

*'Th6  rule  which  is  to  be  permanently  em* 
bodied  in  the  law  is  stated  in  that  portion  of 
the  9th  section  which  enacts  that,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  Act,  ejectment  for  non-payment 
of  rent  shall  not  be  deemed  disturbance  by  act 
of  landlord." 

And  now.  Sir,  with  this  quotation  in 
my  hand,  I  a^  you  whether  I  am  not 
justified  in  the  opinion  which  I  have 
stated  ?  How  can  1  support  this  opinion 
on  higher  or  better  authority  ?  But  if, 
notwithstanding  all  these  reasons,  it  be 
said  that  this  Bill  is  merely  declaratory 
of  the  principle  contained  in  the  Land 
Act,  I  would  ask  the  House  to  consider 
for  one  moment  what  must  have  been 
present  to  the  mind  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mayo,  and  those  who 
act  with  him,  when  they  proceeded  to 
draft  that  Bill  of  which,  when  it  comes 
up  for  discussion,  I  intend  to  move  the 
rejection.  How  did  they  approach  the 
subject?  Did  they  propose  to  enlarge 
the  Land  Act  by  declaratory  provisions  ? 
No,  Sir.  Let  me  quote  from  Clause  1 
of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo— 

*<  From  the  passing  of  this  Act  so  much  of 
Section  9  of  the  Act  of  33rd  and  34th  jears  of 
Her  Mi^eety,  c.  46,  as  provides  that  ejectment 
for  non-payment  of  rent  shall  not  be  deemed 
disturbance  by  act  of  landlord,  shall  be  re- 
pealed.'* 

Why  does  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
Jfr.  A.  Grey 


seek  to  repeat  so  much  of  Section  9  as 
was  described  by  Mr.  Butt  as  a  rule 
which  was  to  be  permanently  embodied 
in  the  law?    Surely  not  because  the 

Provisions  he  was  about  to  enact  were 
edaratory ;  but  because  they  were  so 
directly  at  variance  with  the  principlea 
and  language  of  the  Land  Act  that,  in 
order  to  give  them  due  effect,  and  as  a 
condition  precedent,  it  was  necessary  to 
repeal  that  provision  of  the  Land  Act 
which  was  directly  contrary  to  the  pro- 
vision of  his  Bill,  and  inconsistent  with 
the  object  which  he  desired  to  accomplish. 
And,  in  this  respect,  I  must  confess  that 
the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
seems  to  me  to  be  even  preferable  to 
that  of  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment ;  for 
while  that  hon.  Member  £rankly  ad- 
mitted that  the  principles  of  his  Bill 
were  contrary  to  the  Lajid  Act  by  re* 
pealing  that  part  of  the  Act  which  was 
inconsistent  with  the  objects  sought  to 
be  attained  by  his  Bill,  the  Ministerial 
measure  is  so  framed,  and,  as  we  have 
been  told,  advisedly  so  framed,  as  to  make 
it  appear  that  Her  Majesty's  Gtyvem- 
ment  do  not  seek  to  do  anything  con- 
trary to  the  Land  Act,  but  only  desire 
to  declare  its  meaning  in  certain  cases ; 
while  the  meaning  they  thus  seek  by  a 
declaration  to  give  to  the  Land  Act  is 
not  only  contrarr  to  the  provisions  of 
that  Act,  but  is  also  in  direct  opposition 
to  the  principles  upon  which  it  was 
based,  to  the  avowed  intentions  of  its 
distinguished  author,  and  to  the  re- 
peated and  emphatic  assurances  of  those 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  whose 
care  and  labour  was  intrusted  the 
passing  of  that  Act.  It  is  further  con- 
tended that  this  measure  is  only  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Land  Act,  because,  under 
the  Land  Act,  in  those  cases  where 
there  is  a  determination  of  a  tenancy, 
and  the  tenant  refuses  to  acoede  to 
the  terms  of  a  new  contract  as  proposed 
by  the  landlord,  the  Court  has  the  power 
of  deciding  whether  the  new  terms  are 
just  and  reasonable.  Therefore,  it  is 
argued  that  as  the  Courts  have  Uie  power 
to  decide  whether  a  new  rent  is  just  and 
reasonable,  that  thev  should  have  the 
same  power  as  to  old  rents.  Bat  the 
two  cases  are  absolutely  different.  For 
while  it  may  be  reasonable  for  the  Court 
to  .approve  conditions  upon  which  a 
landlord  may  be  willing  to  enter  up(m 
a  new  contract  with  ms  tenant,  it  is 
entirely  contrary  to  reason  to  allow  the 
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Court  to  interfero  so  as  practically  to 
annul  or  modify  the  terms  of  acontract  de- 
liberately entered  into,  made,  and  agreed 
upon  between  two  contracting  parties. 
For  what  does  such  a  proposition  imply? 
It  means  that  there  shall  be  embodied 
in  our  law,  as  a  part  of  our  legislation, 
a  provision  by  which  men  shafi  be  told 
that  there  shall  be  an  authority  always 
existing — for  I  do  not  see  how,  after  the 
arguments  that  have  been  used  by  Minis- 
ters in  support  of  this  Bill,  this  mea- 
sure can  remain  either  temporary  or  local 
— that  there  shall  be  an  authority  al- 
ways existing  ready  to  release  men  from 
contracts  into  which  they  have  deliber- 
ately entered — a  plan  which,  as  we  were 
told  in  words  of  solemn  warning  by  the 
Prime  Minister  in  1870,  would  oe  more 
calculated  than  anything  else — 

**  1ft,  for  throwing  into  confusion  the  whole 
ecoDomioal  arrangement  of  the  country ;  2ndly, 
for  driving  out  of  the  field  all  solvent  and  honest 
men  who  might  be  bidders  for  farms  and  might 
desire  to  cany  on  the  honourable  business  of 
agriculture ;  and,  3rdly,  for  carrjTng  widespread 
demoralixation  throughout  the  whole  mass  of 
the  Irish  people." 

I  do  not  think  it  woxild  be  possible  to 
describe  in  language  more  forcible  the 
consequences  tnat  woxild  be  likely  to 
ensue  if  such  a  proposition  as  this 
were  suffered  to  oecome  law.  And 
now,  Sir,  as  to  the  second  reason — 
the  limited  scope  of  the  Bill.  This,  of 
course  is  manifest.  Its  language  is 
plain.  But  I  fail  to  see  how  you  can 
secure  the  limitation  of  a  measure  which 
is  asserted  by  its  supporters  to  be  based 
upon  true  principles,  upon  principles 
w  nich  we  are  told  existed  in  the  CTi vil  Law 
of  Borne,  and  which  have  been  adopted 
by  the  Codes  of  other  countries.  If 
this  be  true,  and  if,  as  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  contend,  this  Bill  is  but  an 
extension  of  the  Land  Act,  how  can 
they  resist  the  demands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers opposite  that  the  Ministerial  mea- 
sure shall  be  made  permanent  and 
universal  ?  If  it  be  the  case  that  this 
measure  is  only  an  exception  to  a  law 
which  was  passed  behind  the  back, 
almost  in  fraud  of  the  Irish  tenant, 
that  it  is  based  upon  principles 
which  are  just,  principles  which  it  is 
declared  have  been  sanctioned  by  a 
former  Parliament,  I  do  not  imderstand 
the  reasons  which  have  induced  the  €k>* 
vemment  to  limit  the  operations  of  their 
Bill,  nor  do  I  understand  why  Her  Ma- 


jesty's Ministers  should  take  such  es- 
pecial pains  to  prove  that  it  has  only 
been  introduced  because  of  the  excep- 
tional circumstances  existing  in  certain 
parts  of  Ireland.  But,  if  it  be  the  case 
that  this  Bill  is  not  based  upon  those 
principles  which  should  govern  our 
legislation ;  but  that  this  is  an  exceptional 
measure,  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
meeting  exceptional  circumstances,  then. 
Sir,  I  equally  fail  to  understand  why 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  support  it 
on  general  grounds.  How,  after  such 
an  admission  as  this,  can  they  resist  its 
extension  to  all  parts  of  Ireland,  its 
continuance  to  all  time?  The  fact  of 
this  measure  being  limited,  when  it  is 
supported  by  such  arguments  as  these 
is,  tnerefore,  no  recommendation  to  me, 
and  can  be  none,  I  hope,  to  the  House. 
But,  Sir,  after  all,  this  is  not  a  question 
how  far  this  measure  may  be  a  logical 
and  leeitimate  extension  of  a  former 
Act,  which  I  deny  that  it  is.  The  real 
question  before  the  House  is,  whether 
the  condition  of  Ireland  is  such  as  to 
require  the  passing  of  such  a  measure 
as  is.  here  proposed.  I  do  not  think 
that  anyone  can  sit  in  this  House  and 
hear  the  statements  that  are  made  by 
the  Bepresentatives  from  Ireland,  without 
feeline  acutely  for  the  Irish  people  in 
their  distress,  and  without  extending  to 
them  his  widest  and  most  heartfelt  sym- 
pathy. It  is  impossible  that  anyone 
who  heard  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretarv  for  Ire- 
land, can  fail  to  have  appreciated  and 
to  have  admired  the  earnest  and  almost 
painful  desire  which  he  showed  to  ex- 
tend to  the  Irish  people  whatever  in 
his  opinion  mi^ht  be  lust  and  right; 
nor  do  I  think  it  possible  that  anyone 
could  have  heard  that  speech  without 
bein^  struck  by  the  intense  difficulty  of  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment — 
a  position  in  which  they  require  to  be 
sustained  by  the  kind  and  indulgent 
svmpathy  of  the  House.  But,  Sir,  while 
the  least  impressionable  among  us  must 
have  frequentlv,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  felt  his  desire  to  bring  relief  to  the 
suffering  and  distressed  both  strength- 
ened and  increased,  none  the  less  is  it 
our  duty  closely  to  examine  the  pro- 
posals of  this  measure,  so  that  we  mav 
see  whether  they  are  likely  to  accomplisli 
that  object  which  we  all  so  greatly  de- 
sire to  obtain.  If  the  State  is  to  inter- 
fere to  protect  a  tenant  fh)m  the  con- 
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sequences  that  would  naturally  ensue 
from  his  non-fulfilment  of  the  term  of  a 
contract  into  which  he  has  deliberately 
entered  with  his  landlord,  in  consequence 
of  certain  alleged  exceptional  circum- 
Btanoes,  but  not  in  consequence  of  any 
action  of  his  landlord,  where  is  the 
action  of  the  State  to  cease  when  these 
exceptional  circumstances  affect  the 
whole  community  ?  If  you  relieve  the 
tenant  in  consequence  of  such  excep- 
tional circumstances,  by  rendering  the 
landlord  liable  to  pay  him  compensation 
when  he  requires  the  fulfilment  of  his 
contract,  can  you  stop  when  you  have 
done  so  ?  Must  you  not  go  further,  and 
compensate  the  labourer  if  disturbed 
in  his  employment  in  consequence  of  the 
inability  of  the  landowner  to  find  means 
to  pay  him  his  daily  wages  by  reason  of 
the  non-payment  of  that  rent  which,  by 
the  operation  of  this  Bill,  will  be  with- 
held from  him  ?  Must  you  not  go  further 
still,  and  compensate  the  unhappy  land- 
owner, when  he  is  disturbea  in  the 
possession  of  his  property  by  the  mort- 
gagee who  will  not  consent  to  wait  until 
1882  for  the  payment  of  that  interest 
which  is  due  to  him — and  who,  heedless 
of  the  condition  of  the  landowner,  forces 
a  sale  at  a  loss  which  may  not  only  be 
ruinous  to  him,  but  to  all  of  those  helpless 
persons  who  are  entirely  dependent  upon 
him,  perhaps  his  widowed  mother  and  his 
infant  brother  and  sister?  Must  you  not 
go  further,  and  compensate  the  mortgagee 
who  may  himself  De  disturbed  by  pro- 
ceedings in  bankruptcy  in  consequence  of 
his  inaoility  to  meet  engagements  honestly 
entered  into  with  his  creditors  on  the 
faith  of  the  income  arising  from  money 
invested  in  first  mortgages  upon  Irish 
land  ?  Must  you  not  go  further,  and 
compensate  those  very  creditors  ?  Must 
you  not,  in  short,  if  you  once  depart 
from  those  principles  which  should 
govern  your  legislation,  extend  this 
State  interference  into  every  relation  of 
life  and  to  every  form  of  contract  ?  If 
so,  then  farewell  to  progress,  to  com- 
merce, aye,  to  civilization  itself ;  for,  when 
once  you  encroach  upon  the  sanctity  of 
contracts,  you  shake  tne  very  foundations 
of  society.  For,  Sir,  the  maintenance  of 
contract  is,  after  all,  the  maintenance  of 
civilization  ;  and,  in  the  words  of  a  dis- 
tinguished leader  of  modem  thought — 

'*  The  maintenance  of  contract  is  the  mainten- 
ance of  the  fundamental  prmdple  of  all  life  under 
the  form  given  to  it  by  social  airangements." 

Mr.  A,  Qrey 


I  have  waited,  Sir,  in  vain  for  acme  ex- 
planation from  Her  Majesty's  Ministan 
on  this  point ;  but  the  difficulty  has  not 
yet  been  faced.  We  have  not  been  told 
how,  if  this  Bill  is  passed,  the  landlord 
who  receives  no  rent  is  to  pay  the 
interest  on  his  mortgages.  The  Prime 
Minister  did  make  one  remark  upon  the 
question  of  mortgages ;  but  that  remark 
did  not,  I  confess,  remove  my  appre- 
hensions as  to  what  may  be  theprobable 
consequences  of  this  Bill.  Ke  main- 
tained that  the  argument,  by  which  it 
was  endeavoured  to  show  that  the  re- 
sult of  the  passing  of  this  Bill  into  law 
would  be  to  prevent  capital  being  in- 
vested in  Irish  land  in  the  shape  of 
mortgages,  could  not  be  considered  as  a 
valid  argument  against  the  Bill,  because, 
so  lon^  as  50  years  ago,  it  was  the  in- 
variable practice  of  English  solicitors  to 
exclude  Ireland  as  a  place  of  investment 
for  moneys  bequeathed  by  testament  to 
be  laid  out  on  mortpiges.  But  the  ques- 
tion to  which  I  wish  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  at  pre- 
sent is  not  whether  that  capital  wnioh 
is  so  much  desired  may  be  attracted  to 
Ireland,  or  whether  a  bad  security  is 
likely  to  be  made  worse.  The  question 
which  I  think  has  not  been  sumciefttly 
considered  is,  what  do  you  propose  to  do, 
if  it  can  be  shown  that  the  direct  oon- 
sequences  of  the  passing  of  this  Bill 
will  be  to  brine  sufferinfi^  and  distress 
upon  people  livmg  in  all  parts  of  the 
Ilnitea  Kingdom  who  have  been  guilty 
of  committing  no  greater  error  than 
trusting  for  the  security  of  their  pro- 
perty to  the  protection  which  has  been 
promised  them  by  the  law?  Another 
argument  that  has  been  brought  for- 
ward in  defence  of  this  Bill  is,  that 
the  Irish  tenant,  as  compared  with  the 
English  tenant,  is  imder  great  disadvan- 
tages. Sir,  I  hold  in  my  hand  the  Beport 
of  a  Hoyal  Commission — the  English 
and  Irish  Law  and  Chancery  Commis- 
sion of  1863 — a  Commission  which  in- 
cluded among  its  Members  the  respected 
names  of  Lord  Cairns,  Lord  O'Hagan, 
and  Lord  Selbome.  I  will,  with  the 
permission  of  the  House,  read  from  the 
Report  itself  what  are  the  differences 
between  the  law  in  England  and  Ire- 
land with  reference  to  ejectment  for  non- 
payment of  rent — 

''  The  differenoes  between  the  law  in  foroe  in 
the  two  countries  in  reference  to  the  caaea  in 
which  an  ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent 
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would  be  injurious,  insomuch  as  they 
wou]d  tend  to  discourage  the  habits  of 
thrift,  by  placing  a  premium  on  improvi- 
dence and  bad  husbandir,  and  by  making 
insolvency  no  longer  discreditable  but 
rather  advantageous.  I  believoi  farther, 
that  the  influence  which  the  passing  of 
this  measure  would  have  upon  the  na- 
tional character  of  the  Irish  would  not  be 
for  the  g^ood  of  Ireland.  It  seems  to  me 
that  what  is  really  wanted  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Irish  people  is  to  teach 
them  to  rely  upon  their  own  exertions, 
and  not  upon  the  State,  and  to  look  to 
the  State  as  the  enforcer  of  the  law  and 
not  as  the  dispenser  of  relief.  But, 
while  pointing  out  what  appear  to  me 
to  be  some  of  the  grave  objections  to  the 
passing  of  this  Bill,  I  would  venture,  as 
an  earnest  of  the  kindly  sympathy  which 
I  entertain  towards  the  poor  tenantry  of 
Ireland  in  their  wants  and  in  their  suf- 
ferings, and  as  an  earnest  of  my  desire 
that  their  rights  of  property  should  be 
efficiently  secured  to  tnem — ^I  would  ven- 
ture, if  I  mi^ht  do  so,  to  suggest  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  whether  or  no  there 
may  not  be  other  means  by  which  they 
might  obtain  an  object  at  once  so  de- 
sirable and  so  merciful;  whether  or  no  it 
would  not  be  possible  to  approach  tenants 
in  their  extremity  upon  terms  that  would 
be  welcomed  by  them,  that  would  be 
justified  by  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  their  condition,  and  which  would  do 
violence  to  none  of  those  cardinal  prin- 
ciples upon  which  alone  civil  society 
can  depend  for  its  existence.  A  na- 
tional calamity  has  overtaken  the  Irish 
people.  The  question  is,  how  shall 
that  relief  be  administered  which  the 
House  asserts  should  be  extended  to  the 
distressed  tenantry  of  Ireland?  We 
have  been  told  that  it  woxild  be  ad- 
mitting a  doctrine  of  a  most  dangerous 
character  if  we  sought  to  relieve  a  class 
which  had  been  afflicted  by  a  vbitation 
of  God  out  of  the  funds  of  the  whole 
country.  We  were  told  that  Parliament 
frequently  made  use  of  its  power,  in  the 
interests  of  the  public  good,  to  take  pro- 
perty from  class  A  and  to  transfer  it  to 
class  B.  Precedents  were  brought  for- 
ward to  prove  that  Parliament  had,  in 
several  instances,  affirmed  the  justice  of 
this  principle ;  but,  in  eveiy  instance 
which  the  Prime  Minister  quoted,  the 
evils  sought  to  be  remedied  had  in  no 
case  arisen  out  of  a  visitation  of  God. 
They  had  in  every  case  arisen  out  of  the 
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may  be  brought  may,  therefore,  be  stated  aa 
follows : — 

<*In  England — 1.  The  ejectment  must  be 
between  *  landlord  and  tenant,'  and  these  words 
would  not,  it  seems,  include  all  the  cases  in* 
eluded  by  the  Irish  Act. 

"  2.  One  half-year's  rent  must  be  due  when 
the  writ  is  sued  out. 

^*  3.  There  must  be  no  sufficient  distress  to  be 
found  on  the  premises  countervailing  all  the 
arrears  duo. 

**4.  The  landlord  or  lessor  to  whom  the 
arrears  are  due  must  have  a  ri^ht  by  law  to 
re-enter.  He  can  have  no  such  right  except  by 
virtue  of  some  eiroress  condition  or  proviso  for 
re-entry  contained  in  the  lease  or  agreement,  or 
verbal  letting. 

"  In  Ireland — 1.  The  existence  of  the  relation 
of  landlord  and  tenant  in  point  of  tenure  is  not 
nece|88ary,  provided  a  tenancy  between  the 
parties  shall  appear  to  exist,  whether  by 
ori£[inal  contract  or  by  lawful  assignment, 
devise,  bequest,  or  act  and  operation  of  law. 

**  2.  A  year's  rent  must  be  due  after  deduct- 
ing all  just  debts  due  by  the  landlord  to  the 
tenant  at  the  time  when  the  writ  is  sued  out. 

"  3.  The  existence  of  a  distress  on  the  demised 
premises  is  immaterial  with  reference  to  the 
right  to  maintain  the  ejectment. 

**  4.  An  original  right  of  re-entry  compounded 
under  the  contract  of  tenancy  is  unnecessary, 
and  its  existence  at  the  time  of  the  commence- 
ment of  the  action  in  respect  of  the  rent  due 
is  immaterial." 

Sir,  I  am  no  lawyer ;  but  I  do  not  think 
it  requires  a  specially  legal  training  to 
find  out,  on  the  authority  of  this  Uom- 
miflsion,  that  the  position  of  the  Irish 
tenant  is  more  advantageous  than  that 
of  the  English  tenant  m  these  two  im- 
portant pa^culars — ^first,  that  while  in 
Ilngland  a  landlord  must  distrain  upon 
a  tenant  before  he  brings  the  eject- 
ment, in  Ireland  he  need  not  do  so; 
and,  seoondlpr,  that  while  in  England 
a  writ  of  ejectment  can  be  sued  out 
when  one  half-year's  rent  is  owing,  in 
Ireland  it  cannot  be  sued  out  until  one 
whole  year's  rent  is  due.  I  have  pointed 
out  shortly,  but  I  hope  not  unfairly,  some, 
but  by  no  means  all,  the  reasons  why 
this  Bill  should  not  be  allowed  to  pass. 
It  is  to  me  painful  beyond  description 
to  oppose  any  measure  which  has  for  its 
avowed  object  the  relief  of  that  distress 
in  Ireland  which  I  so  deeply  deplore ;  but 
I  feel  bound  to  do  so  for  the  reasons  which 
I  have  stated,  and  because  I  believe  such 
a  measure  as  this  would  be  fatal  to  the 
true  interests  of  Ireland,  and  because  I 
am  convinced  that  the  inevitable  conse- 
quences of  the  passing  of  this  measure 
would  be  a  state  of  wings  worse  than 
that  which  we  now  seek  to  remedy.  I 
believe  that  the  effects  of  this  measure 
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faulty  nrrangements  of  man.  I  must 
confess,  although  I  say  it  with  all  defer- 
ence and  respect,  that  while  there  may 
be  objection,  and  great  objection,  to 
relieving  a  class  which  have  buffered  by 
the  visitation  of  Ood  out  of  the  pockets 
of  the  State,  it  does  appear  to  me  to  be 
admitting  a  doctrine  of  far  greater 
danger,  and  one  which  can  be,  perhaps, 
used  to  justify  acts  of  a  revolutionary 
character,  if  you  say  that  Parliament  is 
only  exercising  its  proper  functions 
when,  in  consequence  of  an  act  of  Ood, 
you  take  away  the  property  of  one  class 
and  transfer  it  to  another,  without  graxd- 
ing  any  compensation  in  return.  A 
national  calamity  has  overtaken  the 
Irish  people.  Should  its  effects  be  not 
met  by  a  common  effort,  by  a  common 
sacrifice,  on  the  part  of  all  classes  of  the 
community,  proportionate  to  their  several 
capacities  ?  Why  should  the  landowners 
alone  be  saddled  with  penalties  and 
weighed  down  by  obligations  ?  Cannot 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  devise  some 
means,  some  plan,  by  which,  at  all 
events,  they  may  meet  out  to  the  land- 
owners the  benefits  of  that  equal  treat- 
ment which  the  Prime  Minister,  the 
other  evening,  during  the  debate  which 
took  place  on  the  Besolution  of  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson),  exhorted  the  House 
to  extend  to  the  publicans,  whom  he 
admitted  were  no  favoured  objects  of 
the  State?  And  I  would  ask,  even  at 
this  hour,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  whether,  in 
an  attempt  to  relieve  distress,  and  in  an 
endeavour  to  prevent  the  tenant  from 
losing,  owing  to  the  exceptional  badness 
of  the  seasons,  that  properiy  which  was 
created  in  his  holmng  by  the  Act  of 
1 870,  subject  always  to  the  prompt  and 
punctual  payment  of  his  rent,  there  may 
not  be  other  means  available,  means 
quite  as  efficacious  as  those  proposed 
by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  while  they 
are  in  no  degree  subversive  of  those 
rights  of  property  which  it  is  the  special 
function  of  this  House  to  guard  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Northumberland  was 
not  the  first  member  of  the  ancient  house 
of  Orey  who  had  done  good  service  to 
the  enemies  of  popular  rights  and  pro- 
gress by  attaetdng  from  the  Liberal 
ranks  measures  designed  for  the  ad- 
vancement of  the  Liberal  cause.  He 
regretted  that  the  hon.    Member,    on 
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almost  his  first  appearance,  shomld  bave 
undertaken  to  defend  a  system  which 
all  careful  observers  admitted  to  have 
been  the  proximate  cause  of  Iricli 
famines  ever  since  they  had  a  land 
system.  He  did  not,  however,  propote 
to  follow  the  hon.  Member  in  his  able 
arguments  against  the  Bill,  because  he 
thought  that  on  this  occasion  he  had 
been  flogging  a  dead  horse,  and  that  the 
task  he  had  undertaken,  in  view  of  what 
had  happened  since  yesterday  morning, 
was  a  work  of  supereroeation.  Up  to 
yesterday  morning  he  (Bur.  Pamell)  in- 
tended to  vote  for  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chair  on  the  Com- 
mittee sta^e  of  the  Bill ;  but  an  Amend- 
ment on  the  Paper  yesterday,  under  the 
name  of  the  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, had  entirely  ohansed  his  mind, 
and  he  could  not  now  take  the  re^K>n- 
sibility  of  voting  or  wasting  the  time  of 
the  House  upon  consideration  of  a 
measure  which,  if  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  were  carried  out,  as,  of 
course,  they  would  be  supported  with 
their  large  majority,  would  simply  re- 
sult in  the  passing  of  a  useless  measure. 
He  would  nave  voted  for  the  Bill  as 
it  was  printed.  He  understood  the  Bill 
to  be  an  attempt  to  prevent  the  spirit 
of  the  Land  Act  (1870)  from  being  in- 
fringed in  the  exceptional  drcumstanoes 
prevailing  in  Ireland.  It  was  proposed 
to  do  that  by  carrying  out  the  spirit  of 
the  9th  section  of  the  Act  of  1870  as  it 
left  that  House  and  went  up  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  Chief  Secretary, 
and  also  the  Prime  Minister,  had  shown 
their  desire  to  prevent  the  landlords 
from  inflicting  a  wronr  upon  their 
tenants.  The  Bill  was,  indeed,  inade- 
quate; but  still  he  should  have  sup- 
ported it.  But  the  Attomev  OeneraTs 
Amendment  had  entirely  changed  the 
character  of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  no 
longer  an  attempt  to  carry  out  the  prin* 
ciple  of  the  9th  section  of  the  I^uid  Act, 
but  to  amend  the  Idth  section  in  sodi 
a  way  as  to  defeat  in  some  cases  the 
tenant's  claim  to  compensation.  In  bis 
opinion,  this  Bill  would  be  utterly  use- 
less to  effect  the  object  which  the  Qo- 
vemment,  when  they  introduoed  it^  said 
they  had  in  view.  It  was  now  propoeed 
to  change  the  entire  soope  of  the  Bill  by 
the  Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland.  He  asked  the  House 
whether  it  was  worth  while— w(»th  all 
the  time  spent  on  the  Bill,  and  all  the 
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fuBa  that  had  been  made  about  it — to 
arrive  at  such  an  impotent  eonclosion  ? 
If  the  wish  of  the  Oovemment  was  not 
that  which  they  expressed — namely,  to 
protect  the  tenants  wno  were  unable  to  pay 
rent — but  to  get  rid  of  this  exception  to 
the  riffht  of  sale,  he  submitted  it  would 
have  been  better  to  have  introduced  a 
Bill  for  that  purpose,  and  not  to  hare 
introduced  a  £ill  for  an  entirely  different 
purpose.  As  the  Bill  was  now  proposed  to 
be  altered,  the  Bill  did  not  protect  the 
tenant  It  gave  the  landlord  the  right 
to  eyiot,  and  the  tenant  the  right  of  scde. 
They  knew  that  these  small  tenants 
had  no  saleable  interest.  How  could 
they  expect  anyone  to  buy  a  small  farm 
which  was  screwed  down  by  a  rack  rent  ? 
From  the  nature  of  the  case  the  tenant 
would  have  no  interest  to  sell,  on  account 
of  his  haying  to  pay  a  crushing  rent. 
If  they  brought  forward,  on  the  other 
hand,  a  Bill  to  extend  the  Ulster  Custom 
to  the  whole  of  Ireland  as  a  permanent 
enactment,  he  would  admit  that  that 
would  be  a  measure  worthy  of  considera- 
tion, and  he  should  yote  for  it ;  but  he 
should  not  accept  it  as  a  final  settlement, 
nor  as  a  settlement  in  part,  of  the  yast 
questions  connected  with  Irish  land. 
The  Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  would  benefit  a  large  class 
of  large  tenants  who  were  in  a  different 
position  altogether  from  the  small 
farmers — ^tenants  whom  the  landlords 
did  not  desire  to  lose — it  would  giye  this 
class  the  rieht,  and  the  valuable  right, 
of  sale  in  their  holdings.  If  the  rent  of 
such  holdings  was  low  and  the  landlord 
was  a  good  landlord,  then  the  tenant 
would  have  something  valuable  to  sell ; 
but  if  the  rent  was  mgh  and  the  land- 
lord a  bad  landlord,  this  right  of  sale 
would  be  worth  nothing  at  all.  He 
wished  to  point  out  the  direction  in 
which  they  were  drifting  owing  to  the 
impressionable  nature  of  the  Govern- 
ment. He  did  not  know  whether  it  was 
by  the  pressure  from  behind  or  before, 
whether  it  was  by  pressure  from  above  or 
"  another  place,"  that  this  extraordinary 
change  of  flank  was  brought  about ;  but, 
whatever  the  motive,  he  would  remind 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  old  maxim — 
*'  Unstable  as  water,  thou  shalt  not 
exoeL"  It  would  have  been  better  for 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  have  waited  for 
a  while  before  maKing  any  definite  an* 
nounoement.  The  BiU  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  was 


introduced,  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
seemed  to  be  favourably  impressed ;  but 
a  demonstration  a  tergo^  ana  he  dropped 
it  like  a  hot  potato.  Now  they  foimd 
that  another  change  of  front  had  been 
executed,  and  the  Government  was 
going  to  enact  something  entirely  dif- 
ferent from  its  original  idea,  and 
which  something  would  not  have  the 
slightest  effect  for  the  protection  of 
small  tenants  in  the  West  of  Ireland.  It 
followed,  of  course,  on  this  Amendment 
that  the  whole  of  the  Land  Question 
would  have  to  be  discussed.  The  par- 
tial failure  of  the  Ulster  Custom  would 
render  it  necessary  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments. They  knew  that  bad  landlords 
in  Ulster  made  the  custom  there  of  no 
use;  and,  only  recently,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney)  proposed  a 
Bill  on  the  subject.  The  Government 
said  they  could  not  go  into  that  question 
at  present,  and  he  agreed  with  them ; 
but  now  the  Government,  by  this  Amend- 
ment, had  raised  the  whole  question, 
and  it  would  be  absolutely  necessary,  if 
this  Bill  reached  Committee,  to  move 
Amendments  in  the  direction  of  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tyrone.  He 
maintained  that  this  Bill  as  now  altered 
would  result  in  either  filling  the  poor- 
house  or  the  emigrant  ship.  He  could 
not  imagine  any  more  disastrous  step 
than  that  which  the  Government  had 
taken.  They  were  extending  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  sale,  and  putting  it  on  its 
trial  for  a  purpose  for  which  it  was 
never  intended  and  for  which  it  was 
entirely  useless.  They  were  told  there 
had  been  no  anti-rent  disturbances  in 
Ulster,  and  that  that  was  due  to  the 
Ulster  Custom.  But  the  Ulster  Custom 
had  done  its  work  firaduaUy,  and,  owing 
to  its  operation,  it  nad  become  a  reooff- 
nized  principle  that  the  landlord  should 
not  raise  his  rent  beyond  a  certain  point, 
and  that  a  certain  saleable  interest 
should  be  left  to  the  tenant.  He  re- 
gretted exceedingly  that  the  Govern- 
ment did  not  stand  to  their  colours. 
Perhaps  they  were  afraid  that  the  Bill 
would  be  thrown  out  in  **  another  place.** 
Well,  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  face 
that  contingency.  No  great  cause  was 
ever  won  without  suffering,  and  the 
Iridi  people,  if  they  were  determined  to 
obtain  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  Land 
Question,  must  be  ready  to  suffer.  They 
had  sidfered  in  the  past,  and  ih^  would 
have  to  suffer  still.    If  the  House  of 
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Lords,  in  1870,  bad  not  mutilated  that 
9th  section,  he  believed  that  the  present 
pressure  in  Ireland  would  never  have 
arisen.  A  sort  of  custom  would  have 
ffrown  up  by  which  the  landlords  would 
have  been  restrained  by  the  Courts  from 
raising  rents  to  an  undue  height.  But 
the  House  of  Lords  deliberat^y  cut  the 
section  out  and  altered  the  Act ;  and  the 
consequence  had  been  that  the  people 
had  been  driven  from  the  Courts  and 
had  to  rely  on  organization  and  agita- 
tion. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  now  been  urged  by 
some  Members  on  the  Conservative  side 
to  sit  on  the  safety-valve,  and  he  had 
done  it.  If  the  result  should  be  that 
the  engineer  was  hoist  by  his  own 
petard,  the  weakness  and  vacillation  he 
nad  shown  would  not  entitle  him  to  any 
sympathy. 

m!b.  W.  E.  FORSTEE  said,  he  did  not 
intend  to  make  much  allusion  to  the  per- 
sonal attack  made  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  If 
he  was  conscious  of  having  given  way 
to  anything  except  his  impression  of 
what  he  thought  it  just  and  right  to  do, 
he  should  have  felt  it  necessary  to  ex- 
cuse himself  before  the  House.  But,  as 
his  conscience  did  not  in  the  slightest 
deg^ree  accuse  him  in  that  respect,  he 
passed  by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  remarks, 
trusting  that  they  would  receive  in  Ire- 
land as  well  as  in  England  the  attention 
they  deserved  and  no  more.  They  had 
had  three  speeches  that  night,  all  very 
curiously  different.  The  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell)  was  marked  by  his  hon. 
Friend's  usual  moderation  and  practical 
sense.  His  hon.  Friend  stated  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  a  special  limitation 
of  the  scope  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  would 
not,  perhaps,  be  surprised  if,  after  the 
two  speeches  which  followed  his,  he  did 
not  say  much  about  the  Amendment, 
except  that  he  did  not  think  it  would  be 
possible  to  make  that  limitation.  The 
object  of  their  measure  was  not  penal 
— it  was  precautionary;  it  was  meant 
to  ^^uard  against  certain  things  hap- 
penme*  not  to  punish  landlords  for 
what  had  happened.  It  was  intended 
to  prevent  Ifuidlords  from  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  calamity  of  this  year 
to  take  away  from    their  tenants  Uie 

Sroperty  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
outh  Northumberland  (Mr.  Grey)  ac- 
knowledged to  belong  to  them,  but  the 
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right  to  which,  although  given  by  the 
Land  Act,  required  to  be  secured  to  the 
tenants  under  present  circumstanoee. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Northum- 
berland had  made  an  exceedingly  able 
speech  against  the  Bill.  He  had  not 
said  a  word  about  the  Amendment,  al- 
though he  had  seconded  it.  He  could 
not  imagine  that  hon.  Gentleman  wish* 
ing  to  acknowledge  the  Bill  even  so  far 
as  to  try  to  amend  its  scope.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  not  expect  him  to 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Northumberland,  because  he  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  any- 
thing fr'csh  that  night,  although  he  had 
reproduced  with  great  ability  the  align- 
ments used  in  previous  debatee  on  the 
Bill.  Then  came  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  aty  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  who 
said  that  his  view  was  entirely  altered, 
and  that  in  consequence  of  what  he 
called  their  change  of  front  he  was  now 
opposed  to  the  Bill,  having  before  been 
prepared  to  support  it;  and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  put  on  them  great  responsi- 
bility for  the  course  they  had  tiJcen. 
Now,  he  did  not  know  what  the  effect  of 
the  hon.  Member's  opposition  might  be ; 
but  if  its  effect  in  the  present  state  of 
feeling  in  the  House  in  regard  to  the 
Bill  was  to  prevent  its  passing,  on  the 
hon.  Member  must  lie  the  responsibility 
of  its  not  passing. 

Mb.  PAkNELL  said,  he  did  not  say 
he  should  oppose  the  Bill.  What  he 
said  was,  that  he  should  consider  it  per- 
fectly useless  unless  with  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Attorney  G^enend  for  Ire- 
land. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  was 
very  glad  to  have  heard  that  statement 
from  the  hon.  Member,  because  he  under* 
stood  him,  in  the  very  first  sentence  he 
spoke,  to  say  that  he  would  oppose  the 
Bill.  Now  came  the  purpose  of  his 
speech.  He  denied  that  there  had  been 
any  change  of  front  either  in  their  align- 
ments or  in  their  statements — either  in 
the  general  purpose  of  the  Bill,  or  in  the 
explanations  made  to  the  House  in  sup- 
port of  it.  The  object  of  the  measure, 
as  he  had  endeavoured  to  state  several 
times,  had  been  this.  They  believed 
that,  partlv  bv  the  Land  Act  and 
partly  by  the  history  of  Ireland,  the 
tenant,  especially  the  small  tenant,  had 
a  proprietary  right  aoknowledffed  in 
his  .holding.  It  was  defined  by  the 
drd    section   of    the   Land   Act     He 
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must  almost  repeat  the  words  he  used  I 
at  the  close  of  the  debate  on  Monday, 
when  he  said  he  thought  the  question 
which  the  House  had  to  decide  by  its 
division  was  whether  the  landlord  should 
be  enabled  to  deprive  the  tenant  of  that 
proprietary  right  by  taking  advantage 
of  die  calamity  of  this  year.  His  risht 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Oladstone)  in  his 
speech  had  most  distinctly  stated  that 
he  considered  the  Amen^ent  of  the 
Attorney  Qeneral  for  Ireland  was  really 
included  in  the  Bill  as  it  had  been 
bro\ight  forward.  [Mr.  Pabnell  dis- 
sented.] The  hon.  Member  shook  his 
head.  He  knew  that  his  right  hon. 
Friend  believed  that  he  had  said  that, 
and  he  wondered  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, who  was  as  acute  an  observer  of 
what  happened  as  any  other  Member, 
did  not  apprehend  the  meaning  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend's  words,  and  that  they 
got  his  vote  at  the  end  of  the  evening 
considering  the  views  he  now  expressed. 
The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had 
made  the  same  statement,  and  they  be- 
lieved it  was  included  in  the  Bill,  be- 
cause they  imagined  that  condition  must 
be  fulfilled  before  the  tenant  could  re- 
ceive compensation — that  was  to  say,  that 
the  tenant  should  be  willing  to  remain 
on  reasonable  terms  and  that  the  land- 
lord was  im willing  to  grant  them.  They 
had  always  supposed  that  permission  to 
sell  the  proprietary  right  was  included 
in  that  condition.  That,  he  believed, 
was  the  only  answer  he  could  make  to 
the  charge  of  having  changed  their 
front.  They  considered  that  they  were 
by  the  Bill  preventing  the  small  tenants 
from  being  deprived  of  the  property 
they  possessed  m  their  holdings.  That 
property  which  they  possessed,  like  any 
other  properiy,  was  a  saleable  property ; 
and  by  offering  to  the  landlord  the  alter- 
native of  givinp^  the  tenant  the  power  to 
sell  or  of  runnmg  the  risk  of  having  to 
pay  compensation,  they  thought  mey 
were  entirely  carrying  out  the  principle 
of  the  Land  Act,  which  sectured  the 
teoant's  right.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
ceived that  it  would  not  be  a  saleable 
property.  The  point  might  be  fedrly 
open  to  argument;  but  that  was  not 
their  information,  that  was  not  the  de- 
duction they  drew  from  the  condition  of 
Ulster,  and  especially  of  Donegal.  The 
difference  between  Donegal  and  Mayo, 
neighbouring  ooimties,  appeared  to  be 
this— that,  m  the  one  case,  the  tenant 


who  had  the  power  of  selling  was  not 
turned  out  in  nopeless  poveriy ;  and  that, 
in  the  other  case,  he  was.  It  was  to 
s0Bure,  under  the  exceptional  circum- 
stances of  this  year,  to  the  tenant  out 
of  Ulster  that  power  of  being  able 
either  to  preserve  his  property  or  to  get 
value  for  it,  that  they  had  brought  in 
that  Bill.  Therefore,  he  denied  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  in  any 
way  misled  the  House  or  withdrawn 
from  their  proposal.  The  simple  reason 
why  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
put  tiiis  Amendment  on  the  Table  was 
because  many  hon.  Members  on  both 
sides  expressed  their  desire  that  the 
Government  would  put  in  exact  words 
what  they  believed  were  the  wishes  of 
those  hon.  Members. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  he 
knew  that  besides  the  attention  which 
his  Bill  had  received  from  Members  of 
that  House,  it  had  received  almost  equal 
attention  from  Members  of  the  otiier 
House  of  Parliament,  and  the  nimiber 
of  letters  which  disting^bhed  Noblemen 
had  found  time  to  write  to  TAs  Timen 
on  this  Irish  Land  Question,  especially 
upon  his  modest  proposal,  went  far  to 
show  that  the  legislative  machine  was 
very  unevenly  bahtnced,  and  that  those 
distinguished  Noblemen  must  have  very 
little  to  do  in  that  "  other  place."  He 
thought  it  was  very  unfortunate  that  the 
Government  did  not  accept  his  proposed 
solution  of  the  difficulty  in  Irdand. 
The  correspondence  in  Ths  Times  on  the 
matter  began  by  Lord  Dunraven  under- 
taking to  challenge  a  statement  he  had 
made,  that  since  the  passing  of  the  Land 
Act  landlords  had  forced  their  rents  to 
an  exorbitant  point  for  the  purpose  of 
thus  enabling  themselves  to  get  rid  of 
their  tenants  without  being  subject  to 
any  claim  of  compensation.  It  was  not 
every  statement  tnat  was  capable  of  de- 
monstration. Lord  lifford  promised  to 
vote  for  his  Bill  when  it  went  to  the 
House  of  Lords,  if  he  could  furnish  six 
instances  in  which  landlords  had  been 
found  to  unduly  increase  rents  for  the 
purpose  of  ejectmg  their  tenants.  How 
was  he  to  prove  that  that  increase  wflis 
effected  for  the  express  purpose  he 
alleged  ?  He  could  only  inier  tnat  that 
was  the  object  in  many  instances  for 
which  landlords  had  raised  their  rents. 
His  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had  g^ven  expression  to 
ccmsiderable  indignation  in  consequence 
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of  the  Amendment  put  on  the  Table  by 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  and 
though  he  had  not  the  advantage  of 
hearing  the  whole  of  his  speeoh,  he  be- 
lieved that  unless  ihe  Government 
would  add  to  that  Amendment,  the 
Amendment  that  stood  in  the  name  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy),  the 
course  they  were  taking  would  defeat 
the  object  of  their  own  Bill.  The 
Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  be  intelligible  if  they 
were  legislating  permanently  on  the 
Land  Question;  but  this  was  a  tem- 
porary Bill  to  give  relief  to  tenants  in 
distressed  districts.  He  should  like  to 
give  Notice  that  when  they  did  get  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  he  would  move 
to  add  to  the  Amendment  which  stood 
in  the  name  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  these  words — 

**  Bat  the  failure  of  the  tenant  to  dispose  of 
his  interest  owing  to  a  want  of  purchasers  shall 
not  bur  his  right  to  compensation  for  disturb- 
ance.** 

Mb.  speaker  said,  there  were 
several  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  and 
that  was  not  the  time  for  discussing 
Amendments. 

M^.    O'CONNOR    POWER    bowed 
readily  to  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman ;  he  was  quite  conscious 
that  he  was  trespassing  on  the  attention 
of  the  House.    The  Landed  interest  in 
Ireland  had  been  crying  out  before  it 
was  hurt,  and  the  whole  object  of  this 
artificial  outcry  had  been  to  make  the 
Qovemment  halt  in  their  proposal  to  do 
justice  to  the  tenants  of  Ireland.    If  the 
GK)vernment  were  to  be  cowed  by  the 
timidity  of  their  own  Followers  and  by 
the  violence  of  the  Opposition,  then  there 
was  no  hope  for  the  tenantry  of  Ireland. 
If  they  adhered  to  the  new  course  they 
had  adopted,  that  would  be  equivalent 
to  telling  the  landlords  and  the  tenants 
to  fight  it  out  among  themselves.    There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Land  Act 
had  not  been  successful  in  keeping  down 
exorbitant   rents.     There   were   many 
cases  were  an  agent  took  notice  of  the 
bonnet  or  shawl  that  a  farmer's  daugh- 
ter used  as  she  went  to  Mass  on  Sunday 
morning,  and  if  he  found  a  new  bonnet, 
or  a  new  shawl,  or  a  respectable  dress, 
he  went  to  the  fanner  ana  said,  "  If  you 
can  afford  to  dress  your  daughter  so  well, 
you  can  afford  to  pay  me  a  higher  rent 
for  the  farm."    He  objected  to  the  prin- 
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ciple  that  the  tenant  should  depend  upon 
the  goodwill  of  his  landlord.     Such  a 
principle  afforded  no  protection  against 
a  bad  landlord ;  and  the  rule  of  bad 
landlords  had  banished  3,000,000  of  the 
Irish  people.     The  conflict  of  opinion  on 
the  subject  was  truly  bewildering ;  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  deal  wiUi  it  with 
a  due  consideration  of  the  arguments  on 
the  other  side.    The  House  had  been 
told  by  the  hon.   Member  for  Stroud 
(Mr.  Brand)  and  the  late  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  (Mr.  Qibson)  that  the 
consequences  of  acceding  to  the  Bill  of 
the  Oovernment  would  be  to  encourage 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  in  the  work 
of  agitation,  and  that  a  revolution,  and 
other  terrible  consequences,  would  ensue. 
But,  whatever  harsh  things  he  had  said 
against  the  land  system  of  Ireland,  he 
had  never  been  gfinHtyoi  using  one  kind 
of  language  in  the  House  and  another 
elsewhere.    Whether  he  had  addressed 
audiencesoutside  the  House,  orezpreesed 
his  opinion  in  the  Press,  he  haa  never 
spoken  in  a  different  manner  from  that 
which  he  adopted  in  that  House.    He 
had  always  denounced  the  land  system 
of  Ireland.    The  greatest  evil  in  that 
system  was  the  accumulation  of  the  land 
of  the  country  in  the  hands  of  a  small 
number  of  people.    The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Northumberland  (Mr.  Orey)  had 
asked  the  compassion  of  the  House  for 
the  widows  and  orphans  of  the  unfor- 
tunate landowners  of  the  country.     But 
that  was  a  small  affiur  compai^sd  with 
the  miseries  of  millions  of  the  Irish 
people.    The  Irish  Members  had  used 
no  exaggeration  on  the  subject.    They 
had   rather    repressed    their    feelines. 
He  had  a  decisive  authority  for  uio 
opinion  he  had  expressed  upon  the  dis- 
tnbution  of  the  land  among  few  people. 
He  thought  the  words  of  Holy  Writ, 
which  denoimced  woe  to  those  who  added 
house  to  house  and  field  to  field,  were 
especially  applicable  to  the  state  of  Ire- 
land.   It  had  been  said  that  the  country 
was  over-populated.      That  was    only 
true  in  the  sense  in  which  an  hotel  of 
three  or  four  stories  would  be  deecribed 
as  overcrowded  if  all  the  people  who 
could  easily  be  accommodated  on  all  the 
floors  were  concentrated  in  the  lower 
parts  of  the  building.    The  people  had 
been  cleared  out  of  one  part  of  the  ooun- 
try,  and  huddled  up  into  another.    He 
objeoted  to  the  clearance  system;   he 
objected  to  the  efforts  which  had  been 
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made  to  extenninate  the  Iriah  people. 
He  would  submit  to  the  House  the 
opinions  which  had  been  expressed  by 
distinguished  foreigners  on  we  subject. 
The  Key.  Henry  Ward  Beecher,  in  an 
address  in  which  he  spoke  in  warm 
terms  of  the  Irish  character,  said  there 
was  OTery  justification  for  an  agitation 
to  procure  the  emancipation  of  the  Irish 
peasantry  from  Enghe^  misrule.  Mr. 
Wendell  Phillips,  an  American  of  great 
abilitr  and  of  the  purest  character,  who 
was  by  no  means  a  professional  politi- 
cian, had  said  that  America  was  glad  to 
avail  herself  of  the  seryices  of  the  Irish 
people,  and  had  profited  largely  by  their 
gemus,  and  that  he  wondered  at  the 
way  in  which  they  were  treated  by  the 
English  Oovemment.  When  it  was  said 
that  now  that  that  House  was  engaged 
day  after  day  in  discussing  Irish  ques- 
tions that  Ireland  should  be  satisfied, 
he  replied  that  there  ought  to  be  no 
occasion  for  discussing  them,  and  that 
there  was  no  obligation  on  the  part  of 
the  oppressed  to  be  gratefid  because 
their  oppressor  was  at  length  listening 
to  their  complaints.    The  only  way  to 

get  rid  of  Irish  questions  was  for  the 
Government  and  the  country  to  do  justice 
all  round  to  Ireland,  so  as  to  raise  up  a 
contented,  an  industrious,  and  a  pros- 
perous Irish  people. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  Sir,  no  one  is 
more  sensible  than  myself  of  the  right 
of  the  hon.  Member  to  be  heard  upon 
any  question  he  chooses  to  treat,  and 
especially  upon  the  question  of  land. 
But,  without  any  derogation  to  my  re- 
spect for  his  abilities,  I  do  venture  to 
fin  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
course  this  debate  has  taken.  The 
question  is  an  Amendment  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
Pell)  on  your  leaving  the  Chair.  He 
proposes  that  the  operation  of  the  Bill 
should  be  restricted  to  certain  classes  of 
estates ;  but  we  have  travelled  entirely 
away  horn  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire,  leaving  his  Amendment 
as  much  forgotten  as  if  he  had  been  dead 
for  100  years,  instead  of  being  living  and 
likely  to  be  long  a  useful  Meml^  of 
this  House.  May  I  be  permitted  to 
make  a  remark  which,  I  hope,  will  not 
be  without  effect.  If  I  understand  the 
matter,  this  House  is  a  deliberative 
Assembly.  Now,  what  is  the  essence 
of  a  deliberative  Assembly  ?  It  appears 
to  me  to  be  this— that  a  deliberative 


Assembly  is  an  Assembly  that  speaks 
always  with  a  view  of  something  it  is 
going   to    decide.     But   if,    when   we 
have  a  Motion  like  this  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire,  we 
are  to  launch  forth    not  only  into   a 
discussion   of  the  Bill    at   large,   but 
into   a  general  discussion  of  the  con- 
dition of  Ireland  and  the  land  burdens, 
and  other  questions  that  have  no  bearing 
on  the  Amendment,  so  far  we  lose  the 
character  of  a  deliberative  Assembly  al- 
together, because  we  take  up  that  upon 
which  we  are  not  asked    to  give  an 
opinion  at  all.    It  is  a  matter  of  general 
interest.    I  am  presuming  to  sugg^est  to 
the  House,  ther^ore,  that  they  have  an 
undoubted  title  to  discuss  this  Bill  at 
large  on  the  (question  of  the  Speaker 
leaving  the  Chair ;  but  it  would  be  con- 
venient if  we  were  permitted  to  dispose 
of  this  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire.    On  what  has 
been  said  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Oily  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell),  I  will  only 
so  far  comment  as  to  subscribe  unre- 
servedly to  what  has  been  stated  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land.   The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  may 
see  a  change  of  front.    Many  men  have 
a  faculty  for  seeing  that  which  does  not 
exist.    I  believe  he  has  exhibited  that 
faculty,  along  with  many  other  excellent 
faculties  he  possesses,  to-night.    But  let 
us  debate  that  subject  when  we  come  to 
it,  and  when  we  have  some  proposal 
bearing  upon  it.    It  has  no  bearing,  and 
even  the  ingenuity  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  can  give  it  no  bearing,  on  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South    Leicestershire.      Although  that 
Motion  proceeds  from  a  Gentleman  of 
great  authority,   and  who  applies  his 
mind  with  integrity  and  impartiality  to 
this  subject,  vet  a  little  reflection  will 
let  him  see  that  not  even  an  adversary 
of  this  measure  can  draw  a  distinction 
between  estates  where  evictions  have 
taken  place  and  estates  where  they  have 
not.      Evictions  may  have  taken  pIao^ 
with  good  reason,  and  yet  the  disability 
would  be  incurred.    Evictions  may  have 
been  delayed    on    other    estates  from 
various  causes,  and  yet  they  could  be 
put  in  operation  the  moment  this  Bill 
passed.     Let  us  put  that  Amendment 
out  of  the  way,  and  let  us  go  forward  to 
discussion,  when  the  House  can  delibe- 
rate on  the  question  as  to  whether  this 
clause  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  At- 
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tomej  General  for  Irdand  is  or  is  not  a 
departore  from  the  yiews  we  originally 
expreased  when  we  endearonred  to  im- 
proas  the  Bill  upon  the  House.  I  think 
I  am  '^lot  making  anj  unreasonable  re- 
quest when  I  aw  on  behalf  of  persons 
who  are  sent  here  not  merely  for  the 
oxpiosoion  of  opinion,  but  for  die  trans- 
acti<m  of  Business,  that  we  may  be  per- 
mitted to  dispose  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leioester- 


ahire,  leaving  a  perfectly  fair  and  open 
field  for  those  wno  wish  to  discuss  the 


larger  question   on   your  leaving  the 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  nresent;  House  counted,  and  40 
MemDOTs  be^sg  found  preeent, 

Thb  (yDONOGHUE  said,  he  was 
sorry  he  could  not  agree  with  the  Prime 
Minister  that  this  was  a  proper  moment 
for  division  on  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  there  still  re- 
mained something  to  be  said  at  this 
stage  whidi  could  not  so  wdl  find  a 
pJaoe  when  the  Bill  got  into  Committee. 
The  right  hon.  (Gentleman  the  (3iief 
Secretary  had,  with  mournful  tones  and 
long-drawn  yisaffe,  deplored  the  fact 
that  two  or  three  bad  seasons  would  re- 
duce Ireland  to  a  state  of  beggary,  and 
he  attributed  this  to  some  mysterious 
and  inscrutable  disease,  whose  diagnosis 
must  baffle  the  ingenuity  of  the  ablest 
and  best-intentioned  statesmen.  The 
malady  f^m  which  Ireland  was  suffer- 
ing was  apparent,  and  the  remedy  was 
in  the  hands  of  the  riffht  hon.  Oentle- 
man  himself.  Ireland  was  sufEering 
^m  an  excess  of  rents,  and  it  rested 
with  the  Government  to  provide  that  in 
f^iture  there  should  be  no  possibility  of 
exacting  such  rents.  The  truth  was,  that 
the  Irish  landlords  were  open  to  the 
charge  of  rack-renting.  The  Land  Com- 
mittee of  the  Constitutional  Club  de- 
fended the  landlords  ^m  the  charge  of 
harshness  and  excessive  rack-renting  by 
referring  to  the  small  number  of  evic- 
tions ;  but  that  was  a  fallacious  argu- 
ment. What  they  had  to  show  was  the 
number  of  times  in  each  year  the  land- 
lords had  threatened  to  evict  on  process 
for  rent ;  and,  if  they  did  Uiat,  it  would 
place  beyond  dispute  the  fact  that  in  the 
vast  majority  of  cases  rent  in  Ireland  was 
only  paid  under  threat  of  eviction,  or 
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threat  of  the  seizure  of  stock,  or  the  fear 
of  starvation.  In  Kerry,  last  year,  the 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  had  signed 
400  decrees  of  evictions  for  non-payment 
of  rent.  That  was  for  last  year.  The 
Quarter  Sessions  had  just  lieen  heUi  in 
Kerry,  at  Killamey,  Kenmare,  Listowel, 
and  Tralee,  and  there  had  been  more 
than  200  ejectments — that  was,  abont 
1,000  persons  left  homeless.  In  one  of 
the  most  famous  dictionaries  ever  com- 
piled, '* rack-rent"  was  defined  to  be 
"  a  rent  usually  extorted  by  Irish  land- 
lords from  their  tenants."  In  1886,  the 
late  Lord  Derby  used  the  following 
words  in  this  House  in  a  debate  on  Irish 
Poor  Laws : — 

'*  He  should  hare  been  moit  desiroas  of  seeing: 
a  sjttem  introduced  b^  which  the  poor  imtc« 
lery  might  have  acted  aa  an  abaolute  and  poai* 
tire  check  upon  that  which  he  held  to  be  one  of 
the  greatest  crila  of  Ireland  as  betwe^i  land- 
lord and  tenant — namely,  the  exorbitant  rents 
fixed  upon.  For  now  the  landlord  imposed  a 
rent  of  60«.,  knowing  at  the  same  time  he  abould 
never  set  more  tiian  40#.,  but  truating  to  what 
he  could  screw  out  of  the  tenant,  willing  to  take 
anything  he  could  g^t ;  while  the  poor  tenant, 
mm  the  great  competition  for  land,  undertook 
to  give  60s.,  knowing  weDat  the  nme  time  that 
he  could  not  pay  any  such  sum.*' 

In  the  same  speech,  the  noble  Lord 
remarked  that — 

**  He  could  say,  without  hesitation,  that  he 
had  seen  instances  of  self-derotion  on  the  part 
of  the  peasantry  of  Ireland  which  could  not  be 
met  with  elsewhere.  He  had  repeatedly  met 
with  sacrifice  for  the  purposes  of  beneroleiMw 
and  charity  of  all  the  little  comforts  pniscsscd 
without  hesitation,  which  reflected  the  highcvt 
credit  on  the  humblest  classes  in  Ireland.** 

No  one  could  charge  the  late  Lord  Derby 
with  being  an  agitator.  Would  anyone 
yenture  to  say  that  the  moral  qualities 
of  the  Irish  people  had  decreased  since 
that  time?  A  reference  to  statistics 
would  show  that  there  was  less  crime  in 
Ireland  than  in  any  other  country  in  the 
world  of  equal  population.  There  was  no 
country  of  whose  population  it  could  be 
said,  as  of  the  population  of  Irehmd,  that 
virtue  was  the  rule  and  vice  the  excep- 
tion. Why  did  he  say  this  of  his  own 
coiintiymen  ?  Simply  to  lead  the  House 
to  the  ineritable  conclusion  that  it  was 
quite  impossible  that  such  a  peopleoould, 
as  was  pretended,  have  entered  into  a 
conspiracy  to  defraud  their  landlords. 
It  had  been  said  that  in  Ireland  there 
was  an  anti-rent  agitation,  and  a  deter* 
mination  not  to  pay  rent  He  pronounced 
that  assertion  to  l>e  absolutely  baseless, 
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and  a  complete  misrepresentation  of  the 
state  of  feeling  which  existed  in  Ireland 
with  regard  to  the  payment  of  rent. 
There  was  in  Ireland  an  agitation  against 
the  exaction  of  imfair  rents — a  deter- 
mination to  resist  the  payment  of  imfair 
rents,  and  to  brave  the  consequences  of 
their  non-payment.  That  feeling  pre- 
vailed extensively  in  Ireland,  and  it  ac- 
quired force  and  volume  with  the  spread 
of  education,  of  intelligence,  and  the  ac- 
quisition of  political  power  by  the  people. 
The  presumption  was  entirely  in  favour 
of  the  rents  being  unfair  from  the  cir- 
cumstance that  uie  landlords  had  the 
fixing  of  these  rents.  It  was  not  in 
human  nature  to  resist  the  opportunity 
they  had  of  charging  more  than  the 
value  of  the  land.  Many  harsh  things 
had  been  said  of  the  tenants.  To  retort 
was  easy.  On  one  point,  at  least,  there 
would  be  no  controversy — that  previous 
to  the  Act  of  1870,  tenants  were  simply 
robbed  of  their  property  in  the  shape  of 
improvements.  Since  Uien  the  property 
of  the  tenantry  had  been  appropriated 
by  whatLordCarlingford  called  the  dlent 
process  of  rent-raising.  In  three  Pro- 
vinces, at  all  events,  the  Act  of  1870 
had  foiled  to  prevent  capricious  raising 
of  rents  with  a  view  to  eviction ;  and  the 
landlords  literally  snapped  their  fingers 
at  the  Act.  They  dealt  with  the  tenantry 
as  if  the  Act  had  never  passed.  He  be- 
lieved the  intentions  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  introduced  the  Bill 
were  excellent ;  but  his  efforts  had  been 
ineffectual  to  protect  the  tenants  from 
their  landlords,  and  he  very  much  feared 
they  were  now  engaged  in  the  prelimi- 
naries of  another /mm.  At  the  meetings 
which  he  attended  he  had  endeavours 
to  get  a  resolution  passed  to  the  effect 
that  the  eviction  of  a  tenant  for  the  non- 
payment of  a  rent  fixed  by  the  landlord 
was  unjust,  and  called  for  the  condemna- 
of  evoiv  lover  of  justice.  He  thought 
the  Bill,  when  first  introduced,  went  a 
considerable  length  with  him  in  that 
view.  He  had  supposed  that  under  this 
Bill  a  great  portion  of  the  rents  of  Ire- 
land would  DO  revised  in  open  court; 
that  everything  bearing  on  them,  in  the 
interest  of  the  tenant,  would  be  sifted 
by  skilled  advocates ;  Uiat  the  secrets  of 
the  Estate  Office  would  bo  turned  inside 
out ;  that  the  landlords  would  be  put  on 
their  defence,  and  asked  in  the  face  of 
their  countrymen  whv  they  should  not 
be  mulcted  in  heavy  damages  for  being 


rack-renters.  It  now  appeared,  however, 
that  they  were  simply  to  have  the  clause 
of  the  Irish  Attorney  General,  which 
would  enable  QY&ry  landlord  to  come  to 
Crourt,  and  say  he  nad  agreed  to  let  so- 
and-so  sell  his  interest.  No  questions 
would  be  asked,  and  the  Bill  would 
simply  be  one  for  clearing  off  the  small 
tenants  in  Ireland.  In  such  circum- 
stances, he  verv  much  doubted  whether 
he  should  not  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  the 
course  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  City  of  Cork. 

SiB  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR 
said,  that  the  Amendment  which  he  had 
originaJhr  proposed  was  coldly  received 
by  the  Cnief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney 
General,  and  the  Prime  Minister,  in  his 
speech,  alluded  to  it  as  entirely  un- 
necessary, saying  that  no  Judge  would 
refuse  to  accept  the  landlord's  offer  to 
allow  the  tenant  to  sell  his  ^^oodwill  as  a 
just  settlement  of  the  question.  He  was 
glad  to  find  the  (Government  had  now  re- 
considered the  point,  and  that  his  clause 
had  been  deemed  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance for  the  Attorney  General  for  ire- 
land  to  place  it  upon  the  Paper.  He 
attributed  that  very  much  to  the  division 
on  the  second  reading,  when  about  100 
Liberals  abstained  firom  voting,  or  voted, 
as  he  did,  against  the  Bill.  Had  it  not 
been  for  that  very  ominous  Gh>vemment 
victory,  which  was  like  the  victory  of 
Pyrrhus,  they  would  not  have  had  that 
Amendment  proposed.  He  was  glad  to 
find  his  Amendment  had  not  given  great 
satisfaction  to  the  Home  Eule  Members 
opposite.  If  they  had  been  satisfied 
with  it,  he  would  have  taken  the  first 
opportunity  of  withdrawing  it  from  the 
Paper.  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land, in  his  speech,  had  made  some 
statements  which  caused  surprise  as  to 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ant in  Scotland.  He  (Sir  Tollemache 
Sinclair)  had  himself  managed  a  large 
estate  in  Scotland  for  a  great  portion  of 
his  life,  and  he  was  enabled  to  state  that 
a  great  many  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  statements  were  inaccurate. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
made  some  quotations  from  a  standard 
text-book ;  but  he  had  only  quoted  those 
parts  that  suited  his  argument.  In 
Scotland,  if  the  produce  of  the  crops 
exceeded,  bv  however  little,  the  cost  of 
seed  and  tillage,  the  tenant  was  liable 
for  the  entire  amount  of  his  rent,  as  he 
was  if  he  had  the  whole  of  his  crop 
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destroyed  by  a  bad  harvest.  He  had 
seen  a  good  deal  of  Irish  land,  and  made 
inquiries  as  to  the  rent,  and  he  could 
say  that,  so  far  irom  the  landlords  being 
amenable  to  the  charge  brought  against 
them  by  the  last  speaker,  me  land  in 
Ireland  was  rented  much  lower  than  the 
same  quality  of  land  would  be  in  Eng- 
land or  in  Scotland.  Most  of  the  land 
in  Ireland  was  let  at  Griffith's  valuation, 
and  a  good  deal  of  it  far  below  that 
valuation,  which,  by-the-bye,  was  made 
at  a  time  when  prices  were  much  lower 
than  at  present.  He  would  boldly  state 
that  land  in  Ireland,  in  his  opinion,  was 
very  much  lower  rented  on  the  average 
than  any  part  of  England  or  Scotland. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  had  complained  that 
Irish  tenants  were  rack-rented.  No  doubt, 
tenants  were  suffering  very  severely  at 
present ;  but  he  believed  that  such  was 
the  state  of  affairs  in  Ireland,  so  much 
was  the  country  over-populated,  and  such 
a  large  proportion  of  the  people  were 
unable  to  find  money,  that  there  would 
be  great  misery  there  even  if  there  were 
no  such  thing  as  rent  at  all.  Over  popu- 
lation had  much  more  to  do  witn  the 
misery  of  Ireland  than  any  amount  of 
rack-renting.  Qreai  complaints  were 
made  of  me  treatment  of  tenants  in 
Ireland ;  but  were  they  justified  by  the 
facts  ?  In  Scotland,  landlords  could 
evict  at  six  weeks'  notice ;  but  in  Ireland 
they  had  to  give  six  months'  notice  before 
they  could  evict.  Further  than  that,  an 
Irish  tenant  for  six  months  after  his 
eviction  had  a  right  to  re-entry  on  the 
payment  of  his  arrears  ;  but  the  Scotch 
tenant  had  no  such  privilege  reserved  to 
him.  The  Prime  Minister,  in  his  speech 
the  other  night,  proved  too  much.  He 
attacked  the  Irish  proprietary,  and  he 
further  attacked  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment for  the  legislation  they  had  passed 
in  respect  to  Ireland.  If  that  legisla- 
tion had  been  so  unjust  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  represented,  then  the 
present  Bill  should  have  been  extended 
to  all  Ireland  and  made  permanent. 
Admitting  that  there  was  a  certain 
amount  of  distress  in  Ireland,  he  held 
that  it  had  been  very  much  exaggerated. 
Mr.  King  Harman  wrote  to  The  Timet 
the  other  day  to  sav  that  63  of  the  sche- 
duled districts  had  been  struck  off  his 
relief  list  of  The  New  York  EerM  Fund. 
This  showed  that  the  distress  was  de- 
creasing. Moreover,  in  spite  of  all  dis- 
tress,   the    Inland    Bevenue   statistics 
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showed  that  in  Ireland  each  head  of  a 
family  consumed  whisky  to  the  value  of 
£5  per  annum,  besides  brandy,  beer,  and 
other  intoxicants.  Therefore,  if  they 
chose  to  drink  less  whisky  they  could 
pay  their  rents.  At  all  events,  their 
inability  to  pay  now  was  largely  due  to 
their  enormous  consumption  of  whisky, 
a  consumption  unparalleled  in  any  part 
of  the  world.  Then,  again,  so  fiiras  ho 
could  ascertain,  the  poor  rates  were  not 
in  any  district  of  Ireland  of  an  exceaaiTe 
amount.  He  was  astonished  to  hear  the 
language  applied  by  the  last  speaker  to 
Iri^  landlords,  whom  he  had  called 
oppressors  and  rack-renters.  When  hon. 
Gentlemen  railed  in  that  way  at  Irish 
landlords,  they  should  look  a  little  at 
home,  for  he  found,  on  reference  to  the 
« society"  journals,  that  a  Mr.  John 
Howard  Pamell  appeared  to  be  one  of 
the  worst  landlords  in  all  Ireland.  He 
regretted  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Parnell)  was  not  at  that  moment  in  the 
House  to  hear  him ;  but  the  paper  from 
which  he  was  now  quoting  said  the  hon. 
Member's  elder  brother,  Mr.  John 
Howard  Pamell,  held  1,700  acres  in  the 
County  of   Armagh,  and  that    before 

going  on  his  American  tour  Mr.  Pamell, 
[.P.,  collected  for  his  brother  the  half- 
year's  rent  due  in  September,  allowing  a 
reduction  of  7^  per  cent,  althou^  the 
tenants  had  been  previously  promised  16 
per  cent.    Although  these  tenants  had 

Said  their  rents  up  to  the  Ist  November, 
[r.  Pamell  was  himself  one  year  and 
a-half  in  arrear  with  his  rent  to  Trinity 
College  to  the  amount  of  £1,600.  The 
writer  also  said  he  was  told  the  rents  on 
Mr.  Pamell's  estate  were  40  per  cent 
higher  than  on  the  adjoining  estate,  and 
that  his  tenants  were  subject  to  certain 
imposts  not  enforced  elsewhere.  [ ' '  Quea- 
tion ! "] 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLIVAN :  Will  the 
hon.  Member  give  his  authority,  or  the 
name  of  the  newspaper  he  is  quoting? 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLA& : 
Vanity  Fair.  [''OhP']  It  signified 
not  a  straw  what  paper  it  was  fi^m ;  a 
statement  was  a  statement.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  never  denied  the 
statement,  and  until  it  was  denied  he 
held  it  to  be  true. 

Mb.  a.  M.  SULLiyAN :  Is  the  hos. 
Member  aware  that  that  has  been  proved 
to  be  an  absolute  fiction  r 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR, 
oontinuing,  said,  the  Attorney  (General 
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for  Ireland  had  expressed  re^t  that 
tenant  right  had  oeen  abohshed  in 
County  Mayo ;  but  he  thought  the  worst 
system  of  managing  land  was  under  a 
system  of  tenant  right.  They  had,  to  a 
certain  extent,  the  same  system  in  Soot- 
land.  On  his  own  estate  a  tenant  used 
to  hare  certain  claims  for  amelioration 
at  the  end  of  his  lease,  and  the  incoming 
tenant  was  consequently  burdened  with 
a  larg^  payment  which  crippled  his  re- 
sources. It  was  well  known  that  capital 
to  landlords  in  Scotland  was  only  worth 
4  per  cent,  whereas  to  the  tenant  it  was 
worth  10  per  cent.  He  thought  the 
greatest  curse  of  Ireland  was  this  system 
of  tenant  right.  The  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  said  that  the  landlords  of 
Ireland  had  obtained  an  equivalent  for 
this  Bill  in  the  shape  of  £1,500,000. 

Thb  attorney    GENEEAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  :  I  did  not  say  so. 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  said, 
that  it  must  be  taken  into  account.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  further 
fitated  that  the  landlords  in  Ireland 
would  be  put  on  the  same  footing  as 
other  creditors ;  but  he  forgot  to  state 
that  landlords  were  obliged  to  give  fur- 
ther credit  in  land.  There  was  a  com- 
plete difference  between  the  two  cases. 
He  also  stated  that  he  could  proceed  by 
a  bill  of  civil  process  of  selling  up  the 
landlord's  stocK  of  crop ;  but  if  that  was 
so,  how  was  the  farm  to  be  kept  up  ? 
Other  creditors  did  not  care,  and  land- 
lords would  not  and  could  not  have  re- 
course to  such  extreme  measures.  What 
was  the  effect  of  legislation  proposed  by 
Irishmen  in  the  House  of  Commons? 
The  Encumbered  Estates  Act  was  passed, 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Memoer  for 
Meath  (Mr.  A.  M.  Sullivan)  said  it  was  an 
extreme  measure,  and,  if  they  went  on  as 
they  were  at  present  doing,  they  would  see 
the  land  in  the  scheduled  districts  utterly 
unsaleable  at  the  price  at  all.  Even 
solvent  landlords  would  be  affected  by 
the  Bill.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
about  the  Land  Act  of  1870,  as  if  it  were 
a  measure  of  vast  importance.  But 
what  did  he  find  ?  During  the  whole  of 
1878  the  paltiy  sum  of  £18,000  only 
was  paid  for  disturbances  and  improve- 
ment throughout  the  length  and  breadth 
of  Ireland.  Therefore,  this  sum  did  not 
give  the  people  an  exalted  opinion  of 
this  Act,  which  was  introduced  as  a 
grand  discovery.  Not  only  would  the 
n\!l,  if  passed,  ruin  Irish  landlords,  but 
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it  also  would  reduce  widows  and  orphans 
to  beggary,  and  in  time  to  come  the  Chief 
Secretary  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  think  of  the  ruin  they  had 
brought  about.  When  the  House  was 
in  Committee  he  had  several  new  clauses 
to  move. 

Lord  ELCHO,  who  had  the  following 
Amendment  on  ^e  Paper : — 

'*  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  this  Bill, 
while  departing  from  the  vital  provimon  of '  The 
Irish  Land  Act  of  1870,'  is  not  required  for  the 
relief  of  the  partial  distress  now  existing  in 
Ireland,  and  will  not  improve  the  condition  of 
the  agricultural  population  of  that  country,*' 

said,  it  was  useful  that  an  hon.  Member 
had  had  the  courage  to  state  a  sound  com* 
mon  sense  view  on  this  Irish  Land  Ques* 
tion.  Where  did  they  stand  in  regard  to 
this  Bill  ?  The  Government  had  put  down 
with  a  great  flourish  of  trumpets  a  new 
clause  to  the  Bill ;  but  they  afterwards 
said  that  its  principle  was  already  in 
the  Bill.  He  was  sorry  to  say  that 
his  hon.  Friend  was  prevented  making 
the  explanation  he  wanted,  as  he  was 
the  sole  patentee  of  the  new  clause 
which  was  brought  in  by  the  Attorney 
Oeneral  for  Ireland,  and  this  act  on  his 

Eart  would  be  the  first  thing  he  would 
ave  to  defend.  He  (Lord  Elcho)  had  a 
very  few  observations  to  trouble  the 
House  with.  The  question  before  the 
House  was  as  regarded  the  general  prin- 
ciples of  the  BiU  and  the  A^mendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicestershire 
(Mr.  Pell).  In  1870  he  did  not  support 
the  Land  Bill  as  a  whole ;  but  to  the  best 
of  his  judgment  there  was  one  part  of  the 
Bill  he  resisted  to  the  utmost,  and  that 
was  the  principle  of  disturbance~-the 

Erinciple  of  payment  for  compensation 
y  transferring  one-third  of  the  property 
of  one  man  U>  the  pocket  of  another. 
That  was  plain  simple  language  except 
to  Irish  Members.  He  believed  the 
disturbance  clause  would  lead  to  all  sorts 
of  evils.  The  transference  of  the  third 
of  the  property  of  one  man  to  another 
— that  was  in  plain  Scotch  or  plain 
English  or  Welsh,  but  not  in  Irish,  what 
the  disturbance  clause  meant.  He  be- 
lieved the  principle  was  wrong,  and  the 
result  would  be  proved  by  the  fact  that 
this  wrong  principle  would  be  used  as  a 
lever  and  as  a  stc^ng  point  for  further 
wrong.  If  he  supporteo,  as  he  intended 
to  do,  the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend 
behind  him  (Mr.  Pell),  he  wished,  at  the 
same  time,  to  guard  himself  in  any  form 
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or  shape  from  being  supposed  to  ap- 
prove in  any  way  of  the  Bui  brought  in 
by  the  GoTemmenti  Protean  though  it 
might  be.  He  approved  of  this  clause 
solely  on  the  ground  that  it  minimized, 
to  a  certain  extent,  the  evils  of  the  Bill. 
He  did  not  know  whether,  in  the  course 
of  any  of  the  "  pretty  quarrels  **  between 
hon.  Members  opposite  and  the  Govern- 
ment as  to  whether  they  should  have  the 
whole  loaf  or  not,  the  Bill  would  not  be 
dropped  altogether.  But,  short  of  that, 
he  would  accept  half  a  loaf,  and  he 
should  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
hon.  Friend.  His  hon.  Friend  opposite 
spoke  of  the  relative  position  in  which  a 
landlord  would  be  as  regards  other  cre- 
ditors if  this  Bill  passed.  He  had  a 
letter  from  a  friend  inWaterford  County, 
and  he  said — 

**  It  has  been  alleged  that  the  proposed  Bill 
Tvill  still  leave  the  l^dlord  facility  for  the  re- 
covery of  his  debt  equal  to  that  possessed  by  the 
trader  or  *  gombeer-man,'  but  of  the  two  latter, 
the  first  can  stop  giving  further  credit,  whereas 
the  landlord's  goods  continue  to  be  enjoyed  bj 
his  debtor ;  and  the  '  g^mbeer-man '  is  so  ini- 
tiated in  every  secret  of  the  farmer  as  to  be  able 
to  strike  at  the  exact  moment  when  recovery  of 
his  debt,  or  its  partial  discharge — accompanied, 
probably,  by  some  conditions  still  further  en- 
tangling his  victim — is  possible.  The  inmates 
of  the  Union-house  are  less  in  number  than  at 
this  time  last  year,  and  a  fall  in  the  rate,  average 
about  2i.  or  2s.  2«r.,  is  expected.  There  is  not 
one  of  our  local  representatives  who  would  like 
to  make  tbis  statement  in  Parliament.*' 

He  should  read  to  the  House  an  extract 
from  a  letter  written  by  an  Englishman 
who  was  agent  for  an  estate  in  Hoscom- 
mon  worth  £10,000  a-year.  He  wrote 
as  follows  to  his  landlord,  who  happened 
to  be  abroad : — 

*<  The  estates  are  in  a  scheduled  district,  and 
your  consequent  apprehensions  will  be,  I  fear, 
but  too  truly  realized.  Already  has  it  been  in- 
dustriously circulated  among  the  tenants  on  no 
account  should  they  pay  rents ;  and  on  my  half- 
year's  rent  day  held  last  week — five  weeks  later 
than  usual — ^for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the  gale 
due  May  1,  1879,  out  of  £5,0001  received  £290, 
and  the  few  who  paid  me  were  leaseholders  at 
almost  nominal  rents.  I  yesterday  happened  to 
meet  several  of  your  tenants  who  to  my  know- 
ledge have  money  laid  by  in  bank  deposits,  and 
on  my  inquiring  why  they  had  not  paid  me  their 
rents,  they  replied  very  curtly  they  did  not 
mean  to  do  so.  *  Why  J* '  *  Until  they  saw 
further.'  '*  "  You  will,'*  the  agent  proceeded, 
*  *  give  me  credit  for  having  kept  the  estate  pretty 
clear  of  arrears  up  to  May  1, 1878.  On  a  rental 
of  £10,000  the  arrear  column  showed  but  £234 
— ^the  lettings  being  all  chea^  there  was  no 
reason  why  it  should  be  otherwise.  The  rental 
of  May  1879,  shows  an  arrear  of  £4,000.  I 
pressea  no  one  for  rent  who  could  fairly  have 

Zord  Eleho 


been  said  to  have  suffered ;  and,  besidee,  I  for- 
gave a  half-year^ s  rent  to  nearly  all  the  amall 
mountain  tenants  and  those  who  8uffn«l  rexj 
much  during  the  past  18  months.  I  wa*  un- 
able, in  consequence  of  your  forbearaaoe  and 
liberality,  to  send  you  one  penny.  The  diitreM 
is  now  at  an  end,  save  in  the  extreme  weat,  and 
a  great  promise  of  an  abundant  harvest,  with 
good  pnccs  for  stock  and  butter,  made  us  tJl 
sangume  that  'the  winter  of  our  disoo&tcsit' 
had  passed.  Calves  and  pigs,  the  small  fannen* 
stocK,  never  were  dearer.  A  sucking  calf  is 
worth  from  40«.  to  60«. ;  pork,  60«.  pcrcwt.; 
butter  Is.  per  lb.-— the  latter  just  doable  last 
year's  price.  Meetings  have  been  held  in  erery 
village,  Land  League  branches  establidied  in 
every  district,  and  the  people  told  to  hold  all 
they  can  make  now,  ana  to  pay  no  rent,  iject- 
ment  for  non-payment  is,  as  you  know,  the 
only  remedy  for  recovery  of  small  holding*. 
The  fear  of  it  has  always  exercised  a  whok»on>e 
influence.  If  we  are  now  to  be  practically  de- 
prived of  the  only  means  we  had  of  getting  our 
own,  and  to  wluch  I,  at  all  events,  never  re- 
sorted, save  in  extreme  coses — thr<>ats  being 
generally  enough — I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing we  shall  he  quite  unable  to  recover  rents, 
and  the  results  must  be  forced  aales  in  the 
Landed  Estates  Court.  You  have  800  tenants 
whose  average  rent  is  £10  ;  if  to  recover  £10  I 
am  to  expose  you  to  a  penalty  of  £70,  where 
should  I  find  the  means  of  satisfying  soch  a 
decree?" 

In  conclusion,  he  thanked  the  House  for 
having  listened  to  him.  He  had  read 
these  Tetters  in  the  interest  of  truth  and 
fairness,  and  they  went  much  closer  to 
the  point  than  anything  he  could  say. 

Mb.  MELDON  complained  that  the 
discussion  which  had  been  going  on 
throughout  the  evening  had  been  a 
mere  waste  of  time,  and  that  it  had  not 
been  directed  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  All  that  hon.  Members  opposing 
the  Bill  seemed  anxious  about  waa  to 
defer  as  far  as  possible  the  moment  when 
the  House  would  come  to  a  final  decision 
on  the  Bill.  The  question  as  to  whether 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  should  be 
limited  or  not  was  a  matter  for  the  con* 
sideration  of  the  Committee.  There  was 
nothing  in  the  law  as  it  at  present  stood 
to  prevent  a  landlord  recovering  his 
rent  as  a  debt ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  not 
correct  to  say  that  the  Bill  interfered  to 
prevent  landlords  in  Ireland  recovering 
their  rents.  It  left  untouched  all  the 
remedies  which  the  landlords,  either  in 
Ireland  or  in  England,  possessed  at  the 
present  time.  In  Ireland  the  right  of 
the  landlord  was  paramount  to  the  claim 
of  any  other  creditor  as  long  as  the  rent 
was  impaid,  and  the  landlord  could  pre- 
vent any  of  the  goods  of  the  tenant 
from  being  sold  to  pay  a  trader's  aoooont 
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unless  the  rent  had  been  satisfied  to 
the  last  farthing.  He  certainly  found 
fault  with  the  Bill  for  its  narrow  scope. 
He  considered  it  was  unfair  to  apply 
the  Bill  only  to  those  districts  in 
Ireland  which  by  accident  happened  to 
be  scheduled  districts,  because,  owing 
to  the  way  in  which  districts  were 
scheduled  in  Ireland,  there  were  many 
districts  which  ought  to  be  scheduled 
but  which  were  excluded.  But  that 
was  a  matter  not  affecting  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  it  was  a  question  which 
might  be  fairly  and  considerately  dis- 
cussed in  Committee ;  and  if  the  House 
thought  it  right  that  it  should  be  so  ex- 
tended, he,  for  one,  should  not  stand  in 
the  way  of  that  extension.  But  when 
the  question  of  the  limitation  of  the  Bill 
was  discussed  at  that  time,  he  certainly 
thouffht  it  was  not  a  question  on  which 
the  time  of  House  should  be  wasted.  It 
would  not  be  right  for  him  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  Uie  various  clauses  which 
would  be  proposed  in  Committee.  There 
was  one  whicn  had  been  referred  to  and 
much  discussed,  and  that  was  the 
Amendment  of  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland.  He  thought  that  was  an 
Amendment  which  ought,  and  no  doubt 
would,  recommend  itself  to  hon.  Oentle- 
men  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It 
would  afford  in  certain  cases  an  immen- 
sity of  relief  to  men  holding  land  in  Ire- 
land, who  were  badly  in  want  of  relief. 
He  thouffht  it  was  a  step  towards  the 
final  setflement  of  the  Land  Question 
upon  a  correct  and  proper  basis ;  and  he 
should  be  surprisea,  when  the  House 
came  to  consider  it,  if  they  did  not 
enlarge  the  scope  more  than  the  Amend- 
ment did.  He  thought  it  was  wrong  in 
a  deliberatiye  Assembly,  such  as  that 
was,  to  waste  time  as  it  had  been  that 
evening;  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  soon  go  to  a  division,  as  the 
sooner  the  question  was  settled  the 
better  it  would  be  for  all  concerned. 

Mr.  GRANTHAM  denied  that  the 
Irish  landlord  by  his  power  of  eviction 
was  placed  in  a  mucn  better  position 
for  recovering  his  rent  than  the  English 
landlord.  K  was  true  that  the  English 
landlord  could  not  evict  in  a  summary 
way  unless  there  was  a  power  of  re-entry 
in  the  lease ;  but  he  had  no  object  in 
evictine  summarily,  because  there  was 
generaBy  a  sufficient  equivalent  for  his 
rent  in  the  opportunity  he  had  of  dis- 
training, or  in  the  valuation  for  tillage. 


which  was  made  at  the  expiration  of 
notice  to  quit.    The  Irish  landlord,  on 
the  other  hand,  was  debarred  from  giving 
that  notice  to  quit  at  the  expiration  of 
which  he  would  recover  his  rent,  because 
he  was  subject  to  this  heavy  penalty, 
that  if  he  gave  notice  to  quit  he  would  be 
liable  to  have  to  compensate  the  tenant 
for  disturbance.    In  reality,  the  English 
landlord  was  in  a  better  position  for  re- 
covering his  rent  than  thelrish  landlord, 
because  there  was  scarcely  an  instance 
in  which  the  former,  at  the  expiration 
of  his  notice,  even  if  it  were  two  years,  12 
months,  or  only  six  months,  hskd  not  an 
equivalent  for  his  rent ;  so  that  he  al- 
most invariably  recovered.     If  it  was 
necessaxy   that    something    should  be 
done  let  them  limit  it  to  the  cases  which 
were  referred  to  by  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  and  in  which  there  was  a  possi- 
bility that  there  might  be  harshness  on 
the  part  of  the  landlord.     If  they  did 
that  the  Bill  might  do  some  good  ;  out  if 
they  passed  it  as  a  general  principle  it 
woula    do    immense  harm.    The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  FameU)  alluded 
with  a  feeling  of  horror  to  the  emigra- 
tion ship.    He  (Mr.  Ghrantham)  thought 
as   the  English  people  were    sendmg 
pecuniary  relief  to  .  tneir  poor  unfortu- 
nate coimtrymen  in  Ireland  they  should 
exercise  some  control  over  the  way  in 
which  tke  relief  was  rendered.     It  was 
because  of  the  improyident  marriages 
in  that  country  and  the  over-population 
there  which  had  gone  on  for  so  many 
years  that  this  distress  was  so  great. 
In  England  there  was  unexampled  agri- 
cultural distress ;  but  there  was  no  such 
distress  in  England  as  there  was  in  Ire- 
land, and  that  was  because  over-popula- 
tion had  not  gone  on  in  England.    Irish 
peasants  who  lived  in  huto  might  get 
better  homes  in  our  Colonies. 

Mb.  W.  fowler  said,  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicester^ire  (Mr.  Pell)  was  in 
substance  the  same  as  that  whidi  he  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler)  had  proposed  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  1st  clause  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee.  He  framed  his  Amend- 
ment without  any  concert  with  the  hon. 
Member,  on  the  grounds  stated  by  the 
Prime  Minister  the  other  day,  when  he 
said  that  only  a  *'  comparative  handful " 
of  landlords  had  treated  their  tenants  ill, 
and  that  the  great  mass  of  landlords  had 
done  their  duty  well,  and  that  he  had 
no  fault  to  find  with  them.    It  seemed 
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to  him,  therefore,  that  they  ought  to  en- 
deavour to  find  words  which  should  con- 
fine the  operation  of  this  Act  to  the  bad 
landlords  who  had  brought  *80  much 
trouble  on  their  country,  and  they  ought 
not  to  punish  the  good  landlords  for  the 
misconduct  of  the  bad.  Therefore,  he 
approved  of  this  Amendment ;  but  he 
desired  to  say  something  as  to  the  gene- 
ral principle  of  the  BiU,  many  other 
hon.  Members  having  referred  to  it. 
Since  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  put  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper, 
they  had,  in  fact,  another  Bill.  He  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler)  was  certainly  surprised  at 
that  Amendment,  for  it  seemed  some- 
thing like  an  extension  of  the  Ulster 
custom  to  the  whole  remainder  of  Ire- 
land. That  seemed  to  be  a  verj-  import- 
ant proposal.  It  might  be  right  or  it 
might  be  wrong  ;  but  it  was  rather  diffi- 
cult on  the  spur  of  the  moment  to  decide 
whether  it  was  or  was  not  right,  and 
what  its  effect  might  be.  He  should  not 
feel  quite  clear  on  that  point  until  he 
heard  what  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  had  to  say  in  favour  of  his 
Amendment.  The  great  difficulty  they 
all  had  to  contend  with  was  that  of  find- 
ing out  what  were  the  actual  facts  of 
case.  For  instance,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  said  that  small 
holders  would  not  be  able  to  sell  their 
holdings  under  this  Amendment ;  but,  on 
the  other  hand,  he  (Mr.  W.  Fowler)  had 
just  heard  from  one  of  the  largest  land- 
lords in  Ireland  that  some  of  the  very 
smallest  holdings  on  his  estate  were  sold 
with  the  greatest  ease.  In  fact,  he  told 
him  that  the  very  smallest  were  sold 
most  easily  in  many  cases,  because  there 
was  more  competition  for  a  holding  of 
which  the  value  was  only  a  small  sum 
of  money.  Then,  again,  he  was  puzzled 
about  the  Schedule  to  this  Bill.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  behind  him 
(Mr.  Meldon)  said  that  some  districts 
were  not  scheduled  which  ought  to  be 
scheduled ;  but  he  (Mr.  W.  Fowler),  on 
the  other  hand,  could  assert  that  some 
districts  were  scheduled  which  ought 
not  to  be  scheduled.  Now,  he  wished 
to  refer  to  the  relation  of  this  Bill  to 
the  Act  of  1 870.  He  thought  it  was  not 
a  development  of  that  Act ;  but  that  it 
was,  so  lar  as  it  went,  a  repeal  of  that 
Act.  By  that  Act,  Parliament  said  to 
the  Irish  tenant — "We  are  giving  you 
a  great  boon — a  boon  not  known  to  the 
tenantry  of  England  or  Scotland  —  on 
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one  condition,  that  you  perform  your  bar- 
gains strictly — that  you  pay  your  rents." 
Over  and  over  again  the  IVime  Minister 
laid  this  down ;  but,  by  this  Bill,  they 
should  declare  that  paymeift  of  rente 
would  not,  in  all  cases,  be  necessary  to 
secure  to  the  tenant  the  benefit  of  the 
Act — that  he  might  be  in  arrear,  and 
yet  he  might  secure  compensation  for 
disturbance  supposing  he  could  prove 
certain  thing^.  So  they  took  from  the 
landlord  the  remedy  of  ejectment  in 
many  cases,  and,  wnat  was  far  worse, 
they  gave  out  an  idea  that  rent  need  not 
be  paid.  But  it  was  said  the  landlord 
would  have  his  other  remedies,  and  that 
a  reasonable  landlord  would  not  be  in- 
jured .  He  had  made  much  inquiry  on  that 
subject,  and  he  heard  just  the  contrary. 
It  was  said  that  lanolords  were  very 
timid ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  was  assured 
that  on  many  estates  no  rents  would  be 
paid  till  December,  1861,  if  this  Bill 
should  pass.  In  that  way,  if  that  were 
so,  they  were  selecting  one  class  and 
imposing  on  them  a  heavy  burden.  In 
his  opinion,  a  great  national  disaM^T 
shoula  be  met  in  a  national  way.  The 
Prime  Minister  had  a  horror  of  making 
mistakes  in  the  expenditure  of  public 
money,  and  so  had  he;  but  he  would 
rather  run  that  risk  than  alter  the  prin- 
ciples of  the  law  to  meet  a  temporary 
distress,  in  a  way  which  might  be  dan- 
gerous to  the  future  prosperity  of  the 
country.  It  seemed  to  be  forgotten  bow 
peculiar  was  the  condition  of  Ireland. 
The  ignorant  people  were  encouraged 
by  amtators  to  oelieve  that  in  some  way 
or  other  the  land  was  to  be  theirs,  and 
was  to  be  taken  away  from  its  present 
owners.  They  forgot  that,  even  if  that 
were  done,  they  would  only  have  a  new 
set  of  owners,  and  a  new  land  difficulty 
20  years  hence ;  so  the  effects  of  this 
Bill  were  far  more  serious  than  might 
appear  at  first  sight.  The  proceedings 
of  Parliament  might  encourage  false  and 
dangerous  notions.  He  had  thought 
much  on  this  question,  and  the  more  he 
had  thought  the  more  doubt  he  had  felt 
as  to  this  Bill ;  and  he  was,  therefore, 
disposed  to  support  an  Amendment  which 
would  confine  the  scope  of  the  measure 
to  the  areas  where,  according  to  the 
Chief  Secretary,  it  was  really  required. 
He  understood  the  principle  of  the  Act 
of  1 870.  It  was  clear,  conspicuous,  and 
f^l  of  light,  compared  with  the  principle 
embodied  in  this  BiU.    He  did  not  oe- 
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lieve  this  proposal  would  really  benefit 
the  people  whom  it  was  intended  to  help. 
It  was  notorious  that  in  a  rast  number 
of  cases  there  were  too  many  people  on 
the  land.  However  hard  the  remedy 
might  be,  the  true  remedy  was  that  they 
should  find  a  home  where  there  would 
be  room  for  them.  Now  he  spoke  with 
more  freedom  on  this  question,  because 
he  was  a  Badical  Land  Law  Beformer. 
He  longed  to  see  the  land  both  of 
England  and  Lreland  free  from  the  in- 
cumbrances and  settlements  and  muddles 
with  which  it  was  burdened.  But  that 
was  not  the  question  of  to-day.  He 
wanted  to  see  owners  free ;  but  he  wanted 
to  see  rents  properly  paid,  or  they  could 
have  no  real  prosperity.  If  an  owner 
could  not  get  his  rents,  how  could  he 
perform  his  duty  as  a  landlord  ?  They 
must  upset  all  tiieir  ideas  about  owner- 
ship if  they  threw  any  doubt  on  this 
right  of  the  owner  to  his  rent.  For  his 
part,  he  should  be  delighted  to  see  a 
great  number  of  tenants  in  Ireland  be- 
come owners  by  turning  their  tenancies 
into  ownerships  ;  but  if  an  occupier  was 
to  become  an  owner,  he  must  pay  his 
landlord  a  fair  price  for  his  land.  He 
would  only  add  that,  although  he  felt  the 
greatest  reluctance  to  di&r  from  the 
Government,  he  was  compelled  to  record 
his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  BBADLAUGH  said,  that  the 
bpeeches  to  which  he  had  just  listened 
seemed  to  him  to  have  not  the  slightest 
relation  to  the  question.  It  had  been 
repeated  by  hon.  Members  as  an  argu- 
ment bearing  on  the  question  that  L*e- 
land  was  over-populated,  and  that  dis- 
tressed tenants  ought  to  find  in  some 
other  country  the  relief  they  could  not 
obtain  in  Ireland.  With  the  permission 
of  the  House,  he  would  treat  tiiis  matter 
as  bearing  on  the  subject  under  discus- 
bion,  and  simply  say  there  was  no  Colony 
of  England,  no  part  of  the  United  States, 
no  place  whatsoever  to  which  any  poor 
man  could  at  the  present  moment  ffo 
with  any  hope  of  benefit  to  himself. 
Those,  in  fact,  who  recommended  emigra- 
tion had  not  taken  the  trouble  to  investi- 
gate the  matter,  or  were  merely  talking 
against  time  in  order  to  j^vent  the  Bifi 

going  into  Committee.  He  regretted  to 
ear  the  tone  in  which  this  matter  was 
dealt  with  b^  the  hon.  Baronet  who 
spoke  from  his  side  of  the  House  (Sir 
Tollemache  Sinclair),  and  by  tiie  noble 
Lord  opposite   (Lord  Eloho).    It  was 


said  that  these  tenants  would  not  pay 
their  rents,  though  they  were  able 
to  do  so,  and  had  money  in  the  bank. 
The  noble  Lord  opposite  had  told  the 
House  so;  but  if  that  were  true,  why 
did  not  the  noble  Lord  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  into  Committee  at  once  ?  No  damage 
whatever  would  be  done,  for  the  very  fact 
of  their  having  money  in  the  bank  would 
prevent  their  coming  under  any  of  the 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  To  say  that  there 
was  no  distress  when  the  late  €K)vem- 
ment  dealt  with  it  as  a  matter  of  excep- 
tional distress,  and  when  the  present  Go- 
vernment had  admitted  that  deaths  had 
resulted  from  famine  fever,  was  to  utter 
words  of  mockery. 

Sib  WALTER  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
though  he  should  support  the  Amend- 
ment, as  intended  to  minimize  the  evils 
likely  to  result  from  the  Bill,  he  would, 
for  his  own  part,  prefer  to  meet  the  Mo« 
tion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the  Chair 
with  a  direct  negative.  He  was  very 
much  surprised  at  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 

SMr.  Meldon)  that  they  were  talking  to 
ielay  the  Bill.  [^Ironieal  cheers.']  He 
was  not  surprised  to  hear  cheers  of  that 
kind,  and  he  knew  exactly  what  they 
meant.  But  he  was  unfortunate  enough 
to  have  been  through  the  whole  of  a  far 
greater  famine  in  Ireland.  He  remem- 
bered the  people  dying  by  hundreds ;  he 
remembered,  too,  the  sympathy  that 
was  felt  for  them  throughout  the  whole 
country ;  and  he  defied  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  cheered  in  that  way  to  con- 
tradict him  when  he  said  that  there  was 
not  a  single  EnffHshman  in  that  House 
who  did  not  feel  for  the  Irish  peasant 
in  the  distress  from  which  he  was  now 
suffering.  But  that  was  a  totally  dif- 
ferent thing  from  assenting  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House.  The  very  tem- 
perate and  honest  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr.  W.  Fowler) 
would  show  the  Prime  Minister  that 
many  of  his  supporters  differed  from 
him  in  this  matter.  Never  was  there  a 
greater  mistake  than  that  made  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  shaking  that 
security  of  rent  which  he  professed  to 
establish  by  the  Act  of  1870.  That  pre- 
cedent, once  made,  it  would  be  most 
difficult  to  set  aside.  Upon  the  Prime 
Minister  the  responsibility  would  rest, 
for  he  never  would  have  been  supported 
by  public  opinion  in  a  settlement  sup- 
posed to  be  final  in  1870  if  it  had  oozed 
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out  that,  coming  into  power  10  years 
afterwards,  he  would  destroy  what  he 
had  then  done,  and  render  those  prin- 
ciples nugatory  upon  which  right  and 
justice  were  founded.  The  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  said  of  the 
clause  he  was  to  introduce  that  its  prin- 
ciples were  embodied  in  the  Bill,  and 
that  no  County  Court  Judge,  if  a  land- 
lord agreed  to  give  his  tenant  leave  to 
sell  his  interest  in  the  land,  would  be 
foolish  enough  to  grant  him  other  com- 
pensation. He  looked  in  vain  to  find 
that  principle  in  the  Bill,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  say  it  was  an  afterthought  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Prime  Minister  had  said 
that  this  wasnot  oneof  those  things  which 
would  prevent  capital  from  coming  into 
Ireland.  He  begged  to  differ  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  heard  last 
night  of  a  most  remarkable  case.  An 
English  lady  with  £160,000  had  married 
an  Irish  landlord,  whose  estates  were 
encumbered  to  the  extent  of  £51,000. 
He  asked  his  wife,  after  they  were  mar- 
ried, to  pay  off  that  encumbrance.  It 
was  a  very  improper  thing,  no  doubt,  for 
the  husband  to  ask  his  wife  to  agree 
to  do;  but  the  point  was  this — the 
trustees  said  nothing  could  be  done 
unless  they  got  an  Act  of  Parliament 
to  permit  them  to  do  it.  They  got 
the  Act,  the  money  was  raised,  when 
in  came  the  Bill  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land; the  money  had  not  been  paid, 
and  the  lady  had  refused  her  consent. 
[LauffhUr.']  It  was  easy  for  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen to  laugh,  but  it  was  an  absolute 
fact ;  and  he  ventured  to  say  the  same 
thing  would  happen  over  and  over  as^. 
It  had  been  said  that  the  tenants  Hved 
by  the  land ;  but  what  did  the  landlords 
live  by  ?  If  they  did  not  set  their  rent, 
what  was  to  become  of  mem  with  the 
mortgages,  the  quit  rents,  the  county  cess 
and  other  charges  they  had  to  pay  ?  Was 
it  fair  to  those  men,  whom  they  were 
bound  to  encourage,  to  raise  a  tenant 
right  on  their  estates  as  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  proposed  to  do? 
He  knew  one  estate  of  43,000  or  44,000 
acres  in  the  South  West  of  Ireland ;  it  was 
rented  at  £20,000.  In  1837  there  were 
about  8,000tenant8  uponit.  The  landlord 
then  died,  and  his  successor  was  particu- 
larly anxious  to  put  the  prop^ty  into 
r  order.  He  did  all  in  his  power  to  get 
people  to  emigrate,  and  paid  for 
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their  emigration.  At  present  there 
about  1 ,000  tenants  on  the  estate.  FrcHU 
1840  to  1854  the  landlord  and  tenant 
erected  buildings,  and  did  all  that  was 
necessary  between  them.  But  from  1854 
the  estate  had  been  treated  as  an  Eng- 
lish estate;  and  every  single  farthing 
for  buildings,  farmhouses,  cottages, 
everything  had  been  paid  by  the  land- 
lord. Upon  buildings  alone  £55,000 
had  been  spent,  and  £25,000  on  drain- 
ing. The  moment  the  Bill  was  brought 
in  the  buildines  were  stopped ;  but  the 
drainage  works  were  not  stopped  in 
order  that  the  people  might  not  be  de- 
moralized. There  had  been  no  change 
of  rent  for  40  years,  and  only  four  evic- 
tions, two  of  them  to  settle  disputes  be* 
tween  tenants  on  neighbouring  farms. 
Upon  such  an  estate,  where  everything 
had  been  done  by  the  landlord,  to  raise 
a  tenant  right,  as  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  proposed  to  do,  was  mon- 
strous. They  had  had  a  most  important 
statement  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell).  He  stated  it  was 
absolutely  necessary,  in  the  interest  of 
the  250,000  very  poor  tenants  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  that  they  should  either 
emigrate  or  migrate  to  some  other  part 
of  Ireland.  He  preferred  the  latter,  as 
that  might  be  easily  done,  and  mentioned 
4,000,000  acres  in  theMidland  counties  of 
Ireland,  to  which  they  might  go.  He  (Sir 
Walter  B.  Barttelot)  would  not  go  into 
the  question  now,  further  than  to  show 
that  that  was  the  only  remedy  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  thought  there  was  for 
this  very  poor  class  of  tenants.  Bat  they 
could  not  face  the  difficnlty  with  the  phi- 
losophic coolness  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Salford  (Mr.  A.  Arnold),  who  oom* 
pared  the  population  of  Jersey  with 
that  of  Ireland,  and  said  there  was  room 
in  Ireland  for  35,000,000  of  peo^ 
Surely  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  never 
been  in  Jersey,  or  he  would  have  known 
better  than  to  compare  two  such  ooun- 
tries.  Why,  in  Jersey  the  land  was  let 
at  from  £6  to  £8  per  acre,  and  was  cul- 
tivated in  the  best  manner ;  the  people 
were  the  most  industrious  in  the  world ; 
and  there  was  no  agitation  there.  If 
Ireland  enjoyed  these  advantages,  and 
would  use  her  industry  as  she  did  in 
every  other  part  of  the  world,  if  she 
could  be  free  from  agitation,  they  might 
have  a  chance  of  seemg  her  proroerons. 
He  would  go  a  step  further.  After  the 
Famine  of  1847-48  Ireland  made  most 
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rapid  advanoes.  The  return  of  the 
SaTinffs  Banks,  the  state  of  the  cultiva- 
tion of  the  land  and  the  cottages,  proyed 
what  a  marked  improvement  had  taken 
place  in  Ireland.  Their  sympathies 
were  all  with  the  distress  which  now 
existed.  They  all  wished  to  see  Ireland 
contented,  happy,  and  prosperous.  They 
had  now  a  hope  of  a  good  harvest. 
Their  stock  and  their  produce  brought 
a  much  better  price  than  this  time  last 
year.  But  as  for  this  Bill,  the  more  it 
was  discussed — and  he  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  Prime  Minister  wished 
to  stop  discussion — the  more  its  naked- 
ness would  be  exposed;  the  more  the 
riffhts  of  property  were  shown  to  be  dealt 
with,  the  more  difficulty  there  would 
be  in  carrying  it  through  the  House. 
He  believed  it  was  unjust  to  the  land- 
lord, unwise  to  the  tenantry,  and  injurious 
to  the  country  at  large ;  and,  therefore, 
he  should  vote  for  the  Amendment. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Law)  admitted  that  the 
concluding  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  were  interesting;  but 
said  they  were  not  very  pertinent  to  the 
present  oiscussion.  There  had  been  a  great 
deal  of  strong  language  used  against  the 
Bill,  but  very  little  argument.  They  had 
heard  the  allegations  repeated  again  and 
again  which  were  made  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill.  It  was  said  that  the 
Bill  must  have  a  prejudicial  effect  in 
preventing  rents  being  paid  for  two 
years.  But  there  was  nothing  of  that 
kind  in  the  Bill.  Landlords  would  have 
precisely  the  same  remedy  as  other 
creditors.  If  other  creditors  could  re- 
cover their  debts,  so  could  the  landlord. 
The  landlord  had  not  only  an  equal 
right  to  sue,  but  he  had  the  advantage 
of  not  being  obliged  to  be  in  a  hurry  to 
sue,  because,  should  any  other  creditor 
come  in  before  him  and  seize  the  tenant's 
Roods  under  a  writ  of  execution,  it  must 
be  on  the  term  of  paying  the  landlord 
one  year's  rent.  It  was  only  the  un- 
reasonable landlord  who  unfairly  insisted 
upon  the  exercise  of  his  strict  right  that 
woidd  be  affected  by  the  Bill.  But  it 
was  said  that  the  character  of  the  Bill 
had  been  greatly  altered  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 
Well,  he  had  to  remind  the  House  that 
on  the  second  day  of  the  debate  he  had 
stated  that  no  Court  would  hold  a  land- 
lord to  have  acted  unreasonably  who  had 
given  to  hia  tenant  the  option  of  selling 


— if  the  tenant  had  refused  to  exercise 
such  option.    The  tenant,  as  had  been 
frequently  pointed  out,  must  first  of  all 
prove  his  inability  to  pay  his  rent.     He 
would  scarcely  venture  to  swear  that  he 
had  no  means  if  he  had  money  in  a  Joint 
Stock  Bank.    The  bank  manager  could 
be  called  to  prove  that  the  man  had 
a  balance  to  his  credit;  and  the  proof 
would  be  as  easy  if  the  tenant  had  money 
in  the  Savings  Bank  or  had  stock  upon 
his  farm.     The  only  case  in  which  there 
would   be  any    difficulty    in   proving 
ability  to  pay  would  be  the  rare  one 
of  the  man  who  kept  money  in  a  stock- 
ing. The  habit  of  the  tenant  farmer  who 
could  save  money  was  not  now  to  keep 
it  at  home,  but  to  invest  it  in  the  Joint 
Stock  Bank,  or  to  lodge  it  in  a  Savings 
Bank ;  and  in  all  such  cases  the  proof  was 
easy.     But  hon.  Gentlemen  stopped  too 
soon,  for  if  the  tenant  had  even  proved 
his  inability  to  pay  he  should  also  show 
that  he  had  made  a  reasonable  offer, 
and  that  the  landlord  had  unreasonably 
refused  his  terms.     From  the  ver^  first 
he  (Mr.  Law)  had  argued  that  if  the 
tenant  refused  to  sell  his  interest,  the 
landlord  allowing  him  to  sell,  no  Court 
would  hold  that  the  landlord  was  un- 
reasonable in  not  accepting  his  pro^sal 
to  continue  tenant.   That  was  the  Bill  as 
it  originally  stood.   Why,  then,  it  would 
be  a&ed,  was  it  introduced  in  the  shape 
of  an  Amendment  ?    Because  some  hon. 
Members  thought  that  the  Bill  did  not 
make  it  sufficiently  plain,  and  the  Oo- 
vemment  had  no  desire   to  allow  the 
matter  to  remain  in  any  possible  ambi- 
guity.   He  (Mr.  Law)  maintained  that 
it  was  in  the  Bill  already ;  but  to  pre- 
clude all  question  on  the  subject  he  nad 
given  Notice  of  the  Amendment.    The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Haddington* 
shire  (Lord  Elcho)  seemed  to  think  that 
to  impose  a  fine  an  a  landlord  who  turned 
out  ot  their  homes  poor  people  who  could 
not  pay  was  a  manifest  violation  of  all 
principle,  and  the  transference  of  one 
man's  property  to  another.     But  one  of 
the  cardinal  principles  of  the  Land  Act 
was  to  recognize  the  right  occupancy  in 
the  Irish  tenant,  and  to  give  legal  sanc- 
tion to  the  moral  claim  for  compensation 
for  improvement ;  and  he  found  in  the 
Division  List  on  the  second  reading  of 
the  Land  Bill  of  1870  the  name  of  the 
noble  Lord  tiie  Member  for  Hadding- 
tonshire in  the  majority.    So  that  the 
principle  he  now  condemned  was  oon« 
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tained  in  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord 
then  sup^rted.  The  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  proposed 
to  narrow  the  scope  of  the  Bill,  by  pro- 
viding that  compensation  for  disturbance 
should  be  limited  to  the  case  of  tenants 
on  properties  where  evictions  had  taken 

flace  since  the  1st  of  November,  1879. 
f  there  were  anv  clear  and  satisfactory 
mode  of  distinguishing,  for  the  purposes 
of  legislation,  the  good  £rom  the  bad,  he 
would  be  inclined  to  go  a  long  way  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  coula  this 
principle  be  carried  out  with  fairness  ? 
The  test  suggested  by  the  hon.  Member 
was  whether  there  had  been  any  eviction 
on  an  estate  between  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber and  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  But  it 
was  obvious  that  were  might  have  been 
during  this  interval  upon  one  estate 
half-a-dozen  evictions  of  a  perfectly  justi- 
fiable kind,  and  upon  another  not  a 
single  instance;  although,  in  the  latter 
case,  the  owner  miffht  have  taken  all  the 
preliminary  proceeoings  for  the  purpose, 
and  mip^ht  have  a  sheaf  of  decrees  for 
possession  in  his  pocket,  and  thus  would 
oe  free  to  proceed  to  evict  to  his  heart's 
content  the  moment  the  Bill  was  passed. 
The  Government  desired  to  protect  all  rea- 
sonable landlords  from  being  damaged 
by  the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  they  had 
imj^osed  certain  conditions  on  the  tenant, 
which  would,  they  believed,  effectually 
distinguish  the  good  landlords  from  the 
few  h^^  and  bail  ones.  He  knew  that 
hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  like  their  land 
being  touched  at  all ;  but  if  they  would 
regard  the  matter  in  a  common-sense 
way,  they  would  see  that  anyone  who 
objected  to  the  compensation  clause  of 
the  Bill  as  likely  to  injure  himself  must 
admit  ipto  facto  that  it  was  a  question 
whether  he  himself  was  likely  to  act 
reasonably  or  unreasonably  in  dealing 
with  his  mstressed  tenant.  There  was 
not  an  Irish  landlord  in  the  House  who 
would  not  unhesitatingly  affirm  that  he 
had  always  acted  and  would  continue  to 
act  reasonably  towards  his  tenants ;  but 
if  they  were  only  reasonable,  the  Bill 
could  not  injure  them  in  the  least ;  the 
only  way  in  which  the  Bill  could  touch 
them  was  in  their  reasonableness  being 
subjected  to  the  examination  of  an  im- 
partial and  oonqpetent  tribunaL  He 
hoped  the  Amendment  would  be  dispoeed 
of  without  farther  lots  of  time,  ana  that 
the  House  would  proceed  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee on  the  BilL 
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Sir  STAFFORD  NOBTHCOTE: 
Sir,  with  reference  to  some  of  the  con- 
cluding observations  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  I  would  deeire  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
very  curious  way  in  which  the  argu* 
ments  adduced  by  the  €K)vemment  in 
favour  of  this  measure  are  developing 
themselves.  The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  has  taken  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Fell)  to  task 
because  he  says  he  is  proposing  an  im- 
practicable Amendment  to  meet  an  en- 
tirely imaginary  case  ;  and  he  says  the 
object  of  the  present  JBill  is  not  to  deal 
with  proved  cases  of  hardness  and 
cruelty  or  inhumanity  on  the  part  of  the 
landlords,  but  that  it  is  intended  to  pre- 
vent anything  of  the  kind  that  may  here- 
after take  place.  Earlier  in  the  evening 
the  same  point  was  very  strongly  im- 
pressed upon  us,  and  we  were  told  thai 
no  one  suggested  for  a  moment  that 
there  had  actually  been  any  cruelty  or 
hardness  or  inhumanity,  but  that  the 
object  of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  prevent 
anything  of  the  sort  occurring.  That  is 
a  very  curious  development  of  the  main 
argument  originally  used  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  as  to  the  ground  for  bringing 
forward  his  Bill.  The  first  view  of  the 
Government,  he  told  us,  was  that  the 
Question  of  the  Irish  land  could  only  be 
dealt  with  after  they  themselves  had  had 
full  time  to  consider  it  and  to  formulate 
the  wav  in  which  it  should  be  dealt  with 
by  Parliament.  ''Buty"8aid  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "  matters  have  arisen  which 
have  rendraed  it  impossible  for  uh  to  do 
that;"  and  then  he  roferred  to  the  recent 
evictions.  It  was  upon  the  evictions  that 
the  right  hon.  G«itieman  rested  his  ea&e. 
He  rested  his  case  not  only  upon  the 
greater  number  of  evictions  that  took 
place  in  1878  and  1879  as  compared 
with  formw  jo&re,  but  especially  upon 
the  huge  number  which  have  taxen 
place  within  the  last  six  months,  parti- 
cularly in  the  distressed  districts.  The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Leiceetenhire, 
objecting,  as  most  of  us  on  this  aide  of 
the  House  do,  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill  as  being  of  a  dangerous  and  sua- 
chievouB  character,  thinks  that,  as  we 
were  beaten  with  regard  to  the  principle 
of  the  measure  on  the  aeoond  xeadiag,  it 
would  be  wen  that  we  should  take  the 
Chief  SeereCary  at  his  word,  when  ha 
that  the  measme  was  iatesided  to 
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meet  the  cruel  proceedings  of  a  small 
number  of  bad  landowners  who  brought 
discredit  upon  their  class,  and  that  we 
should  limit  the  operation  of  the  mea- 
sure to  such  individuals.  If  the  state- 
ment of  facts  on  which  the  Goyemment 
rest  this  measure  is  correct,  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Leicester- 
shire is  in  perfect  accordance  with  the 
spirit  of  the  Bill.  The  measure  pro- 
fesses to  be  limited  in  point  of  time  and 
area;  it  is  defended  sometimes,  although 
not  always,  on  the  ground  that  it  is  of 
an  exceptional  character,  and  that  its 
operation  is  limited  in  the  manner  I 
nave  pointed  out.  Sometimes  we  know 
that  it  is  defended  upon  grounds  exactly 
the  contrary;  but,  assuming  that  it  is 
of  an  exceptional  character,  the  hon. 
Member  makes  the  not  altogether  un- 
natural proposal  that  if  we  are  to  have 
exceptional  legislation  we  must  mark 
that  exceptionfu  character  in  a  clear  and 
distinct  manner,  and  must  place  restric- 
tions upon  its  operation  which  will  hold 
water  at  a  future  time.  In  proposing 
this  Amendment  the  hon.  Member 
wishes  it  to  be  understood  that  under  the 
circumstances  the  carrying  of  it  would 
be  the  best  thing  that  we  can  hope  for ; 
not  that  he  by  any  means  approves  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  even  if  so  limited. 
The  hon.  Member  for  South  Northum- 
berland (Mr.  Orey)  in  the  opening  sen- 
tence of  his  very  able  speech  this  even- 
ing, expressed  himself  as  not  altogether 
satisfiea  with  the  Amendment,  on  the 
ground  that  if  adopted  it  would  give 
too  much  colour  to  the  Bill  of  the  Qo- 
vemment.  For  my  own  part,  I  must  say 
that  if  we  had  the  opportunity  again 
offered  to  us  of  protesting  asainst  the 
character  of  the  £ill  I  should  be  unwill- 
ing to  give  any  colour  to  it ;  but,  at  all 
events,  if  we  are  to  have  this  Bill,  we 
shall  do  well  to  limit  its  operation  in  the 
manner  indicated  by  the  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cambridge  (Mr. 
W.  Fowler)  has  given  Notice  of  an 
Amendment  in  Committee  which  is  sub- 
stantially the  same  as  that  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire ;  and 
I  think  that  it  will  be  convenient  to  dis- 
cuss the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cambridge  when  we  get  into  Committee. 
I  wish  now  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
general  position.  On  the  whole  I  must 
say  that  this  has  been  a  very  remarkable 
evening.  The  whole  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Government  and  of  those  who  are 


interested  in  the  Bill  have  been  very 
cunous.  They  were  graphically  de- 
scribed by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  when  he  said 
that  we  have  come  this  evening  into  an 
entirely  new  position.  We  are,  of 
course,  aware  that  it  is  not  competent 
at  this  stage  of  the  Bill  to  discuss  an 
Amendment  which  we  are  informed  will 
be  moved  in  Committee  on  behalf  of  the 
Government ;  but  I  mav  be  permitted.to 
say  that  the  change  of  front  indicated 
by  that  Amendment  is  far  more  com- 
plete than  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  is  disposed  to  admit.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  says  that  there 
is  nothing  new  in  the  proposal  which  he 
intends  to  make.  He  says  that  the  prin- 
ciple of  that  Amendment  was,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Government,  contained 
in  the  Bill  when  it  was  originally  intro- 
duced, and  that  he  is  rather  surprised 
that  any  person  reading  the  measure 
should  have  been  so  blind  as  not  at  once 
to  have  recognized  the  fact,  and  that  by 
the  Amendment  he  intended  to  bring 
forward  they  were  only  putting  into  clear 
form  that  which  they  believed  was  already 
contained  in  the  Bill.  It  is,  of  course,  diffi- 
cult to  raise  any  question  as  to  what  the 
Government  believe  is  contained  in  their 
Bill,  because  we  know  that  it  was  drawn 
up  in  a  very  j^reat  huny ,  and  that  it  is  far 
from  being  &ultless.  Nevertheless,  it  is 
a  little  hard  upon  us  to  ask  us  to  believe 
that  the  prinaple  of  the  Amendment  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  was 
contained  in  the  Bill  as  it  was  originally 
drawn.  All  I  can  say  is,  that  when  the 
Government  first  introduced  this  mea- 
sure, thev  never  put  forward  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Amendment,  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  has  described  as 
that  of  **  free  sale."  We  have  heard  a 
deal  about  freedom  of  sale—a  principle 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  the  city  of 
Cork  recognized  as  one  of  ^preat  import- 
ance, but  which,  he  said,  if  introduced 
into  the  Bill,  would  require  a  great  deal 
of  handling  and  development.  It  never 
occurred  to  me,  or  to  a  great  majority  on 
this  side  of  the  House,  that  the  Govern- 
ment, on  the  plea  that  it  was  necessary 
to  stop  evictions,  were  going  to  introduce 
the  principle  of  free  sale.  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  Government  themselves  origi- 
nally contemplated  the  introduction  o^ 
such  a  principle  into  the  Bill.  Well, 
that  is  a  very  important  consideration, 
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and  it  shows  in  what  an  unfortunate 
position  we  now  stand.  The  problem  of 
how  best  to  deal  with  the  land  in  Ire- 
land is  one  of  the  greatest  delicacy,  gra- 
vity, and  difficulty,  and  we  must  attempt 
to  solve  it  upon  some  general  principle. 
Much  has  oeen  said  about  injustice 
to  landlords.  I  put  the  question  on  a 
broader  ground  than  that.  I  ask,  is  this 
good  legislation  for  Ireland  generally ; 
and,  above  all,  is  it  good  for  the  tenants 
themselves  that  they  should  be  encou- 
raged to  look  to  legislation  of  this  cha- 
racter ?  In  dealing  with  these  matters 
we  ought  to  be  careful  not  to  be  led 
away  by  hasty  feeling,  or  by  too  great 
a  readiness  to  join  in  sentimental 
cries.  A  few  weeks  ago  the  Prime 
Minister,  speaking  on  another  sub- 
ject, observed  that  this  House  was 
oo  much  influenced  by  feeling  and  too 
little  by  judgment.  That  is  a  besetting 
danger  to  the  deliberations  of  this  House. 
For  many  years  endeavours  have  been 
made  by  Parliament,  by  patience  and 
the  adoption  of  good  measures,  to  im- 

Srove  the  condition  of  Ireland,  to  intro- 
uce  more  capital  and  better  systems  of 
farming,  and,  above  all,  to  induce  the 
people  to  trust  to  their  own  energy  rather 
than  to  agitation  or  to  legislation.  Well, 
you  are  now  going  to  overthrow  a  great 
many  of  these  experiments.  You  are 
going  to  destroy  that  which  is  the  first 
element  of  success  in  dealing  with  Ire- 
land— namely,  the  feeling  of  confidence 
and  security.  You  can  do  nothing  in 
that  country  unless  you  can  inspire  a 
feeling  of  confidence ;  and  it  would  be 
better  that  you  should  come  forward 
with  a  definite  and  final  measure  involv- 
ing even  some  reduction  in  the  value  of 
property,  some  distinct  spoliation,  or 
whatever  you  like  to  call  it,  than  brine 
in  an  utterly  uncertain  measure  which 

foes  a  considerable  way  in  that  direction, 
ut  avowedly  does  not  settle  the  question 
it  raises.  The  measure  before  the  House 
opens  a  wide  door,  and  leaves  it  quite 
uncertain  how  far  inMngements  upon  the 
rights  of  property  may  be  carried.  Now, 
let  us  consider  for  a  moment  thg  effect  of 
this  Bill  on  capital  in  England.  I  know 
that  allusions  to  this  subject  are  often  met 
with  Bomethine  like  a  sneer ;  but  I  may, 
perhaps,  be  allowed  to  read  a  little  evi- 
aence  upon  it  which  the  House  will  find, 
perhaps,  to  be  not  without  interest  or 
value.  It  is  in  the  shape  of  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Freshfield,  a  leading  solicitor 
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in  the  City — the  solicitor  to  the  Bank  of 
England,  who  is  not  a  gentleman  likely 
to  entertain  exaggerated  views  upon 
matters  of  this  sort.  Mr.  Freshneld 
writes  to  me  in  the  following  terms : — 

'*  I  havo  to-day  had  a  most  striking  mstance 
of  the  inconYenicnce  arising  from  tho  Irish  DU- 
turbanco  Bill.  I  make  no  doubt  that  the  result 
has  been  foreseen  by  the  Oovemment ;  but,  never- 
theless,  it  must  operate  most  prejudicially  in  bon- 
ness.  In  consequence  of  a  aeath  a  mortgage  for 
a  very  considerable  sum — nearly  £100,0OO^k«i 
lands  in  Ireland  not  in  the  counties  operated  oo 
by  the  Bill  has  been  called  in.  The  mortgagor 
must  re-borrow  to  ^y  off  the  original  mortgage. 
I  made  an  application  to  a  well-known  and  first- 
class  insurance  office  to  advance  the  money 
wanted.  The  office  reply  that  it  objects  to  th« 
principle  of  the  Bill,  and,  regarding  it  as  a  cod- 
cession  to  agitators,  considers  great  duDiSge  is 
being  done  to  securities  by  the  mere  proposaL 
The  mana^;er,  who  sends  me  this  information  bv 
telegram,  intunates  to  me  that  his  Board  will, 
in  all  probability,  not  entertnin  the  proposal^ 
which,  but  for  tins  Bill,  would  have  been  con- 
sidered a  first-class  security.  The  inoonrenienoo 
to  the  individual  is,  of  course,  great ;  but  it  sinks 
into  insignificance  in  the  larger  question  of  the 
distrust  caused  by  this  class  of  legislation.  I 
am  glad  to  see  the  Bill  op|>o6ed,  and  if  yoa 
think  this  letter  of  any  semco  pray  make  oas 
of  it." 

There  has  been  of  late  a  disposition  to 
make  advances  to  Ireland  on  the  strength 
of  the  improvement  which  was  going  on 
in  her  condition.  Bnt  now  you  are  un- 
settling everything.  That  is  the  great 
mischief  of  this  measure^this  hastily 
considered  measure  which  has  already 
changed  its  shape  more  than  once,  and 
which  is  now  put  forward  on  different 
grounds  from  those  originally  pleaded. 
We  were  told  that  ejectments  were  being 
carried  on  most  rapidly ;  but  the  Papers 
which  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  show 
that  out  of  1,700  ejectments  there  have 
been  about  600  in  counties  which  are 
not  scheduled  at  all;  and  the  largest 
number,  I  believe,  has  been  in  the  Pro- 
vince of  Ulster.  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
PeU),  I  may  add,  has  been  told  that  he 
is  quite  wrone  in  the  view  which  he 
has  stated,  ana  that  the  Bill  has  refer- 
ence, not  simply  to  cases  which  have 
occurred,  but  which  may  possibly  oocar, 
so  that  we  are  entirely  left  without  any 
real  guidance  in  the  matter.  What  was 
said  at  the  outset  of  the  discussion  has^ 
I  may  further  observe,  in  my  opinion, 
intensified  the  gravity  and  danger  of 
the  position  in  which  we  are  nfiioed  a 
huncuredfold.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  gave  us  a  not  reiy 
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oomplimentary  ri$uwU  of  dealings  of  the 
Government  with  regard  this  Bill ;  and 
he  referred,  espeoiaUji  to  the  new  pro- 
posal of  the  right   hon.    and  learned 
Gentleman  the   Attorney   Oeneral    for 
Ireland,  which,  he  maintained,  opened 
up  an  entirely  new  and  most  important 
question.    The  hon.  Gentleman,  indeed, 
gave  Notice  that  if  the  Bill  went  into 
Committee  it  would  be  his  duty  to  see 
that  that  proposal  was  developed,  and 
promised  to  move  a  series  of  Amend- 
ments giving^  it  the  application  which, 
in  his  opinion,   it    ought  to  have.     I 
think,  therefore,  that  the  situation  is 
gpreatly  changed.     I  do  not  mean  to 
suggest  that  we  should  take  a  division 
on  the  question  of  postponing  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Bui  for  three  months ; 
but  the  question  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  Chair  is  one  which,  it  seems  to  me, 
ought  to  be  put  to  the  House,  so  that  we 
might  come  to  a  direct  vote  upon  it  in- 
stead of  dividing  on  the  Amendment. 
But,  whatever  we  do,  the  House  will,  I 
hope,  clearly  understand  that  it  is  upon 
the  ground  of  the  new  issue  which  has 
been  raised  by  the  Amendment  which 
stands  in  the  name  of  the  rieht  hon. 
and  learned   Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  that  we  deem  it  to 
be  our  duty  to  ascertain  what  the  feeling 
of  the  country  really  is  on  this  subject. 
The  argument  of  my  hon.  Friend  is,  no 
doubt,  perfectly  logical.    If  it  be  an 
exceptional  measure    it   ought    to    be 
limited  to  the  proper  area ;  but  I  do  not 
see  that  the  limits  proposed  by  the  Ck>- 
remment  are  any  limits  at  lul.    Their 
proposal  as  to  the  scheduled  districts 
cannot  hold  water,  and  once  such  a  Bill  is 
passed  you  will  never  be  able  to  stop 
its  operation  at  the  end  of  the   year 
1881.    You  will   have  opened   a  door 
which  you  will  not  be  able  to  close,  and 
have  given  to  agitation  an  encourage- 
ment which  you  will  not  be   able  to 
withdraw.    The  BiU,  I  may  add,  is  one 
which  raises  the  most  serious  questions, 
not  merely  with  respect  to  the  rights  of 
a  particular  class,  but  with  respect  to  the 
prosperity  of  Ireland  itself.    If  Ireland 
nas    an    accumulated   list    of    wrongs 
against  this  country,   and   if  we  owe 
her  in  consequence  an  accumulated  debt 
of  justice  we  ought  to  pay  it.    Evils,  if 
th^  exist,  which  are  the  growth  of  cen- 
turies, cannot  be  got  rid  of  in  a  day, 
but  must  be   met  by  the  exertion   of 
those  qualities  which  have  been  ex- 


hibited by  so  many  statesmen  who  have 
been  anxious  to  improve  the  condition  of 
the  Irish  people.  If  they  can  be  taught, 
as  I  believe  they  can,  that  their  well- 
being  and  salvation  as  a  nation  rests  in 
their  own  hands,  and  must  be  worked 
out  by  themselves  on  those  true  and 
solid  principles  which  are  held  to  be 
most  valuable  in  other  coimtries,  then, 
but  then  only,  may  we  look  forward  with 
anythinfl^  like  confidence  to  the  regene- 
ration  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
there  was  one  observation  which  he 
thought  was  called  for  by  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exche<^uer  (Sir  Stafford 
Northcote).  If  the  Insh  people  were  to 
be  taught  in  any  way  the  manner  in 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  called 
their  salvation  was  to  be  brought  about, 
it  was  not  because  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  his  Party  during  the  six  years 
that  they  were  in  Office  had  tauffht 
them  that  manner.  The  result  of  that 
six  years  was  that  they  were  unable  to 
put  their  finger  upon  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  had  taught  the  Irish  people 
to  put  any  confidence  whatever  m  the 
legislation  of  that  House.  If  the  Irish 
people  mistrusted  Parliament  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Gh>vemment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  they  cer- 
tainly distrusted  it  very  much  more  at 
the  termination  of  the  career  of  the  late 
Ministry.  Every  hope  that  the  Irish 
people  had  formed  of  receiving  some- 
thing like  justice  from  the  Ck>vemment 
that  succeeded  the  previous  Liberal 
Government  was  falsified.  The  discus- 
sion had  wandered  very  much  from  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell),  and 
now  they  were  asked  to  divide  upon 
the  question  whether  Mr.  Speaker 
should  leave  the  Chair.  He  did  not 
know  how  many  Irish  Members  were 
going  to  vote  on  the  question ;  but  from 
the  consultations  wmch  he  had  seen 
takine  place  between  his  Colleagues 
opposite  and  the  Tory  Members  aSout 
them  he  could  only  conclude  that  the 
course  that  they  would  take  would  be 
exactly  that  which  they  thought  would 
be  most  inconvenient  to  the  €K)vemment 
in  power.  It  was,  of  course,  in  the 
power  of  his  hon.  Friends  to  falsify  his 
prediction  by  going  into  the  Lobby  with 
the  Government.  This  Bill  appeared 
to  him  to  establish  for  the  first  time  a 
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most  important  principle  for  the  Irish 
tenants  ;  if  it  were  not  intended  by  the 
Bill  to  establish  a  most  important  prin- 
ciple, he  did  not  know  under  what  class 
of  remedial  legislation  the  present  Bill 
should    be    placed.     If  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  on  the  opposite  Benches 
refused  to  permit  the  House  to  co  into 
this    Bill,  when  did    they   think  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  establish- 
ing that  principle  for  which  they  had  so 
long    contended  out    of   the   House — 
namely,  the  recognition  of  the  good  will 
of  the  tenant,  outside  the  Province  of 
Ulster  ?    That  principle  was  now  recog- 
nized by  the  Bui,  and  it  was  because  it 
did  so  that  he  should  support  the  Mo- 
tion **  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the    Chair."     He  quite   admitted  that 
this  Bill  was  not  by  any  means  a  perfect 
Bill,  but  it  did  something  which  the  Irish 
people  had  Ion?  required ;  it  confirmed 
to  those  who  Hved  outside  Ulster  the 
principle  that  had  produced  the  tran- 
quillity and  prosperity  that  existed  in 
Ulster.    He  heard  the   observation  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  City  (Mr. 
Parnell),  and  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
must  stisite  that  he  was  not  surprised  at 
it;  for  he  had  never  yet  seen  any  measure 
introduced  into  that  House  which  had 
received  his  approbation  unless  it  came 
from  some  hon.  Member  with  whom  he 
was  acting.     He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  judging  pro* 
posals  apart  from  their  abstract  merits ; 
but  when  he  saw  that  an  attempt  was 
made  to  put  an  end  to  that  frightful 
system  of  eviction  which  had  been  going 
on  during  the  past  year  he  could  not 
but  give  his  hearty  support  to  it.     Be- 
fore he  sat  down,  he  wished  to  say  that 
whatever  changes  in  the  law  of  landlord 
and  tenant  might  be  made  by  the  House 
now  or  in  the  future,  he  believed  that 
these    changes    would  be   fruitless    in 
warding  off  famine,  unless  the  Govern- 
ment   seriously  considered    the    whole 
physical  condition  of  the  country.     Ire- 
land was  a  country  which  was  saturated 
with  water.     [^Lau^hter.']    Hon.   Mem- 
bers might  laugh;  but  he  could  only 
say  that  if  they  could  see  the  crops  of 
the  poor  carried  away,  year  after  year, 
in  consequence  of  that  state  of  things, 
he    thought    they  would    be    a    little 
ashamed  of  their  laughter.    It  was  im- 
possible that  the  popmation  which  now 
existed  in  Ireland    could    continue    to 
exist  in  a  condition  approaching  to  that 

Mr.  Mitohill  Henry 


which  a  Christian  people  should  do, 
unless  something  were  done  to  deve- 
lop the  internal  industrial  resources  of 
the  country.  He  would  guard  himself 
against  giving  any  countenance  to  the 
idea  that  the  evils  of  Ireland  were  solely 
political.  In  his  opinion,  the  evils  from 
which  they  had  suffered  were  as  much 
industrial  and  social  as  political ;  and  he, 
for  one,  would  be  rejoiced  to  see  a  Go- 
vernment in  power  capable  of  grasping 
this  great  problem,  and  doing  for  Ire- 
land that  wnich  had  already  been  done 
on  a  large  scale  for  India. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  although 
he  believed  a  very  considerable  number 
of  hon.  Members  of  the  Party  to  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  belong  considered 
that,  in  the  present  aspect  of  the  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  it  was  more  ad- 
visable for  them  to  take  no  part  in  voting 
upon  either  side,  still,  while  he  oould 
enter  into  their  reasons  and  motives,  he 
felt  that  he  should  be  doing  his  duty 
better  to  his  constituents  by  voting  for 
the  proposition  that    Mr.   Speaker  ^o 
now  leave  the  Chair.     He  did  not  ven- 
ture to  lecture  anyone ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  thought  that  the  speech— the  useful 
and  temperate  and   patriotic  speech— 
which   they  had  heard   from  the  hon. 
Member     for    Galway     (Mr.    Mitchell 
Henry)  would  have  been  more  effective 
if  it  had  not  contained  so  many  stric- 
tures on  his  Colleagues  on  this  side  of 
the  House.  He  would  venture  to  express 
his  surprise  that  Members  of  the  Con- 
servative   Party    were     apparently  so 
anxious  to  have  upon  their  hands  agaio 
the  Government  of  Ireland,  at  least, 
from    their  opposition   to  the  existing 
Government  on  this  question,  it  would 
seem  to  an  unprejudiced  observer  that 
they  were  exceedingly  anxious  to  have 
to  deal  with    the    Irish    Land   Ques- 
tion themselves.    He  ventured  to  thiwt 
that,  with  the  experience  they  had  had, 
it  would  be  much  better  for  them  that 
the  Land  Question  should  be  settled  by 
a  Liberal  Government ;  and  he  took  it 
that  although  there  was  a  good  deal 
unformed  and  indefinite  about  the  pro- 
position contained   in  the  Government 
measure  —  although    the    Oovemniei^ 
Bill  was  rather  indefinite  in  the  fir» 
instance,  and  the   propositions  it  con- 
tained were  liable  to  miainterpreti^Uon 
in  their  purport  and  scope— yet  a  jpea 
Bill  might  have  been  made  out  of  ^ 
But  now  attempt  was  being  made  py 
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the  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  to  distinguish 
between  the  treatment  of  good  landlords 
who  had  allowed  every  custom  of  tenant 
right  to  grow  up  upon  their  estates,  and 
bad  landlords  who  had  not  allowed  it. 
He  could  not  believe  that  the  Liberal 
Party  would  ever  permit  the  fact  that  a 
landlord  had  permitted  a  custom  to  grow 
np  to  be  pleaded  as  a  bar  to  compensa- 
tion which  was  justly  due.  He  aid  not 
believe  that  anything  really  Liberal  in 
their  Liberalism  would  consent  to  such 
a  proposition.  They  had  now  only  had 
the  question  before  them  on  a  Motion 
that  they  should  go  into  Committee  on 
the  general  substance  of  the  Bill  as  it 
originally  stood.  In  Committee  im- 
portant questions  would  be  raised,  and 
the  details  of  the  measure  could  be  more 
fully  discussed  than  with  Mr.  Speaker 
in  the  Chair.  If  Irish  Members  were 
still  dissatisfied  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill  there  would  be  plenty  of  oppor- 
tunities for  bringing  their  strength  to 
bear  upon  the  Government  if  necessary. 
He  thought  from  the  disposition  of  Her 
Majesty's  Opposition  on  this  side  that 
they  would  be  glad  to  seek  an  alliance 
against  the  Government. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  that,  as  one 
who  had  had  some  experience  on  these 
Irish  questions,  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  the  Bill  in  its  present 
form  contained  two  very  important  prin- 
ciples. The  substance  of  the  Bill  was 
that,  in  certain  districts  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  very  careful  not  to  limit 
too  closely,  rent  was  to  be  suspended. 
[**  No,  no  ! "]  Then  he  must  have  mis- 
read the  Bill,  or  have  misunderstood  it 
grossly,  if  the  suspension  of  the  means 
of  obtaining  rent  was  not  vested  in  the 
County  Court  Judges.  He  thought, 
therefore,  that  he  did  not  misdescribe 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  when  he  said  that 
it  involved  the  suspension  of  rent.  That 
was  a  principle  totally  alien  to  the  Land 
Act  of  1870.  They  were  told  that  that 
statute  would  give  security  for  rent, 
which  would  lead  to  the  improvement  of 
Ireland  by  immensely  raising  its  credit. 
That  was  the  plea  upon  which  the  Land 
Act  was  passed.  Since  th  e  Bill  had  been 
before  the  House,  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had  given  notice 
that  they  would  be  called  upon  to  re- 
cognize to  the  full  the  tenant  right  of 


Ulster,  and  something  more  in  these 
distressed  districts,  where  it  did  not  now 
exist.  These,  then,  were  the  two  prin- 
ciples involved  in  the  Bill,  and  he  should 
have  thought  that  the  (Government  would 
have  been  able  to  meet  the  distress  in 
Ireland  by  other  means.  He  remem- 
bered the  relief  of  distress  in  1848  and 
1849,  and  he  was  not  surprised  that  they 
sought  to  avoid  the  abuses  which  then 
appeared  almost  inseparable  from  un- 
conditional Parliamentary  grants  in  re- 
lief of  distress  made  by  this  House.  At 
present,  no  doubt,  the  Ghovemment  might 
well  shrink  from  drawing  heavily  upon 
an  impoverished  Exchequer.  Still  he 
(Mr.  Newdegate)  thought  that  other 
means  of  relief  might  be  devised.  But 
let  the  House  labour  under  no  mistake ; 
if  they  passed  that  Bill,  though  it  was 
nominally  meant  to  provide  for  a  par- 
ticular emergency,  and  for  limited  dis- 
tricts, they  woiUd  establish  the  two 
principles  he  had  endeavoured  to  de- 
scribe, far  more  widely  and,  in  all  pro- 
bability, permanently  in  Ireland — that 
rent  mignt  be  suspended,  and  that 
throughout  Ireland  a  tenant  right  held 
to  exist  or  be  created,  not  by  custom, 
but  by  the  eift  of  Parliament.  Thus  the 
tenant  womd  become  possessed  of  a  ri^ht 
in  his  holding  equivalent  in  security, 
though  not  equal  in  amount,  to  that  of 
the  landlord.  Now  these  were  not  two 
small  or  unimportant  principles;  and, 
inasmuch  as  England  was  inseparably 
united  with  Ireland,  he  deprecated  this 
departure  of  the  Liberal  Party  from  the 
doctrines  of  political  economy  in  matters 
of  property.  They  were  rigid  in  their 
adherence  to  political  economy — that 
was,  to  the  doctrines  of  modem  political 
economy  in  commercial  matters ;  and  no 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  had  suffered 
more  from  the  rig^d  application  of  the 
doctrines  of  modem  political  economy 
than  Ireland.  But  he,  as  an  English 
Member,  looked  with  distrust  upon  the 
Bill,  as  a  serious  departure  from  prin- 
ciple in  the  matter  of  property..  They 
had  been  told  that  the  Land  Act  of  1870 
was  designed  to  secure  the  rent,  while  it 
provided  for  the  limitation  of  the  rights 
of  the  landlord.  Where  would  that  se- 
curity be  if  the  payment  of  the  rent  was 
to  be  suspended  at  the  discretion  of  Par- 
liament ?  He  had  heard  it  said  of  the 
land  agitators  that  the  Ulster  tenant 
right  ought — not  by  custom,  but  by 
legislation— to  be  extended  over  all  Ire- 
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land,  and  they  were  now  invited  by  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  commence  the 
process  by  this  Bill.  He  was  not  sur- 
prised that  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
City  (Mr.  Farnell)  should  have  accepted 
a  programmci  which  he  had  been  at  the 
pains  of  advocating  and  disseminating 
throughout  Ireland.  Neither  was  he 
surprised,  when  he  heard  a  Constitutional 
Whig,  like  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Northumberland  (Mr.  Grey),  oppose 
these  proposals,  and  who  spoke  with  the 
hereditary  political  ability,  at  the  opening 
of  the  debate  that  evening — a  speech 
which  afforded  promise  of  his  possessing 
the  political  talent  for  which  nis  family 
had  been  so  long  distinguished.  He 
addressed  the  House  in  words  of  warn- 
ing when  he  saw  a  statesman  of  the  im- 
mense ability  of  the  Prime  Minister  de- 
parting from  the  principles  which  only 
10  years  ago  he  seemed  to  have  finally 
adopted.  He  remembered  that,  at  that 
time,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  resisted 
such  wild  schemes,  when  enunciated  by 
no  less  an  authority  than  the  late  Mr. 
John  Stuart  Mill.  In  1866  Mr.  Mill 
enunciated  this  principle — that  the  doc- 
trines of  strict  political  economy,  though 
they  were  applicable  to  property  in  Eng- 
land, were  not  applicable  in  the  case  of 
Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  knew 
Mr.  Mill,  and  after  that  speech  in  con- 
versation told  him  that  his  Indian  ex- 
perience had  outrun  his  English  political 
knowledge.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would 
only  say,  in  conclusion,  that  oy  the  Bill 
before  the  House  they  were  asked  to  lay 
the  foundation  of  a  system  of  feudalism 
in  Ireland  under  which  that  which  was 
now  ownership  would  be  tenancy  in 
chief — the  only  difference  between  the 
present  attempt  and  the  ancient  system 
of  feudalism  being  that  henceforth 
Parliament  would  be  the  Chief  Lord, 
instead  of  the  Sovereign. 

Mr.  pell  said,  that  he  was  per- 
fectly prepared  to  take  the  course 
suggested  oy  the  right  hon.  QenUeman 
and  to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  In 
two  or  three  words,  he  could  put  the 
House  in  possession  of  sufficient  reasons 
for  asking  to  be  allowed  to  take  that 
course.  There  had  been  but  slight 
debate  upon  his  Amendment ;  but  he 
had  not  lost  much  on  that  account,  inas- 
much as  an  important  debate  had  arisen 
upon  two  principles  embodied  in  the 
new  Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  (General 
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for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law).  Under  thoie 
circumstances,  it  required  no  argument 
on  his  part  to  support  the  propoMd  that 
he  desired  to  make  that  he  should  be 
permitted  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Lord  ELCHO  said,  he  had  a  qu6B- 
tion  which  he  wished  to  put  to  tiie 
Prime  Minister — namely,  was  it  a  fact 
that  the  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  was  no 
longer  a  Minister  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  :  It  is. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  he  wished 
to  announce  very  briefly  the  reasons 
which  would  induce  him,  and  a  number 
of  other  Irish  Members,  to  leave  the 
House  without  taking  any  part  in  the 
division  on  the  Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker 
leave  the  Chair.  They  felt  that  the  Bill 
had  assumed  an  entirely  new  phase  and 
aspect,  and  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
for  them  to  sanction  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  on  the  BiU  as  it  hadnov 
been  interpreted  by  the  Gt)vemment,  and 
as  it  had  been  further  interpreted  by  the 
Amendment  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law)  had  placed  upon 
the  Paper.  They  believed  that  the  Bill, 
according  to  the  construction  now  placed 
upon  it  by  the  Government,  would  not 
be  a  Bill  for  establishing  the  principlee 
of  free  sale  in  Ireland,  but  for  establish- 
ing the  principle  of  forced  sale,  and  that 
at  a  most  disaiavantageous  time  for  the 
tenant.  Advocate  as  he  was  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  free  sale,  he  could  not  consent 
to  have  the  term  used  for  a  purpose,  and 
in  a  way,  which  none  of  its  advocate* 
ever  intended  it  should  be  used.  There- 
fore, they  felt  that  while  they  could  not 
undertake  the  responsibility  of  voting 
against  the  Motion  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee, neither  could  they  undertake  the 
responsibility  of  voting  for  the  Motion. 
["  Hear,  hear ! "]  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Prime  Minister  cried  *'Hear. 
hear !  "  He  (Mr.  Pamell)  could  nasurp 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  he  had  felt 
very  strongly  impelled  to  vote  againrt 
the  Motion  *•  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  and  certainlv  if  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  tor 
Ireland  were  inserted  in  tfie  BiUt  JJ® 
should  join  the  Tory  Party  in  doing  ni« 
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best  to  throw  it  out  on  the  third  reading. 
He,  however,  believed  that  the  Conser- 
vative Party,  when  that  Amendment  had 
been  inserted,  would  not  be  so  anxious 
as  they  now  were  to  prevent  the  further 
progress  of  the  measure.  In  that  shape, 
ne  &lt  confident  that  the  Bill  would  pro- 
duce more  extermination  and  eviction  in 
Ireland,  more  outrage  and  crime,  than 
anything  that  had  been  done  for  60 
years. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  am  not 
surprised,  Sir,  at  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Par- 
nell).  I  confess  that  when  I  brought  in 
this  Bill  I  did  not  expect  any  real  help 
from  him ;  and  I  was  afraid  that  his 
views  with  regard  to  the  question  were 
different,  and  would  be  found  to  be  dif- 
ferent, from  those  held  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  What  we  have 
wished  for  is  this — that  in  existing  cir- 
cumstances, with  the  present  calamity 
hang^ing  over  the  greater  part  of  Ire- 
land, we  should  guard  ourselves  against 
the  interest  in  his  holding  which  we 
thought  belonged  to  the  tenant  being 
taken  from  him,  and  transferred  to  such 
landlords  as  might  try  to  obtain  it, 
owing  to  the  exceptional  circumstances 
which  existed.  I  cannot  be  unaware 
that  the^hon.  Member,  from  what  he  has 
said  out  of  this  House,  and,  to  some  ex- 
tent, from  what  he  has  said  in  this 
House,  seems  to  have  a  different  object 
in  view,  which  is,  that  there  should  be, 
practically,  a  prevention  of  the  pavment 
of  rent  for  this  year,  and  probably,  for 
the  next.  At  any  rate,  if  he  does  not 
mean  that,  I  have  abimdant  proof — 
proof  that  would  convince  any  hon. 
Member  of  this  House — that  that  is  the 
way  in  which  his  speeches  have  been 
interpreted  by  many  of  the  tenants  in 
the  West  of  Ireland.  That  is  not  the 
object  of  Her  Majesty's  Qovemment. 
Therefore,  I  am  not  surprised  at  the 
position  taken  up  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  City ;  nor  snail  I  be  surprised 
if  I  and  my  Colleagues  do  not,  before 
the  end  of  these  discussions,  find  our- 
selves in  the  same  Lobby  with  him. 
Perhaps,  as  this  is  a  fuller  House  than 
it  was  when  I  spoke  before,  I  may  re- 
peat what  I  have  already  said,  for  the 
information  of  hon.  Members  who  were 
absent.  We  have  made  no  change  of 
front.  What  we  stated  in  the  beginning 
was,  that  we  would  secure  to  the  tenant 
his  property  in  his  holding;  that  we 


would  not  allow  it  to  be  unjustly  trans- 
ferred to  the  landlord  under  the  circum- 
stances of  this  year.  We  were  asked, 
what  was  that  property  ?  That  property 
is  defined  in  the  3rd  clause  of  the  Land 
Act  to  be  compensation  amounting  to  a 
certain  number  of  years'  purchase.  We 
said  that  a  tenant  would  have  a  right  to 
that  compensation  if  he  could  prove 
to  the  Court  several  matters — amongst 
others,  that  he  was  imable  to  pay  from 
a  failure  of  crops ;  that  he  was  willing 
to  continue  in  his  occupation  on  reason- 
able terms — [A  Voice  :  That  he  should 
pay  no  rent.] — No,  we  never  said  he 
should  pay  no  rent — and  that  those 
reasonable  terms  were  unreasonably  re- 
fused by  the  landlord.  A  reasonable 
refusal  by  the  landlord  would  have 
been  where  he  allowed  him  to  sell  his 
interest  in  the  property.  We  were 
asked  several  times  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  whether  we  meant  that,  and 
some  hon.  Gentlemen  said  we  did,  and 
others  that  we  did  not.  Finding,  there- 
fore, that  there  was  some  doubt  upon 
this  point,  we  put  it  into  a  clause.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  was  looking  out 
for  an  excuse  to  stand  before  the  people 
of  Ireland— [CVfM  of  "  Withdraw !  "J— 
I  will  withdraw  when  I  am  requested 
by  Mr.  Speaker  to  do  so. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  in  Order  in 
making  the  statement  complained  of? 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  have  not  felt  it 
my  duty  to  interpose. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER :  Perhaps  I 
shall  not  be  considered  or  stated  to  be 
out  of  Order,  if  I  say  that  had  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City  been  desirous 
of  coining  to  some  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment, he  would  probably  have  taken  the 
same  course  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  had  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Amendment  of  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Law), 
and  said  that  in  Committee  he  would 
oppose  the  clause,  unless  he  had  such 
adoitional  interpretation  as  was  men- 
tioned by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dimgar- 
van — namely,  that  he  must  be  convinced 
that  a  free  sale  did  not  mean  a  forced 
sale.  That  is  a  matter  which  would 
most  properly  come  on  for  argument 
when  we  get  into  Committee.  I  have 
stated  honestly  the  position  of  the  Qo- 
vemment with  regard  to  this  clause, 
and  I  am  anxious  to  state  again  that  we 
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have  done  nothing  more  than  elucidate 
the  position  which  we  have  taken  up. 
I  wiU  allude  to  one  or  two  other  charges 
of   change    of   front    that    have    been 
brought  against  us.    The    right   hon. 
GenUeman  the  late  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  thought  proper  to  go 
back  to  the  fact  that  the  Bill  has  gone 
round  without  the  names  of  myself  and 
my  riffht  hon.  and  learned  Friends  who 
were  me  promoters  of  the  Bill.    I  should 
have  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  have  known,  with  his  long 
experience,  the  cause  of  that,  which  is, 
simply,  that  the  Bill  was  brought  in  late 
at  night.    We  expected  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Mid  Lincolnshire  (Mr.  Chaplin) 
would  move  his  objection  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Bill,  which  he  did,  but 
unsuccessfully.     I  had  the  Bill  ready  to 
circulate;  the  names  were  brought  up 
in  the  usual  way,  but  the  printers  did 
not  get  them.     I  should  hardly  have 
thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  condescended  to    mention 
that    circumstance.     There    has    been, 
absolutely,  no  other  change  in  the  Bill. 
It  is  almost  word  for  word  with  what  we 
at  first  contemplated.    The  only  matter 
that  might  appear  to  be  a  change  is  this 
explanation  of  the  last  condition.    The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Devon  dwelt  upon  what  he  called 
the  check  to  the  investment  of  capital  in 
Ireland.    Do  hon.  Members  suppose  that 
this  Bill  will  make  capital  less  available  in 
Ireland  ?    It  is  true  it  may  call  the  atten- 
tion of  capitalists  to  the  subject ;  but  if 
there  be  danger  to  the  investment  of  capi- 
tal in  Ireland  it  lies  much  deeper  than 
this  Bill.     Capitalists  find  that,  in  parts 
of  Ireland,  deep  distress  exists  which 
may  recur ;  which  has  existed  for  gene- 
rations ;  which  was  far  worse  10  years 
ago ;  but  which  is  now  less  patiently 
borne    by  the    people  who    suffer   it. 
These  struggling  men  in  the  West  of 
Ireland  are  now  able  to  combine  toge- 
ther by  the  help  of  the  quickness  of 
communication,  and  by  many  of  them 
being  able  to  read,  and  all  being  able 
to  hear  what  others  read  to  them  ;  and 
many  have  become  more  alive  to  their 
misery  and  more  determined  to  get  rid 
of  it.    That  is  no  fault  of  the  present 
Government,  nor  even  would  I  say  is  it 
the  fault  of  the  late  Government.    This 
is  a  fact  of  which  capitalists  are  pro- 
bably becoming  aware.    We  bring  for- 
ward a  Bill  in  which,  while,  on  the  one 
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hand,    we   state  that   we   must  cause 
the  law   to-  be   obeyed,   and  that  we 
must  keep   peace   and   order  in  Ire- 
land, yet  we  will,  if  possible,  prevent 
the  law  from  being  so  strained,  under 
the  circumstances  of  this  year,  that  it 
should  be  used  to  take  away  the  pro- 
perty of  the  tenants  and  transfer  ft  to 
the  landlords.    Unfortunately,  many  of 
the  hmdlords  of  Ireland  disagree  with  us, 
though  not  all ;  for  some  of  them— and 
some  of  the  most  experienced — agree 
with  us  in  this  matter.     I   shaU  not 
name  the  landlords  who  are  for  u^  no? 
those  who  are  against  us.     Hon.  Mem- 
bers know  that  there   are  Irish  land- 
lords of  great  experience  who  take  the 
same  views  as  we  do.     Many  of  them,  I 
admit,  say  just  the  contrary,  and  declare 
that  their  rents  will  be  suspended  for 
the  next  year  or  the  next  year  and  a-half. 
They  have  convinced  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newde- 
gate)  that  their  rents  were  about  to  be 
suspended ;  whereas  not  a  single  rent 
will  be  suspended,  except  the  rent  which 
is  demanded  firom  a  tenant  who  is  un- 
able to  pay,  and  which  rent  is  Pf^^®^.*^ 
be  an  unreasonable  demand.    The  Irish 
landlords  are  alarmed  at  this  matter; 
but  they  are  not  the  only  people  who 
have  been  alarmed,   when  they  think 
they  see  the  slightest  nossibility  of  any- 
thing being  done  which  may  in  any  way 
affect  their  interest.     This  is  not  the 
first  time,  by  many  times,  and  probably 
it  will  not  be  the  last,  when  persons  of 
a  particular  class  or  interest  oppose  » 
BiU  which  is  brought  forward  Ui  secuire 
justice,  and  to  prevent  a  small  minonty 
among  them  fi^m  misusing  their  rights 
so  as  to  commit  wrong  upon  others.  We 
find  Ireland  very  difficult  to  deal  with, 
because  of  the  history  of  Ireland.    In 
one  respect,  however,  it  is  easier  to  aeai 
with  than  it  was  15  years  ago,  becattfe 
of  the  two  measures  passed  by  my  ^f^} 
hon.  Friend.    In  another  respect  it  w 
more  difficult  to  deal  with,  because  the 
people,'  distressed  and  miserable  as  they 
are,  have  more  knowledge,  more  mean* 
of  combination,  and  greater  access  to 
the  outer  world  than  they  had  before. 
But  there  is  no  doubt  Ireland  is  diflBcult 
to  deal  with ;  and  what  I  complain  m^^* 
that  taking  all  the  Gentlemen  opposite, 
above  and  below  the  Gangway,  *^^y,  ? 
not  seem  to  me  to  try  to  diminish  that 
difficulty.    If  we  bring  forward  a  mea- 
sure which  we  think  but  justice  to  th* 
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tenant,  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  Oity 
and  his  Friends  will  not  help ;  they  wiU 
rather  oppose  us,  unless  it  be  a  measure 
exactly  m  aocordanee  with  their  own 
extreme  Tiews.  If  we  bring  forward  a 
measure  which  is  to  enable  us  to  enforce 
the  law  without  conmiitting  injustice, 
we  find  that  hon.  Members  opposite,  in- 
stead of  trying  to  secure  that  there  shall 
be  no  injustice,  and  that  the  landlords 
shall  hare  their  just  rights  enforced, 
we  find,  I  say,  hon.  Members  opposite 
entirely  against  us,  and  encouraging 
what  I  consider  to  be  a  most  tmwise 
course.  However,  though  we  have 
these  difficulties  to  deal  with,  we  shall 

fo  on  and  endeavour  to  meet  them  as 
est  we  can;  and  I  expect  that  one  thing 
will  happen  before  the  end  of  this  dis- 
cussion, that,  at  any  rate,  we  shall  be 
credited  with  sincerity  and  earnestness. 
Mb.  T.  P.  O'OONNOS  said,  he  confessed 
he  was  unable  to  sympathize  with  the 
air  of  injured  innocence  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  assumed  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion, because  the  responsibility  for  the 
present  position  rested  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his 
Colleagues.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
thought  he  could  show  that  in  one  sen- 
tence. The  Government  had  a  majority 
of  78  upon  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  ana  he  asked  why  had  that  majority 
dissipated  ?  Did  hon.  Gentlemen  think 
they  would  get  a  majority  of  78  that 
nig^t?  He  knew,  at  least,  20  hon. 
Members  who  voted  for  the  second  read- 
ing who  would  walk  out  of  the  House 
when  the  Question  was  put  from  the 
Chair.  Why  was  that  change  in  the 
situation  ?  There  was  no  necessity  for 
the  Ghivemment  to  make  any  change 
whatever.  They  were  strong  enough  to 
carry  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape ;  and 
it  was,  therefore,  upon  them  that  the 
responsibilitir  must  De  laid  of  placing 
the  Irish  Members  in  the  position  of 
supporting  them  the  other  night,  and 
not  supporting  them  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land had  commended  to  the  imitation 
of  Irish  Members  the  example  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  who,  according  to  the  in- 
terpretation of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, had  said  he  would  wait  until  he 
got  from  the  Oovemment  an  explanation 
as  to  the  real  me«ning  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.     But  they  would 
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wait  before  going  into  Committee,  until 
the^  knew  what  was  the  principle  upon 
which  they  were  voting.  Did  the 
Amendment  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attomev  General  fer  Ireland  chanse, 
or  not  change,  the  principle  of  the  Bm? 
The  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  the  late 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City,  and  others,  had 
all  expressed  the  opinion  that  that  new 
Amendment  did  ^ange  the  principle 
of  the  Bill.  That,  at  least,  proved 
that  it  was  a  doubtful  point  whe- 
ther the  principle  of  the  Bill  had 
chang^  or  not ;  and,  if  it  were  doubt- 
ful, had  they  not,  at  any  rate,  the  rieht 
to  expect  that  the  (Government,  before 
asking  them  to  change  their  views,  would 
explain  dearly  how  far  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man afi;reed  with,  or  differed  from,  the 
principle  of  the  measure.  The  (Govern- 
ment were  responsible  for  the  unfortu- 
nate dead-lock  in  which  they  had  ^ut 
the  Bill.  He  would  endeavour  to  ex- 
plain how,  in  his  opinion,  the  Amend- 
ment in  question  did  changpe  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  It  chan^Kl  tiie  prin- 
ciple by  forcing  upon  the  tenant  the 
sale,  or  an  offer  to  sell,  his  property 
under  the  most  tmfavourable  conditions. 
It  would  be  a  perfectly  reasonable  thinjB^ 
to  say  in  ordinary  times  that  the  fair 
value  of  the  property  of  the  tenant 'in 
the  soil  was  only  to  be  discovered  by 
competition  in  the  public  market  But 
in  what  times  were'the  Government  legis- 
lating? According  to  their  own  opi- 
nion,  and  according  to  the  knowledge  of 
everybody  else,  thev  were  forcing  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  to  put  tiieir  pro- 
perty in  the  market  at  a  moment  of 
social  and  political  convulsion.  They 
were  forcing  the  tenants  to  offer  their 
property  for  sale  when  there  was  not  the 
smiulest  chance  of  Iheir  setting  value 
for  that  property,  and  when  no  man 
could  bid  for  it,  owing  to  the  combina- 
tion existing  amonff  themselves.  The 
Government  were  bound  to  recognize 
the  fact  that  owing  to  a  combination, 
or,  if  hon.  Members  liked,  a  conspiracy, 
amonffst  the  tenants,  nobody  dure  bid 
for  a  farm  vacated  by  any  man  on  evic- 
tion. Under  the  Ajnendment  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  (Gentleman,  a 
landlord  would  say  to  his  tenant — ''  I 
give  you  the  chance  of  selling  this  pro- 
perty. If  you  sell  it,  I  will  let  you  take 
the  money  you  can  get  for  it ;  but,  if 
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you  do  not  succeed  in  selling  it,  I  am 
backed  up  by  the  law,  and  can  put  you 
out  without  compensation."  Supposing 
even,  that  the  tenant  was  able  to  sell  his 
property,  was  it  not  the  position  of  the 
Government  that  they  did  not  want  to 
force  him  to  leave  his  land,  if  by  any 
possibility  that  could  be  avoided  ?  Emi- 
^ation  was  a  good  thing ;  but  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  would  point  out  that 
emieration,  when  forced  by  the  laws, 
was  little  less  or  better  than  exile.  The 
GK)vemment,  he  repeated,  had  made  a 
change  in  the  principle  of  the  Bill. 
While  giving  a  boon  with  one  hand, 
they  took  it  away  with  the  other ;  and, 
although  they  strove  to  shift  the  re- 
sponsibility for  delay  on  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  City,  it  was*  upon  the 
head  of  the  Oovemment  that  the  re- 
sponsibility rested,  if  what  was  once  a 
good  measure  should  become  meagre 
and  untrustworthy,  and  be  defeated  in 
the  House  of  Commons. 

The  O'DONOGHUE  said,  he  wished 
to  be  allowed  to  point  out  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  had  not  accurately  stated  the 
objects  of  the  Government  in  bringing 
in  the  Bill,  in  saying  that  it  was  to  secure 
the  tenant  in  his  property.  That  was  not 
tiie  object  of  the  Government.  The 
object  of  the  Government  was  to  pre- 
vent the  tenant  bein^  disturbed  in  his 
holding,  and  that  object  they  hoped  to 
acoompHsh  by  means  of  penalties  on  the 
landlord,  if  he  attempted  to  exact  rent 
which  the  Government  held,  under  the 
oiroumatances  of  the  year,  he  ought  not 
to  exact.  But  now  the  Ctovemment 
were  going  to  force  the  tenant  to  sell, 
and  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  put 
into  the  pocket  of  the  landloid  aU  the 
rent  whion  the  Government  previously 
said  he  ought  not  to  collect  from  the 
tenant,  and  to  turn  the  tenant  into  the 
world  a  beggar  with  but  a  few  shillings 
in  his  pocket. 

Question  put,  and  a^ried  to. 

Main  Question  put. 

The  House  dMM :— Ayes  255 ;  Noes 
199:  Minority  56. 

AYES. 

Adand,  Sir  T.  D.  Ainfworth,  D. 

Adam,  rt  hon.  W.  P.  Andflttoo,  O. 

Agar  •  BobartM,  hon.  Annitage^B. 

T.  C.  AnnititMd,  O. 

Agnew,  W.  Arnold,  A. 

Mr.  T,  P.  OTwMwr 


Ashley,  hon.  £.  M. 
Balfour,  J.  6. 
Barnes,  A. 
Barran,  J. 
Baas,  A. 

Baxter,  rt  hon.  W.  £. 
Beaumont,  W.  B, 
Bolton,  J.  C. 
Borlase,  W.  C. 
Bradlaogh,  C. 
BrsLSS^,  H.  A. 
Brasaey,  T. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  J.  (Manchester) 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Brinton,  J. 
Broadhurst,  H. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brooks,  M. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Bruce,  rt  hon.  Lord  C. 
Bruce,  hon.  R.  P. 
Bryce,  J. 
Burt,  T. 
Butt,  C.  P. 
Buxton,  P.  W. 
Caine,  W.  S.. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell,  R.  F.  F. 
CampbeU  •  Bannerman, 

H. 
Carington,  hon.  R, 
Cannon,  hon.  CoL  W. 

Causton,  R.  K. 

Cavendish,  Lord  E. 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 

Chamberlain,  rt  hn.  J. 

Chambers,  Sir  T. 

Cheetham,  J.  F. 

Childers,  rt .  hn.  H.  C.E. 

Chitty,  J.  W. 

Clazke,  J.  C. 

Cohen,  A. 

Ceilings,  J. 

Collins,  £. 

Colman,  J.  J. 

Colthurst,Col.D.hiT. 

Corbett,J. 

Cotes,  C.  C. 

Courtauld,  Q. 

Courtney,  L.  H. 

Cowan,  J. 

Craig,  W.  Y. 

Creyke,R. 

Cross,!.  K. 

Cunliffe,  Sir  R.  A. 

Currie,  D. 

Davey,  H. 

Davie^D. 

De  Fenieres,  Baron 

Dickson,  J. 

I>ilke,A.W. 

Dilk^  Sir  C.  W. 

DiIlwyn,L.L. 

Dodds,?. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J,  Q. 

Dookham,  T. 

Duff,  rt  hon.  H.  E.  O. 

Eaxp,T. 

Edwards,  P. 

Egcrtoi,  Adm.  hoB.  F. 


Entngion,  O. 
Faixbaim,  Sir  A. 
Farquharson,  Dr.  R 
Fawcett,  rt.  hon.  H. 

*  SBVQSOn.  Ki 

Ffc&es,  Sir  W.  H.  B. 
Findlater,W. 
Firth,  J.  F.  B. 
Flower,  C. 
Fo^ambe,  C.  Q.  S. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt  hon.  W.  E, 
Fort*  R. 
Fowler,  H.  H. 
Fry,  L. 
Piy.T. 
Qabbett,  D.  F. 
01ad8tone,rthn.  W  E. 
Gladstone,  H.  J. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Gordon,  Sir  A. 
GoQxley,  E.T. 
GU>wer,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
Grant,  A. 
Grant,  D. 
Grant,  Sir  G.  M. 
Grenfell,  W.  H. 
Gurdon,  R.T. 
Hamilton,  J.  G.  C. 
Haroourt,  rt  hon.  Sir 

W.  G.  V.  V. 
Haidcastle,  J.  A. 
Hartingion,  Kaiq.  oi 
Hastings,  G.W. 
Havelock-Allan,  Sir  H. 
Hayter,  SirA.D. 
Heneage,  K 
Henry,  JC. 
HersdiieU,  Sir  F. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
Holland,  S. 
HoUood,  J.  R. 
Hofans,  J. 
Hohns,W. 
Howard,  £.  8. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Inderwick,  F.  A. 
Ingram,  W.  J. 
Jackson.  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  U. 
James,  Sir  H. 
James,  W.  H. 
Jardine,  EL 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Johnson,  W.M. 
Joioey,  Colood  J, 
Kinnear,  J. 
Labouchere,  H. 
Laing,8. 
Law,  It.  hon.  H. 
Iawtsdos^  Sir  J,  C. 
Lawronoe,  ^^. 
Lawson,  Sir  J^, 
Laycock,  R. 
Lea,T. 
Leake,  R. 
Leatham,  W.  H. 
Lee,H. 

liefensu  G.  J.  8. 
Litton,  E.  F. 
Lnbboek,  Sir  J. 
LMk,8irA. 
Lyons,  R.D. 
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liacdonald,  A. 
Macfarlane,  D.  H. 
Madde,  R.  B. 
MadiTer,  P.  8. 
M«aure,  Sir  T. 
M'Kexma,  Sir  J.  N. 
M'Lagan^P. 
M*Lu«n,  C.  B.  B. 
M'Laren^D. 
M'Minnies,  J.  G. 
Magniac.  C, 
MaiUand,  W.  F. 
Mappin,  F.  T. 
BIar|oribaiiki,Sir  D.  C. 
Blaijoribanka,  E. 
Marriott,  W.  T. 
Martin,  P. 
MasoD,  H. 
Meldon,  C.  H. 
Middleton,  R.  T. 
Milbank^F.A. 
Morgan,  rt.  hon.  G.  0. 
Morky,  A. 
Morl^,  8. 

Mondella,  rt  hon.  A.  J. 
Noel,E. 

CBeime,  Major  F. 
0*Brien,  Sir  P. 
0*Oonor,  D.  M. 
0*Donndl,  F.  H. 
Otway,  A. 
Paget,  T.  T. 
Pauner,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Palmer,  J.  H. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pease,  A. 
Pease,  J.  W. 
Peddie,  J.  D. 
Peel.  A.  W. 
Pender,  J. 
Pennington,  F. 
FhiUps,R.N. 
P]aynir,rt.lion.  L. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W.  R.  H. 
Price,  Sir  R.  G. 
Pugli,L.P. 
Bamsay,  J. 
Ramsay,  Lord 
Redmond,  W.  A* 
Reid^RT. 


Richardson,  J.  N. 
Richardson,  T. 
Roberts,  J. 
Rogers,  J.  B*  T. 
Roundell,  C.  8. 
Russell,  0. 
Russell,  G.  W.  E. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Shield,  H. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
SW,J. 
Smith,  E. 
Smithwick,  J.  F. 
Spencer,  hon.  0.  R. 
Stanley,  hon.  E.  L. 
Stansfeld,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Stewart,  J. 

Story-Ma8kelyne,M.H. 
Summers,  W. 
Taylor,  P.  A. 
Tennant,  G. 
Thomasson,  J.  P. 
Thompson,  Sir  H.  M. 
Thompson,  T.  C. 
Tillett,J.H. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Trerelyan,  G.  O. 
Vivian,  H.  H. 
Walter,  J. 
Webster,  Dr.  J. 
Wedd^bum,  Sir  D. 
Whalley,  G.  H. 
Whitbiead,S. 
Whitwell,J. 
Whitworth,  B. 
Wiggin,H. 
WiSuuns,  S.  C.  £. 
Williams,  W. 
Williamson,  S. 
Willis,  W. 
Wills,  W.  H. 
Wilson,L 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Wodehouse,  £.  K. 
Woodall,W. 

TELLERS. 

Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Kensington,  Lord 


NOES. 


Alexander,  Colonel 
Amhent,  W^.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Aylmer,  J.  E.  F. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Baring,  T.  C. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bateson,  Sir  T. 
Beach,  It.  hon.  Sir  M.H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bectire,  Earl  of 
Bentandk,  rt  hon.G.C. 
Bentinck.  G.  W.  P. 
Bereaford,G.  delaP. 
Bidden,  W. 


Birkbeck,  £. 
Birley,H. 

Blackbume,  CoL  J.  I. 
Bourke,  ri^t  hon.  R. 
Broadlev,  W.  H.  H. 
Brodrict,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brooke,  Lord 
Brooks,  W.  C. 
Bruce,  Sir  H.  U. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Bumaby,  General  E.  S. 
BurreU,  Sir  W.  W. 
Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carden,  Sir  R.  W. 


CecU,  Loid  E.  H.  B.  G. 

Chaine,  J. 

Chaplin,  H. 

ChurchUl,  Lord  R. 

Clive,  CoL  hon.  G.  W. 

Cobbold,  T.  C. 

Coddington,  W. 

Cole,  ViBOonnt 

Compton,  F. 

Coope,  O.  E. 

Cony,  J.  P. 

Crichton,  Viscount 

Crompton-Roberts,  C. 

Cross,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R.  A. 

Cubitt,  rt  hon.  G. 

Dalrymple,  C. 

Davenport,  H.  T. 

Dawnay,  CoL  hon.  L.  P. 

De  Worms,  Baron  H. 

Dickson,  MbAot  A.  G, 

Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 

Donaldson-Hudson,  C. 

Douglas,  A:  Akers- 

Dyke,rt.hn.8irW.H. 

Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 

Elcho,  Lord 

EUiot,  G.  W. 

Estcourt,  G.  S. 

Ewart,  W. 

Ewing,  A.  O. 

Feildaa,Maj.-Gen.  R.  J. 

Fellowes,  W.  H. 

Fenwick-Bisset,  M. 

Filmer,  Sir  E. 

Finch,  G.H. 

Fiti^trick,hn.  B.  E.B. 

Fletcher,  Sir  H. 

Flover,  J. 

Folkestone,  Viscount 

Forester,  C.  T.  W. 

Foster,  W.  H. 

Fowler,  R.  N. 

Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 

Ckdway,  Viscount 

Garfit,T. 

Gardner,  R.  Richard- 
son- 
Gamier,  J.  C. 

Gibson,  rt  hon.  E. 

Giffard,  Sir  H.  S. 

Goldney,  Sir  G. 

Gore-liangton,  W.  S. 

Grantham,  W. 

Ghneene,  E. 

Greer,  T. 

Hall,  A.  W. 

Halsey,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  right  hon. 
LoidG. 

Harcourt,  E.  W. 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hicks,  E. 

Hildyard,  T.  B.  T, 

Hill,  Loid  A.  W. 

Hill,  A.  8. 

Hinchingbrookf  Vise. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Hone,  rt  hn.  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Jackson,  W.  L. 

Kenoard,  CoL  E.  H. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 


Knight,  F.  W. 
Knightley,  Sir  R. 
Knowles,  T. 
Lawrance,  J.  C. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Lechmere,  SirE.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Legh,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Lennox,  Lord  H.  G. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewishiun,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  CoL  R.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lioder,  R. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
Mac  Iver,  D. 
Macnaghten,  E. 
M<Garel.Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel  W.  T. 
Manners,  rt.  hn.  Lord  J. 
March,  Earl  of 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monokton,  F. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Moss,  R. 
MulhoUand,  J.  . 
Murray,  C.  J. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Northcote,  H.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hon.  Sir 

S.H. 
Onslow,  D. 
P^et,  R.  H., 
Pjiiser,  Sir  W. 
Patrick,  R.  W.  C. 
Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  C.  N.  P. 
Plunxet,  rt.  hon.  D.  R. 
Powell,  W. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Rankin,  J. 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 
Ritdue,  C.  T. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Rolls,  J.  A. 
Ross,  A.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
St.  Aubyn,  W,  M; 
Sandon,  Viscount 
SchreibiBr,  C. 
Sdater-Booth,  rt.hn.G . 
Scott,  M.D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,  Sir 

H.  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,  rt  hon.  W.  H. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Storor,  Q. 
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sure,  perliape,  while  lying  awake,  wmt 
the  song  of  the  birds  he  had  mentioned. 
He  knew  it  was  an  easy  thing  to  torn 
the  amusements  of  the  poor  into  ridiouLe, 
and  that  it  was  difficult  to  pass  from  such 
an  important  subject  as  the  House  had 
been  considering  that  evening  to  the  dia- 
cussion  of  such  a  question  as  this.  But 
he  begged  the  Committee  to  consider  the 
Amendment  with  reference  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  vezy  poor.  He  ap- 
pealed particularly  to  hon«  Members 
for  Ireland  fbr  their  support ;  and  would 
remind  them  that  he  nad  often  gone 
with  them  in  division  when  in  a  small 
minority,  because  he  believed  they  were 
advocating  the  interests  of  the  poor  in 
Ireland.  He  trusted  the  Committee 
would  affree  to  the  insertion  of  the  words 
''except  olackbirdsy  thrushes,  and  night- 
ingales/' which  he  begged  to  move. 


Sykos,  C.  Whitley,  E. 

Talbot,  0.  K.  M.  Williamfl,  O.  L.  C. 

Talbot,  J.  G.  Wilmot,  Sip  H. 

Taylor,pt.hn.Col.T.E.  Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 

Thomson,  H.  Winn,  R. 

Thynne,  Lord  H.  F.  Wolff,  Sn-  H.  D. 

ToUemache,  hon.  W.  P.  Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 

Tottenham,  A.  L.  Wroughton,  P. 

Tyler,  Sir  H.  W.  Wyndham,  hon.  P. 

Wallace,  Sir  R.  Wynn,  Sir  W.  W. 

Walrond,  Col.  W.  H.  Yorke,  J.  B. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 

Warton,  C.  N.  tellbm. 

Watnoy,  J.  Balfour,  A.  J. 

Welby.Gregory,8irW.  Pell,  A. 

Bill  eoniid&r$d  in  Committee;  Com- 
mittee report  Progress;  to  sit  again  7b- 
mwrr<HOy  at  Two  of  the  dock. 


WILD    BIRDS    PROTECTION    LAW 

AMENDMENT  {re-commititd)  BILL. 
(Mr,  JHUwyHj  Sir  John  Zubbockf  Mr,  Jamts 

Howard,) 

[bill  253.]      OOHKITTEE. 

Bill  eomidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clanse  1  (Short  title),  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Definition  of  terms). 

Mb.  T.  C.  THOMPSON  said,  he  was 
anxious  hy  the  Amendment  he  was  about 
to  propose  to  except  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill  blackbirds,  thrushes,  and 
nightingales.  He  admitted  that  these 
birds  were  of  tiie  kind  that  those  desirous 
of  protecting  wild  birds  would  desire  to 
protect  most ;  but  behind  that  fact  a  large 
number  of  persons  entireljunrepresented 
in  that  House  took  a  great  interest  in 
song  birds  when  captui^.  The  poor  in 
the  crowded  streets  of  the  Metropolis  had 
not  the  means  possessed  by  the  rich  in 
their  country  houses  of  enjoying  the 
songs  of  birds  in  a  state  of  hberty.  It 
was  a  feature  of  the  practice  of  training 
song  birds  that  they  must  be  captured 
when  extremely  young ;  Just  when  they 
were  beginning  to  flv,  ior  unless  they 
were  taken  at  that  tune  it  was  impos- 
sible to  train  them  for  singing  purposes. 
There  were,  at  least,  35,000  blackbirds 
and  a  corresponding  number  of  thrushes 
taken  eyery  year  in  that  way,  which 
afterwards  contributed  to  the  hi^pinees 
of  the  poor  in  the  crowded  strc^  of 
London.  He  was,  by  moving  the  ex- 
ception of  these  birds,  adyocating  the 
cause  of  the  very  poor ;  and  he  begffed 
the  Committee  to  tnink  of  the  miseraole 
and  sick  little  children  whose  only  plea- 


Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  1,  line  10,  after  the  wordB  '^wild 
birds,  to  insert  the  woxds '*  blackbirds,  UiriBriieB, 
and  nightingales.'* — (Mr,  Thompmm,) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  DILLWTN  quite  agreed  with 
the  sentiments  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Thompson)  with  regard  to  the  pleasure 
deriyed  by  the  poor  from  sonff  birds ;  but 
he  would  point  out  that  the  birds  whidi 
the  hon.  Member  desired  to  exoept  from 
the  operation  of  the  Bill  had  ahnost  dis- 
appeared from  the  neighbourhood  of 
towns.  But  the  chief  oojection  to  the 
proposal,  howerer,  was  that  the  excep- 
tion in  the  former  Act  had  rendered  it 
ineffective,  and  the  present  Bill  would 
be  liable  to  the  same  breakdown  if  its 
application  were  restricted.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment.   

Thb  SOUCrrOB  general  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  W.  M.  Jomrsov)  mo- 
posed  to  omit  the  word  ''  nightingales '' 
m>m  theproposed  Amendment. 

Mb.  T.  0.  THOMPSON  said,  the 
greater  number  of  nightingales  were 
caught  in  the  beginning  of  April ;  and 
these  birds,  he  would  add,  were  veiy  mi- 
gratory. Blackbirds  and  thrushee  were 
not  80  migratory  as  nightingales;  but 
an  enormous  number  of  them  came  orer 
from  Norway  every  spring.  For  that 
reason  there  was  no  nartioular  otrjeoi 
in  preeerving  blaokbiros  and  thrashes. 
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Everybody  knew  that  the  country 
abounded  with  them,  and  consequently 
there  was  no  reason  for  including  them 
in  the  Bill.  But  there  was  a  very  strone 
reason  for  excepting  them,  as  he  haa 
shown  that  a  laree  number  of  the  poor 
would  otherwise  be  deprived  of  a  neces- 
sary and  innocent  pleasure. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendmenti  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  nightingales."— (Ifr.  Solicitor  General 
for  Ireland,) 

Question,  ^'That  the  word  'nightin- 
gales '  stand  part  of  the  said  proposed 
Amendment/'  put,  and  negatived. 

Question  nut,  ''That  the  words  'black- 
birds, thrushes,'  be  there  inserted." 

The  Committee  divided  :^AjeB  18; 
Noes  61 :  Majority  43. — (Div.  list, 
No.  46.) 

Mb.  0.  8.  PABEEB  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  for  Swansea  (Mr.  Dillw^rn) 
would  consent  to  strike  out  the  wild 
goose  from  the  Schedule.  These  birds 
came  in  gpreat  numbers  to  the  coast  of 
Perthshire  and  other  parts  of  Scotland, 
and  caused  serious  damage  to  the  crops. 


Mb.  DILLWTN  pointed  out  that  the 
wild  goose  got  no  additional  protection 
from  the  measure  than  it  had  before. 

Mb.  0.  8.  PARKER  said,  he  would 
not  move  the  Amendment  now,  but  would 
bring  it  up,  if  necessary,  on  iJie  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Remaining  clauses  verbally  amended, 
and  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  r^9orted;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next. 


IKDUSTBIAL  SCHOOLS  (POWBBS  OF  SCHOOL 
BOABDS)  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jambs  Stbwa&t,  Bill  to 
enable  School  Bourds  to  contribute  to  the  sap- 
port  of  Inmates  of  Industrial  Schools  in  Scot- 
Uuid,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Jambs 
Stbwabt,  Mr.  Cowan,  and  Mr.  Pateick. 

Bill/^tfMn^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BiU263.] 

House  adjourned  at 
Two  o'clock. 
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ABEBDABE,  Lord 
Intemperance,  Report  of  Select  Committee, 
1877 

Abbbdsen,  Earl  of 
Elementarj  Education,  Motion  lor  an  Address, 
979 

Adam,  Bight  Hon.  W.  P.,  (First  Oom- 
jniflaioner  of  Works),  Ciackmannan, 

Houses  of  Parliament  ^  Decoration  of  the 
Central  HaU,  1946 

The  Eleetric  Light,  1940 
National  Gallery— Admission  of  the  Public, 

1986 
Mew  Uw  Courts— Ventilation,  Ac.  488 
Palace  of  Westminster— ClodL  in  Palace  Yard, 

1919 
Parks  (MetropolisHHTde  Park,  499 
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A/ghamtUm 

PoUHcalAfain 

Abdwrrahman^  Question,  SirBaldwjn  Leigh- 
ton  ;  Answer,  Tbe  Marquess  of  Hartington 
Jtme  91,  488 

J%e  Wat^—Apportiotimeni  of  Ewpema,  Ques* 
tion,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
/idM99,887 

Removal  of  Mr.  Upti  Orifin^  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton /n/y  8, 1697 

MUiim^  OpmUiami 

Rmumred  FiMmg,  Queetions,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answers,  Tbe  Marquess  of  Hart* 
ingtOQ  My  8,  1688 ;  Mf  8, 1909 

JJrica^CefUral  Afriefh-AlUg$d     Out- 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  SnppI j  July  9,  To 
leare  out  from  **  That,**  and  add  **  an  buBsble 

3  T  lorn. 


AFB 


AGB 


(INDEX) 


AIB 


ABM 


Africa^' Central  AfrieOf-'AlUged  Outragsi  hy 
Miitionariei^^eont. 

AddrMs  be  preiented  to  Her  Majesty,  pray- 
ing Her  Majesty  to  take  measnres  to  prohibit 
British  subjects,  not  oommissioned  by  Her, 
from  assuming  rights  of  oriminal  jurisdio- 
iion  o?er  the  natires  of  nnoifiliied  countries, 
and  perpetrating  upon  them  acts  of  war ; 
and  praymg  Her  further  to  cause  communi- 
cations to  be  entered  into  with  the  other 
great  Powers  with  a  view  to  the  protection 
of  uncirilised  tribes  from  acts  of  Tiolence  at 
the  hands  of  persons  not  commissioned  by 
the  Goremment  to  which  they  owe  alle- 
giance "(Z>r.  Cameron)  v.,  1424;  Question 
proposed,  '*That  the  words,  &o,;"  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


Jfrtea,  South 

MxscKLLAinous  QuxsnoNS 

The  Zulu  War^ColonkU  Ewpenditure,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  R.  M.  Fowler;  Answer, Mr.  Grant 
Duff  June  17, 180  i^Batta  ct  Extra  Pay, 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer, 
Mr«  ChUders  Jum  28, 968 

Diiormament  of  the  Bcuutoe,  Question,  Eari 
Cadogan ;  Answer,  The  Eaii  of  KImbtrley 
June  31,  898 

The  Cape  Colonv-~Admii$ion  ta  Cetewayo, 
Question,  Sir  Darid  Wedderbum;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  Jme  21,  423  ;^  Sir  Bank 
Frere,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  July  5, 1628 

The  Confederation,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff /tm«  28,  060 

The  Chief  Moiroei,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M*ArUiur ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Grant  DuttJune  20, 1120 

Medalt  to  Irregular  Foreee,  Question,  Mr. 
Wilbraham  Egerton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
July  1, 1255 


AgrieuUuiral  DUtreee 
Reperteen  Agrieultwre  in  the  United  Staiee, 
Question,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  June  24,  T08 
The  Royal  CammietUm,  Question,  Mr.  Jamee 
Howard;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Garen- 
dish  June  17. 180 

Agrionltiiral  Holdings  (England)   Aet 
(1875)  Amendment  Bill 

(^Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr,  Fell,  Mr,  Joeeph  Cowen,  Mr, 

Birhbeek,  Mr,  J.  C.  Lmwrenee) 

e.  2R.,  after   short   debate.   Debate  adjourned 
July  7, 1850  [BUI  188] 

Agricnltnral  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice 

of  Bemoral)  Bill  (^>  Alexander 

Cordon,  Mr.  JPZayan,  Mr.  Barclay) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  debate  June  16, 181 

[Bill  141] 

AgricuUwral  Setenef,  Iii$truetion  in 
QnsstioB,   Obeerratioos,    The    Marquess    of 
Huntlj :  Reply,  Earl  Speneer  June  17|  172 


AiBiJS,  Earl  of 

Representation  of  the  Peoplo  (Sootlaad)  Aol 
(1868)  Amendment,  2R.  1782 

Alexander,  Oolonel  0.,  AyreMre,  8. 
Oun  Lioenoe  Aet  (1870)  Amendment,  2R.  156 

Andbbsov,  Mr.  G.,  OUugaw 

Army  (Higher  Ranks),  Ree.  1708 

Customs  and  Inland  Refenoe,  2R.  Ameodl. 

785. 780 
Oun  Lioenoe  Aet  (1870)  Amendment,  2R^  lift 
Navj— H.H.S.  <•  AtalanU,"  104 
North  BriUsh  RaUwaj  (Tay  Bridge),  2R.  1879; 

Amendt.  188ff,  1800 
Public  Health— Condemned  Meat,  108 
RaUway  (India)  Bridges,  068 

Ahvsilbt,  Earl  of 

Distress  (IxeUnd)—E?ietion8, 580,  582, 588 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)— Ejeetmenta, 
Motion  for  Papers,  618, 615 

Argentine  Bepublic — IktenUim  of  BriOtk 
Veiseli  in  the  JRiver  Plate 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  WoUT;  Amww, 
Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke  June  17, 188 

Abotll,  Duke  of  (Lord  Tnfj  Seal) 

Earldom  of  Mar,  Ree,  1225 

Elementary  Eduoation,  Motion  for  an  Addre«, 

260 
Elementarj  Edueatioo— New  Code,  1880— Tba 

Fourth  Sohednle,  1780, 1744 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Report  of 

Seleot  Committee,  Res.  1004 

Abicy 

MxsoiLiJLMBOUi  QoBsnovs 

Army  Circ^dare-^Appeudim  0  Gamee  154 — 
AdvertiiemenU,  Qinestion,  Earl  Perej ;  Aa* 
swer,  Mr.  Childers  June  22, 5^ 

Army  Education— Literary  and  Phytieal  Cout* 
petitionM^Report  of  the  Joint  Committee^ 
Obserrations,  Eari  Forteeone;  short  debate 
thereon  July  5, 1505 

Army  {India) 

Caee  of  Senior  Veterinary  Surgeon  Mr.  F,  O. 

C.  SAoio,  Question,  Mr.  A.  BL  SuUiTan; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  July  5» 

1681 
C<^oneU*  AUowameee,  Question,  Mr.  Tiwfoljan ; 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartingtoo  June  n, 

058 
Indian     Service    Pentiont,    Qnestloo,    Mr. 

Sohreiber ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington June  21,  424 
Orpanieaiion  and  EmpemdHura,  Qaeetioa,  Mr. 

Kmest  Noel;    Answer.   The   MaiqusM  of 

Hartington  June  17, 182 

Honorary     Coloneleiee,     ObeerfatioB^     Mr. 

OhUdera  July  8, 1018 
MMoeina  atvl  Bepfatimf  Arm,%m^m.hBtd 

Eustaoe     Cecil;    Answer,    Sir.    OOUsn 

/mm  28, 067 
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M§dab  fif  ik$  Oc^  FrontUr  War,  1677*8, 
amd  tt#  ZiOm  Wtir,  1879,  <)iiMtion,  Lord 
Henry  8o«it ;  Amwer,  Mr.  Childtn  Jtmtf  94, 
717 

Medical  CfUin^Esochrngti,  QiMition,  Mr. 
Meldon ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Child«n/tm#  17i  IM 

Nm'Cfmmditi^iMd  QfUira^  QnttUon,  Coloiiel 
Owtn  WUIimm;  Aniww,  Mr.  Ohild«rt 
M^  6, 1639 

Qjiktrtmmaitirt  of  ArUa^,  Qaeitioiis,  Major 
NoUo,  Mr.  O  Shaughnotvy ;  Answoriy  Mr. 
ChUdm  /u/y  8, 1899 

Rumte  cf  Ofoin—WarrMnt  pf  6t4  /idy, 
1879,  (^etUoD,  Sir  Jottph  Bailtj  ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childort  June  91, 424 

SmjMon  Mafoft  of  ike  Eou$$hold   Cavalry, 
vbieition,   Mr.    Thomhill;    Answer,   Mr. 
CbUdert  June  99, 1122 

The  Royal  ArtiUery  and  Royal  Engineers, 
QaMiion,  Sir  Walur  B.  BarUeloi ;  Answer, 
Mr.  ChUders  Jnly  8, 1906 

The  Royal  Pairioiie  Fund,  Question,  Baron 
Henrj  de  Worms;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Jnm  91,  418 

The  Royal  fVamaU  of  lB78^TheFwe  Yeeanf 
Rnle^SMM.  the  Commander^n-Chief, 
Question,  Migor  CBeime;  Answer,  Mr. 
Childers  June  28,  969;  Obserrations,  Mr. 
Childers;  Question,  Captain  CShea;  An- 
swer, Mr.  ChUders  J^y  8, 1914 

WooUpieh  Anenal,  Question,  Baron  Henrj  de 
Worms ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers  Jnne  17, 187 

Awriliary  Foreee 

A/Mutants  ofMUiUia  and  Yeomanry,  Question, 
Yiseount  Emljn;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
June  94,  709 

The  Mid  Oltter  ArHOery  ReyimmU  of  Militia 
— PiM^aiifioii  Workhouee,  Question,  Mr. 
Maeartnej;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
June  95, 869 

The  Fourih  Eatt  York  Artillery  Votrndeere, 
Questions,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  (J.  Wilson,  Mr. 
A.  M.  Sollifan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Childers 
Jwm  91,  499 ;  Question,  Mr.  C.  Wilson ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Childers  June  99,  648  ;  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Norwood;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
J^  8,  1909 

Fropoeed  VoUmUer  Review  in  Hyde  Park, 
Question,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
June  10, 68 

Velunieer  Adminiitrative  BaUaliont,  Question, 
Mr.  Forester ;  Answer,  Mr.  ChUders  June  21» 
498 

The  Vohtnieere  and  Ihe  Xlectione,  Question, 
Baroo  Beorj  de  Worms;  Answer,  Mr. 
ChUders  Jmm  99, 1199 

Arwty  {Higher  Bmke) 

Moved, "That steps  should  at  onoe  he  taken 
to  raduee  the  aetire  list  of  generals  to  the 
point  at  whieh  it  is  adequate,  and  no  more 
IhM  adequate,  to  the  aetwal  reqniremsats  of 
the  serriee  of  the  Country"  (w.  Trmielyan) 
Julf  6,  1768;  after  iherl  dehate^  Molkm 
withdrawn  . 


Abvold,  Mr.  B.  A.,  Afford 
Compensation  for  Disturhanoe  (Ifehnd)*  9B, 

1699 
Criminal  Law— AUeged  Blegal  Detention  of  a 

Female,  1199 
Intozieatinff  Liquors  (Lioenoes),  Res.  671 
Treaty  of  BerUn— Greek  Frontier,  1964 

Artittiia'    and    Labonren'    Swelliagi 
(Sootlaiid)  Proriaional  Ordar  (Leitli) 

Bm  (Mr.  Arthur  F$$l,  Seeretary  $ir 

William  Sareourt) 
e.  Committee  disoharged  •  June  16     [BUI  900] 
Report^ /tc^  9 

A6HLS7,  Hon.  A.  Erelyn  M.  (Seoretaiy 

to  the  Board  of  Trade),  Itle  of  Wight 

Compensation  tor  Disturhanoe  (Ireland),  2R. 

1674 
Fumees  RaUway  Certificate,  1880,  Res.  1760 
Merchant  Seamen— Payment  of  Wages,  Ac. 
Comm.  791,  797 

Ajbhhxad-Babtlbtt,  Mr.  E.,  Bg$ 

Parliament— Businees  of  the  Houe,  646, 647 
Russia  and  British  India,  Res.  1446 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Exeeution  of  the  Articles. 
997 
Turkey  and  Greeoo— Transftrred  Provinoes, 

1968 

Attobnst  Gbnibal,  The  (Bir  H.  jAioa), 

Ta/m,Un 
BaUot  Acfr— Section  94— Personation  at  Elec- 
tions, 188 
Common  Law  Procedure  and  Judicature  Acts 

AmendmMit,  Comm.  1084 
Controrerted   Elections  —  Bewdley    Election 

PeUtion,  1628 ;— NoUingham  Election  Pe- 

UUon,  1919 
Election  Petitions— Reports  of  Election  Judges, 

849, 846 
Empl^ers*  liabUity,  Comm.  1416 
Employers'  LiahUi^— GoTemment  Dockyards, 

296 
Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Judges'  Report), 

726 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  484 
Parliament— Ereeliam  Writ,  907*  909,  968, 
1696, 1667 
Tewkesbury  Writ,  1688 
ParUamentary  Elections— Cifoularof the  Liberal 

Central  OflBoe— TraTclling  Expenses  of  Out* 

Toters,  466 
ParUamentary  Oath  (Mr.  BradlaugfaX  666 

Atlmxb,  Captain  J.  E.  F.,  Maid$ione 

Inland  Re?enne— Maltsters'  Licences,  1664 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (f  Joenoes),  Res«  970 
MetropoUtan  and  MetropoUtan  District  RaU- 

way8(City  Lines  and  Extenstos),  9R.48; 

Amendt.  55, 67 
Newfoundland— Mining  Opemtions,  716 
North  British  RaUway  (Tay  Bridge),  9R.  1866 

Bailbt,  Sir  J.  E.,  Eirefordehwe 
Army— Reserre  of  OAoers— Wamnt  .tf  #th 
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Select  Oommittee,  Res.  1006 
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.  Question,  Mr.  Rjlands  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  June  17, 188 

Bank  Hdidayt  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr,  Jtmn  Sinoartf  Dr.  Camironf  Mr,  Fndtrick 

CmmpbeU) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  l®*  Jum  21  [Bill  240] 

BiU  withdrawn*  July  I 

BBJkknLptej  Aet  Amendment  Bill 
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e.  Select  Committee  nominated ;  List  of  the  Com« 
mittee  June  21, 628 
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{Sir  John  Solker,  Mr.  Oortt) 
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June  2S  [BiU  102] 
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W.  DUke  July  6, 1681 

Babolat,  Mr.  J.  W.»  FwrfofrMre 
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Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 
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Spirits,  Comm.  621 
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Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  2R.  740 
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1104,  1106 

Bbllinohaic,  Mr.  A.  H.,  £oM 

Commissioners  of  National  Edooatioo  (IreUad) 
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Sea  Fisheries  (IreUnd),  2R.  1888 
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Cloeing  of  Pnblio-Honeee  on  Sonday,  Ree;  808 
India— Financial  Statement,  1805 
Licensing  Lawi  AmenduMnt,  2R.  181 
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ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  257 ;  Coram,  el.  5,  1548,  1550  ; 
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Sale  of  Intoxioatiog  Liqaors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
2R.  1180 
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Turkey^Identlo  Not^^Mr.Ooseheu's  Mission, 

1825 

Bbaboubitx,  Lord 

Burials,  Comm.  el.  1,  28 
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Spbakeb,  The) 

Brasd,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Stroud 
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Customs  and  Inland  ReTonue,  2R.  774 
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Intemperance,  Report  of  Select  Committee^ 
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Abxbdsen,  Earl  of 
Elementarj  Education,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
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Adah,  Bight  Hon.  W.  P.,  TFirst  Com- 
miasioner  of  Works),  Clackmannan, 
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Central  HaU,  1246 
The  Electric  Light,  1240 
National  Gallery— Admission  of  the  Pabllc, 
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1912 
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AfghanUian 

PolUicai  Afairi 

Abdurrahman^  Question,  SirBaldwjn  Leigh* 
ton ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington 
June  21.  485 

The  War—AppcrtUnmeni  of  SMpemee,  Ques« 
tion,  Mr.  J.  K.  Cross ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone 
June  22, 2(37 

Removal  of  Mr.Lepel  Orifin,  Question,  Mr. 
Onslow ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Harting- 
ton Julp  5, 1627 

Military  OperaJbUme 

Rumoured  Fighting,  Questions,  Sir  George 
Campbell ;  Answers,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington July  5,  1686 ;  July  6, 1902 


AJrwa^  Central   Africa^ AUeged     OuU 

ragee  hy  Mimananee 
Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  2,  To 
leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  **  an  humble 
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if/rifti— CSm^toZ  Afriea—AlUged  OuXiragu  hy 

AddroBB  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  pny- 
ing  Her  Majesty  to  take  measures  to  prohibit 
British  sabjeots,  not  oommissioDed  by  Her, 
from  assuming  rights  of  oriminal  jarisdic- 
tion  OTer  the  natiTOS  of  uneiTiliied  countries, 
and  perpetrating  upon  them  aote  of  war ; 
and  praying  Her  farther  to  oause  oommoni- 
oations  to  be  entered  into  with  the  other 
great  Powers  with  a  Tiew  to  the  protection 
of  anoi?ilised  tribes  from  acts  of  yiolenoe  at 
the  hands  of  persons  not  commissioned  by 
the  GoTomment  to  which  they  owe  alle- 
giance "  (Dr.  Camertm)  v.,  1424 ;  Question 
proposed,  "That  the  words,  dec.;"  after 
debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 


jifrtea,  South 

MlSOSLLAirXOUS  QUISTZONS 

The  Zulu  War— Colonial  Ewpenditure,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  R.  M.  Fowler;  Answer, Mr.  Qrant 
Daff  June  17,  189  ;^Batta  or  Extra  Pay, 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Childers  June  28,  963 

Diiarmament  of  the  Batuta,  Question,  Earl 
CadQgan ;  Answer,  The  Eari  of  Kimberley 
June  21,  898 

The  Cape  Colony — Admitiion  to  Cetewayo, 
Question,  Sir  Darid  Wedderbum;  Answer, 
Mr.  Grant  Duff  June  21,  422  i—SirBarOe 
Frere,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  Juiy  5,  1623 

The  Confederation,  Qaestion,  Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant  Duff /tmtf  28,  969 

The  ChUf  Moiroii,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M' Arthur ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Grant  \yaSJune  29, 1120 

Medale  to  Irregular  Foreee,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Wilbraham  Egerton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Childers 
Jufy  1,  1255 


Agricultural  DUtreu 
Reportion  Agriculture  in  the  United  StaJUit 
Qaestion,  Mr.  R.  H.  Paget;  Answer,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke  June  24,  708 
The  Royal  Committion,  Question,  Mr.  James 
Howard;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  Ca?en- 
dish  June  17, 180 

Agricnltnral  Holdings   (England)  Act 
(1876)  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  Chaplin,  Mr,  Fell,  Mr,  Joeeph  Cawen,  Mr, 

Birkbeek,  Mr,  J.  C,  Lawrence) 

c.  2R.,  after   short    debate.   Debate  adjourned 
July  7, 1859  [Bill  188] 

Agricnltoral  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice 

of  Removal)  Bill  (Sir  Alexander 

Gordon,  Mr,  M*Lagan,  Mr,  Barclay) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  debate  June  16, 181 

[Bill  Ul] 

Agricultural  Science,  If^truction  in 
Question,    Obperrations,    The    Marquess    of 
Hnnti/  :  Replj,  Earl  Spencer  June  17, 172 


AiBLXB,  Earl  of 

Representation  of  the  People  (Scotland)  Act 
(1868)  Amendment,  2a.  1732 

Alexandeb,  Oolonel  0.,  Ayrehirc,  S. 
Gun  Licence  Act  (1870)  Amendment,  2R.  156 

AirDEBfloir,  Mr.  O.,  Olaegow 

Armjr  (Higher  Ranks),  Res.  1798 

Customs  and  Inland  ReTonne,  2R.  Amendt. 

735, 789 
Gun  Licence  Act  (1870)  Amendment,  2R.  155 
Nayy— H.M.S.  «  Atalanto,"  194 
North  British  RaUwajr  (Tay  Bridge),  2R.  1879; 

Amendt.  1885, 1890 
Public  Health— Condemned  Meat,  198 
RaUway  (India)  Bridges.  968 

AangLBY,  Earl  of 

Distress  ( Ireland)— ETictions,  530,  532, 588 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland) — Ejeofcments, 
Motion  for  Papers,  613, 615 


Argentine  J^epuhlic — JMention  of 
Veseele  in  the  Eivcr  Plate 
Question,  Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff;  Answer* 
Sir  Charies  W.  DOke  June  17, 183 

Abqtix,  Duke  of  (Lord  Privy  Seal) 

Earldom  of  Mar,  Ret,  1225 

Elementarj  Education,  Motion  for  an  AddreM. 

269 
Elementary  Elduoation—New  Code,  1880 — The 

Fourth  Schedule,  1739, 1744 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Report  of 

Select  Committee,  Res.  1094 

Aehy 

MiSOBLLAVBOUS  QUBSTIOMS 

Army  Circulare-^Appendim  to  CUmee  154 — 
Adveriieementt,  Qioestion,  Barl  Percy ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Childers  Jtme  22, 535 

Army  Education— lAterairu  and  Phyncal  Cms- 
petitione— Report  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
Obserrations,  Earl  Fortescue;  short  debate 
thereon  July  5, 1585 

Army  (India) 

Cage  of  Senior  Veterinary  Surgeon  Mr.  F,  G, 
C,  Shaw,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M«  SultiTan; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  July  5, 
1631 

Cdonelt'  AUowanoee,  Question,  Mr.  Treieljan ; 
Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  June  28, 
958 

Indian  Service  Pemioni,  Question,  Mr. 
Schreiber ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart- 
ington June  21.  424 

Orgameatian  and  Ewpendiiure,  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Ernest  Noel;  Answer,  The  Maiqnees  of 
Hartington  June  17, 182 

ffonorary     Coloneleiee,     Obserrationi^     Mr. 

Childers  July  8, 1918 
Mfiga^ine  amti  Bmatififf  4rm$,  %n6f tiqp.  Lord 

Eustace     Cecil;     Answer,    Mr.    CUUen 

June  28, 967 
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Gavtkrbubt,  Arohbishop  of 

Bnmlt,  Comm.  02. 11,  39 ;  Report,  ^.  6»  387 ; 
tL  19, 191 ;  8R.  688, 089, 690,*  691 


Cabbxttt^  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monwtouth,  ice. 

Nftvy— H.M.S.  ''AUUnU,'*  179 
Smle  of  Intoxioatiiif  Uqnon  on  SnndAf  (Walet), 
9R.  1180 


Cart.twt.k,  Bishop  of 

BurUOt,  Comm.  2 ;  oL  6,  83, 3/( :  Ropori,  385 
Intomptnmot,  Ropori  of  Selaot  CommJtt— , 
1870 


Oabtwbioht,  Mr.  W.  0.»  Oxfardihir$ 
Oompaamtioo  lor  DifiarlwMO  (IroUiid),  3R. 

1688 
Cattomi  mud  InUiid  Rofoniio,  3R.  753 
Tijlor,  Mr.,  Gaao  of,  707 


Caiih    Iw^porUUum  of  F»rei§n  CMh 
AU$g$d  OntMim  td  BwkmUmi 
QoottioD,  Mr.  Pagoi ;  Antww,  Mr.  MandtUa 
■      34. 715 


GATfSToir,  Mr.  B.  K.,  Cokih$9t$r 
Town  OoanoUf  (Aldtrmon),  3R.  131 

OAYsmiiBH,    Lord    F.    0.    (Secretary 

to  the  Treasuxy),  Torkihire,  WJt., 

ir.Bw. 
Afrieultanl  Diitrew,  Royal  GoaunlMion  oo, 

180 
Cottomi  Department — Oompnleorj  Retirement, 

1680 
Fiaaaoe  Aooonnts — Analyied  Aoooanta,  1358 
Gon  Ueenoe  Act  (1870)  Amendment,  3  a.  155 
HaU  Merkina  (Gold  and  SUfer)- Forged  HaU 

Marks,  543,  548 
Inland  Rerenoe— Intoiieants,  967 
Irelind     Mlioellineoni  Q.iieeliinii 

Diitreee    Sanitary  Worke  at  MoaC^,  960 
Fishery  Piers,  398 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harboors — ^Arklow  Har- 
boor,  1348  ;~Howtb  Harboar.  487 
Meteorolocieal  Department  —  Weather  Fore- 

eaets,  707, 1119, 1130 
RoUef  of  Distrees  (If«land)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Oomm.  a,  3, 1467,  1480,  1486, 1531, 
1534  ;  cL  5, 1548, 1558 ;  «i.6, 1554  ;  «4d.cf. 
1569 
Spirits,  Oomm.  514, 515, 516,  517,  518, 533 
Sopply,  Oofluik  Motion  for  A^Jonrnaent,  919, 
998 
01?il  Serrioet  and  Retenno  Depaiteents, 
937, 998, 983, 988, 984 

TtosiiMimsumsBt,  3R.  1081, 1083 
Wm  and  lieen»   Inteiid  Betiooo    Inoame 
ntf,1899 

CioiL,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  O.,  JSb«r,  IT. 
Army — Magsiine  and  Repeatinf  Arms,  967 
Amy  (Hi^  RMksX  Bee.  1810 


Qneetioo,  BIr.  Sehreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodton 
/im«  15, 69 

C^mui,  I%e — L$guMum 
Qoeetion,  Mr.  J.  Q.  Hnhbard;  Answeft  Mr. 
Gladstone  /ime  17,  179 

Ohahbbblaik,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Freei- 
dent  of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 

CirU  Serriee  Storee,  1918, 1914 

Employers  and  Workmen  Aet  (1875)  (Eiten- 

sion  to  Seamen),  3R.  157 
Employers'  liability,  Oomm.  1764, 1765 
Mercantile  Marino— Wrecks  and  Oasnalties^ 

Oficial  Inqniriee,  713 
Merchant  Seemen— The  Cattleman,  Oromley, 

963 
Merchant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wages,  Ac.), 

Comm.  798,  798,  800 
North  British  RaUway  (Tay  Bridge),  3R.  1886, 

1890 ;  Amendt  1891, 1898 
RaUways  (Ireland)— Limerick  Janction,  1634 
Soothem  Railway  (Clonmel  and  Thnries), 
1357 
Scotland— Tay  Bridge  DisMter,  Report,  300 
WeighU  and  Meesnree— Standard  Weights,  430 

Ohakoillob,  The  Lord  (Lord  Ssl- 
bobkb) 

Burials.  Comm.  Zi  eL  1,6,  11, 13, 19 ;  ti.  8, 
80  ;  cl,  6,  81,  83,  88,  85 ;  tH,  7, 86 ;  «{.  11, 
40,  41 ;  Report,  385 ;  d.  6,  387 ;  d.  13, 
390 ;  8R.  698 

Earldom  of  Mar— The  ReeolnUon,  897,  1317, 
1338, 1381 

Elementary  Edocation— New  Code,  1880— Tho 
Foorth  Schedole,  1746 

Ohakoillob  of  the  Exohxqttsr  —  See 
Oladstovx,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E. 

Ohaplot,  Mr.  H.,  Lineolmhir$,  Mid 
Agricnltoral  Holdings  (England)  Aot  (1875) 

Amendment,  3R.  1859, 1864 
Compensation  lor  Distttrbanoe  (Ireland),  3R, 

855 ;  Amendt.  861 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Honse,  546 
Relict  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aet  ( 1880)  Amend- 
ment, 3R.  310,  311,  318,  314 ;  Motion  for 
A^ionmment,  315,  316,  317 

OinT.DiM,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  PonUfraei 
Africa,  Sooth— Medals  to  megnlar  Foross, 

1355 
Army— MIseellaneoBS  Qnestions 

Army  Ciroolare— Appendix  to  Clnase  154 

—Adtertisements^  585 
Army  Medical  Oflfoere— Exchanges,  195 
Fire  Years'  Rnle  —  The   Comnmnder-ln- 

Chiei;959 
Honorary  Cdondciee,  1918 
Msgirine  and  Repeating  Arms,  967 
Medds  lor  the  Cape  Frontier  War,  1877-8, 

and  the  Znln  War,  1879,  717 
Noa-^^onniHiooid  Oflom,  1639 
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Bbtgs,  Mr.  J.,  Tawir  EamkU 

Bannab,  12id 

Endowed  SohooU— Dnlwieh  College— New 
Sohema^dOO 

BnrM  AeU^Btat&rna  Burial  Boards 
Cemeteries 
Qnettion,  Sir  Henrj  Peek;  Aniwer,  Sir  Wil- 
liam Haroonrt  July  S,  1901 

Bnrialf  Bill  [r.l.] 

(The  Lord  Chaneelior) 

I.  Oommittee,  after  ahori  debate  Junne  10, 1 
Bepori  Jme  \%,  385  (No.  86) 

Read  3%  after  debate  Jtme  34«  683   (No.  89) 

e.  Bead  V  (Mr,  Oshrne  Morgan)  June  35 

[BUI  348] 

Burmah 

IHplematie  Relatieni,  Qneition»  Mr.  Bryoe; 
Aoewer,  Tbe  Marqaeai  of  Hartington  Jiiiy  1, 
1345 

The  Britith  Burmah  C&mmiition,  Qtiestion, 
Mr.  Warton;  Answer,  Tbe  Marquess  of 
Hartington  July  2,  1398 

TVade  md  Cbnewnpeien  of  Opiumy  Queation, 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  Marqnesi 
of  Hartington  June  31,  438 ;  Question,  Mr. 
Pease ;  Answer,  Tbe  Marqueti  of  Harting- 
ton July  8, 1900 

BxTBNABT,  Oenaral  E.  S.,  Zeice^&reMre, 

N. 
Army  (Higher  Bai^),  Ree.  1813 
European  Armaments,  Motion  for  aa  Address, 

99 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Lioenoes),  Res.  385 
Mr.  Bradlaogh,  Res.  470 
Parliamentanr  Affirmation,  Res.  1339, 1340 
Sale  of  Intozieating  Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Wales), 

3R.  1176 

BuBT,  Mr.  T.y  Morpeth 
Emplojers  and  Workmen  Act  (1875)  (Exten- 
shm  to  Seamen),  3R.  157»  159 

BuBTi  Visooimt 

Army  Eduoation— Literary  and  Pbysioal  (Com- 
petitions, Report  of  Joint  Committee,  1611 

Butt,  Mr.  0.  P.,  Simthamfion 
VtijAHtaamtBrj  Afflrmatton,  Ree.  1303 

Btbitb,  Mr.  O.  M.,  Wexford  Co. 
Poor   Law — Catholio   Instructors   in   Work- 

bouses,  887 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  3R.  808 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, 3R.  360 ;  Comm.  d,  3, 1496 

Oadooak,  Earl 

Africa,  South— Disarmament  of  tbe  Bamtos, 

398 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  WUe^s  Sister  (Natal), 
408 


Gains,  Mr.  W.  S.,  Semloroitgk 

Intozioating  Liquors  (licences),  Rss:  381 
Town  Oouncila  ( Aldnrman),  3R.  117 

Oaibhs,  Earl 

Burials,  Oomm.  el.  3,30;  el.  6,33;  d.l  1,37, 
39,40 

Oallan,  Mr.  P.,  LoM 

Compensation  ibr  Disturbance  (Ireland]^  3R. 

1165 :  Comm.  1983 
Customs  and  Inland  Rcfenue,  Oomm:  1787 
Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  3R.  1308 
Ireland— Amnesty  to  Political  Prisooen,  1350 
Mr.  Bradlaugb— Cost  of  Legal  Proessdivgi, 

1897 
Parliamentary  Affirmation* Mr.  Bndlingb, 

NoUce  of  Resolution,  973,  974 
Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department)— Diielc- 

sure  of  Telegrams,  1133, 1134 
Relief  of  Distress  (Iraland),  3R.  1349,  18M. 

1355, 1361 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Ameod- 

ment,  Comm.  d.  3,  1449, 1460,  1615, 1533; 

^.  3,  1540;  d.  16,    1559;  odd.  el.,  1563, 

1563  ;  Postponed  Clauses  3  and  4, 1594 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  3R.  1846 

Oambbidge,  Duke   of   (Field  Haishal 
Commanding-in-CIiief) 
Army  Education— Literary  and  Pbysiosl  G«- 
petitions.  Report  of  the  Joint  Committii, 
1610 
Reporting  in  the  Houee  of  Lords,  Bepoii  « 
Select  Committee,  Res.  1101 

Oahsbor,  Dr.  0.,  Glaegouf 
Africa,  Central— Alleged  Outrages  by 

aries,  Motion  for  an  Address,  1431, 1143 
French  Mercantile  Marine,  1353 
Local  Inquiries  (Ireland),  3R.  665 
Mercantile  Marino— French  Bounty  on  Ship- 
ping, 539 
Spain— Detention  of  a  British  Subject  it  fet- 
nando  Po,  1633 

Oampbxll,  Sir  G.^  KirhwMffy  ire. 

Dungannon   Writ,   Motion    ror  *New  Writ, 
Amendt.  389 

Indi»— Afghanistan— Reported  Action,  163S, 
1903 

North  British  RaUway  (Tay  Bridge),  SR.  1888 

Parliament — Miscellaneous  Qnestioas 
ETCsbam  Writ,  304, 1385 
Order  of  Business,  77 
Tewkesbury  Writ,  AmMidt.  1387 
Wallingford  and  Bute— New  Writs,  737 

Oamfbxll,    Mr.    J.   A.,    GftaefoVi  i^- 
Vnivereitiee 
Africa,  Central- AUsged  Outrages  by  Wm^- 
aries,  MoOon  Ibr  an  AddniC»  1481 

Oampebdown,  Earl  of 

Burials,  Report,  cL  13,  Amendt.  388 
Earldom  of  Mar,  Ree.  1333  . 

Reporting  in  tbe  House  of  Lords,  Rcpcrt  « 
Seleot  Committee,  Ree.  1103 
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Gavtkrbubt,  Archbishop  of 

Bmimli,  Gomm.  €1.11,39;  Report,  cl  6, 287 ; 
tL  12, 191 ;  8R.  688, 689, 690,'  691 


Cabbxttt^  Mr.  E.  H.,  Monmouth,  ^e. 

Nftvy— a.M.S.  "AUlanU,"  179 
Sml«  of  lotozioating  Uqoon  on  Sundaj  (Wales), 
3R.  1180 


Cablislb,  Bishop  of 

BurUlf,  Gomm.  2 ;  cL  6,  83, 35  ;  Report,  285 
Intemperance,  Report  of  Seleot  Gommittee, 
1870 


Oabtwbioht,  Mr.  W.  0.»  Oxfordihire 
Gompenaation  lor  Diatorbanea  (Ireland),  2R« 

1683 
Gnetons  and  Inland  Reranae,  2R.  762 
Tajler,  Mr.,  Gaaa  of,  707 


CaUh^lmparMum  of  Foreign  OUiU^ 

AU$g$d  CruMim  td  BwkmUmi 
l^oeitkNi,  Mr.  Paget ;  Aneww,  Mr.  Mandella 
■      34, 716 


OATfSToir,  Mr.  B.  K.,  ColchetUr 
Town  Gonneila  (Alderman),  2R.  121 

Oavbhdish,    Lord    F.    0.    (Secretary 

to  the  Treasuxy),  Torkthire,  W.B., 

If.Dw. 
Agrienltoral  Dittrees,  Rojral  Gommiiaion  on, 

180 
Goitoma  Department — Gompolaory  Retirement, 

1680 
Finanoe  Aooounts — Analyied  Aooounte,  1253 
Gun  Uoenoe  Act  (1870)  Amendment,  2  R.  155 
HaU  Marking  (Gold  and  SUfer)— Forged  HaU 

Markf,  542,  548 
Inland  ReTenoe— Intoiioants,  967 
Ireland— Mieoellaneooa  Qneetions 

Diitreee    Sanitory  Works  at  MoaC^,  960 
Fishery  Piers,  293 

Fisherj  Piers  and  Harboors — Arklow  Har- 
bonr,  1248  ;— Howth  Harboar,  487 
Meteorologieal  Department  —  Weather  Fore- 

eaats,707, 1119. 1120 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Gomm.  M.  2, 1467,  1480,  1486, 1521, 
1524  ;  0<.  5, 1648, 1553 ;  e<.  6, 1554  ;  #44.  af. 
1569 
Spirits,  Gomm.  514,  515, 516,  517,  518,  522 
Sapply,  Gomm.  Motion  for  A^Jonmaent,  919, 
928 
GiTil  Sarrioes  and  Rafenna  Depaiimenta, 

927, 998, 982, 988, 984 
Report,  1060 
Tiasa  MaaMMnt,  2R.  1081, 1062 
W»a  and  Maani    lataiid  Bafanaa    laaoma 
TluK,  1899 

OioiL,  Lord  E.  H.  B.  O.,  JEnsx,  IT. 

Army— Magaaiaa  and  Repeating  Arms,  967 
Amj  (Hi^  RaakaX  Rsa.  1810 


CemutjBitt 
Qnestion,  BIr.  Sehreiber ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodson 
/im«  15,  69 

Cemui,  I%s — L$giilMtum 
Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  0.  Hubbard;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  June  17,  179 

(Thamberlaik,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade),  Bir- 
mingham 

GiTll  Serrioe  Stores,  1913, 1914 

Employers  and  Workmen  Aot  (1875)  (Exten- 
sion to  Seamen),  2R.  157 

Employers'  Liability,  Gomm.  1764, 1765 

MeroantUa  Marina— Wreoka  and  Gasoaltiea— 
Gfieial  Inqoiriaa,  712 

Merohaat  Seamen — ^Tha  Gattleman,  Groaslay, 
962 

Merchant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wagea,  Ac.), 
Gomm.  798,  798,  800 

North  British  Raflway  (Tay  Bridge),  2R.  1886, 
1890 ;  Amandt  1891, 1893 

(Ireland)— Limariek  Jonetion,  1624 
Southern  Railway  (Glonmel  and  Thnrles), 
1257 

Sootland— Tay  Bridge  Disaater,  Report,  200 

Weighta  and  Maasnrea— Standard  Weighta,  420 

CtaAKOBLLOB,  The  Lord  (Lord  Ssl- 
bobkb) 

Burials,  Gomm.  3;  cl.  1,  6,  11, 12, 19 ;  el.  8, 
30  ;  el.  6,  31,  33,  33,  35 ;  a.  7,  36 ;  el.  11, 
40,  41 ;  Report,  285 ;  el.  6,  387 ;  el.  13, 
390 ;  3R.  698 

Earldom  of  Mar— The  Reeolution,  397,  1317, 
1338, 1331 

Elementary  Eduoation— New  Gode,  1880— The 
Fourth  Schedule,  1746 

Ohakoillob  of  the  Exohxqttsr — See 
Oladstohe,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E. 

Ohaplot,  Mr.  H.,  Lincolmhire,  Mid 

Agrioaltoral  Holdings  (England)   Act  (1875) 

Amendment,  3R.  1859, 1864 
Gompeasation  lor  Distnrbanae  (Ireland),  2R, 

855 ;  Amendt.  861 
Parliament— Bnainess  of  the  Iloosa,  546 
ReUet  of  Distress  (Irsland)  Act  ( 1880)  AaMnd- 

meot,  2R.  210,  211,  213,  214;  Motioo  for 

A4)onmment,  215,  216,  217 

OmT.DiBS,  Bight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.  (Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War),  PonUfraei 
Africa,  South— Madala  to  Irregular  Faroes, 

1255 
Army— MIsoellanaoas  Qoestlons 

Anny  Giroolara    Appendix  to  Glaosa  164 

— AdTertiaemeota,  Wi 
Armf  Medical  Ofltoera— Ezehaagas,  195 
Fife  Years'  Rala  —  The   Gomflsandar-la- 

Ghie<;959 
Honorary  Goloneldea,  1918 
Magasina  and  Repeating  Arms,  967 
Madala  for  the  Gape  Frontier  War,  1877-8. 

and  the  Zulu  War,  1879,  717 
Noo-OoaimiaiftoQad  OtBosrs,  1629 

1  ^VW4^ 
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CuLDiBs,  Bight  Hon.  H.  C.  E.— «oii<. 

Qoartermmitert  of  Artillery,  1890 
Reseire  of  Oflicen— Warrant  of  6th  July, 

1879,  425 
RoTml  Artillery  and  Royal  Engtneen,  1906 
Royal  Warrant  of  1878,  1914, 1915 
Surgeon  Blajon  of  the  Hooaehold  Gavalnr, 

1132 
Woolwich  Anenal,  187 
Army— Anziliary  Foroee— Miioellanooni  Qaee- 
Uont 
Adjatanta  of  Militia  and  Yeomanry,  709 
Fourth  East  Tork   Artillery   Volonteers, 

480,  548, 1909, 1910 
Volonteer  AdminiitratiTo  Battalions,  428 
Volunteer  Reriew  in  Hyde  Park,  The  Pro- 

posed,  69 
Volunteers  and  the  Eleotions,  1122 
Army  (Higher  Ranks),  Res.  1804 
Contagious  Diseases  Act— The  Select  Com- 
mittee, 190, 1259 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  613,  617 
Nayy— H.M.S.  "Thunderer"— Report  of  the 

Heary  Gun  Committee,  1635 
NaTy  Estimates— Soientiflc  Branch,  983,  994 
Poor    Law  —  Insane   Persons  —  Portsmouth 

Union,  958 
Royal  Patriotic  Fund,  418 
Zulu  War— BatU  or  Extra  Pay,  964 


Ohxjbcbjll,  Lord  B.,  Wbod$toek 

Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Patronage,  Ac.), 
69,  70 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland) — Poor 
Law  Unions  (IreUnd),  549,  714 

Compensation  for  Disturhance  (Ireland),  2R. 
1162;  Motion  for  Adjournment,  1165, 1640, 
1669, 1671 

Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Judges'  Report), 
725,  726 ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
988 

Imputations  on  a  Member  of  this  House — 
Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Judgea*  Re- 
port), 482,  438 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  834 

Itaiy  Estimates— Marine  Di?isions,  1061 
New  Works,  BnUdings,  Ac.  1067, 1068 

Parliament— Berwick-upon-Tweed— New  Writ, 
1919 

Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Township  Water,  2R. 
1113 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Conun.  eL  2, 1479 

Spirits,  Comm,  516 ;  Blotion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 520 

Supply— Civil  Senricec  and  Rerenue  Depart- 
ments, 927,  928 

Tazea  Management,  2R.  1082 


Church  RtOu  {8t.  Sa/oiourU,  Sauihwarh) 

<iuettloo,  Mr.  Thorold  Rogers;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Jmu  25, 840 

Citff  Companieif  !ne^ThiSo^al  Cammii- 
iion 

Question,  Mr.  Courtney :  Aniwer,  Sir  William 
Haroourt  Juljf  1, 1257 


Cleveland    Irtmwarhs,     MMl$ib0rmi§h, 
Fatal  Accident  at 
Question,  Mr.  Blaodonald;  Answer,  Sir  WO- 
liam  Hareourt  July  8, 1904 

Cloeing  of  PuHieScueee  an  Sunday 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Jmte  25,  To 
leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  '•  in  the  opi- 
nion of  this  House,  it  is  expedient  that  the  Law 
which  limits  the  hours  ofsale  of  intozieaUag 
drinks  on  Sunday  in  England  and  Waka 
should  be  amended  so  as  to  apply  to  the  wbde 
of  that  day"  {Mr.  Stevemmm)  v.,  893; 
Question  proposed,  •'  That  the  words,  Ac. ;  '* 
after  debate.  Question  put,  A.  117,  N.  158, 
M.  36 ;  DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.  916 

Question  proposed,  *<  That  those  words  be  Ihere 
added" 

Amendt.  proposed  to  said  proposed  Ameadk, 
to  lea?e  out  after  ''apply,"  and  add  "aa 
nearly  as  poMible  to  the  whole  of  that  day, 
making  such  proTision  only  for  the  saio 
during  limited  hours  of  beer,  ale,  porter, 
cider,  or  perry,  for  consumption  off  the  pre- 
mises in  the  country ;  and,  for  the  require- 
ments of  the  inhabitants  of  the  MetropoUiaa 
district,  as  may  he  found  needful  to  seenre 
public  co-operation  in  the  alteration  of  Um 
Law"  (ifi*.  Pease)  v.;  Question  propoeed, 
"That  the  words,  Ac. ;"  Question  put,  and 
negati?ed 

Words  added;  main  Question,  as  ameaded, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

OoHEN,  Mr.  A.,  Southwarl 
Endowed    Schools  —  St.    01a?e's   Graounar 

School,  201 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  609 

OoLBBROOKE,  Sir  T.  E.,  Lanarkshire,  If. 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notioe  of 

Remo?al),  2R.  140 
Heriot's  Hospital,  Edinburgh,  191 

OoLBBiDGB,  Lord 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wifo'a  Sister,  2R. 
819 

CoLLDTS,  Mr.  E.,  Zineale 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1819 

Colonial  Segulatiom,  Rule  iS—Barbadoee 
Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Sir  Charlea 
W.  Dilke  Juif  5, 1631 

OoLTHXTBST,  Ooloool  D.  La  Zouohe,  Cork 

Distress  (Ireland)— The  Relief  Road  at  Inehi. 
geela,  957 

Fixity  of  Tenura  (Ireland),  2R.  1194 

Local  Inquiries  (Iraland),  2R.  668 

Naiy  Estimates— New  Works,  BnOdings,  Ao, 
1072 

Poor  Law— Out-door  Relief  (Ireland),  61 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  808 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  ct.  2, 1469 ;  c/. 3, 1534;  cL  3, 
1546 ;  add.  d.  Amendt  1561,  1563, 1573, 
1587, 1590 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1826 

Treaty  of  Berlin— Roman  Catholics  in  Mont#- 
negro,  710 


OOM       OOM  (SESSION    1880} 

Common  Law  Procedure  and  Jndicatnre 
Acts  Amendment  Bill 

{Mr.  Melior,  Mr.  Gregory,  Mr.  Marriott) 

€.  Ordered ;  read  !•*  June  17  [Bill  329] 

Read  3*  •  June  34 
Committee ;  Report  June  38,  1083 


OOM 


COT 


Oonaidered  *  June  80 


CompeniMtum  for  Disiurhanee   (Ireland) 
BiU 

QoettioD,  Sir  Herrej  Bmoe ;  Answer,  Mr.  W. 

E.  Forster  June  31,  433 ;  Qoettione,  Colonel 

Maklns,  Mr.  A.  M.  SalliTmn  ;  Answers,  Mr. 

W.  £.  Forster  June  23,  543 ;  Qaestion,  BIr. 

Tottenham ;  Answer,  Mr.   W.  £.  Forster 

July  8,  1931 
PaymirU  of  Tithe  Rent-Charge,  frc.  Question, 

Mr.  Monts;   Answer,  BIr.  W.  E.  Forster 

June  35,  837 
Poor  Law  Umom,  Qaestions,  Lord  Randolph 

Chnrohiil;    Answers,   Mr.   W.  £.  Forster 

June  22,  549  ;  June  24,  714 
The  Schedule,  Question,  Mr.  Lahonchere ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  22,  540 


Compeniation  for  Diitorbance  (Ireland) 

Bill  (Mr.  WiUiem  Edward  Forster, 

Mr.   Attorney   General  for  Ireland,   Mr. 

Solieitor  General  for  Ireland) 

e.  Mored, "  That  leaTe  he  given  to  hring  in  a  Bill 
to  make  temporary  provision  with  respeot  to 
Compensation  for  Distorhanoe  in  certain 
oases  of  Ejectment  for  non-payment  of  rent 
in  parU  of  IreUnd  **  (Mr.  William  Edward 
Fcrtter)  June  18,  393 ;  after  short  dehate. 
Moved.  "  That  the  Dehate  he  now  a^joamed  ** 
(Mr.  ffaleey);  after  farther  short  dehate. 
Motion  withdrawn;  original  Question  put, 
and  agreed  to ;  BUI  ordered ;  read  1«  * 

[BIU  232J 

Moved,  "That  the  BUI  he  now  read  2*" 
June  25, 844 

Amendt.  to  leave  out "  now,"  and  add  "  upon  this 
day  three  months"  {Mr.  ChapHn);  Question 
popoeed,  <*  That  *  now,'  Ac. ; ''  after  long  de- 
late, Moved,  "That  the  Debate  he  now  ad- 
journed "  {Mir.  Tottenham) ;  Motion  agreed 
to  I  Dehate  adjourned 

Debate  reeumed  June  29, 1 124  ;  after  long  de- 
bate. Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  ad- 
ioanid" {Lord Randolph  ChurehiU);  Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to ;  Debate  adjourned 

DshaU  resumed  July  5,  1640;  after  long 
debate,  Qaestion  put ;  A.  295,  N.  217 ;  M.  78 

Div.  list,  A.  and  N.,  1725 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2* 
Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  **  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  July  8, 
1921 
Amendt  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"this  House  eonsiders  that  the  Compensa- 
tion for  Disturbance  (Irtland)  BiU  should  be 
Umited  to  the  case  of  tenants  on  properties 
where  evictions  have  taken  place  since  the 
1st  day  of  November  1879"  {Mr.  Pett)  u. ; 
Question  proposed, "  That  the  words,  4c ; " 
after  long  debate,  Amendt,  withdrawn 


CompentaHen  for  DistuHfonee  (Ireland)  BUl-^ 
cent. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
. ;"  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 


Ac. 

agreed  to 
Main  Question  put ;  A.  255,  N.  199  ;  M.  58  ; 
Committee— B.F. 

Div.  Ust,  A.  and  N.,  1987 


[/mi. 


ComoUdated  Fund  (No.  1)  BiU 

{Mr.  Playfair,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Egehegmer, 
Lord  Frederick  Caeendieh) 

c.  Resolution  [June  18]  reported,  and  agreed  to  ; 
BUI  ordered ;  read  !••  June  31 
Read2**/tifi«22 
Committee*;  R^Kyrt{«/iiii« 23 
Read3**/tme24 
/.  Read  1>*  {Earl  OranviUe)  June  35 
Read  3**;   Conunittee   negatived;  read   8^ 

June  2S 
Royal  Assent /tme  39    [43  A  44  Ft0(.  o.  3] 

Contagumi  Dieeoies  Aete,  1866-9 
The  Select  Committee,  Question,  Sir  Harooori 

Johnstone;  Answer,  BIr.  ChUders  June  17» 

189 
Select  Committee  app<^ted,  "  to  inquire  into 

the  Contagious  Diseaeee  Acts,  1888-9,  their 

administration,operation,and  eflbct"  JuneiS ; 

Select  Committee  nominated  July  9 ;   List 

of  the  Committee,  883 
ConetOution  of  the  Seleei  Comwdttee,  Qaestion, 

Sir   Harooart    Johnstone ;     Answer,    Mr« 

ChUders  July  1, 1359 

Conveyancing  and  Law  of  Fropertj  BUI 

[h.l.]         {The  Earl  Caime) 

I.  Report  •  June  15  (No.  83) 

Read3>*y«Miel7 
e.  Read  l'**{Sir  Staford  NortkeoU)  June  18 

3R.  [Dropped]  [BUI  331] 

OooPB,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Middleeex 
National  GaUery— Admission  of  the  PnbUc« 
1358 

Co^operatioe  Sioree 
Re-appointment  of  the  Seleei  Committee,  Qoee- 

tion,  Mr.  R.  Power;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

Russell  June  15,  77 
Oiuil  Service  Storee,  Qneetloos,  Mr.  Finigan ; 

Answers,  Mr.  ChamberUin  July  8, 1913 

OoEBXT,  Mr.  W.  J.,  WieJshw  Co. 
ParUamentanr  Afllrmation,  Res.  1398 
Poet  Ottoe  (Ireland)— Baltinglass  Post  OiBce, 
958 

OoRBT,  Mr.  J.  P.,  Bdfait 
Employers  and  Workmen  Act  (1875)  (Exten« 
aion  to  Seamen),  3R.  158 

O0TTI8LOB,  Lord 
Intemperance,  Report  of  Seleet  Committee, 
1373 


COT 


OBI 


{INDBX}  CBO 


OYP 


<53< 


OoTToir,  Mr.  W.  J.  R.,  Zanion 

TfMtj  of  Berlin— Greek  Frontier,  1354 


CsOtttif  Bddg68  Bin  (Jfr.  Beaumont, 

Sir  MaUlmo  BuOsf,  Colonel  XinfomU) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  !«•  June  16  [BtU  826] 

RtAr**Jtm23 

Committee* ;  Report  June  85 

Reed  a**  June  99 
L  Bead  1>*  (£M  o/  ComMnfotiffi)  7Wy  1 

Rend  8>  •  Aly  6  (1^.113) 

Committee*;  Report Mys 

OOUBTAXTLD^  lb*.  Gt.,  MMon 
Clodng  of  Poblie-HoiiMe  on  Sondaj,  Ree.  907 

OouBTBnET,  Mr.  L.  H.,  Lieleard 

,  Citj  Complmiet— Royal  Commiidon,  1257 
Enropetn  Armamente,  Motion  for  an  AddreM, 

Amendt.  109 
Indfl^— FihancM,  ht.  of  India,  424 
Merchant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wagee,  Ae.)^ 

Comm.  706 
Mr,  Bradlaagh.  836 

Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaagh),  643,  ^2 
ReUef  of  Diftresi  (Ireland),  2R.  1358 
Sea  Fuheriea  (Ireland),  2R.  1853 
Vlotoria»  Colony  of  —  LegiilatiTe  Anembly, 

1244 

OowBir,  Mr.  J.,  yitweoitU-on^jfyne 
Iriah  Land  Aot^  1876— The  New  Royal  Com- 

miieion,  198 
Quettiona  by  PriTate  Memben,  1920 
Treaty  of  Berlin—Ezecation  of  the  Artiolet, 

298 

Oraio,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Staffbrdehire,  JfT. 
Braployen'  Liability,  Comm.  1419 

Cravbbook,  Yiscount 

Burials,  Report,  286 
Cypmi — Harboor  of  Pamagoofta,  1383 
Reporting  in  the  Hooie  of  Lorda,  Report  of 
Seleet  Committee,  Ret.  1104 

OBIMINALliAW 

MieoiLLAinova  Quisnoirt 

AlUffod  lUegal  DeUniion  of  a  FemeUe,  Qaet- 
tioo,  Mr.  Arthur  Arnold  ;  Anawer,  Sir 
WUliam  Harooort  June  29, 1122 

Case  of  Arthur  Oeorge,  i^iettion,  BCr.  Pate- 
more  Edwarda ;  Anawer,  Sir  William  Har- 
ooort July  8, 1908 

Caee  of  Soloman  Natkam,  ideation,  Mr. 
Tborold  Rogers;  Anawer,  Sir  William  Har- 
ooort June  24,  713 

Comnei  Eeiablislnneni  at  Oalway,  i^eetion, 
Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor;  Anawer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forater  JuhU  1252 

Poaekinf  in  Buwarden  Park,  Qoeationa,  Ob- 
eerrationi,  Mr.  Onaiow;  Re^iee,  BIr.  Speaker, 
Sir  William  Harooort  July  5, 1631 

Sewteneee  for  Aggravated  Auiadti^  Qneetion, 
BIr.  CSolliTan ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Har- 
oooH  June  21, 417 

The  Rev.  Jamee  Memtt  Qaeetioa,  Sir  Rardloy 
Wilmot;  Anawer,  Sir  William  Haroowi 
July  1, 1259 


Ob088,  Bigbi  Hon.  Sir  R  A.,  Ijmem* 
ihire,  8.W. 

on  Soaday,  BitL,  ill. 


Clonng  of 

915 

Perliamentary  AfirmatioD,  Rea.  1324 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaagh),  691 
Sanogt  Banka,  2R.  339 
Snpply,  Comm.  919 


Cbobs,  Mr.  J.  K,  BoUon 

India^Aighaniatan  —  The  War  — 
ment  of  Expeneet,  537 


OuBirr,  Bight  Hon.  O.,  Smrray,  W\ 
Lower  Thamea   Valley  Main  Sewife 
62 


OuHUFFB,  Sir  B.  A.,  Z^mMgA,  fee. 
Intoxieating  Liqaort  (Lioenoee),  Res.  366 


Currency,  The^Wom  Gold  Come 

Qoestloo,  Sir  Jamee  M*QareUHogf  ; 
BIr.  Gladatone  July  5, 1624 

Coftoms  and  Inland  Bevennd  BUI 

{Jtfr.  Playfair,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Lord  FrederUk  Cavenditk) 

c.  CUmee  33— T&e  Beer  Duty,  QaeatJOM,  Mr. 
Biddell ;  Anawera,  Mr.  QladitoM  Jmee  St, 
541 

Mored,  «'That  the   BiU   be   now  rea4  S*" 
June  24, 727 

Amendt  to  leare  oot  from  **  That,"  and  a4d '^  ia 
the  opinion  of  this  Hooae,  seeing  Beer  ia 
already  exempted  from    foor-Aftha   «f  thm 
proper  tax  open  ita  aloohol,  and  the  aew 
propoeala    are    expeoted    eren   to    fnither 
cheapen  it, any  loee  caoaed  to  the  Rei— ■ 
by  the  abolition  of  the  Doty  on  Malt  ihiaH 
bo  made  good  by  the  Beer  Tax  and  net  by 
tbeIneomeTax"(Alr.  ilfitferioii)if. :  Qeee 
tion  propoeed,  **That  the  worda,  4e.  ;**  after 
long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debute  be 
now  a^joomed  "  (ifi*.  Mae  Iver)  [The  Mo- 
tion,  not    being  eeoooded*  waa  nel  p«t] ; 
Aaftendt.  withdrawn 

Main  Qneetion  pot,  and  agreed  to;  BUlraM  t* 

[BDl  ft  1] 
Committee;  Report;  Re-oomm.,  aftv  ahart 
debate  July  6, 1787 

Cuiiome  LepmrtmmU  —  dmkpuleory  Me^ 
t%retneitt 

ideation,  Mr.  A.  M.  SolUfan ;  Anawer,  Lerd 
Frederiek  Ca?endiah  July  5, 1630 


Cypnti — I%e  Hkrbam'  ofFlmmgamUt 

Qneetion,  Obeerratiooa,  The  Doke  el 
eet.  Lord  LUIbrd ;  Reply,  The  Sari  of  Rim- 
berley  ;  Obeerratiooa,  ViaeotuU  dmnhreek 
July  2, 1380 


DAL 


DIL 


Dalt,  Mr.  J.,  Cork 

Mr.  BnulUngb,  Res.  617 
Nayy  Etlimatat— Msrtua  Uw,  Ae.  1077 
N«w  Worki,  Baildings,  kc.  1071, 1073 
ReUef  of  Distrett  (IreUod),  8R.  1858 
Relief  of  DitftrMs(IreUnd)  Act  (1880)  AmeDd- 

menli  3R.  944 ;  Ooinm.e/.2, 1400;  Amendft. 

1502, 1505,  1512, 1513  ;  ck  4,  1541 ;  cL  5, 

1558 
Town  Oounoils  (Aldennen),  2R.  118 

Davenport,  Mr.  W.  Bromlet-,  Warmch- 

ihtre,  K. 
DUtreis  (Ireland)— Relief  io  Irieb  Landlordf, 
430 

Dayibs,  Mr.  D.,  Cardigan 

Cottoms  end  Inland  Rerenae,  2R.  709 

Dawson,  Mr.  0.,  Carlow 

Ireland— Manicipal  Boundary  Ck>mmiMion,  202 
Piers  and  Harbours— Howth  Harbour,  437 
Petty  Sessions  Clerks'  Salaries,  437 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, (}omm.  318,  310 
Town  Oounoils  (Aldermen),  2R.  119 

Db  Fereixres,  Brtor,  Cheltenham 
Inland  Rertnne— Non-Intoxieating  Beven^es, 
539 

Ds  La  Warr,  Earl 
Hif  bway  Acts,  Motion  for  a  Seleet  Committee, 
405 


(SESSION    1880)  DIL       DON 

Dnjut,  Sir  0.  W.—c&tU, 
Colonial   Regnlationa— Rule   75— BariMdoes, 


Dehbioh,  Earl  of 

Marriage  with  a  Deoeased  Wife's 
830 


,2R. 


DEincAN,Lord 

BlarrUge  with  a  Dsosaesi  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 

830 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Report  of 

Seleot  Committee,  Ret.  1091, 1105 

Dx  Worms,  Baron  H.,  Oreempieh 

Army— Auxiliary  Forees    Volunteers  and  the 

Eleotions,  1122 
Army— Woolwiefa  Arsenal,  187 
Edueation  Department— Teaohers'  Ceiiifleates, 

1916 
Navy  Estimatee— Soientiilo  Branoh,  990, 992 
Parliamentary   Eleotions  —  Ciroular    of  the 

Liberal  CMktnX  Offloe— Trafelling  Expenses 

of  Cnt-Toters,  436 
Royal  Patriotio  Fund,  418,  419 

DxLKB,  Sir  0.  W.  (Under  Seoretarr  <rf 
State  for  Foreign  AfEoirs),  Chehea, 

Afriea,  Central— Alleged  Outrages  by  Mistloii- 

aries.  Motion  lor  an  Address,  1434 
Agrienltnral  Distrees,  Royal  Commission  on 

— R^orts  on  Agrieultara  in   the  United 

States,  708 
Argentine  RepubUo— Detention  of  British  Vee- 

ssls  in  the  Ri?er  Plate^  188 


1681 
Customs  and   Inland  Rerenue  —  The   Wine 

DuUes,  1625 
Franoe,    Cbmmeroial    Treaty    with  —  Su^far 
Bounties,  545 ; —Expulsion  of  the  Jesuits, 
1898 
Frenoh  Meroantile  Marine— Frenoh  Bounty  on 

Shipping,  539, 547, 1253 
Greeoe— Guaranteed  Loan  of  1832-3, 1631 
Madagasoai^Treaty  of  1865,  1243 
Parliament— Tewkesbury  Writ,  1393 
Russia  and  China— Rumoured  Hostilities,  1260 
Spain— Commeroial  Relations,  74 

Detention  of  a  British  Snbjeet  at  Fernando 
Po,  1622 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Misoellaneous  Qnestioas 
Albania,  426 

Artiele  24 — European  Conferenoe,  74 
ArUeles  IX.,  XXXIII.,  XLUw— The  Otto- 
man Debt,  425 
Eastern  Roumelian  Commission,  541 
Greek  Frontier.  1254 
Roman  Catholics  in  Montenegro,  710 
Treaty  of  Washington,  1854— Amerieaa  Flllie- 

ries— The  Fortune  Bay  Dimie,  974 
Turkey — Misoellaneous  Questions 

Dsnubo  and  Blaok  Sea  Railway  Company, 

178 
nnanoe— International  Commission  at  Gon« 

stantinople,  1686 
Identio  Note— Mr.  Goeohen's  Mlaston,  1625 
Turkey  and  Greeoe— Military  Forots,  716 
Ways  and  Means— Wine  Dutiee,  16t5, 1894 

DiLEB,  Mr.  A.  W.,  jffeweMtU'^m'Tjfne 
ParUamentary  Oath  (Mr.  BnuRangh),  689 

DiLLWTK,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Swansea 

Parliament— Public  Business,  209 

Science  and  Art— Royal  School  of  Mines,  1918 

Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 

Motion  for  Adjjoumment,  522 ;   Preamble, 

526, 527 ;  d.  2, 1992, 1994 

D0DD8,  Mr.  J.,  Sioekton 
Municipal  Corporations,  68 
North  British  RaUway  (Tay  Bridge).  2R.  1885 
Relief  of  Distress  (IreUnd),  2R.  Amendt.  1349 

D0D8OK,  Bight  Hon.  J.  O.  (President 
of  the  Local  Gh>yemment  Board), 

Cheeter 

Borough  Boundaries,  1900 

Census,  69 

Dissolved  ^hway  Boards  (Finanee),  198 

Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  1428 

Lower  Thames  Vsiley  Main  Sewage  Board, 
62 

Main  Roads,  Maintenance  of,  1916 

Poor  Law— Catholic  Instructors  in  Work- 
houses, 837 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Workhouse  Chaplains, 

421 

D0NALD6OK,  Mr.  0.  Hudson-,  NeweaMe- 
wndet'ivne 
Ham  and  Rabbitt— The  Vataatton  Aot,  78 


DOE 


EDTJ 


(INDEX) 


EDIT 


VTTPi 


S53- 


D0BCHB8TBB,  Lord 

Army  Edoeatioo — literary  and  Phynoal  Com- 
petitioDf,  Report  of  Joint  Committee,  1602, 
1608 

D0UQIA8,  Mr.  A.  Akxrs-,  Ximt,  E, 

Navy — Chatham  Dockyard  Extenaion,  08 

Drtiaas^e  and  Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  RroYinonal  Order  BiU 

(TK$  Lord  Frendmt) 

I.  Committee  * ;  Report  Jimm  10         (No.  77) 
Read  ^  *  JuM  17 
Royal  AMent /mm  39  [43  4  44  Futf. o.zzz?] 

Drainage  and   Improvement  of  Lands 
(Ireland)  Provisional  Order  (No.  2) 

BiU        (Lord  FredtrUk  CavmdUh,  Mr.  W. 
B,F»r9Ur) 

c.  Report  •  Jmme  17  [BiU  167] 

Read  6^* /mm  18 
L  Read  \^^  {Urd PreddetU)  Jwna^X  (No. 08) 

Read8**/Mfi#S8 

Committee*  ;  Report  Jume  SO 

ReadS'^/Mlyl 

DuoKHAMy  Mr.  T.,  HisTifordMre 
Agrieultoral  Holding!  (England)  Act  (1875) 

Amendment,  3R.  1864 
Cnatoma  and  Inland  RoTeooe,  3R.  766 

DuvF»  Bight  Hon.  M.  K  O.  (Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies), 

Africa,  Central — AUeged  Ontragee  by  Miadon- 

ariee,  liotion  for  an  Addreaa,  1440 
Afriea,  South — Miacellaneona  Qoeetiona 

Cape  Colony — Admiasion  to  Cetewayo,  4SS 

Chief  Moirod,  1130 

Confederation,  969 

Zola  War— Colonial  Expenditure,  189 
Goremor  Strahan,  1912 
Newfoondland — Mining  Operations,  716 
Viotoria,  CoUmj  of— L^^ialatiTO  Aaaembly,  1345 

DuiTBAVEN,  Earl  of 

Treaty  of  Berlin— Greece  and  Torkey— Reetift- 
cation  of  Frontier,  1876 

Eduoatiok 
MtsoBtULHBouf  Quxinova 
Education  Department 

Teaelurt^  Certijieatee,  Quet tion,  Baron  Henry 

do  Worma ;  Anawer,  Mr.  Mondella  J%dy  8, 

1916 
The  New  Code  of  Regulaiumt,  1880,  Qaea- 

tioni,  Mr.  B.  Samoelaon,  Mr.  Broadhortt; 

Anaweriy  Mr.  Mondella  June  38, 956 
The  Bdueation  Code,  1879^0— ^irftefa  30— 

Dof  and  Evening  Schoole,  Qoeetion,  Mr.  J. 

Howard;  Anawer,  Mr.  Mondella  June  38, 

968 


Educational  Endowments  (Scotiand)  Bill 

[H.L.]  (The  Lord  JVeoideni) 

I.  Preaented ;  read  1*  •  June  38         (No.  105) 

Education  (Scotland)  Acts  1872  and  1878 

Extension  BiU  [Mr,  TedUe,  Mr, 

WiUiam    HoUne^    Oolond   Aitxander,  [Mr. 
Mendermmf  Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  !••  June  30  [BiU  353] 


Elemontarp  Education 

Board  Schook^Corporal 
tion.  Sir  Chariea  Reed  f 
Baroonrt  Mf  1, 134f 


^oea* 

'im 


Edwabds,  Mr.  J.  Pabsicobb, 

Criminal  Law— Caie  of  Arthur  George,  1908 
Priaons  Acta— Magiatratee*  Sentanoea  —  Com 
of  Catherine  Connoly,  1130 

EosBTOK,  Hon.  Wilbraham,   ChoMrOt 
Mid 
Africa,  Sonth  —  Medala  to  Irregnlar  Forces, 

1355 
India  (Finance,  Ac.)— Dntiea  oq  Salt,  178 

Eloho,  Lord,  SadHngtomhiro 

Agricnltnral  Holdinga  (Scotland)  (Notice  of 

Remofal),3R.I46,  149 
Army  (Anziliary  Foroea) — ^Foorth  Eaat  York 

Artillery  Volonteen,  1910 
Army — ^Volonteer  Reriew  in  Hyde  Park,  The 

Propoeed,  68 
Compenaation  for  Diatnrbance  (Ireland),  1931 ; 

Comm.  1954, 1980 
Diftreea  (Ireland},  841 
Employera'  Liability,  Comm.  1415 
Efictiona  (Ireland),  954 
Intoxicating  Liqoora  (Lioencee),  Rea.  377 
Iriah  Land  Act,  1870— The  Royal  Comoiiaiioii, 

439,545 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  75,  76 

Elementary  Education  Bill  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  Fretident) 

I.  Preaented;  read  1»  •  June  38         (No.  106) 
Read  3*,  after  ihort  debate  July  5, 1615 
Committee ;  Report  July  8, 1866 

Elementary  Education  Proyisional  Orders 
Confirmation  (Cardiii;  ftc)  Bill  [u.] 

(The  Lord  Freeident) 

I  Preaented ;   read  1»*,  and  raforred   to   tho 
Examinera  June  35  (No.  100) 

Read3«*/M^3 

Elementary  Education  ProYisional  Order 
Confirmation  (London)  Bill  [b^] 

(The  Lord  Fretident) 

L  Preaented;  read  1**    and    relwTed   to   the 
Examinera  June  35  (No.  101) 

JShmenUry  Edmeedun^^Thi  Now  Cods  of 
RogukAiom^Tke  Fowik  BoKMU 
Moved,  That  an  hnmble  Addreet  bo  pnetnttd 
to  Her  Miueety,  praying  that  Her  Mi^ieaty 


will  be  graciooily  pleaeed  to  direct  that  the 
Fonrth  Sohednle  be  omitted  from  the 


Code  of  Regnlatlona  iaratd  by  the  Coomlttoe 

[iOMf. 


\ 


ELE        END 


(SESSION    1880} 


END 


EWI 


EUwtentary  EducaUon^Thg  N^w  Code  of  Bogth 
latiom-^Tke  Fomrth  Schtduk    eont. 

of  the  PriTj  Ooandl  on  Education  and  now 
lying  on  tlio  Table  of  thli  Honio  (71ie  Lord 
Norton)  June  18, 26i ;  after  debate,  on  Qnee- 
tion  f  Oont.  98,  Not-Cont  50 ;  Majori^  48 
Reeolfed  in  the  AfBrmatife 

DiT.  List,  Cent,  and  Not-Gont.  288 

The  Qneen'i    Aniwer   to    Addreia   reported 

June  38,  949 
Qneetion,  Obierfationf,  Lord  Norton  ;  Reply, 

Earl  Speneer ;  ihort  debate  thereon  July  8, 

173ff 


ExLTK,  Visoomit,  CarmoHhenehire 
Army  (Anxiliary  Foroet )— Adjntanta  of  Militia 
and  Yeomanry,  709 

Employers  and  Workmen  Act  (1876) 
(Exteniioii  to  Seamen)  Bill 

{Mr,  Burt,  Mr.  Joteph  Oowm,  Mr.  OourUjf,  Mr. 

Oorst,  Mr.  Meedonakt) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn,  after  short  debate  June  16, 
157  [BiU  304] 

EmploTeri*  LteUUty  BUI        [BiU  ii8] 

(Mr.  Dodeon,  Mr.  ChamherUUn,  Mr.  AUomiff 
Omtereif  Mr.  Bra9t$f) 

e.  Oovemmeni  Dookyarde,  i^eetion,  Mr,  Mao* 
donald;  Anawer,  The  Attorney  Genera^ 
June  18,  395 

Order  for  Cknnmittee  {on  rotomm.)  read  ; 
Mo?ed,  ^'That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leaTo 
the  Ohair  "  July  3, 1899 

Amendt  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  no  mearare  dealing  with  the  Employera' 
LiiU>ilitiet  for  Injnnee  rattained  by  their 
Senranteean  be  aooepted  ai  a  latitiiMtory 
•olotion  of  the  qnettion  whieh  admite,  as  a 
cronnd  of  defenee  in  any  notion  or  prooeed- 
bf  brooght  for  the  reooTory  of  damages  or 
lor  oompensation  in  respeot  to  bodily  inhixy 
or  loss  of  life,  that  the  person  by  whose 
neffligenoe  the  injury  or  loss  of  lile  is  alleged 
to  haTo  been  ooeasioned  was  employed  in  a 
eommon  employment  with  the  person  killed 
or  injorsd"  (Mr.  Maedonald)  v. ;  Qnestion 
proposed,  "That  the  words,  Ae.;"  after 
debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  he  now 
adjourned"  (Mr.  StaveUy  BiU) ;  after  far- 
ther short  debate.  Debate  adjonrned 

Debate  resnmed  Julu  8,  1753 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Amendt.  withdrawn 

Amendt.  to  leave  ont  from  **  That,"  and  add 
•'the  BiU  be  referred  to  a  Seleot  Commit- 
tee "  {Mr.  Knowlei)  v. ;  Qoestion  proposed, 
''That  the  words,  Ao. ;"  after  debate,  Ques- 
tion pat ;  A.  359,  N.  180  ;  M.  139  (D.  L.  48) 

Qoestion  again  proposed^  •*  That  Mr.  Speaker, 
Ae.;"  Debate adjoamed 

Eitdowed  Schoob  and  Hoepitah 
Ckriefe  BoiwHal, Qoestion,  Mr.  W.  EL  Jamst; 

Answer,  Mr.  Mandella  June  34, 710 
Duheiek  CoUege    The  New  Scheme,  Qoeetioo, 

Mr.  Bnroe ;  Aoiwar,  Mr.  MondeUa  June  17, 

300 


Endowed  SehooU  and  Hospitali'''t€iD!L 

8$.  Glae^e  Qnmmaar  Sehed,  Qoestion,  Mr. 

Cohen  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Mundella  June  17,  301 
The  Kirkham  Grammar  School,  Observations, 

Lord  Winmarleigh,  The  Dnke  of  Riobmond 

and  Gordon;  Reply,  Earl  Spenoer  July  8, 

1783 

Entield,  Yigoomit 

Army  Ednoation — Literary  and  Physieal  Com- 
petitions, Report  of  Joint  Committee,  1808 

Highway  Aots,  Motion  for  a  Seleot  Committee, 
408 

Union  Assessment  Committee  (Single  Parishes), 
3R.  1751 

Epping  Forest  BUI 

{Mr.  Arthur  Ful,  Secretary  Sir  William 

Sareowrt) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  1*  •  July  7  [BiU  381] 

Ebukotor,  Mr.  G.,  Longford  Co. 
Births   and  Deaths    Registration   (Ireland), 

Comm.  1088 
Colonial  Regolations^Role  75— Barbadoes, 

1881 
Governor  Strahan,  1913 

EeToouBT,  Mr.  G.  B.  Sotheran,    WtU' 

ihire,  iT. 
Highways  (Horse  Rate),  3R.  985 

European  ArmameniO'^Mutual  JReduetum 

Moved,  *<  That  an  homble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Blajesty,  praying  that  She  will  be 
graoioosly  pleesed  to  instroot  Her  Prinoipal 
Seoretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflkirs  to 
enter  into  eommonioation  with  other  Powers, 
with  a  view  to  bring  about  a  mutual  and 
simultaneous  reduction  of  European  Arma- 
menU  "  {Mr.  Richard)  June  15,  80 

After  debate,  Amendt.  to  leave  ont  from 
''That,"  and  add  *< in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  all  occasions,  when  oiroum- 
stanees  admit  of  it,  to  recommend  to  Foreign 
Governments  a  reduction  of  European  Arma- 
ments" (Mr.  Courtney)  v.;  Question  pro- 
posed, "That  the  words,  Ac.;"  Qoestion 
put,  and  negatived 

Words  added ;  main  Question,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Question,  Mr.  Richard;   Answer,  Mr.  Glad- 

.    stone /Wy  3. 1897 

Eyaits,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Derlyehire,  8, 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 
ways (City  Lines  and  Eitensions),  3R.  55 

EwABT,  Mr.  W.,  Belfaet 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  3R.  1848 

Ewnro,  Mr.  A.  Orb-|  Dumharion 
Agrioultoral  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notioe  of 

Removal),  3R.  137 
Costoms  and  Inland  Revenoe,  3R.  755 
Navy  Estimatee— New  Works,  BoUdings,  Ac. 

1074 


FIN 


EzETBB,  Biflbop  of 

EleiiMDtory  Ednafttion,  Motioo  for  u  Addnw, 

267 


F»et&ris9  and  Wbrkthops,  In$p0eiar$  of— 
Trad$  Socieiiei 
QoettioD,    Mr.    Broadhurft  ;    Aniwer,    Sir 
WilllMn  Haroonrt  Jw^  24,  711 


{INDEXl  FIN  FOB 

253* 

f  FnMur,  Mr.  J.  L,    wd. 

BaUtf  of  DiitrMi  (Ireiaiid)  AM  (188d) 
ment,    Oomm.   d.   2,    1452,    1406,    U21; 

.    Amendt  1526 :  d.  a,  15M  ;  o^  «{.  Motioft 
for  reporCiiig  ProgreM,  1186. 1580 

Supply— OWU  SeniiDM  and  R«t«bm  Dupwt* 
menta,  931,  984  ;  OoouB.  92S 


Fawobit,  Bight  Hon.  H.  (PoBtmaater 
General),  Jffaclm$y 

PArlument— Public  Bniinetf,  209 
Pott  Oflloo — ^MlioolU&eoiis  QnoiAioiit 

IreUnd^BaltiogUM  Pott  OfBoe,  058;— 
Pottal  Communioation  in  LtiUim,  588; 
— StTingi  Banks,  1251 
BlaU  Contraott— The  Orient  and  the  Pen- 

intolar  and  Oriental  Companiet,  65 
Telegraph  Department — Ditclotore  of  Tele- 
gramt,  1128 

Fat,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Cki/can 

Local  Inqulriet  (Ireland),  2B.  660, 679 
Relief  ot  Dittrett  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.ciL  2, 1522 

FsvEBSHAM,  Earl  of 
Bnrialt,  Report,  ci.  6, 287 

Fife,  Earl  of 

Intemperance,  Report  of  Select  Oommittee, 

1374 
Pritont  Actt— Magittratet'  Sentenctt— Gate 

of  Catherine  Gonnolj,  1235 

FiUy  Emrhmr  BiU  (hy  OrtUr) 

e.  2R.  negatiTcd,  after  tbort  debate  Jm$  28, 954 

Finance  AewunU^Analy%»d  Aceaunis  of 
PubUo  Income  and  £xpcnditmc 

Qaettion,  Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard;  Antwer,  Loid 
Frederick  CaTcndith  Jul}f  1, 1253 

Fdidlateb,  Mr.  W.,  Uonaghm 

Fixitj  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1196 
Rathminet  and  Rathgar  Township  Water,  2R. 

1110 
Relief  of  Dittrett  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, 2R.  237 

FiKiOAir,  Mr.  J.  L.,  Ennii 

CtTil  Senrice  Storet,  1913 

Compentation  for  Ditturbanoe  (Ireland),  2R, 

1706 
Ireland — Mitcellaneont  Qoeetiont 
Distress— ReHef  Works,  1898 
Irish  Constabularj— The  Oath,  186 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  296 
PeUy  Seniont  Cleriu,  427 
NaT7    Ettimatet  — Half-Pay,  Reeerred,   and 
R^ired  Paj  to  OiBoert  of  the  Nafy  and 
Marinet,  1079 
Martial  Law,  Ac.,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progrtat,  1076, 1077 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaagh),   653; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  657 
Relief  of  Distrets  (Ireland),  2R.  808 


"FjTZPJLTBicai,  Hon.  B.  R,  FartmrlmgUm 
Compensation  for  Dittorbance  (Ireland),  2R, 
1684 

Fizitj  of  Tenure  (Ireland}  BUI 

(If^.  Litton,    Mr.    Dicktot^    Mr.   Qiwmm^    Mr. 

FifuUaUr,  Mr,  Jomn  Miehmrdsom) 

e,  Mored,  "  That  the  BiU  bo  now  nad  2* " 
Jvme  30, 1181 ;  after  debate,  Prerimit  Qoee- 
tion  propoted,  ^  That  that  Qnettion  be  nov 
pot  '^(ift*.  W.  E,  Fmrtiir) ;  after  fortber  de- 
bate, i^ettion  pot;  A.  45,  N.  187 ;  M.  142 
(D.  L.  33)  [BiU  144] 


Foley,  Mr.  J.  W.,  New  Scti 

IxMal  loquiriet  (Ireland),  2R.  671 
Relief  of  Dittrett  (Ireland)  Act  (1880) 

ment,  Oonmi.  d.  2, 1469 
Scienee  and  Art  Moaenn,  DoUIb,  181 

F0BBE8,  Lord 
Bnrialt,  Oomm.  4 


F0BS8TBB,  Mr.  0.  T.  W.,  WcnUci 

Army— Voln&teer  AdnOnitftrmttTe  Battalieat, 

428 
Mr.  Bradlaagh,  Ret.  606 
Palace  of  Weitmintter-Olook  ia  Palaet  Tatd, 

1912 

F0B8TBB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.  (Chief  Be- 

cretazy  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 

Lreland),  Bradford 

Compentation  for  Dittorbance  (Ireland),  Lea?*, 

893,  894 ;    2R.   844,  855,  857,  892,  1649, 

1722 ;  Comm.  1989, 1940, 1981, 1982 

Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  Prefioot  (^nei. 

tion  mo?ed,  1206 
freUnd — Mitodlaneoot  Qaettiont 

Anny— AniUiary  Forcee— Mid-Ultter  Axtil- 
lery  Regiment  of  Militia— Dnagaaaoa 
Workhoute,  846 
Athlone  Rleetion  Petition,  186 
Baronial  Seetiont— PrBtsnlmtiite,  68 
Board  of  Wcrkt-^)raiBafe  Wotktat  Braff 

and  Athlaea,  County  LImtrick,  888 
Chief  Secretary  for  Irelaad  (Patronage,  4e.) 

70 
Committionen   of  National  Edaeatfoa-^ 
Attendance   of    Tteehert    in    National 
Schoolt,  544;  — Qalwey  Model  ScIkmI. 
839;  — Remond    of    National   School 
Teachert,967 
Compentation  for  Dittnrbaiwe  (IreUndL 
434, 837, 1686, 1921 ;— Poor  UwUntoaa, 
549, 715 ;— 9ebednle,  540,  oa 
CoBttabiilary— ReUgkmt  Statbtfoi,  184  ,•— 
\  185,  188 
Y— eoafkt  gttnlMilimft  aft 
\ 
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FoitTO,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.— «mI. 

DiitrMs,  390,  841, 842  ;<— FamlDe  FeT«r  in 
Mayo,  441,  442 ;— Mapi.  Ao.  of  Relitf 
Worki  in  Ireland,  488 ;— Balief  Road  at 
Incbigeela,  957 ;— Relief  Works  in  Gal- 
way,  294;— Relief  Works  in  Low&rk, 
Ae.  1898 ; — Rosoommon— Alleged  Death 
from  Stanration,  1260 

Edneation  —  Reinission  of  Result  Fees, 
1762 

EvioUons.  954, 966, 1911,  1912 

Fishery  Piers,  189,  293 

latermediate  Edacation  Aot  —  Examina- 
tions and  Rewards,  62 

Irish  Ghorcti  Aot  (1869)  Amendment  — 
The  Minor  Incumbents,  546 

Irish  Land  Aot,  1870,  296,  545;— Royal 
Commission,  439,  440 ;— Sale  of  Choreh 
Lands  to  Ooeopying  and  other  Tenants, 
196 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  75, 76 

Looal  GoTomment  Board — The  Report, 
718 

Monicipai  Boondary  Commission,  203 

National  Sohools,  1895;  — Resnlt  Fees, 
1902 

National  School  Teachers,  182,  1240;— 
Kilkenny  Coonty,  200  ;  —  Assistant 
Teachers,  1241 

National  School  TeadMrs*  Residence  Act,  64 
.  Peace  Presertation  Act— Fines  for  Out- 
rages, 420 

Petty  Sessions  CleriLS,  427 

Phosnix  Park,  Dublin,  1623 

Poor  Law  —  Belfisst  Workhoose,  955  ;— 
Out-door  Relief,  61 ;— WoiUonse  Chap- 
lains, 429 

Return  of  Ejectments,  1256 

State  of  IrJand— Agrarian  Crime,  1258  ;— 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  709, 1634 

Stipendiary  Magistrates,  67 

Training  Schools,  1244 

Looal  Inquiries  (Ireland),  2R.  676 

Petty  Sessions  Clerks'  Salaries.  437 

Prisons  Act — Inspector  of  Convict  Prisons, 

418 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  803, 807. 808, 

1349,  1850,  1359, 1332, 1363, 1364 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland}  (No.  2),  970, 971 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Irelaad}  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment,  202 ;  2R.  212,  213,  214,217,221, 249, 
252, 263  ;  Comm.  312,  315,  319, 323 ;  e/.  2, 
1448, 1450,,  1453,  1459,  1463,  1476,  1494, 
1505,  1508,  1509,  1511,  1512,  1514,  1519, 
1525,  1527  ;  eL  3,  Amendt.  ib.  1529,  1531, 
1532,  1535, 1538,  1539;  d,  4.  1541,  1542, 
1543 ;  d.  6,  Amendt.  ib.  1544,  1545, 1547, 
1552 ;  d.  6,  1557.  1558 ;  §1  10,  Amendt. 
1559  ;  add,  d.  lb.  Amendt.  1562,  1563 ; 
Ameadt.  1564«  1565;  iM.  d.  1566.  1567, 
1538,  1572,  1579,  1586,  1587,  1588,  1590, 
1592 ;  Postponed  Clauses  3  and  4,  .1593 ; 
Motion  Ibr  Adjournment,  1594 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1848 


FosTXSOux,  Earl 

Army  EducatioB— Literary  and  Physical  Com- 
petitfons,  Report  of  the  Joint  (Scmmittee, 
1595, 1613 

Birial«,  CoBm.  If.  1, 13 ;  3R.  685 


FoBTiBovB,  Earl— eofil. 

Elementary  Education— New  Code,  1880— The 
Fourth  Schedule,  1745 

Elementary  Education,  Motion  for  an  Ad- 
dress, 274 

FowLEB,  Mr.  H.,   Wbherhampton 
Weights  and  Measures  Act — Standard  Weights, 
420 

FowLEB,  Mr.  B.  N.,  Zimdon 

Africa,  Central— Alleged  Outrages  by  Mis- 
sionaries, Motion  for  an  Address,  1439 

Africa,  South— Zulu  War— Colonial  Expendi- 
ture, 189 

Customs  and  Inland  Re?enne,  2R.  740 

Inland  RcTcnue— The  Income  Tax,  965 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  461 

FowLEBy  Mr.  W.,  Camhriipe 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  Conun. 

1958 
European  Armaments,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

111 
Mr.  Bradlauffh,  Res.  590 
Sarings  Banks,  2R.  Amendt.  333 

Ctmmereial  Trtatv  vrUk  Frtmo$^Tk€  Sugar 
BomUies,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Stewart;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jwte  22,  545 

FuMndal  Meoiurei,  Question,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith;  Answer,  BIr.  Gladstone  Jime  24, 
717 

French  MmanHU  Marim-^The  "ProiU  de 
Ui  tm  la  Marine  MarehaMd$''^Fnneh 
BwMty  on  Shipping,  Question,  Dr.  Cameron ; 
Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  June  22, 539  ; 
Question,  Mr.  Mao  Iter ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke,  547 ;  Question,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke  July  1, 1253 

BtBpukwn  cfthe  Je$uiu,  Question,  The  ODono- 
ghue  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  Jufyi, 
1398 

M.  CkaUsmd'Laeaur,  the  Fitneh  Ambatiodor, 
Obsenrations,  Mr.  0*Donnell,  Mr.  Speaker ; 
Questions,  Sir  John  R.  Mowbray,  Mr. 
O'Donnell ;  Answers,  BIr.  Speaker  June  17, 
196 

Fraudulent  DeUors  (SoofUad)  Bill 

{Dr,  Camfron,  Mr,  Remtof,  Mr,  MiddUton,  Mr, 

Mark  8t$wart) 

e.  Select  Comm.  Colonel  Alexander,]  Mr.  Webster 
added  Jwn$  23 

Friendly  Soeietiee  Act,  1875 

Mored  Ibr,  **  A  Return  for  1878  of  the  names 
of  the  Registered  Societies  which  hare  fUled 
to  make  the  annual  Returns  of  balance  sheets 
as  required  by  the  Act,  with  a  statement  of 
the  penalties  enforced  for  non-eemplianoe 
with  the  requirements  of  the  Act  uooer  this 
particular  "  (  The  Earl  Nelian)June  28,950 ; 
after  short  debate,  Motion  amended,  and 
agreed  to 

Fbt,  Mr.  L.,  BHiiol 
Town  Oooneilf  (AldonB6B)»  SB.  119, 125 


{INDEX) 


Qaixoitat,  Earl  of 

EkrldoD  of  Hu^ThB  Rawlntton,  SST  ;  Nottet 
of  Motion,  5» ;  Rm.  191S,  1917,  1931, 
133S 

0«m«  and  TncpiM  Bill 

{Sir  Smry  Bthein-Iihittm,  Mr,  Sm-eMirt) 
«.OrdMMl:  rMdl**/«M91  [BilI9sa] 

Qu  ud  Water  Ordera  Conflmutiaii  BlU 

{Kr.  AiUf,  Mr.  Chamttrlain) 
e.  BafMii  ■  JioM  IT  [BUI  ITS] 

ttmt  S°  *  Am  is 
l.Bmil-*(rUemauEj^Stld)Jtaun    (No.St) 

Elnd9**  Ji«w99 

Etaural  Police  and  Improremeiit  (Boot- 
land)  Prorisioiial  Order  (Brought 
Ferry)  Bill 

( Tlu  Lord  AOmmU,  Mr.  8Mrtt»r$  Cnut) 
«.  Rwd  S*  •  /iMW  as  [BQl  SS] 

/.  R«Mll**{£irl0/W«)/wwl4        (No.  90) 
B«»19>- JH(y9 
Conmittaa  • ;  KapoH  Jidy  S 
RMd9>*  AlyC 

QtBBOK,  BigM  Hon.  E.,  Dvhlm  Vnktr- 

CampeDution  for  DlitnrbuuM  (IraUnd],  9R. 
691,  1697,  ITOS 

Fiiltj  of  Tenon  (IraUod),  9B,  1909, 190S 

Hr.  Bndlingh,  Elsi.  619 

RcU«f  of  UUtrui  (IraUnd)  Aot  (ISSO)  Amend. 
meat,  Oomm.  SIS  :  •<.  9,  li13, 1591,  IflSfl  { 
«W.ri,  

Emplorii 
Mr.  BtBd 


GuMion,  Rifbt  Hon.  W.  E^-unt 
DbtMM  (IraUnd>-BaM  lo  Iridi  IjsAgr^ 

43S 
Emplofon'  LImbilitr,  Conun.  ITBS,  ITH 
EuropMa  Anbuoenti,  Uotion  lor  m  AUns, 

99,111 
E>uiM — Fiouioul  MeMnra,  TIS 
Hmm  ud  BabbiU,  39S 
Impatktiooi  on  ■   Uamba  of  Ihii  Emm 
Glonaettar   Eantioti  PMiUon  (Jndfi^  Re- 
port), 133,  T9S 
Indim  —  A^huittM  —  Tht  Wm  —  ApprtiK- 
nwnt  of  EipaiUM,  S38 
FlnsnoM,  Ao.of  Indli,  Ul 
Intanutioiul  Diaunumsnt,  1997 
IntoxioklingLiqaonfLIaanon],  B««.U1,1N 
IreUnd— AmoMtT  to  PoUtioil  Piuown,  \» 
Iriih  Und  Aot— SouJl  Ownm,  ISl 
IrUh  Uod  Act,  1870,  39Si— Tht  Km  Bqd 


D,  196 


f  Ltgil  FneM^ 


Hr.  Bndlmngb— Co*t  o 

18ST 
Mr.  BndlaoKfa,  Rac  SIS,  3U,Hl,m.ni. 

B84,SSS,  688,887 
NftTj  EiUmatei— Mmrioe  Diniloni,  IHt 


Biuineu  of  tho  Boon,  60,  W,  W,  IW 
ETMbMD  Borough  Writ,  309 
Order  of  Bo^dmi,  TS,  77 
Poblio  Bomnoa,  909.  Til,  1990 
TawkMbarj  Writ,  1391,  1399 
PuliamsntuT  AfflcinatioD,  Km.  IMI.  M 

1307,  1180, 19SS  ;  Amendt.  1317 
ParllMiMobuT    Bleotiou  —  Obeoltf  «(  »• 

Ubarml  Contnl  Offloa,  190 
P»rli«iioiit«7   ElooHoM   Art,   1868 -Sir 

WriU,BM.79 
PwlUBwnt»i7  0»th  (Mr.  Br»dUo|h).*M.«. 
OSO 
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GBA        GTTE 


Gh>LDirxY,  Sir  G.,  Ck^&nkmn 
CompeoMtioii  ibr  Dittarbanoe  (Ireland),  3R. 
1660 


GoBDOV,  Hon.  (General  Sir  A.  H.,  Aber- 

dMniMre,  JS. 
Agrionltoral  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice  of 

RemoTal),  2R.  181,  151 
6nn  liicence  Act  (1870)  Amendment,  2R.  152, 

156 
North    British    Railway   (Tay    Bridge),   2R. 

Amendt.  1801, 1808 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1848 

G0B8T,  Mr.  J.  E.,  Chatham 
Merchant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wages,  Ac.), 
Comm.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  701, 
708,  706 
Mr.  BradUngb,  Res.  720, 721 
Na?7— NaT  J  Artificers,  057 
NaT7  Estimates— Dockfards  and  Nayal  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1045 
Medical    Establishments    at    Home    and 

Abroad,  1050, 1060 
Miscellaneous  Senrices,  1078 
Naval  Stores  for  Bailding,  &c.  Fleet,  1065 
New  Works,  Bnildiogs,  Ac.  1068 
Scientiflc  Branch,  075, 008,  004,  000, 1002, 

1010 
Victaalling  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad, 
1058, 1050 
Parliament— Tewkesbury  Writ,  1808 
Parliamentary  Afllrmation,  Res.  1261 
Parliamentarf   Affirmation   (Mr.  Bradlangh), 
Notice  of  Res.  072, 078 ;  Notice  of  Amendt. 
1118 
Parliamentary    Elections  —  Circular   of   the 

<*  Liberal  Central  Ofllce,"  70,  72, 100 
Parliamentary  Oath  (BIr:  Bradlaugh),  Motion 

for  Adjournment.  645 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  el,  2, 1488 
Spirits,  Comm.  515, 517,  518,  520 
Taxes  Management,  2R.  1082 

GtoxTBLST,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 
Navy  Estimates— Scientific  Branch,  002 
Town  Councils  (Aldermen),  2R.  Amendt.  117 

Gbaht,  Mr.  D.y  Marfflehon$ 
Houses  of  Parliament— The  Electric  Light, 
1240 


OsAiTTSAH,  Mr.  W.,  Burrmfi  E, 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  Comm. 

1057 
Greece— Guaranteed  Loan  of  1882-8, 1680 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  488 

Obakville,  Earl  (Secretary  of  State  for 

Foreign  AfiEledrs) 

Army  Education— Literary  and  Physical  Com- 
petitions, Report  of  Joint  Committee,  1608 

Burials,  8R.  606 

Elementary  Education,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
2T7 

YOL.  OCLni.    [ZBQtD   SBBII8.]  \f9iU.    '  3  U 


Gbamtilui,  Earlr-tfonl. 

Elementary  Education— New  Code,  1880— The 
Fourth  Schedule,  1744 

Ireland,  State  of— Serrice  of   Proeeii    The 
Constabulary,  1107 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wile's  Siiter,  2R. 
824 

National  Gallery — Extension  of  Hours  of  Ad- 
mission, Motion  for  a  Paper,  285 

Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords*  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  Res.  1101 

Russia  and  the  Porte — Mr.  Gladstone's  Speeches, 
Motion  for  a  Paper,  1874 

Treaty  of  Berlin— Greece  and  Turkey— Recti- 
fication of  Frontier,  1878 

Turkey — Ottoman  Assemblies,  Motion  for  In- 
structions to  Mr.  Goschen,  171 

Gbat,  Biglit  Hon.  E.  D.,  Carhw  Co. 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  1850 

Great  Seal  Bill  [hx.] 

{Th$  Lord  ChanaUor) 

L  Presented ;  read  1>*  Juns  21  (No.  00) 

Read  2*  *  Juns  24 

Committee*  Jmsm  28 

Report* /utttf  20 

Read8»*/ttly2 
e.  Read  V{Mir.  AUomey  OeneraX)  July  7 

[BiU  258] 

(hsea — OuaranUid  Loan  of  1882-8 
(^estion,Mr.  Grantham ;  Answer,  Sir  Charlei 
W.  Dilke  /ufy  5, 1680 

Obxbb,  Mr.  T.,  Cairriehfirgm 
Fishery  Piers  (Ireland),  180 

Gbsoobt,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Suaex^  E. 
Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice  of 

Remoyal),  2R.  150 
Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  1418 
Lo<Md  Inquiries  (Ireland),  2R.  667 
Middlesex  Land  Registry,  2R.  681 
New  StreeU  (Metropolis),  410 

Obey,  Mr.  A.  H.  O.,  Northumberland,  8. 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1028, 1025 

Gbosyenob,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  B.  (Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury),  Fiintihire 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

6erwick^upon>Tweed  —  New  Writ,    1018, 

1010 
Evesham  Writ,  1805 
Tewkesbury  Writ,  1887 
Wallingford  and  Bute— New  WriU,  727 
Parliamentary    Elections   Act,    1868  —  New 
Writs,  Res.  77 

GxTBSTy  Mr.  M.  J.,  Waroham 

Hall  Marking  (Gold  and  Silrer)— Forged  Hall 
Marks,  542, 548 
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Chin  Ueenee  Aet  (1870)  Amendment'Bill 

(Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr.  P$U,  Mr,  MUgath 
Mr.  Mark  Stewart) 

e.  MoTed,  -  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
June  16, 102 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  "now,"  and  add  "upon 
tbii  day  three  months "  (Mr.  Seteton) ; 
Qnettion  nropoied,  "That  *now'  Ao.  ; " 
after  ifaort  debate,  Amendt.  and  Motion  with- 
drawn ;  Bill  withdrawn  [BUt  103] 

OuBDOV,  Mr.  B.  T.,  Norfolk,  8. 
Cnstoma  and  Inland  Rerenne,  2R.  772 

Sail  Marking  {Oold  and  Sih^ry-'IWged 
EaU  Maris 
(^ettions,  Mr.    M.  Gnett ;    Answert,   Lord 
Frederick  Catendiih  June  22, 042 

Halsxt,  Mr.  T.  F.,  MerU 
Compeniation  for  Dittorbaaoe  (Ifeland),  Leaie^ 
Motion  for  AfUoamment,  SOd,  824 

Hamiltov,   Bight  Hon.  Lord  G.  F., 
JRddleiex 
ETiotioni  (Ireland),  1910, 1211 
Poet  OAoe  Sayings  Banks  (Ireland),  1251 
Snpplj,  Comm.  229 

Habooitbt,  Bight  Hon,  Sir  W.  O,  V. 
(Seoretaiy  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department),  Derhy 
Burial  Aott— Battenea  Burial  Board— Oeme- 

teries,  1902 
City  Companies^Royal  Commission,  1208 
Cleveland  Iron  Works— BUddlesboroogh,  1900 
Closing  of  Publio-Hooses  on  Sunday,  Res.  909, 

914 
ControTorted    Eleetiont— Plymouth    Eleetion 

Petition.  1244 
Criminal  Law^Misoellaneous  Questions 

Alleged  llle^  Detention  of  a  Female,  1122 
Arthur  George,  Case  of,  1908 
Poaching  in  Bawarden  Park,  1688 
Rot.  James  Merest,  1260 
Sentenoes  for  Aggravated  Assaults,  417 
Solomon  Nathan,  Case  of,  718 
Elementary  Education— Board  Schools — Capi. 

ial  Punishment,  1249 
Baiee  and  Babbits,  1240 ;— The  Valuation  Act, 

73 
Heriot's  Hospital,  Edinburgh,  192 
Inspectors  of  Factories  and  Workshops — Trade 

Societies,  711 
Land  and  Game  Laws,  416 
Mines  Regulation  Aet,  1872— The  Blaok  Lake 

Colliery  Eiplosion,  1119 
Municipal  Corporations,  68 
Pariiamentaiy   Elections— Circular   of  "The 

Liberal  Central  OiBce,"  71 
Prisons  AcU— Magistrates'  Senteneee    Case 

of  Catherine  Connoly,  1121 
Sasine  OiBce,  Edinburgh,  428 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  Motion  for  Adjournment, 

889,840 
Summary  Jurisdiction  Aet,  18t9, 549 
Wfld  Birds  Protection  Law  Ameateent,  Oooun. 
024 ;  Preamble,  027 


B[ABDiiroB,  Yliooimt 

National  Gallery— Extanston  of  Horn 
mission.  Motion  for  a  Paper,  284 


Habdwiokb,  Earl  of 

Burials,  Comm.  el.  6,  88, 85 
Prisons  Aots— Magistrstee*  Seal 

of  Catherine  Connoly,  1285 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  LoHs, 

Select  Committee,  Ree.  1100, 1101 


of  AA- 


niiptit  of 


Maree  and  SaihiU  BiU 

Question.  Mr.  Heneage;  Answer,  Mr.  QM- 

•tone  June  18, 296;  Question,  Mr.  J.  Howard; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Hareourt  Jwk  U  1288 
The  ValuatUm  Aet,  Question,  Mr.  Dsualdeon« 

Hudson;   Answer,    Sir  William    Haveovt 

June  10,  78 


on  Mr. 


.,  Lord 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)— Attack 
Acbi6ni,il4 

Habbowbt,  Barl  of 

Burials,  8R.  697 


HABTDTOTOir,  Biffht  Hon.  Hai^< 
(Secretary  of  State  for  Indut), 

Army  Tlndia)— Mieoellaneoua  Queetioaa 
IndJan  Serrice  Pensions,  424 
Mr.  F.  G.  C.  Shaw,  Case  of,  1681 
Organisation  and  Expenditure,  182 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (IrelandL  f  R. 

1712 
India— Afghanistan— Misoellanoous  QneeUaM 
Abdurnhman,  485 
Mr.  Lepel  OriOn,  1627 
Reported  Action,  1688, 1903 
India— Miseellaneous  Qneetions 
Administration  of  Justice,  1896 
Attock  Bridge,  426 
Behar,  1627 

British  Bunnab  Commission,  1898 
British  Burmah— Consumption  of  Opim, 

428, 1900 
Burmah,  1245 
Colonels'  Allowanoee,  959 
East  Indian  KuBways,  Report  of  ITsfiil 

mental  OtunHilllee,  1855 
Famine  Commission,  First  Report^  1885 
Finance,  Ac.  1687 ;— Duties  on  Salt,  179 
Financial  Statement,  1895 
Indian  Railwayi— Portinia— The  fttt  eC 

Ooa,1249 
Punishment  of  Flagging  in  Indlaa  Oael^ 

980, 962, 1248 
Railway  Bridges,  968 
Supply,  Comm.  920 

HxKDiBBOK,  Mr.  F.,  Ihmim 
Scotland— Tay  Bridge  Disastar,  Report,  200 

HiNRAOX,  Mr.  E.,  Greed  €rwuta 
Hares  and  RabUte.  298 
Mr.  Bnidlangh,  Rw.  601 


*  ■■ 
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SOL 
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Hbrby,  Mr.  Hitohelly  Odhoay  <h. 
0— wiimtioi  for  lKftwteBM(lNMB4)^  Cmub. 

1974 
DItlrMi  (IraUndHRtUAf  WoHci  in  Gtlwaj, 

R«Uer  of  DUtrMi  (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Am«nd- 
mrat,  2R.  345,  353 ;  Oomm.  tL  3,  1506, 
1518, 1588 ;  el.  8, 1584 ;  odtf.  el  1587, 1588, 
1588 

HiBSOHZzx,  Sir  T.  (m0  Solxottor  Osini- 
BAL,  The) 

HiOKS,  Mr.  B.,  CamMig0ikir$ 
Afriooltona  Holdiogi  (SootiMMl)  (Notioe  of 
Rcmofil)^  3R.  151 

Sighwa^  Aet$ 
Moved,  That  a  Seleel  Commiitee  be  appointed 
to  ioqnire  into  the  operation  of  the  Uifhway 
Aetf,  and  alio  to  ooneider  whether  it  may  be 
deairable  to  oontolidate  and  amend  the  lame 
(The  Earl  De  La  Wcarr)  JuiU  31,  405  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
Committee  nominated  July  3  ;  Uit  of  the 
Committee,  407 

E%^kw0fi$  —  Diiiohed  Highwttjf  Bo&rd9 
{Fintme$) 
Qnefdon,  Mr.  A.  J.  Balibor;  Answer,  Mr. 
Dodton  /nim  17, 188 

mghways  (Bona  Bate)  BOl     [Biu  308] 

{Mr.  Soth0r<m  Eiteomrt,  Mr.  JUgimM  Tarke^  Mr. 

OhmUr  Matter,  Mr.  Mmeofe) 

tf.Mored,  '•That  the  BOl  be  now  read  3«" 
June  35,  885  ;  after  short  debate,  Mofed, 
•*  That  the  Debate  be  bow  acQoamed"  {Mr. 
Magniae);  i^ettloB  pot,  and  agreed  to; 
Debate  aiQoQrned 

Etghwaye — MaifU0tmnc$  ef  Main  Moai» 
Moted,  *'  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Hottse, 
it  is  not  jost  that  the  ooet  of  maintenanee  of 
Main  Roads  should  be  wholly  and  entirely 
home  by  the  Local  Rates "  {Mr.  Riehard 
Faget)  July  6, 1814  [Honse  eonnted  e«t] 
Qnestioo,  Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dodson  July  8, 1818 

Hnx,  Mr.  A.  Staydey,  Ste^ordskire,  IT. 

Cteeing  of  PoMio-Hoasee  on  Soaday,  Res.  906 
Emplejers'  Liabililj,  Comm.  Motion  for  Ad- 
journment, 1438, 1755, 1786 
Parliamentary  AiBrmation,  Res.  1399 

Hnx,  Mr.  T.  B.,  Woreeiter 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  Distriet  Rail- 

ways  (City  Lines  and  ExtensioM).  3R.  50 
Town  Cooooils  (Aldermen),  3R.  117,  130 

Hogg,  Sir  J.  M'Gaul-,  Ihiro 

Cnrmiey— Worn  Gold  Coins,  1834 
New  StrwU  (Metropolis).  419 

HoufTO,  Sir  J.,  Pr$itm 
Wmf  Urn  Co«H»^Vaitilati08, 4k.  488 


HoLLAiTD,  Sir  H.  T.,  MUOmfi 
Prisons  Ael— lospeetioB  of  CoBflei  Prisens, 

418 
Snpply — CiTil  Senrioet  and  Rerenne  Depart* 

meBts,939 

Hong  JSjimg,  Domettte  Servitude  in — 7%e 
Cmtagume  Dieeaeei  OrHnanee,  lSf7 
Obserrations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Roplpi 
The  Earl  of  Kimberley  June  31,  898 

HoPB,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford, 

Cambridge  Uhivereiiif 
Mr.  Biadlangh,  Res.  478,  479, 885 
Parliament— Pttblio  Easiness,  1930 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Siocipori 

Middlesex  Land  Registry,  3R.  880,  881 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  479 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Hyde  Park,  438 
Sommary  Jnnsdiotion  Aet,  1879, 548 

• 

HouoHTOK,  Lord 

Bnrials,  Ocmm.el.  8,  Amendt.  81,  83 
Marriage  with  a  Deoeased  Wife's  Sister,  3R. 
810 

Hours  of  Polling  (Baronghs)  Bill       (Mr. 

Athtm  Dilke,  Dr.  Cemerenj  Mejefr  KeUm, 
Mr.  MenrySamueleoH,  Mr.Iirth,  Mr.  Barren) 
e.Bm  withdrawn  •Julyt  [BIO  184] 

HowABD,  Mr.  E.,  Cmekerland 
Compensation  Ibr  Distnrbanoe  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1934 

Howard,  Mr.  J.,  Bedfordehire 
Agrienltnral  Distrsss,  Royal  Commission  on, 

180 
Edoestlon  Code,  1879-88->Artiele39— Dayand 

EToning  Schools,  988 
Haree  and  Rabbits,  1988 

HxTBBARD,  Bight  Hon.  J.  G.,  I^onden 

Censos,  179 

Cnstoms  and  Inland  Rerenne,  3E.  789 

Customs  and  Inland  Reftn—    Wipe  Oaties, 

1389 
Finanoe  Aooonnts — Analysed  Aoeonnts,  1358 
Mr.  BradUngh,  Res.  473,  498 
Parliament — Easiness  of  the  Honse,  1889 

HinvTLT,  Marquess  of   . 

Agrienltnral  Seienoe,  Instmction  in,  173 
Earldom  of  Mar— The  Reeolntion,  897, 1334 
Fnmess  Railway  Certifloato,  1880,  Res.  1739 
Highway  Acts,  Motkm  ibr  a  Seleot  Oewnltlee, 

408 
Russia  and    the    Porte  — Mr.    Gladstone's 

Speeches,  Motion  for  a  Paper,  1871 

Htltov,  Lord 
Amy  Sdoeation— Literary  and  Physloal  Co«i- 

Ktitions,  Report  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
13 

8-n  2 


liLL 


IND 


iLLnrawoBTH,  Mr.  A.,  Bradford 

Belief  of  DistrMt  (Ireland)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 
meot,  Cemm.  el,  2, 1489 
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Irou    otfirt. 
Eatt  JmKan  iSeaieayf— iteerl  </ f/U  DtpmU 


IndoBiire  FroviBional  Order  (Abbotside 

Common)  Bill  {Mr,  Arthur  Fdtl^ 

Secrttary  Sir  WiUiam  Hareourt) 

e^  Read  7^  *,  and  committed  June  22     [Bill  218] 

Report  *  July  2 

Read  S*"  • /uZy  3 
L  Read  !••  (ViiewM  Enfisld)  July 6  (No.  112) 

Inclosnre  FroviBional  Order  (Clent  Hill 

Common)  Bill  {Mr,  Arthur  Ptel, 

Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Hareourt) 

e.  Read  2*  ^  and  oommitted  June  22  [Bill  217] 

Report  *  Jtt'y  6 

Read  8*  *  /WV  7 
;.  Read  1>  •  ( vUetfwU  Bn/ield)  July  8   (No.  124) 

Indosnre  Provisional  Order  (Hendy  Bank. 

Common)  Bill         {Mr,  Arthur  Ftely  ' 

Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Sareeurt) 

e,  Orderad  ;  read  ]<"•  June  18  [BUI  288] 

Read  2''  •  June  28 

IncloBore  FroTinonal  Order  (Uandegley 

EhOB  Common)  Bill        {Mr.  Arthur 
Feel,  Secretary  Sir  William  Marcourt) 

t.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  18  [BiU  286] 

Read2»*/tfiitf  28 

Inoloiore  Provifional  Order   (UaaiUr 

HiUl)  Bill  {Mr,  Arthur  Feel, 

Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Sarcourt) 
e.  Read  2*  ^  aod  oommitted  June  22    [Bill  216] 
Report* /tOy  8 

Ineloenre  Provifional  Order  (Sterenton 

Common)  Bill  {Mr,  Arthur  Feel, 

Secretary  Sir  William  Hareourt) 

t.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Jwne  18  [BUI  288] 

Read2«*/ufM28 

Inoloeore  and  Begnlation  Provifional 
Order  (Liiard  Common)  Bill       {Mr, 

Arthur  Feel,  Secretary  Sir  WiUiam  Sarcourt) 

c.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  June  18  [BUI  287] 

Read2«*/uiie28 

Indsbwiok,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Rye 
Emplojert*  LiabUity,  Comm.  1401 

India 

HifonjuHBOua  Qunmoirs 

Admiwiitration  ef  JuOiee,  Qneetion,  Mr.  Pngb ; 
Aofwer,  The  Marqaees  of  Hartington  July  S, 
1896 

Behar,  Qoettion,  Mr.  Justin  McCarthy ;  An- 
swer, The  Marquess  of  Hartington  July  6, 
1626 

VoH  of  Mr,  Tayler,  Question,  Mr.  Oart- 
Wright;  Answer,  Sir  Eardley  WUmot  June  24, 
707 

[cem. 


mental  Committee,  Qneetlon,  Mr.  Norwood  : 
Answer,  The  Marquees  of  HarCingtoo  July  1, 
1255 

Finance,  fc, 

Dutiee  on   Bah,   Qoestion,    Mr.    WUbrahui 

Egerton ;  Answer,  The  Marquees  of  Hari* 

ington  June  17,  178 
Repayment  of  £2,000,000   £««•»  Qaestiea, 

Mr.    Courtney  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Qlidito— 

June  21,  424 
The  Financial  PoeiHon  of  India,  Qaeette, 

Mr.  Baxter;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hart* 

ington  July  5, 1687 
The  Finanetal  l^temeni.  Question,  Mr.  Bir- 

lej ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  HariiDgtesi 

July  8, 1895 

Opium  Trade  in  Britiek  Burmak,  Queatiott, 

Mr.  Mark  Stewart ;  Answer,  The  BAanqtieea 

of  HarUngton  June  21,  428 ;  Queetion.  Mr. 

Pease ;  Answer,  The  Marquees  of  Haitlaf- 

ton  Jtify8. 1900 
Puniehment  of  Flogging  in  Indian  Gaole,  Qoee- 

tions,  Mr.  Thompson,  Mr.  A.  M.  Sulliraa  ; 

Answers,    llie    Man)uess    of    HartingCoa 

June  28, 960 ;  Question,  Mr.  A.  M.  SalUTaa  : 

Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington  Jmh  1, 

1246 
Raitway  Bridgee,  Question,  Mr.  AjsdereoB  ; 

Answer,     The     Marquess    of  Hariiagtea 

June  28,  968 
RaUwaye^Poriugcd-'The  Port  of  Oocl,  Qasa- 

tion,  Mr.  M.  Soott ;  Answer,  The  Msrqasss 

of  Hartington  July  1, 1249 
The   Attock  Bridge,  QuestioB,  Mr.  ObsIow  ; 

Answer,    The     Marquees    of    Hartingle^ 

Jtiiie21,426 
The  Famine  Commisiion-^The  First  Report, 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope ;    Answer,  Tbo 

Marquess  of  Hartington  Jul^  5, 1686 

Indnttrial  Sohodb  Bill 

{Oohnel  Alexander,  Mr,  Robert  K,  Fewier,  Jfr. 

Vittiere  Stuart,  Mr,  Whitley,  Mr,  WUHmm 

Solme,  Mr,  Blake) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  !'*•  June  24  [BUI  947] 

Indnatrial  Schooli  (Powen  of  Sohool 
Board!)  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Jamee  Steteart,  Mr.  Oewan,  Mr.  Patriek) 
0.  Ordered;  read  l**/idy  8  [Bm  268] 

Jktemperanee^Report  of  the  Select  Cmm 
mtttee 
Qoeetion,  Observations,  The  Earl  of  ObiIow  ; 
Reply,  The  Eari  of  Fih;  debate  there— 
July  2,  1866 

Intoxicating  Ziguore  {Zicencee) 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  Juete  IB,  To 

leare  out  from  "  That,"  and  add  **iaaamoeb 

as  the  aoeient  aod  arowed  objeot  of  LIssa 

sing  the  Sale  of  Intoxioatiug  Uqooni  Is  to 

^■•d  pobUo  waati  wiibMl  deM- 

lomu 
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Ao. ;"    after   long   debate,    Qoettioa  pat; 


ment  to  the  poblio  wel&re»  thie  Honse  is  of 
opinioD  that  a  legal  power  of  reatraininff  the 
iieae  or  renewal  of  Lioencee  should  be  plaoed 
in  the  hands  of  the  persons  most  deeply  in- 
terested and  afEeeted,  namelj.the  inhabitants 
themseWes,  who  are  entitlsid  to  protection 
from  the  ifljurioos  oonsequences  of  the  pre- 
sent system,  by  some  efficient  measure  of 
local  option"  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawam)  v., 
340;  Qoestion proposed,  "That  the  words, 

long 
A.  203,  N.  220;  M.  26 

DiT.  Ust,  A.  and  N.,  386 
Words  added;   main  Qnestion,  as  amended, 
put,  and  agieed  to 

Ibblavd 

MiscBLLAinovs  QniSTioirs 

Am$testif  to  Political  Frisonerit  Question,  Mr. 
Callan;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  1, 
1250 

Baromal  Se$tum$  —  Fresenimenti,  Question, 
Mr.  Sexton;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
June  15.  68 

Crime  (md  Outrage^Ths  Attack  on  Mr.  Aehe* 
Mm,  Question,  ObserraUons,  The  Earl  of 
Leitrim,  The  Earl  of  Limerick,  Lord  Har- 
lech ;  Reply,  Earl  Spencer  June  21,  413 

Diitreis 

Qnettion,  Mr.  Tottenham ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster   June    18,   205;    Questions,   Lord 

Eleho,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  June  25,  841 
AUeaed  Deaih  from  Starvation  in  Roeeommon, 

Obserrations,  Mr.  W.  E.   Forster  July  1, 

1260 
Return  of  Ejectments,  Question,  Sir  Baldwyn 

Leighton  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  1 , 

1256 
Evictions,  Question,  Obserrations,  The  Earl  of 

Annesley,  The  Earl  of  Leitrim  ;  Reply,  Earl 

Spencer   June   22,   580 ;    Question,    Lord 

Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  JtiiM28, 

054 
Eviction  in  Kerry,  Question,  The  O'Donoghue; 

Answer,  Mr.  w.  E.  Forster  June  28,  066 
Evietions  at  Ballvduf^  The  Constabulary, 

Question,  The  O'Donoghue;   Answer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster  July  5, 1634 
Evictions  by  Execution   Creditors,  Question, 

Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 

for  IreUnd/idy  1,1242 
Famine  Fever  in  Mayo,  Questions,  Mr.  A.  M. 

SuUiTan,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power;    Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  21,  441 
Maps,  te.,  of  th4  ReUtf   Works  tn  IreHand, 

Question,  Major  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  Jihm2  1,438 
FvhUe  Works  Loans --^  Board  of   Works -^ 

Drainaye   Works  ai  Brug  amd  Athlaca, 

County  Limerick,  Question,  Mr.  0*SulUvan ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  25,  838 

Belief  Works 

Belief    Works,   Co.   Mayo,    Questions,    Mr. 

0*Ooonor  Power,  Mr.  Pinigan;   Answers, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  8,  1807 
BilUf  Works  in  Galway,  QnesUon,  Mr.  Mit- 

ebell  Henry ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 

/imi  18,204 

l^oni. 


luMLAn^cani, 

Sanitary  Works  at  Moate,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M- 
SolliTan ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick  CaTcn- 
dish  June  28,  850 

The  Belief  Bead  at  Inchigeela,  Question, 
Colonel  Colthurst;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  June  28, 057  i^ReUef  to  Jrish  Land- 
lards,  Question,  Mr.  Bromley  Darenport; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  21, 436 

Education 

Commissioners  of  National  Education '— At* 
tendance  of  teachers  in  National  Schools, 
Question,  Mr.  Bellingbam;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  June  22,  544 

Bemoval  of  National  School  Teachers,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Patrick  O'Brien:  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  June  28,  066 

Assistant  Teaehen,  Question,  Mr.  Pamell; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  1, 1241 

Case  of  Mr.  J,  Colman,  Question,  Mr.  Villiers 
Stuart ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  July  1, 
1240 

Salaries,  Question,  Mr.  Metge ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  June  17,  182 

National  School  Teachers*  Besidenee  Act,  Qoes« 
tion,  Mr.  Bellingbam  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  June  15,  64 

Bemission  of  Besult  Fees,  Question,  Mr.  A.  M. 
Snllivan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  6, 1752 ;  Question,  Mr.  Justin  M*Carthy ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  July  8, 1002 

Traininy  Schools,  Question,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
July  1.  1244 

The  Oalway  Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr. 
Martin;  Answer, Mr. W. E.  Forster /tuM 25, 
838 

Model  Schools,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster /tt/y  8,  1804 

Kilhennv  County^  Non-payment  of  Fees,  Qaes* 
tion,  Mr.  Martin ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster June  17,  100 

Intermediate  Education  (Ireland)  Act — JBcomt* 
nations  and  Beufards,  Question,  Mr.  Sex- 
ton ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  15, 
62 


Fishery  Pii 

Question,  Mr.  Greer;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster  June  17,  180 ;  Queetions,  Mr.  Lea, 
Mr.  O'Connor  Power ;  Answers,  Lord 
Frederick  OaTondish,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
June  18,  202 

Arklow  Barbour,  Question,  Mr.  M'Coan  ;  An- 
swer,   Lord  Frederick   Carendish  July  1,, 
1247 

Bowth  Barbour,  Question,  Mr.  Dawson ;  An- 
swer, Lord  Frederic  CaTondish  June  21, 
437 

Irish  Lamd  Act,  1870 

Qaestions,  Mr.  Finigan,  Mr.  Sexton  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  18, 
206 ;  Question,  Lord  Elcho ;  Answer,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  June  22, 545 

Compensation  for  I>isturb<ince,  Question,  Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  For- 
ster/n/v  5,  1636 

Sale  of  Church  Lands  to  Occupying  and  other 
TenanU,  Question,  Mr.  Molloy ;  Answer^ 
Mr.  W.  fi.  Forster  June  17, 106 

[ooul, 
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SnM  Owmr$,  QoMtion,  Mr.  Molloy ;  Aatwer, 

Mr.  OMtt^ne  June  17.  ISO 
The  New  Royal  Commkium,  Qnettion,  Mr.  J. 

Oowen;  ABiw^r,   Mr.  GlmdstoM  Jwne  17, 

198  ;  Quettiooi,  Mr.  S«xton,  Lord  Eloho  ; 

AMitan,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fontor  Jum  31, 489 

Local  OavarmMnt  Board^Tho  Report^  Qum- 

tion,  Sir  MiobMl  Hiokt-Beach ;  Aoiwer,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Fonter  June  24.  718 
Petm  Pfmm/Otion  {JrOMul)  A^$^Fim$  for 

Ouiraff9$t  <^OTtioii,  Mr.  O'KeUy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter  June  91,  499 

FhorLaw 

Belfoit  Workh&tue,  Qaettioo,  Mr.  A.  Moore  ; 

Anewer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter  June  98,  955 
Out-^oor  ReUef,  Qoettioo,  Colonel  Colthant ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  15, 61 
WorJIAou$e     ChapUjdnM,    Questions,     Bf^or 

&ht\miOt  Mr.  A.  M.  Sollifmn;   Answen, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forstar,  Mr.  Dodson  June  91, 

490 

PmCJliee 

Pottal  Commumoation  in  Leiirim,  Qoestion, 
M^  (VBeime;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett 
June  99, 586 

The  BalUn^ui  Post  Ofioe,  Qnestion,  Mr.  W. 
Corbet ;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett  Jutu  98, 958 

Poit  Ofiee  Savinge  Banke^  Qaeetieo,  Lord 
Oeoffe  Hamilton;  Answer,  Mr.  Fawoett 
July  1, 1951 

RaUwayt — lAmerkk  Juneiiont  Question,  Mr. 
A.  Moon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Chamberiain  July  5, 
1694 ;— SouliWm  RaUmay  (donmel  and 
Tkwiee)^  Qaestion,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smjtb ;  An- 
swer, Air.  Cbamberlain  July  1, 1957 

Suae  of  Irdand 

Agrarian  Crime,  Qnesiion,  Mr.  Tottenbam ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  July  1, 1958 

Service  of  Prooesi-^The  Comtalmlary,  Qnes- 
tion,  Obserrations,  Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne ;  Reply,  Earl  GranTiUe ;  Obserra- 
tions.  Visooont  Sberbrooke  June  99,  1105 

Tke  Irteh  Spring  Aoeieee,  Question,  Tbe  Karl 
of  Leitrim ;  Answer,  Barl  Spenoer  June  91, 
409 

Tke  Royal  Iriek  Cometalmlary -- Buekehot, 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Pamell ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E. 
Fonter  June  94,  709 ;— iZs^ioitf  SkOietiee, 
QneotioB.  Mr.  O'DooneU ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  £. 
Fonter /tftM  17,  184;— 7^  (kUh  or  Farm 
of  AUesUOien,  Qnestions,  Mr.  O'DoaneU, 
Mr.  Finifan  ;  Answen,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster 
June  17, 185 

Tke  Ckief  Secretary  for  JreUmd  {Pairwaoe, 
ire),  Qnestions,  Lord  Randolpb  CbnrobiU ; 
Answen,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  15,  69 

Tke  Magieiraey^PeUy  Seeeiome  Dietriei  of 
Dramore,  Qnestioo,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answer, 
Tbe  Attomej  Genenl  for  Lreland  June  99, 
586  i-^tipendiary  Mayittratee,  Qnestions, 
Mr.  Warton,  Mr.  Sexton;  Answers,  Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster  June  15, 67 

PeUy  Sesiione  Clerke,  Question,  Mr.  Finigan ; 
Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  Fonter  June  91, 497 


lmMLAMD~-^Oni, 

Tke  Mmmeipal  Bomulmry  Ctmwneeim,  Qnee- 
Uon,  Mr.  Dawson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  K.  For- 
ster June  17*  909 

TkePkemim  Petrk,  DMin,  Qoestieft,  Mr.  M« 
Brooks ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  E.  FmmeirJuly  5, 
1699 

Tke  Soienee  and  AH  Mneenm,  JhMim,  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Foley;  Answer,  Mr.  MandeUn 
June  17, 181 

IreUmd-^Agrieulhirdt  JEToUtngi 
MoTod  for,  *'  Return  sbowinf  tbe  numbor  of 
Agrioultunl  Holdings  in  eacb  Poor  Lav 
Union  soheduled  under  tbe  Relief  of  Dlstrsas 
(Lreland)  Aot,  1880,  Taloed  at  under  MA  ; 
£4  and  not  exoeeding  £10;  £10  and  noi 
exoeeding  £15 ;  £15  Md  not  exeeeding  £90^ 
(Tke  Lord  Ventry)  June  91.  409;  Motioa 
amended,  and  agreed  to 
Return  sbowing  tbe  number  of  Agrieultaral 
Holdings  in  eaob  Poor  Law  Union  eehednlod 
under  tbe  Relief  of  Distrsss  (IrsUnd)  AeC, 
1880,  valued  at  under  £4 ;  £4  and  aot  ez* 
oeediog  £10  ;  £10  and  not  exeeediQf  £15  ; 
£15  and  not  exoeeding  £90  ;  £90  aad  noC 
exoeeding  £50  ( Tke  Lord  Yenlry) 

Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant — I^eet* 
menti 

Mo?ed,  •*  Tbat  tben  be  laid  befon  the 
Return  in  tabular  form  for  eaob  oonalj. 
tbe  number  of  oiril  biU  ejeetmeots, 
guishlog  ejectments  on  tbe  title  frosi 
for  non-payment  of  rent,  tried  and 
mined  in  eaob  county  in  Ireland  for 
tbe  tbree  yean  ending  80th  Juno  1880, 
elusive  of  ejectments  for  premises  sitsate 
counties  of  cities,  boroughs,  and 
under  tbe  Act  9tb  Geo.  IV.  chap.  89,  or 
Towns  Improremeot  Act,  1854,  or  a^j 
Aot ;  also  the  number  of  penons 
as  tenants  or  care-taken : — Ejectmeola 
tered:  on  title;  for  non-payment  of 
decrees  granted:  decrees  executed: 
missee:  cases  otherwise  disposed  of;  stay 
put  on  decrees :  re-adaittCNl  as  tenants  or 
care-taken  [and  other  Returns]  (7W  JStr< 
of  Anneeley)  July  5,  1618;  after  ^ort  do- 
bate.  Motion  withdrawn 

Explanation,  Earl  Speooer  July  6, 1747 

Ireland — ReUef  of  Dietron 
Moved,  Thai  tbeio  be  laiA  before  lUs  Honso, 
Return  of  the  nnmber  of  unskilled  Movufu 
employed  duriiMT  the  week  ending  the  19tli 
of  )«ie  by  kn&rds  or  sanitary 
or  on  works  undertaken  by  haroBial 
in  the  scheduled  distrioU  in  Inteirf 
the  Relief  of  Distnes  (Iniand)  Aol  ISM 
{Tke SaH 9f  Leitrim)  June  91,  4lt;  ohm 
short  debaU,  Molie»  wtohdrmwn 

Ireiand'^  (hUragee 
Moved  for,  "  Rotom  of  all  rohberieu  aad  at- 
tempted robberies  of  arms  whleh  havo  be«a 
nported  by  the  Royal  Irish  OonsHbulutj 
between  the  1st  of  January  1879  and  thn 
8l8t  of  March  1880,  giriaf  partiewian  n€ 
crime,  arrests^  and  rssnlts  of  prqessdtogs  in 
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ik9  foltowfaig  Ibrm : «—  Nonber :  Date  of 
Oflbooe:  Names  of  Fenont  whote  Armi 
wore  Uken  or  attompted  to  be  taken: 
Oibnoe:  —  Deeeripiion;  Short  Dolaile: 
Names  of  POcaoni  nade  amenable :  Boenlt 
of  Prooeediogt"  (The  Earl  of  Limeriek) 
Jutu  33,  529 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion 
agreed  to 


JmUoiai  FaOim  iSeoOand)  Stfi— oont. 

I  Read  l^^  (The  Lard  WaUan)  Jm$  34 
Read  3' • /ti4^ 5  (No.9S) 

Committee  * ;  Report  July  6 
Read9>*Jti^8 


Iriih  Ck^eh  Act  {ISed)  Ammdm&nt  BOl 
The  Minor  Ineumhenis,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Plon- 
ket ;  Annrer,  Mr.  W.  B.  Fonter  Jum  33, 
545 


Isle  of  Kan  (Loam) 

(Lord  Fr$dirick  Omrondiak,  Mr,  John  Holmt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  June  88  [BiU  311] 

Read3^*/ifii«34 

Committee  * ;  Report  Jwm  35 

Read  a»*  ^«iM  38 
/.  Read  1**  (Marqu/eu  of  Lemtdovme)  Jwm  39 

Read  3>  •  /uly  t  (No.  107) 

Ctommittee*:  Report /iilir  8 

Jaoksok,  Sir  H.  M.,  Co^mUrff 

Emplofon'  Liability  Comm.  1407, 1414, 1415, 

1416 
Middleeei  Land  Rofistry,  3R.  Amendt  881 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  473 
Pnrliaaentaiy  Afflmalion,  Res.  1807 

Jambs,  Sir  H.  («m  Attobitey  Obnb&al, 
The) 

Jambs,  Mr.  W.  H.,  OaUnhead 

Endowed  Sohools   and   Hospitals  —  Christ's 

Hosi^tal,7lO 
Eon^ean  Armaments,  Motion  for  an  Addreu, 

•4 
Town  Connofls  (Aldermen),  3R.  115,  130 

Jnamrs,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Pmryn^  Sre. 

NaTjr  Estimates    Doekyards  and  Nafal  Yards 
al  Home  and  Abroad,  1058 
Soientifle  Braneh,  1034 

JoHirsoir.  Mr.  W.  M.  (Solidtor  General 
for  Ireland),  Hallow 
Compensation  for  Dlstnrbanoe  (Ireland),  3R. 

888 
Wild  Birds  Proteotion  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 
oL  3,  Amendt.  1908 

JoKHSTOVB,  Sir  fi.,  Scarhorough 

Contafions  Dissasee  Aet— The  5eleol  Com- 
mittee, 189, 1859 
Fixity  of  Tennre  (Ireland),  3R.  1305 
lieensing  Laws  Amendment,  3R.  159 
Losnl  Inqniries  (Ireland),  3R.  873 

Jndidal  faotors  (ScoilanA)  BOl 

(iff.   JUmoop,   Mr.   3astor,   Lord  Shho,  Dr. 

Camoron) 

c.  CoasidoMd  •  /mm  18  [BiU  183] 

BMdr*/imif8 

[poiU* 


Jnrors'  Bemnneration  Bill 

{Mr.  iSr.  B.  Sheridan,  Sir  Mmrp  Jaekton,  Mr. 

Burt,  Mr.  COonnor  Pow$r^  Mr,  Paoomoro 

£dwardif  Mr.  Joooph  Ootom) 
c.  Ordered;  read  !••  June  18  [Bill  338] 

KBNSiNOToir,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  (Oomp- 
troUer  of  tEe  Household),  H&oW' 
fordwest 
Endowed  Sehools  AoU,  1869,  1878,  and  1874 
—Sir  Andrew  Jndd's  School  at  Tonbridge, 
1889;— Skinners'  Company's  Charities  at 
Tonbridge,  1889 

Edcbs&lxy,  Earl  of  (Secretary  of  State 

for  the  Oolonies) 
Afriea,  South— Disarmament  of  the  Basntos, 

898 
Bnrials,  Comm.  cZ.  1^8 
Cypms^-Harbonr  of  Famagonsta,  1888 
Distress  (Ireland)— Evietions,  6d» 
Hong  Kong,    Domestic   Serritode   in — Con- 

tagiovs  Diseases  Ordinanee,  1887,  408 
Intemperance,  Report  of  Meet  Comadttee, 

1878 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wifo's  Sister  (Natal), 

408 

K1KO8OOTS,  Oolonel  B.  N.  F.  Oloueoetor' 
ihire,  W, 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland)i  3R« 
1895 

EnmBAB,  Dr.  J.,  Donegal 
Sale  of  Intozioating  Uqnors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 
3R.  1178 

Knowlbs,  Mr.  T.,  Wigan 
Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  Amendt.  1758, 

1784, 1785 
Pariiament— Pnblie  Business,  1930 

Labouohsbe,  Mr.  H.,  NorihmnpUm 
Compensation  for  Dlstnrbanoe  (Ireland)— Sche* 

dole,  540 
Mr.  BradUogh,  Res.  448,  730, 731,  884 
Parliamentai^  Afflrmation  ^  Mr.  Bradlangh« 

Notice  of  Res.  973 
ParHamentary  Oath  (Mr. Bradlangh),  188,880 , 

881,  841,  848, 848,  848.  851,  858 
Traaty  of  Berlin— Albania,  438 

liAnra,  Mr.  S.,  Orknoyt  ^e. 
Onstoms  and  Inland  Refenne,  8B.  774 

Land  Drainai^  ProTiiioiial  Order  (Fred- 

sham,  fto.)  Bill  (Mr.  Arthur 

iW,  Seeroiorf  Sir  WHUom  Moroourt) 

e.  Read  8«*  and  eomiftitted /mm  15  [BUi  307] 
Report*/iify8 

Read  8** /11V  7 
I.  Bead  l^^inioomU  Efifeld)Julp8  (No.  135) 


(INDEX) 


Xmd  Lamt,   "Du—Tka  Btm*  Lmn  — 


Lmiloritmd  ?«*«•/ (^fimi)  Bia 
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Lord  Elabo,  Hr.  CCoDDar  Powsr ;     __ 
Mr.  Bllflliia,  Hr.  W.  B.  Fonter  /tow  18, 

Lunsomx,  Marqaeee  of  (TTnder  Secre- 
tory of  Btate  for  India) 
Prisndly   Saowti«*  A«t,  16TS,  Motion   fat  ■ 
R>lnni,g50 

Li.ir,  Bislit  Hob.  H.  (Attorae?  Oeneral 
fbr  Irelaod),  Zondondarry  Co. 
CompeiuatioD  for  Dutnrbum   (IraUcd),  3R. 

I15T,  1100.  1T03:  Comm.  19S3,  laSS 
DnogmiiDOD  ffrit,  Motion  for  New  Writ,  S01 
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Credilon,  IStS 
Looal  InqniriM  (Iralud),  SR.  STS,  ST4 
Uwittner  (Inland)— Pett?  Savioni  IXrtriot 

Of  Dromon,  S97 
Parliamaatwr  ElMtioni— WieUow  EImUoo— 

Tbe  BaUM,  1630 
Eatbminw  ud  BatfatM-  TowniUp  WtUr,  9R. 

Raliaf  of  Dictna  (InUnd)  Aot  <1880}  Amand- 
nmt,  IR.  ItO,  313:  Cooun.  tt,  3,  ISU, 
1S17, 1118 :  add.  a.  IMl 

Zate  and  Jiutict 

AUegmi  Pmtttihtg  at   WttUtk,  QtHwtioD,  Hr. 

Mappin :  Answer,  Ur.  Arthur  PmI  jitta  S, 

UU 
Fetttf  S4Ui«iu  CUrU  SalarUt,  Qnwtian,  Ur. 

Datwtm ;  Aniw«r,Mr.W,B.  Font«r/«i«  31, 

43T 
Sttmrnanf   JwritHdim  Att,   IBTS.   Qaaitiaa, 

Mr.  Hopirood;  Aniwer,  Sir  WlUinm  Hu- 

oornt  /tow  93,  848 
Tlu  N*w  Lam  Ontrto— FuMJlniim,  fe.  Qdm- 

Ooo,  Sir  Jolu  Holkw :  Auwn,  Hr.  Adam 

■hm  31,  i»i 
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Ordvad,  That  tha  8«laet  CommittM  ba  ro- 
appolnt«d  to  inqairo  Into  tha  Law  of  Nawa. 
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hLWSEScn,  Mr.  Aldermaa  W.,  London 
Onitom*  and  Inland  Raranne,  SB.  77» 
Hatntpolitan  and  HMropolitan  DiAriot  Rail- 
wBr>  (Git7  Unaa  and  EztautonaJ,  3R.  08 

I^WBOH,  Sir  W.,   Carliitt 
Afrioa,  Soath— CooMantion,  H9 
Capa  Criony— Sir  Bartla  Fi«ra,  1893 


^I«38 

Fubair  Piwa  (Iraland).  993 

BaliafoT  DiMrM*  (Infaui)  A«t  (1888)  A 

CMDt,  3R.  SS8 :  OiMM.  tL  «.  IMl 

LsxKAH,  Mr.  J.  J.,  Tori 

R^ioT  or  Diatnaa  <  Iraland)  AM  (ISM)  Aj 


Lefkvke,  Ur.  G-.  J.  SliAw  {Soentarj  to 
the  Admiralt;),  Stmdtnf 
Uerabant  Shippiat — Tha  "Qun^ala,"  IM 
NaTj — Mianallanaaoi  qnnaliiiiia 
Chathun  Doekjaid  Eiteaaioai,  (8 
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Nai7  Eitimalea— Dookjajdi  and  Natsl  Tai4a 

at  Hon*  and  Abroad.  ISSS,  tOM.  IMT. 

1033,  1068 
Half  Pi^,  Raa«md  Pay,  te.  to  OSnn  of 

NaT7  and  Mariaaa.  1070,  loeo 
Maahiftery  and   Sbiaa  Bnilt  br  Coatewt, 

lOU  -r-  /  — 

Harina  Diriatona,  1001,  1083 
Haitial  U«,  «e.  1078. 1077 
Hadioal    EttabUahmaoto    at    Homa    aal 


MadioinM,  Hadioal  S(«raa,  *o.  1073 
MiaealUoaoo*  Strrioea,  lOTB 
NaTal  Storaa  for  Btdldlor,  ^,  tha  Flaat. 
1081 


Solentiflo  Braaeh.  MS,    DOT,    000,   1016. 

1038.  1030.  1030 
ViotaiUiiaK  Tarda  at  Hona  and  AbrandL 
105B 
PabUa  Haaltb-CoadmnMl  Haat,  101 
Ralief  of  OiatcMt  (Maud),  3R.  800 


LuaHTOir,  Sir  B.,  8/ireptktr*,  8. 
India— AMtanirtan—Abdniralunaa,  133 
Main  Roada.  Maintananaa  of,  1018 
Pariiament—Order  of  Bnainia,  77 
BMom  ^  ^jaotnanU  (Inland),  1356 
Tnrkar— .Tnrfcith  Farliantnt,  133 

Lzrntix,  Earl  of 

Orima  and  Oatca|B  (IralaitdV— AUMkoa  Ui 

Aahaaoo,  lis 
DlatiMi(IralaDd)-ETl«tioM,  331 
L"If^.*?*"  <•'— IrtA  Spring  AauM,  tH 
iWiafof  Diatraaa(lMlaB<ft,  Ifoao.  br  *  Ba 
tna,  IID,  113 


Lbwm,  Mr.  C.  E.,  _ 
Middlaaaz  Land  Baftaiy,  H.  tu' 
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Licensing  Laws  Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  ffitreourt  Johnstone,  Mr,  Birlsp) 

c.  3R.,  after   short    ^bftte.    Debate   adjourned 
June  16,  150  [Bill  I8d] 

LiFFOBD,  Yisoonnt 
Marriage  with  a  Ueoeaeed  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 
818 

LiLFOBD,  Lord 

Burials,  Comm.  d,  6,  33 

Cjpnis~  Harbour  of  Famagousta,  1381 

Ldcsriok,  Earl  of 

Burials,  Comm.    el   S,  Amendt.  29  ;    el,  6, 

Amendt.  32 
Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)— Attack  on  Mr. 

Aoheson,  414 
Distress  (Ireland)— Eriotions,  532 
Outrages  (Ireland),  Motion  for  a  Return,  520 

Limitation  of  Actions  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Earl  Caime) 
I  RMid  3>*  June  15  (No.  61) 

Limitation  of  Costs  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr,  ErringUm,  Mr,  BlennerhoBeett) 

e.  Committee  •— b.f.  Jun4  17  [Bill  1 40] 

Committee*;  Report /ime  28        [Bill  250] 
Committee*  (on  r^-conim.) ;  Report  July  1 

LnrooLK,  Bishop  of 

Burials,  Comm.  «/.  3,  30 ;  el,  6, 32 
Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 
828 

LiiTDSAT,  Colonel  B.  J.  Lotd-,  Berkehire 

Armj  (Higher  Ranks),  Res.  1801 

LiTTOK,  Mr.  E.  F.,  Tyrone 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Sootland)  (Notice  of 
RemoTal),  2R.  148, 140 

Fixitjr  ot  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1181, 1210 

Local  Inquiries  (Ireland),  2R.  672 

Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Township  Water,  2R. 
1119 

BeUef  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  1360 

Reiitf  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  el,  2, 1457 

Llotd,  Mr.  M.,  BeoMmaru 

Relief  of  DistrcM  (IieUnd),  2R.  Motion  for 
A<yoiinimcnt,  807 

Local  Government  Areas  (Commission) 

Bill     {Mr.  F$U,  Lord  Edmond  Fiismaurice, 
Mr.  Yorke,  Mr,  Soundell) 
e,  BIU  withdrawn  •  Jtdy  7  [BUI  157] 

Local  Ooremment  (Gas)  Frorisional  Order 

Bill        {Mr,  Hihhert,  Mr.  Dodton) 

€.  Report  •  June  15  [BiU  193] 

Read  S*  *  June  16 
I.  Read  1>*  ( VieeemuS^i^Uld^Jum  17  (No. 87) 

Read  2«* /mm  25 

Committee*:  Report /mm  2S 

Read  8>  • /iin#  29 


Local  Goyemment  (HighwaTs)    Proyi* 
sional  Order  (Salop)  Bill 

{Mr,  Sibbert,  Mr.  Bodton) 

e.  Read  8»  •  June  17  [Bill  124] 

I.  Read  1>  •  ( Viteonni  EnfiM)  June  18  (No.  88) 

Read2«*/ttJi0  25 

Committee*  ;  Report  June  28 

Read3'*/tme20 


Local  Goyemment  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Artisans  and  Labourers 
Dwellings)  (Dablin)  and  Waterworks 

(Armagh)  Kll.  {The  lord  Pretident) 

I,  Presented ;  read  1*  *,  and  referred  to  the  Eza. 
miners  July  1  (No.  114) 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Ballinasloe,  ftcO  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Read  2«  •  June  21  [BiU  920] 

Report  *  July  2 
Read  3»  • /ti/y  3 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (Banbridge,  ftc.)  Bill  [h.l.] 

e.  Report  •  June  20  [BUI  201] 

Read  3*  • /ti/y  6 

Local  Government  (Lreland)  Provisional 
Orders  (DnUin^ftc.)  BiU  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  JPreeident) 

I,  Committee*  ;  Report  June  24         (No.  80) 

Read  S>*  June  25 
e.  Read  l**/tMtf  28 

Read2«*/tay3 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Aberavon,  ftc.)  Bill 

{Mr,  Eihberty  Mr,  Bodeon) 

e.  Report  •  June  28  [BUI  125] 

Report  *  July  2 

Read3*'*/ti/y3 
I,  Rend  l^^{ViieountEn/ield)  Julys    (No.  120) 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Abergavennj,  AcO  Bill 

{Mr.  Mibbert,  Mr,  Bodeon) 

e.  Report  •  June  25  [BUI  127] 

Read  3*  *  June  28 
I  BMAl^^{VUeouniEf^ield)June79  (No.  168) 

Read  ^*  July  6 

Committee*;  RtiporiJulyS 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders 
(Abingdon,  ftc.)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hihbert,  Mr,  Bodeon) 

e.  CoBsldeiwI*  June  17  [BUI  120] 

Read  3*  *  June  10 
/.  BAMd  l^^ {VieeouniEn/Uld)  June 21  fNo.05) 

Read  2>*  June  28 

Committee*:  Report /nfw 90 

Read  8>*  July  1 
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MAC 


(Alnwick  Union,  te.)  BiU 

{Mr.  Hibhert,  Mr.  Dodion) 

e.  Report^  June  25  [Bfll  1901 

ftemd  a"  *  June  38 
/.  Read  !••  (Vieeount Enfield)  Jum  29  (No.  109) 

R«ul9**>iily0 

Local  OoTenunent  FroYirional  Orders 
(Amersham  Union,  ftc.)  Bill 

{Mr.  ffibbert,  Mr.  DotUon) 
e.  R&porf  June  26  [BiU  126] 

I.  BmA  l^^ (Vieeouni Enfield)  June 29 (So.UO) 
Read  2*  ^/ti^yO 
Conunittee*;  Report /u/y  8 

Local  Gtoyemment   Proviflional  Coders 
(Aahfiird,  fto.)  BUI 

{Mr.  Hiibert,  Mr.  Ihdeon) 

e.  Report  •  June  29  [BUI  132] 

Considered  *  June  30 

Reada«*  Jm^  1 
L  Read  !>•  ( ViecouiA  Et^ld)  July  2    (No.  110) 

Local  Oovemment  Proyisional  Orders 
(Bethesda,  Ac.)  Bill 

{Mr.  HibUrt,  Mr.  Dodton) 

e.  Report*  June  29  [BUI  128] 

CoDiidered*  June  80 

Read  8^* /uiy  1 
/.  Read  !••  {VUeouni  EnfiM)  July2   (No.  116) 

Local  Gtoyemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Eastbonme,  ftc)  Bill 

{Mr.  Hihberty  Mr.  Dodton) 

c  Report  •  June  28  [BUI  189] 

Report  *  July  2 

CoiiMdered*/«2y3 

Read  S^'^Ju/y  5 
l.  ^JetA\^*{VUc9maBi^ld)Julyt    (No.  121) 

Local  €knremment  Provisional  Orders 
(Fleetwood,  te.)  Bill 

{Mr.  MObert,  Mr.  Chamberlain) 

e.  Committee  diw)barged*  June  17    [BUI  199] 
Report* /tffy  9 
Report*  Jii^e 
Considered* /idy  7 

Local  Oovemment  Provisional  Orders 
(Poor  Law)  Bill 

{Mr.  Sibbert,  Mr.  Dodeon) 

e.  Report  *  June  22  [BUI  121] 

Considered  *  June  23 

Read3**/t0M24 
I.  Rendl^^iVUcauni  EnfiM)  June  25  (No.  102) 

Esad2**  JMfyd 

Committee*;  ReportJiily6 

Read  8>*  Jnlf  8 

Local  Ctovemment  Provisional    Orders 
(Poor  Law)  (No.  8)  BiU 

{Mr.  Mibbert,  Mr.  Dodmm) 

«.  Ordered;  read  l<'*/iM0  92  [BUI 9a] 

Read  2«  * /iM0  99 


Local  Inqniries  dnlaoi)  am 

(Mr.  Fay  J  Sir  Marcourt  Jehnetone,  Mr.  Jempk 
Cowen^  Dr.  Cameron^  Sir  Joetph  JPJTmiw) 

c.  MoTed,  '*That  the  BUI  be  now  read  9*'' 
June  28,  660 ;  after  short  debate, 
made,  and  Previoos  i^oestion 
''ThatthatQaestionbenowpafflA'.  WU- 
Uam  Edward  Foreier) ;  after  fiirtW  ^ort 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn ;  originat  Ma$imm 
withdrawn  ;  BUI  withdrawn       [BiH  U9] 

London,  Bishop  of 

Burials,  Report,  d,  6, 987 

LoFK,  Sir  M.y  Ikvimtkire,  S. 
NaTj  Estimatee — Soientiflo  Braneh,  978 

Zot^^r    Thtmee     VdU&y     Main    8§wei§a 
Board 

Question,  Mr.  Cubitt;  Asfwvr,  Mr.  Dodaoo 
June  15,  69 

Lothian,  Maiquess  of 

Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  1227 

Lubbock,  Sir  J.,  London  Unwartiif 

Sarinn  Banks,  2R.  887 
WUd  Birds  Proteotion  Law  AmendoMBi.  CoBm« 
523 

LusK,  Sir  A.,  Fimbury 
Hvrj  Estimatei^Doekjards  and  Nafal  Tarda 
at  Home  and  Abmd,  1066 
Medioine,   Medical  Stores,    Ac    Amandt. 

1076,  1076 
Scientific  Branch,  1025, 1020 
Savings  Banks,  2a.  899, 803 
Supplj,  Comm.  991 

Lyons,  Dr.  E.  D.,  DuhUn 

Navy  Estimatcs—Dookjards  and  Naral  Tavds 

at  Home  and  Abroad,  1036 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  9R.  809 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  ^wmni 

ment,  0>mm.  ck  2, 1463 

Macaktney,  Mr.  J.  W.  E.,  lyroma 

Army— AuiiUary  Foroes  —  Mid-Ulster  AttU- 
lerjr  Regiment  of  MUitia— Dnifsiiiin  Work- 
house, 839 

Athlone  Election  Petitkm,  186,  187 

Mr.  Bradlaogfa,  837 

ReUef  of  Distress  (IreUadX  IR.  806 

Maodonald,  Mr.  A.,    Stafford 
QeToland  Iron  Works,  Middlesbofoifh,  lOOi 
Emplojers'  LUbUity,  (^omm.  Ameodl.  1899, 

1417, 1764,  1766 
Emplojm'  UabUitf— OoToniMi* 

296 


969 


Mines  RegulatioQ  Aot,  1879~Tho  Bbik 
CoUiMjEiplosioo,  1118 
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MieDoHALD,  Mr.  A.— «oiit 

ParliamMtery  AiBmMiiioii— Mr.  Br»dlMigfa — 

Noiioe  of  Resolation,  973 
ParliamenUrj  Oath  (Mr.  BndUogfa),  644,  654 

Mao  Iyeb,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenae,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjoommenk,  TW 
Meraantilo  Marino — Frenoh  Boanty  on  Ship- 
ping, 647 
Parliamentary    Representation  —  Borough  of 

Northampton,  716 
Spain — Commeroial  Relations,  74 
Ways  and  Means— Wine  Daties,  1894 

Maclivxe,  Mr.  P.  S.,  Plymowth 

British  Sugar  Refiners— Frenoh  Duties,  66 
NaTj — Sohool  of  Engineers  at  Keyham,  640 

MoAbthub,  Mr.  Alderman  W.,  Lambeth 

Afiriea,  Sottth->The  Chief  Moirosi,  1120 

MoOabtht,  Mr.  Justin,  Longford 
Afrioa,    Central — Alleged    Outrages  by  Mis- 
sionaries, Motion  for  an  Address,  1442 
India— Behar,  1626 

National  Sohools  (Ireland)— Result  Fees,  1902 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  806 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend. 

ment,  Comm.  Amendt.  820  ;  d,  2, 1487 
Sea  FUheries  (InUnd),  2R.  1868 

M'OoAK,  Mr.  J.  0.,  WieOow 

Fishery  Piers  and  Harbours  (Irslaod>— Ark- 
low  Harbour,  1247 

Parliamentary  Aflhrmatioo,  Res.  1318 
*     Parliamentary  Elections  —  Wioklow  Election 
—The  Ballot,  1626 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  d,  2,  1468,  1468 

MdirTTBB,  Mr.  iBneas  J.,  Worenter 
Employers'  LiabiUty,  Comm.  1782 

MoKbitna,  Sir  J.  N.,  Toughal 

Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1213 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  d.  2, 1496 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1868 
Training  SchooU  (Ireland),  1244 

MoLaoav,  Mr.  P.,  LinUthgowehire 
Asiooltnral  Holdiiu[s  (Sootlaad)  (Notioe    of 
Bemofal),  2R.  142 

MgLabxv,  Mr.  0.  B.  B.,  SUfford 

Mr.  Bradlaugb,  Res.  463 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend, 
ment,  Comm.  d.  2, 1496 

MoLabut,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 
Heriot*s  Uomital,  Edinburgh,  191 
Local  Inquiries  (Iroland),  2R.  679 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
It,  Comm.  d*  2, 1482 


Madagaeear^-lVeaity  of  1866 
Qneotion,  Mr.  T.  Fry ;  Answer,  Sir  Charies 
W.  Dilke /nip  1,  1248 

Magniac,  Mr.  0.,  Bedford 
Hl|bways  (Horse  lUte),  2R.  Motion  for  Ad- 

jourmnent,  937 
Nary  Estimates — Soientiflo  Branch,  979,  999 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  339 
Supply,  Comm.  921 

Ciril  Serrioet  and  Refenue  Departmeats,  929 

Maintenance  of  Main  Beads 

MoTcd,  "  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  it 
is  not  just  that  the  cost  of  maintenance  of 
Main  Roads  should  be  wholly  and  entirely 
borne  by  the  Local  Rates "  (Mr,  Richard 
Paget)  July  6, 1814  [House  counted  out] 

Question,  Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Dodson  July  8, 1916 

Makins,  Oolonel  W.  T.,  £itex,  8. 
CompsMation  for  Disturbance  (Irelaad),  643 

MimrsBS,  Biffht  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.  B., 
Leiceetereniref  JV. 
Sea  Fisheries  (Iraland),  2R.  1847 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Execution  of  the  Articles, 
638 

Maitofield,  Earl  of 
Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  1226 

Mappik,  Mr.  F.  T.,  JEaet  Betford 

Town  Councils  (Aldermen),  2R  130 
Welbeck,  Alleged  Poisoning  at,  1444 

JKsr,  Earldom  of 

The  BeeduHon  of  June  14,  Question,  The 
Marquess  of  Uuntly;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor;  Obsenrations,  The  Barl  of  Gal- 
loway June  21,  397 

Notice  of  Motion,  The  Earl  of  Galloway 
June  22,  629 

MoTcd  to  reeolTO,  "  That,  in  aocordance  with 
the  Reedution  agreed  to  by  this  House  on 
the  14th  June  last  «That  it  is  incumbent 
upon  this  House  to  reecind  their  Order  of 
26th  February  1876,  which  ran  as  follows, 
Tif. :  *'  That  at  the  future  meetings  of  the 
Peers  ot  Scotland  assembled  uiMier  any 
Royal  Proclamation  for  the  election  of  a 
Peer  or  Peers  to  represent  the  Peerage  of 
Scotland  in  Pariiament,  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register,  or  the  Clerks  of  Session  ofBciating 
thereat  in  his  name,  do  call  the  tUlc  of  Earl 
of  Mar  according  to  its  plaee  on  the  Roll  of 
Peers  of  Scotland  called  at  such  election, 
and  do  reoeire  and  oount  the  Tote  of  the 
Earl  of  Mar  claiming  to  Tote  in  right  of  the 
said  earldom,  and  do  permit  him  to  take 
pari  in  the  prooeedings  of  such  election,^  ' 
the  said  Order  be  reecinded,  and  that  intima- 
tion to  that  eflbet  be  made  to  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  of  Scotland  "  [The  Sari  tf  OaUo- 
way)  July  1, 1216 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  after  *'  That,"  and  insert 
**  further  consideratioo  has  led  this  House  to 
consider  that  it  would  be  ineirptdleat  to  re- 
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3fyr,  Earldom  of— ^oni. 

Mind  the  Order  of  the  26tb  Febnuury  1875, 
which  wM  made  after  the  House  bad  resolved 
and  adjadged  that  Walter  Henry  Earl  of 
Kellie  Visoonnt  Fenton  Baron  Ertkine  and 
Baron  Dirleton  in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland 
bad  made  oat  his  claim  to  the  earldom  of 
Mar  in  the  Peerage  of  SootUuid  created  in 
1665,  at  consequential  to  such  resolution  and 
judgment,  and  that  to  rescind  an  Order  so 
made  in  relation  to  a  right  to  a  Peerage 
adjudged  after  long  inTCStlgation,  and  which 
Order  has  been  acted  upon  at  several  elec- 
tions of  Scotch  Peers,  without  any  further 
inquiry  and  unsupported  by  any  new  evi- 
dence, would  be  contrary  to  the  practice  of 
this  House  and  establish  an  objectionable 
and  danffcrons  precedent"  (7^  Earl  of 
Redeidcue) ;  after  debate,  on  Question, 
**That  the  words,  Ac?"  Cent.  53,  Not- 
Cont.  80 ;  M.  28 ;  resolved  in  the  negative 
Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  1238 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bill  (^*V  Thopuu  Chatnber$,  Mr,  CoUim, 
jDt.  CmmroH^  Mr.  Alderman  Cotton^  Sir  Har' 
court  Johnstone,  Mr.  Morley,  Mr.  Trevelyan, 
Mr.  Stmrt-Worthy) 

c.  2R.  deferred,  after  short  debate  June  21,  522 
BiU  withdrawn  •  Juna  28  [BiU  155] 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister 

Bill  [H.L.]  (No.  85)  ( The  Lord  Houghton) 

L  Moved,  "  That  the  BiU  be  now  read  2* " 
June  25,  810 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (*'  now,**)  and  add  ('*  this 
day  three  months")  (  The  Earl  Beauekamp) ; 
after  debate,  on  Question,  that  (*'  now,")  ie.  f 
Cont.  00,  Not-Cont.  101 ;  M.  11 ;  resolved 
in  the  negative 

Div.  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.  830 

Marriage  with  a  Deeeaaed  Wife's  SitUr 
(Natal) 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Braboume,  Earl 
Cadogan;   Reply,  The  Earl  of  Kimberley 
June  21,  407 

Mabbioxt,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Brighton 
Parliamentary  Affirmation,  Res.  1285 

Mabtin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co. 

Commissioners  of  National  Education  (Ireland) 
^Galway  Model  Schools,  888, 830 

Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1105 

Local  Inquiries  (Ireland),  2R.  668 

National  Schools,  Ireland — Kilkenny  County, 
100 

Relief  of  Distress  (Lroland),  2R.  1353 

ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  d.  2,  1461 ;  add.  «2.  1581 

Supply— Civil  Services  and  Revenue  Depart- 
ments, 028 

Mabum,  Mr.  £.  P.  M.,  KUk 

Compensation  for  DIstnrbMMe 
1672, 1678 


Mason,  Mr.  Hugh,  Aehton'Mndmr-Lgn* 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (UoeDoes),  Res.  356 

Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E.,   WigUm 
Sasine  OAoe,  Edinburgh,  423 

Medical  Charities  (Irelaiid)  Bill 

(Jfr.   Meldon,    Mr.    Maurice  Brooke,  Mr.   JSr> 

rington) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  June  28  [BiU  167] 


Mbldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Ktldare 
Army  Medical  OflBcers— Exchanges,  105 
Compensation  for  Distorb«noe(lAlaiid), 

1056 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2B.  804 


Mbllob,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Grantham 
Mr.  BradUugb.  Res.  504 
Turkey— The  Danube  and  Black  Sea  Railway 
Company,  177 


*• 


Mercantile  Marine 
Frew:h**ProjU  de  Uniur  la  Marine  Marehande 
— French  Bountjf  on  Shipping,  Question,  Dr. 
Cameron;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
June  22, 530 ;  Question  Mr.  Mac  Iver  ;  An- 
swer, Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke,  547 ;  Qoeetioa. 
Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  DiAo 
July  I,  1253 
Wrecks  and  CaeuaUies  —  Ofieial 
Question,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinok  ; 
Mr.  Chamberlain  June  24,  712 

Merchant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wages, 

Ac) Bill      {Mr.  Aehley, Mr.  Chamherlaim ) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read  June  24,  780 
Ordered,  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  they  have  power  to  00Bsi4er 
Clauses  with  reference  to  the  conditions  of 
service  of  seamen  and  the  liosnsinr  of  their 
lodging  houses  "  {Mr,  Evelgn  AeMey) 
Moved,  <*  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  lb* 
Chair ;"  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Com- 
mittae— B.P.  [BiU  119] 

Merchant  Seamen^The  Cattlewum,  Cr—^ 

fey 

Qnestion,  Mr.  Maodonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cbaa- 
berlain  Jmne  28,  062 

Merchant  Shipping  Act  aSM)  Amend- 
ment BUI  {Mr.  Qourlef,  Mr.  C%mrke 
Wileon,  Mr.  Jenkine,  Mr.  Joeeph  Cowen) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  !•* 
Jun4  16  [BQl  224] 

Merchant  8hipping(  Grain  Cargoee)  BOl 

(Jfr.  Andereon,  Mr.  Goret,  Mr.  Joeeph  Oowem^ 
Mr.   Charke    Wileon,  Mr.  Mae  leer,   Mr. 
^ourlep) 
"91  Oonm .  Oaptaia  Price  added  Jtme  80 


i 


M  KK  ffUfiX 


(SESSION    1880} 
H3i 


MET       MOW 


Merchant  Shipping— Th$  "  CarraddU^^ 

QiMftioD,  Mr.  MiddletoQ ;  Aniwer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Leferro  Jwm  17, 195 

Miteorohgieal  Dfpartmmt —  Weathsr  Fare- 
eoiti 

QoMtUMis.  Mr.  A.  M.  SttUifan  ;  Answen, 
Lord  Frederiok  CaTondiah  June  24,  707; 
June  39,  1119 


Mbtob,  Mr.  B.  H.,  Ifeath 

Fiiitf  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  9R.  1809 
NaUonal  School  Teaehen  (Ireland),  182 
Relief  of  DUtreti  (Ireland),  2R.  ISeo 
Relief  of  Distreu  (Ireland)  Act  (1860)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  eL  3,  1581 


Mbtbopolis 

MiaoBLLAjnovs  ^^uuTioirs 

New  Streeti,  QoetUon,  Mr.  Gregory  ;  Answer, 
Sir  James  M*Oarel  Hon  June  31,  419 

The  Parke^Free  Ssate,  Question,  Lord  Oran. 
more  and  Browne;  Answer,  Lord  Sadeley 
June  17,  175;— JETydif  Park,  Qaestion,  BIr. 
Hopwood ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adam  June  31, 438 


Metropoli$—Th$  Natiandl  QdfUry—Ex- 
Uneion  of  Hour*  ofjidmiition 

MoTed  for,  "  Copies  of  the  Resolotions  passed 
bj  the  Trustees  of  the  National  OaUery,  with 
their  eiplanatory  remarks,  on  the  qnestion 
of  keeping  the  Gallery  open  throughout  the 
jear  and  the  admissioh  of  the  publio  on 
students  dajs"  (The  Vitcount  EartHnge) 
June  18,  384  ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Question,  Mr.  Coope  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Adam 
Jtdg  1, 1356 


JtetropoUtan   and   Metropolitan  Dietriet 

Bailwage  (  Citg  Lines  and  Extemione) 

BiU  {h  Order) 

e.  Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3«  "  {Sir 
Edward  Watkin)  June  15,  48 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*now/'  and  add  "upon 
this  daj  three  months  "  {Mr.  Riiehie) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed.  *'  That  '  now/  Ac. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  174,  N.  100 ; 
M.  74  (D.  L.  38) 

Main  Qnestion  put, and  agreed  to;  BiU  read  3* 

Moved,  -  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  BiU  to  consider  and  report  on 
the  course  taken  by  the  MetropoUtan  and 
Metropolitan  District  RaUway  Companies, 
the  Promoters  of  the  BiU,  in  carrying  into 
eflbot  the  powers  of  '  The  Metropolitan  and 
Metropolitan  District  RaUway  Act.  1879,' 
and  'The  MetropoUun  Inner  Circle  Com- 
pletion Act,  1874/  and  also  the  expediency 
of  granting  an  extension  of  time  for  the 
purchase  of  Und  for  the  line  authorised  by 
the  Act  of  1874  above-mentioned'*  {Capiam 
Aplmer)  ;  after  short  debate.  Question  put. 
aadne^Uifed 


Metropolitan    Commoiif    Supplemental 
BiU 

e.  Bead  8^ .•  June  18  [BUI  1 13] 

I  Read  !>•  ( Vieeeunt  Enfeld)Jun$  31    (No. 98) 

Read  2*  *  June  38 

Committee*;  Report /mm  39 

Readd»*/i{|y  1 

Middlesex  Land  Registry  Bill    [Bmi43] 

(Ifr.  ffopwood,  Mr,  Gregory^  Sir  Thomae 

Ch€mber$) 

e.  Moved,  « That  the  BiU  be  now  read  r"' 
June  38,  680 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  ^  now,"  and  add  "  upon 
this  day  three  months  "  (Sir  Henry  Jatkeon) ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  'now/  Ac.;" 
after  short  debate,  Debate^  adjourned 

MiDDLBTON,  Mr.  B.  T.y  Olaegow 
Merchant  Shipping— The  *<  Carradale,"  195 

Mines  Regulation  Act,  1872^7%^  Black 
ItoJce  Colliery  Explosion 
Question,  Mr.Macdonald ;  Answer,  Sir  William 
Harcourt  June  39, 1118 

MoLLOT,  Hr.  B.  0.,  Kinfs  Co, 
Irish  Land  Act— Small  Owners,  180 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870— Sale  of  Church  Lands 
to  Oooupying  and  other  Tenanto,  198 

Monk,  Mr.  0.  J.,  Gloucester  Citg 
Gloucester  Election,399 ;— Judges'  Report,  788, 

736  ;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  943 
Imputations  on  a  Member  of  this  House- 
Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Judges'  Re- 
port), 483,  488 

MooBS,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  898 
Parliamentary  Afflrmation,  Res.  1840 
ParUamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  859 
Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Belfast  Workhouse,  968 
RaUways  (Ireland)— Limerick  Junction,  1834 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  cl,  4, 1848 

MoBOAV,  Bight  Hon.  G.  08bome,  Den* 

highshire 
Middlesex  Land  Registry,  3R.  880 

MoRLXT,  Earl  of 

Army  Education — Literary  and  Physical  Com- 
petitions, Report  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
1807 

MotTHT  Edqcumbx,  Earl  of 

Burials,  Comm.  el,  1,  Amendt.  6;  cl.  8,  Amendt. 
34:  Report,  W.  8,  387 

MowBBAT,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  J.  B.,  Oxford 

University 
M.  Chaliemel-Laeour,  the  French  Ambassador, 

197 
ParUamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  841 
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HuxHOLLABD,  Mr.  J.,  DcumpotrUh 

Cnttomi  and  Inland  Rerenne,  2R.  777 

MxrxBBLLA,  Bight  Hon.  A.  J.  (Yice  Pre- 
eident  of  me  Oommittee  of  Cotmcil 
on  Education),  Sheffield 
Cattle— Importation  of  Foreign  Cattle,  1X6 
Education  Department— Teaeben*  Certiiloatef, 

1917 
Ednoation— New  Coda  of  RegnlationB.  1880, 

966 
Edoeation  Code,  1879-80— Article  89— Day  and 

ETening  Sobooli,  963 
Endowed  Sohoole— Dnlwioh  College— The  New 
Scheme,  900 
St  Olaye'e  Grammar  School,  201 
Endowed    Schooli   and   Hoepitals  —  Christ's 

Hospital,  711 
Science  and  Art— Royal   School  of   Mines, 

1913 
Science  and  Art  Mnsenm,  Dublin,  181 

Municipal  Corporatiom^Zegiilation 
Question,  Mr.  Dodds;   Answer,  Sir  William 
Haroonrt  June  15,  68 

XudGipalitj  of  London  Bill 

(Mr,  Firth,  Mr.   Thorold  Rog$ri,  Mr.  Pottir, 

Mr,  Jameif  Mr.  JSumd) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I**  Jime  17  [BUI  9t8] 

MuHTZ,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 
Compeosatien  Ibr  Disturbance  (IreUad)— Pay- 
ment of  Tithe  Bent-Charge,  Ac.  887 
Town  Councils  (Aldermen),  2R.  128 

Navy 

MxsoiLLAraooi  QuBsnovs 

Ckathan  Doekford  SmUnihn^  Question,  Mr. 

Akers-Dooglas ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefet re 

JtiMl5,  68 
J>iaiki^(hmimomdirBr%iMofihe  Cbaei  Guard, 

Question,  Captain  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sliaw 

Le(eTre/Mi#21,  439 
Flogging  in  the  Navy,  Questions,  Captain  Price; 

Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre  June  17,  187 ; 

June  21,  488 
MJi,3,  '*Atakmta'*  and  •* h%$r  Question, 

Mr.  Bentinok;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefene 

June  \6  72 
H.M.S  **  *Atalanta,**  QoesUon,  Mr.  Carbott ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  June  17,  179; 

Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 

LefoTre  June  17,  194 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Nor- 
wood ;  Answers,  Mr.  Shaw  Leferre  jime  18, 

294 ;  June  22, 544 
H,M,S.  •*  Thunderer --^  Report  of  the  Beavy 

Oun  Committse,  Question,  Captain  Price; 

Answer,  Mr.  Cbilders  July  5,  1635 
Naval  Artifcere,  Question,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer, 

BIr.  Shaw  Lefevre  Juite  28,  957 
Re-orgamialion  of  the  Marim  Corpe  —  The 

lUyal  Marine  iirlfUM,  QuMtion,  Captain 

Price;   Answer,  Mr.  Shaw  Lt&mJulyS, 

X917 
School  of  Engineers  at  Keuham,  Question,  Mr. 

Madiver  ;     Answer,    Sfr,    Shaw    Lefefrt* 

June  22,  540 
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The  Breakwater  at  Aldmmy,  QnestioB,  The 
Duke  of  Somerset ;  Answer,  Tlie  Earl  of 
Northbro<A/t»ii#21,404 

The  Naval  Reeervee,  QneetkNis,  Captain  Price : 
Answers,  Mr.:^Shaw  Lefifre  Juiy  5»  16S4 ; 
July  8, 1901 

Type  of  Training  Ships,  Qoestion.  Obesiia- 
tSons,  TheEarlcf  BaTensworth:  Reply,  TM 
Eari  of  Nortbbrook  July  9, 186S 

Nelson,  Earl 

Burials,  Comm.  2 ;  el,  1,1 

Elementary  Education — ^New  Code^  1886 — The 

Fourth  Schedule,  1788 
Friendly  Sodetiee  Act,  1875,  Motion  ftr  a  lU- 

turn,  949 

NsLsoir,  Mr.  I.,  Mayo 
Compensation  for  Disturbanoe  (IrdandX  2R. 

1681 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  AmMi«l- 

ment,  2R.  248 

NswDEOATE,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwiehhir0f  M. 
Compensation  for  Disturbanoe  (IreUnd],  Coma. 

1977 
Eresham  Boronrii  Writ,  206 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  Motion  for  Adjournment. 

512,  550,  560, 835 
Parliamentaiy  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  645, 657 

Newfoundland — Mining  Operatione 
Question,  Captain  Aylmer ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gnat 
DuirJtitM24,  716 

NoEL»  Bight  Hon.  G.  J.,  Sutkmd 
Army  (India)— Organisation  and  Sneoditore, 

182 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P.,  Oalway  Co. 

Africa,  Central — Alleged  Outrages  on  Missloii- 

aries.  Motion  for  an  Address,  1442 
Army— Quartermasters  of  Artillery,  1899 
Births   and    Deaths    Registratioa    (Irelaad). 

Comm.  1088 
Customs  and  Inland  RcTenue,  2R.  778 
Distress  (Ireland)— Maps,  Ac  of  Relief  Works 

in  Ireland,  438 
Nary  Estimates— New  Works,  Buildings,  ^. 

1075 
Relief  of  Distresss  (Ireland),  2R.  1357 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 

ment,  Comm.  cl  2, 1462 ;  el,  8,  1527,  1528. 

1585,  1537,  1541 ;  eL  A,  ih.  1542 ;    rf.  5. 

1552 :  el,  9,  Amendt.  1558 
SpiriU,  Comm.  514, 517,  518 
Supply— Cifil  Senrices  and  Eerenne  Depart- 
ments, 928,  933 
RepoH,  1080, 1081 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Oamm. 

523:  Preamble,  526 

Norih  Britieh  Raiheay  (Tau  Bridge)  BiB 
(«y  Order) 

e.MoTed,   **That  the   BiU   be  now  read  r"* 
Jul^^  8,  )879 

to  leave  out  "now,"  and  add  "upon 
'wet  Bonths*^  {Mr.  Amdereom): 
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000 


North  British  Raihrap  (fay  Bridge  MOl)  (0y 
Ord#r)— eoni. 

QoettioD  propofed, "  That '  now/ Ao. :"  after 
ihort  debate,  Ameodt.  withdrawn 

Main  Qnettion  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*, 
and  eenmitted  to  a  Seleot  Oommittte  of 
Seren  Memben,  Four  to  be  nominated  by 
the  Hooee  and  Three  by  the  Committee  of 
Seleeiion 

Moved,  *'That  the  Report!  of  the  Conrt 
of  Inquiry  held  1^  the  direetion  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  alio  the  Report  of  Mr. 
Rothery,  on  theTay  Bridge  diaiter,  together 
with  the  OTidenoe  taken  by  that  Coart,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee"  (Mr,  ChamUr* 
lain) 

Amenat  at  end  of  i^neetion,  to  add  "and  that 
the  Report  of  General  Hntehineon  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  dated  the  0th  day  of  March 
1878,  relatiTO  to  the  epening  of  the  Tay 
Bridge  for  paeaenger  traffie,  be  alio  referred 
to  the  Committee"  {Sir  AUmmdsr  Chrdon) ; 
Qnettion  propoeed,  ^  That  thoae  wordi  be 
there  inierted  ; "  after  ihort  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn  ;  main  Qoeition  put,  and  agreed  to 

NoBTHBBOOKy  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty) 
Nayy — BreiAwater  at  Aldemey,  404 
Type  of  Training  Shipe,  1384 

No&THOOTBy  Bight   Hon.    Sir  S.    H., 
Devon,  If. 
Compeniatlon  for  Diatarbaooe  (Ireland),  3R, 

1719 ;  Comm.  1868 
Cnitomi  and  Inland  ReTonoe,  8R.  744 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Ree.  tflS,  618,  719 
Parliament— Pnbllo  Boiineii,  909,  714,  848, 

1689, 1919 
Parliamentary  Aflrmatlon  —  Mr.   Bradlangh, 

Notiee  of  Ree.  978 ;  Kotioe  of  Amendt.  1118 
ParliamentaryfAflhrmation,  Ree.  1861 ;  Amendt. 

1978, 1980 
Parliamentary    Cath    (Mr.    Bradlangh),   638, 

644 ;  Amendt.  648,  649 
Relief  of  Diitreee  (Ireland)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  eL  9, 1464, 1491 
Rniiia  and  Chin^—Runonred  Heetilitiee,  1960 
Supply— -Civil  Serfieee  and  Reyenne  I>epart- 

menta,989 

NoBTHOOTB,  Mr.  H.  S.,  Ex$i$r 

Parliamentary  AiBrmatlon,  Ree.  1994 
Relief  of  DittroM  (Ireland)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  e/.  9, 1477 
Wayi  and  Meani — Inland  Revenue— Inoome 
Tax,  1399 

NoBiov,  Lord 
Elementary  Edueation,  Motion  Ibr  an  Addreee, 

864 
Elementary  Edueation— New  Code,  1880— The 

Fourth  Sehedule.  1736,  1747 

Norwood,  Mr.  0.  M.,  Kinfftiim-itpon^ 
EM 

Army  —  AuxiUary  Foreee  — 4th  Eaet  York 
Artilkry  VolontMn,  499, 1909 


NoBwooD,  Mr.  C.  M.— Mnt. 

Eaat   Indian   Railwaya— Repori  of    ]>efart- 

mental  Committee,  1955 
MerobanI  Seamen  (Ptiymenl  of  Wages,  dte.), 

Comm.  799, 798 
Mr.   Bradlangh— Coit  of  Legal  Proeeedlngi, 

1896 
Navy— H.M.S.  "  Atalanto  "—The  Papen,  994, 

544 

O'BEiBirs,  Major  F.,  Leitrim 

Army— Five  Tears'  Rule— The  Commander- 
in-Chief,  959 

Poor  Law  (Ireland)— Workhouse  Chaplaini, 
490 

Post  OiBoe  (Ireland )^Postal  Communloation 
in  Leitrim,  536 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  9R.  808 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  311 ;  tl,  9, 1504 

O'Bbixn,  Sir  P.,  King^e  Co. 
CemmiaslonsrB  of  National  Ednoation7 Ireland) 
—Removal  of  National    Sohool  Teachers, 
966 
Fixity  of  Tenure  (IieUnd),  9R.  1904 
Mr.  BvadUugb,  Res.  519 
Navy  Estimatse— New  Works,  Buildings,  Ae. 
1079 
Seientiflo  Branoh,  1098 
ReUef  of  Distress. (IreUnd),  9R.  806 
Relief  of  Distress  (IreUnd)  Aoi  (1886)  Amend- 
ment, 9R.  958 ;  Comm.  add.  eL  1874 

O'OoNiroB,  Mr.  A.,  Queen^e  Co. 

Mr.  Bradlaogb,  Res.  489 
Navy  Estimi^es — Dockyards  and  Naval  Tarda 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1030 ;  Amendt. 
1033. 1058, 1057,  1058 
Half  Pay,  Reserved  Pay,  Ae.  to  OiBoers  of 
Navy  and  Marines,  Motion  for  reporting 
Progress,  1079 
Machinery  and  Ships  Built  by  Contract, 

1065 
Medical    Establishments    at    Home    and 

Abroad,  1059 
MisoelUneous  Services,  1077, 1078 
Naval  Stores  for  Building  Fleet,  Ac.  1064 
New  Works,  Buildings,  £o.  1066 ;  Amendt. 

1069,  1079 
Scientjflc  Branch,  1096,  1030 
Victualling  Tarda  al  noose  and  Abroad, 
1058 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh).  648 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  9R.  1359 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  el,  5, 1544, 1545  ;  el,  6,  1558 

O'OoinroB,  Mr.  T.  P.,  OMlwaf 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  9R. 
1679 :  Comm.  1985 

Criminal  Law— The  Convict  Establishment  at 
Galway,  1959 

Land  Act  (Ireland),  1870 — Compensation  Cnt 
Disturbance,  1636 

ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  Amendt.  316 ;  eL  %,  1485  ; 
eL  5,  1548 ;  add,  eL  1565 

Sea  Fisheries  (Iieland),  9R.  1884 
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O'CoHOB,  Mr.  D.  IL,  8U^o  Co. 

sugo  Boffoo^  rm.  nee 


O'DoHVXLL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Jhrngarvmrn 

Compenntloii  for  DistoriMiiee  (Inland),  C<Miiiik. 
1976 

Irish  Comtabohry— BdigkmB  Statirtiei,  184, 
185 :— The  Oati^  185. 186 

M.  Cballemel-LMOiirt  French  AmbMndoTt  196, 
197,  198 

Mr.  BrMUangfa,  Ret.  513 

Parliiunentary  AfBimation,  Rei.  1369 

Relief  of  Dittreee  (IroUnd).  2R.  1356 

Relief  of  Distreit  (IreUnd)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  el.  2, 1501,  1509, 1515 

Sea  Fiaheriet  (Ireland),  2R.  1859 

O'DoKOCTnrx,  The,  Draloe 

Compeaiatian  for  Dietnriwaee  (Ireland),  SR. 

891 :  Comm.  1992, 1947,  1987 
Franee    Expoliioa  of  the  Jeenite,  1398 
Ireland,  State  o^Eviotiona   at   Balljdiill^ 

Comtabolary,  1634 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)— ETietioB  in 

Kerry,  966 
Parliamentar/  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlauffa),  659 
Relief  of  Dittreee  (IreUukd),  2R.  809 
Relief  of  Distmi  (Irdand)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 

ment,  2R.  211 ;  Comm.  eL  2,  1523 


CEjELLTy  Mr.  J.,  £a$eowm^ 
Peaee  Preaervation  (Ireland) 
Ootiagee,  422 


Aoi— Finea  for 


OvBLOw,  Earl  of 

Intemperance,  Report  of  Select  Committee, 
1366 

OnsLOfw,  Mr.  D.  B.,  Omldford 
Oiminal  Law — Poaching  in  Hawarden  Park, 

1631, 1632 
India— Afghaniatan— Mr.  Lepel  Oriffln,  1627 

Attock  Bridge,  426 
Marriage  with  a  Deceaaed  Wifo'a  Siat«r,  2R. 

522 
Pariiament— ETcaham  Writ,  1396 
Spirita,  Comm.  516 
Wild  Birda  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 

525 

Oravmobb  avd  BsoirvB,  Lord 

Bvriala,  Comm.  tL  11,  41 

Ireland,  State  d^-Serrice   of  Proeaaa    The 

Conatahnlary,  1105 
Parka  (Metropolia)— Free  Seata,  175, 176 
Relief  of  Diatreaa  (Irelaad),  Motion  for  a  Ro- 

torn,  411 
Reporung  in  the  Honae  of  Lorda,  Report  of 

Soleot  Comodttee,  Rea.  1098 

O'SHATTGHNBasT,  Mr.  B.,  Ziwiorick 
Army — Qoartermaatera  of  Artillery.  1899 
Local  Inqviriea  (Ireland).  2R.  675 
R^ief  of  Oiatraa  (Iieland),  2R.  1361 
Relief  of  Diatreaa  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 

ment.   New    Claoae,  4c    202 :    2R.    234 ; 

Comm.  320,  324:  cl  2, 1450,  M«^' 

W.  15n 


O'Shxa,  Osptam  W.,  Clmr§ 

Armj— Rojal  Warrant  of  1878. 1914 
CompenaatioB  for  Oiatarkaaet  (Irelaad).  2R. 
1146 

O'SuuJTAV,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Zimsridt  Co. 
Board  of  Worka  (IralaBd)— Drainage  Works 

at  Broff  and  Athlaca,  Cooatj  limerick,  838 
Criminal   Law  —  Sentaacea   for    Aggravated 

Aaaanlta,  417 
Cnacoma  and  Inland  Roveone,  2R.  767 
Spirita,  Comm.  515, 518, 522 

Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.,  BoeJmUr 
Tnrkej  and  Oraece    Militaiy  Forcea,  716 

OxPOBD,  Bifihop  of 
Bnriala,  Comm.  «<.  6»  35  ;  ct  II,  41 
Marriage  with  a  Deceaaed  Wifo'a  Sialv,  2R. 
827 

Paoxt,  Mr.  B.  H.,  SowonoUkin,  JI6d 

Agricoltoral  Diatnaa,  Royal  Comailmian  mm 

— Reporta  on   Agricoltnre  in   the   United 

Statea,708 
ETcaham  Borough  Writ,  208 
Main  Roada,  Maintenance  oi,  Rea.  1814 
Merchant  Seamen  (PaTment  of  Wagaa,  An.). 

Comm.  799 
Spirita,  Comm.  515,  516,  520 
Wild  Birda  Protectkm  Uw 

525 

Paost,  Mr.  T.  T.,  ZmmUrMro,  8. 
Cattle    Importation  of  Foreign  Cattle,  715 
Wild  Birda  Protection  Law 
525 

Paimkb,  Mr.  J.  H.,  XMMfo 

Empfojera*  LiahOitj,  Ccaam.  1755 
Mr.  Bmdlaagh,  Baa.  471 

Pabkxr,  Mr.  0.  8.,  Forth 

Agricoltoral  Hddinga  (Scotland)  (Notfot  of 

Remofal),  2R.  150 
North  Britiah  Raflwaj  (Tkj  Bridge),  2R.  1889 
Wild  Birda  Piotectfon  Uw  AmeBdmeof.Co— . 

0L  2,  1993, 1994 

yarUsmntt 

LORDS— 

BoporUng  in  tho  Hbuto  of  Lorio  —  i2!#- 
port  ofSoUet  Cowmittoo 
Mored.  That  for  the  week  hegianing  5th  Joij 
the  woolaack  he  placed  at  the  north  end  of 
the  Ilooae :  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  do  aii 
foctng  the  Throne ;  that  the  uiorteaahm  W 
plaeed  where  the  woolaacks  now  are ;  and 
that  all  atanding  ordera  and  Regolaticao  io- 
eonaiatent  with  thia  motion  be  aoapeadad 
while  it  ia  in  font  (The  Emi  Jfiiiirli  ») 
/mm  29,   1086;    after  debate. 


MoTcd  to  reedfo.  That  It  ia 
aeat  for  one  or  two  repottara  be 
and  inexpenaifelf  eooatroeCed  in 
preaant  gallery ; 
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Pabiiambvt— LouNi — eont, 

TbftI  U  if  expedient  that  a  platform  be  tem- 
porarilj  and  inexpeiifiTely  ereeted  on  either 
tide  of  the  Home  below  the  Bar  aocordiof  to 
a  plan  prepared  hj  Mr.  6.  M.  Barry  in  1868 
for  the  better  aooommodation  of  the  reporters 
now  in  the  gallery  {The  Earl  Beaucnamp); 
alter  short  debate,  on  Question  f  Resolutions 
agreed  to 

COMMONS— 
Rules  and  Ordtri 

QuesiUmi,  Questions,  Lord  Oeorve  Hamilton, 

Mr.  A.  M.  Snllifan ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker, 

Mr.  W.  E.  ForstMT  Jul^  8, 1910 
QiMflipnt  bff  PrivaU  Members,  Question,  Mr. 

J.  Cowen ;   Answer,  Mr.  Speaker  July  8, 

1020 

Buthists  of  the  Eauee^PubUe  HuHneee 

Questions,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote,  Sir  GeoriKe 
CamdMly  Sir  Baldwyn  Leig hton ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Gladstone  June  15,  76 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Dillwyn,  Sir  Stafford  Northoote;  Answers, 
Mr.  Fawoett,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  17, 300 ; 
Questions, 'Mr.  Chaplin,  Mr.  Ashmead.BarU 
lett;  Answers,lilr.  Gladstone /tfM0  92,  546; 
—The  Land  BiUi,  Question,  Sir  Stafford 
Northoote ;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  24, 
714 :— Questions,  Sir  StaflbrdlNortheote,  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour  ;  Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone 
Jme  25, 843 ;  Questions,  Sir  Stafford  North- 
oote, Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard ;  Answers,  Mr. 
Gladstone  Julff  5,  1680;  Questions,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope; 
Answers,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  8,  1010 

Cimlroveried  EleeHans 

Judges'  Certifioates  and  Reports  respeeting  the 
Culowing  Cities,  Boroughs,  and  Counties, 
read 

Borough  tf  Evesham,  City  of  OUmeeeter  June  15, 

57 
Bcrmn^  of  Chranfesend,  Comty  of  WieHow 

Jmte  16, 118 
City  tf  (kttUerbury  June  17, 176 
Boteu^  of  Stroud  June  21,  415 
Berwghif  WaXUngford^Borimghof  WesOury 

June  22, 584 
County  of  Louth,  Couniy  of  Bute,  County  of 

Dumbarton  June  24,  704 
Maecbf^ld  Election  June  25,  833 
iVA0    Sarum    Election,    mymauth    Election 

June  28, 052 
Tewkesbury  Election  June  20, 1117 
Borough  of  Nottingham,  County  of  Down, 

Bewdley  Jtdy  1, 1236 
Borough  of  THrsk  July  2, 1386 
Town  of  Lichfield  July  6, 1748 

Bewdley  EUetUm  Petition  —  The  Law  of 
Agency,  Question,  Mr.  Lea;^Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  Juhib,  1628 

Borough  of  Euesham— The  Shorthand  Writers^ 
I<ibtes,  Question,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke ;  Answer, 
The  Attorney  General  June  28, 068  ;— iVo- 
seeutiom  of  a  Voter,  Question,  Mr.  J.  R. 
Torke:  Answer,  The  Attorney  General 
J^5,  1637 

YOXi.  OOLni.  [thibd  0XBI10.]  [oont. 


PABLIAiaifT— COMMONI— eOlU. 

Nottingham  Election  Petitum^T%s  Shorthand 
Writers*  Notes,  Question,  Mr.  A.  Balfour ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  July  8, 1012 

Plymouth  Election  Petition-^  The  Law  of 
Agency,  Question,  Mr.  Puleston  ;  Answer, 
Sir  William  Hareourt/n^y  1, 1243 

The  AthUme  Election  Petition  —  Employment 
of  Roman  CathciUe  Clergmcn  as  Personatmg 
Agents,  Question,  Mr.  Maoartney ;  Answer^ 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  17, 186 

Wicklow  Electum—JnspeetionofBaUot  Papers, 
Question,  Mr.  M'Coim  ;  Answer,  The  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland  July  5, 1626 

Election  PeUtians^Reparts  of  Election  Judges, 
Questions,  Mr.  Whitbread,  Mr.  J.  R.  Torke ; 
Answers,  The  Attorney  (General  June  25, 
842 

PmrUamentary  Representation 
Evesham  Borough  Writ 

MoTod,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  to  make  out 
a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a  Member  to 
senre  in  this  present  Parliament  for  tho 
Borough  of  Evesham,  in  the  room  of  Daniel 
Rowlinson  Ratoliffo,  esquire,  whose  Election 
hath  been  determined  to  be  Toid  "  {Lord  Ken- 
sington) June  17,  203 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
*•  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough  of 
Eresham  be  suspended  until  the  Shorthand 
Writers'  Notes  of  the  Judge  and  the  E?idenoe 
taken  at  the  Trial  of  the  Election  Petition  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House"  {Mr. 
Reginald  Yorke)  v.;  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  dm. : "  after  short  debate, 
Amendt.  withdrawn ;  Motion  withdrawn 

MoTed,  «  That  a  New  Writ  be  issued  for  the 
Election  of  a  Member  for  the  Borough  of 
Evesham,  in  the  room  of  lilr.  Daniel  Rowlin- 
son Ratcliffe,  whose  election  has  been  deter- 
mined to  be  Tdd  "  {Lord  Richard  Orosvenor) 
July  2,  1305 ;  after  short  debate,  Motfon 
agreed  to 

Ihmgannom  Writ 

Moved,  «That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  (Ireland)  to 
make  out  a  new  Writ  for  the  electing  of  a 
Member  to  senre  in  this  present  Parliament 
for  the  Borough  of  Dungannon,  in  the  room 
of  Thomas  Alexander  Dickson,  esquire,  whose 
Election  hath  been  determined  to  be  void  " 
(Lord  Richard  Orosvenor)  June  18, 380 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
**  the  issue  of  the  Writ  for  the  Borough  of 
Dungannon  be  postponed  for  one  week"  (5tV 
Oeorge  Camj^)  v.;  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  words,  4c. ; "  after  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  main  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

WatUngford  New  Writ 

Moved, "  That  a  new  Writ  be  issued  for  tho 
Borough  of  Wallingford,  for  the  election  of  a 
Member  in  lieu  of  Mr.  Walter  Wren,  whoee 
election  has  been  declared  to  he  void**  {Lord 
Richard  Orosvenor)  June  24,  727;  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 
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PartiUuMiUary  Bepre§mkttion    eont. 

Tmokiilmrff  Writ 

MoT6d,  *'That  Mr.  SpeakMr  do  imM  his  Wmr- 
rant  to  the  Olerk  of  tho  Ctowd  to  make  oat 
ft  new  Writ  for  the  eleoting  of  a  Member  to 
•erre  in  this  present  Parliament  for  the 
Boronjrh  of  Tewkesbury,  in  the  room  of  Wil- 
Uam  Edwin  Priee,  esqoire,  whose  Election 
hath  been  determined  to  be  Toid"  {Lord 
Riehatd  Orotwncr)  Jufy  3, 1387 

Amendt.  to  leaTO  oat  from  "  That,"  and  add 
« the  Writ  be  postponed  till  the  Shorthand 
Writers'  Notes  of  the  Proceedings  on  the 
Election  Petition  are  printed"  {Str  Oearge 
CampbeU)  v. ;  Qoestion  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  Ac. ; "  after  short  debate,  Qaestion 
pat;  A.  288,  N.  08,  M.  185  (D.L.  87) ;  main 
(Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to 

Birmck^upon-Tweed  Writ 

Order  [6th  July]  read,  for  the  issue  of  a  new 
Writ  for  Berwick-npon-Tweed  July  8, 1918 

MoTcd,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  issae  his  War- 
rant to  the  Clerk  of  the  Orown  to  make  oat 
a  sapersedeas  to  the  said  Writ  for  the  Elec- 
tion of  a  Member  to  serre  in  the  present 
Parliament,  for  the  town  of  Berwick-apon- 
Tweed  "  (Lard  Riekard  Orawenor) ;  after 
short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Bcrough  of  NorlhampUm,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Mao 
Iyer ;  Answer  Mr.  Gladstone  June  94, 715 

ParUamentary  EUeHont  —  Circular  of  the 
**  Liberal  Central  Ofieo,*'  Qaestion,  Mr. 
Gorst ;  Answer,  Sir  William  Harooarl 
June  15,  70  ;  Qoestion,  Mr.  Gorst ;  Answer, 
Mr.  Gladstone  June  17,  190 

JVaveUing  Eatpeneee  of  Outvoter »,  Qaestion, 
Baron  Henrj  de  Worms ;  Answer,  The  At- 
tonej  General  June  21, 486 

MlSOELLAinOUS   QUSSTTOVi 

Houee  of  Commcm^TU  Eleetrie  Light,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  D.  Grant;  Answer,  Mr.  Adam 
Jtdf  1, 1240 

The  Moueee  of  ParHament^Deeoraiiem  of  the 
Cenirat  SaU,  Qaestion,  Mr.  Schreibar ;  An- 
swer,  Mr.  Adam  July  1, 1246 

The  Palace  of  WeetaUmter^The  Clock  in 
Palace  Yara,  Question,  Mr.  Foteetes ;  An^ 
swer,  Blr.  Adam  July  8, 1912 

ParUamsnt — Ohuoetter  JShdion  PetMon 
CJudaee'  Beport) 

NotUe  of  Question,  Mr.  Monk  June  18, 299 

Iw^pttaHone  on  a  Member  of  tkU  Some, 
QuMtion,  Mr.  Monk;  Answer  Lord  Ran* 
dolph  Chmrchill ;  Questions,  Lord  Randolph 
ChnrohiU,  Mr.  Monk ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker^ 
Mr.  Gladstone  June  21,  432  ;  Obserratlons, 
Lord  Randolph  ChorohiU ;  Reply,  Mr.  Glad- 
stoDC ;  short  debate  thereon  June  24,  725 

Mored,  "That  a  Select  Conmiittee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  matter  contained 
in  the  last  paragraph  of  the  Judges'  Report 
on  the  Gloucester  Election  Petition,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  abandon- 
ment of  the  Petition  against  the  return  of 
Mr.  Monk  took  place"  (Lord  Randolph 
Churchill)  J%me  25,  938  ;  after  short  debate, 
Qoestion  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Select  Com- 
mittee appointed 

Committee  nominated  June  80  ;   J 
Committee,  948 


ParUammU-^Parlimnmimy  JBEmAmmm  AH^ 

1868— ir#i0  WHU 

MoTed,  "That  where  any  Eleetton has  bMtt  d^ 
clared  Toid,  under  the  ParUamentarjr  Eleo- 
tlons  Act  of  1868,  and  the  Judges  hare  re- 
ported that  any  person  has  been  gcSitf  of 
bribery  and  corrupt  praetices,  no  Motion  for 
the  issuing  of  a  New  Writ  shaU  be  made  with- 
out two  days'  prerious  Notice  being  gtrea  in 
the  Votes,  such  Notice  to  be  appointed  for 
consideration  before  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
and  Notices  of  Motion"  (Lord  Riekard 
Oroevenor)  June  15, 77 

Amendt.  in  line  4,  to  leare  o«l  <*  two»"  aid  in- 
sort  "  fourteen  *'(Mr.  /.  R.  Yarte)  v. ;  Ques- 
tion proposed, "  That  *two,' Aa. ;"  aftershori 
debate,  Queetion  pat,  and  agreed  lo  s  nain 
Question  put,  sod  agned  to 

Parliament  —  Parliamentary  Oaik  (Jfr. 

£radlawfh) 

Report  from  the  Select  Oomndttae^  wHh  IG- 
nutes  of  Eridenoe,  brought  up^  aad  read 
June  16, 168 

MoTcd,  "That  the  Report  lie  upon  the  TaUe  " 
(Jfr.  Wa^le) ;  MoUon  agreed  to  [No.  2961 

MoTcd,  *'  That  Mr.  BnuOau^,  Member  for  tba 
Borough  of  Northampton,  be  admitted  to 
make  an  AfBrmation  or  Declaration,  instead 
of  the  Oath  required  by  Law  "  {Mr,  Lakm 
cherc)  June  21, 448 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "  That,**  aad  add 
*'  having  regard  to  the  Reports  and  Proceed- 
ings of  two  Select  Committees  appofaitad  by 
this  House,  Mr.  Bradlaugh  be  not  permittod 
to  take  the  Oath  or  make  the  Ailrmatloo 
mentioned  in  the  Statute  29  Tic.  e.  19,  aad 
the  81  A  82  Vic.  c  72 "  {Sir  EatMnrn 
Oifant^  V. ;  QuestioB  propossd, "  Tkaft  tko 
words,  &c.  ; "  after  long  debate,  Morod, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned  **  (Mr, 
Newdegate) ;  after  ftirther  short  debalo. 
Question  pot,  and  agreed  to 

Debate  resumed  Jwne  22,  550 ;  after  long  do- 
bate.  Question  put;  A.  280,  N.  275  ;  Ita 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.  624 

Words  added ;  main  Qnestion|  as  ameodad,poi 

ResolTcd,  That,  baring  regard  to  the  Beoetti 
and  proceedings  of  two  Select  Ownrnftleeo 
appomted  by  tills  House,  Mr.  Bradtaofk  bo 
not  permitted  to  take  the  Oath  or  make  tkm 
Afllnnation  mentioned  in  the  Statute  t9 
Vie.  c  19,  and  the  81  and  82  VIo.  e.  72 

Mr.  Bradlaogh,  one  of  the  Bfembers  for  Nort^ 
ampton,  baring  come  to  the  Table,  fhrimtng 
to  take  the  Oath  required  by  Law,  629 ;  long 
proceedings  thereuDon 

And  it  WM  finally  Ordered,  That  Mr.  Btod- 
laugh,  baring  disobmd  the  Order,  aad  re- 
sisted the  authority  of  this  Hoose,  be  for  Ua 
said  oilbnoe  taken  into  the  enstody  of  tW 
Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House  ;  aad 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  iHoe  Ms  Wifftot  ao> 
cordin|^y 

The  Serieantot  Arms  informed  teHo«e that, 
in  obedience  to  the  Order  of  tko  Hoooe  of 
this  day,  and  in  oonformHy  with  Mr.  Spoaker'a 
Warrant,  he  had  taken  Mr.  Oiariat  Brad- 
laugh  into  Ma  oustody  Jme  28 
>?ed,  *'That  tUs  Hons^haTiag  owmlttsd 
>.  Biadlaogh  to  tilt  ovslodlf  oAho  Sesjeaai 


t 


k 


PIB        PAB 


{SESSION    1880} 

*i3- 


PAB       PAB 


ta^)— Mill. 

il  Arms  OB  aoooimt  of  hi*  diiobodionoe  of 
the  Ordori  of  the  Home,  and  of  hii  FMialaiioe 
to  iti  authority,  mod  baTing  thereby  sup- 
portod  ita  order  and  asaerted  ita  authority, 
Mr.  Bradlangh  be  dlaeharged  from  the  oas- 
tody  of  the  Seijeaat  at  Anna"  {Sir  Stagotd 
Northtoie)  Jume  34, 719 
Notioe,  (^eatioDf,  Mr.  Labonohere,  Lord  Rao- 
doli^  Chnrohill,  Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr.  Beree- 
ford  Hope,  Mr.  Conrtney,  Mr.  Macartney ; 
Aaawera,  Mr.  Gladstone,  Mr.  Speaker 
Jmi$  M,  834 ;  Notice  of  Reedatlon,  Mr. 
Oladatone;  ihort  debate  thereon  Jwm  28, 
97S ;  Noliee  of  Amendment  to  Motion,  Sir 
Stafford  Northoote  /mm  39, 1118 

PairliammU — ParUammtary  AfirmaUon 

FmUommUiQtrf  Oatha  Aett  l^W—Afirmation, 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Percy  Wyndliam;  Answer, 
Hr«  Gladstone  Jum  38,  W5 

MoTed,"That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  be  post- 
poned until  after  the  Motion  relating  to  the 
Parliamentary  AiBrmation"  (Mr.  OladiUms) 
My  1,  1261 ;  after  short  debate*  Motion 
agned  to 

Utmd,  **  That  erary  psnmi  retorned  ae  a 
Member  of  this  House,  who  may  claim  to  be 
a  pssaoo  ibr  the  time  being  by  Law  per- 
mitted to  make  a  sokmin  Aflirmatioii  or  ve- 
clwation  instead  of  taking  an  Oath,  ahall 
henceforth  (notwithstanding  so  mach  of  the 
Reedation  adopted  by  tma  Hoose  on  the 
f3nd  day  of  June  last  as  relates  to  Affirma- 
tion) be  permitted,  without  question,  to 
make  and  subscribe  a  solenm  Ainrmation  in 
the  ibrm  preacribed  by  *  The  Parliamentary 
Oatha  Act,  1866,'  as  altered  by  *  The  Pro- 
missory Oaths  Act,  1868,'  subject  to  any 
liabiUty  by  statute  "  {Mr.  Ohditom),  1267 

Ameiidt.  to  leafo  out  from  '<That,"  and  add 
"  this  House  cannot  adopt  a  Reeolntion  which 
virtoally  rescinds  the  Reeolution  passed  bf  it 
on  the  22nd  day  of  June  last  {aw  Staford 
Nortkcote)  v. ;  (Question  proposed, «  That  the 
words,  &c. ;"  after  long  debate.  Question 
put ;  A.  80f»  N.  849  ;  ft£  H 
DiT.  List,  A.  and  N.,  1843 

Main  Question  proposed 

Amendt  to  add  *' ProTided  always,  That  this 
Reeolution  shall  apply  to  persons  hereafter 
fotumed  as  Members  of  this  House  "  {Mr.  A. 
M.  StUUvan) ;  Queetion  put,  "  That  those 
words  be  there  added;"  A.  336,  N.  374; 
M.88  (D.L.S5) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mfed, "  That  the  Resolution  be  a  Standing 
Order  of  the  House  "  {Mr.  Oladi$(nu) ;  Ques- 
tieo  put,  and  agreed  to 

Mr.  BreuBamgh—CosU  ^  Ltaal  Prouedinga, 
Qaestione,  Mr.  Norwood,  Mr.  OaUan ;  An- 
awotV  Mr.  Gladatono;  Oheerfatioo^  Mr. 
firadlau^  Juiy  8,  1896 

J^mrUam$fU — Bapreteniation  qf  Ireland 

Notioe  of  Motlott.  "That  it  i«  desirable  that 
fHb  Wait  OT  IUHMn  wmmM  Be  no  Wnger  do- 
priTcd  of  its  due  share  of  Parliamentary  re- 
fNetaCiftlon "  (Mr.  »mk  e^Cemr)  JumW^, 
\H$  [Honeeoouttlidott} 


PARTJAlfKNT— HOTTSa  OF  OOXHOKS 

Nmp  WHi$Ii9Usi 

June  16 — Fw  Bandon  Borough,  v.  Gaotain 
Percy  Brodrick  Bernard,  Chutem 
Hundreds 

Jvm  38— ^or  GraTCsend,  v,  Thomas  BcTan, 
esquire,  Toid  Election 

JwM  2^^Far  Wallin^ord,  v.  Walter  Wren, 
esquire,  Toid  Election 
For  Buteshire,  v.  Thomas  Russell, 
esquire,  who,  haTing  held  a  Oon- 
tract  entered  into  for  the  Publio 
Senrioe  at  the  time  of  his  Election 
for  the  said  Shire,  wm  incapable  of 
being  elected  for  the  same 

Jume  80— ^or  Plymouth,  v.  Sir  Edward  Bates, 
baronet,  Toid  Election 

July  3 — ^JFbr  Eresham,  v.  Daniel  Rowlinson 
Ratdiflb,  esquire,  Toid  Election 

July  6^Fcr  Bewdley,  v.  Charles  Harrison, 
esquire,  TOid  Election 

/fify6— For  Berwick  Borough,  v,  the  Hon. 
Henry  Strutt^  now  Baron  Belper, 
called  up  to  the  House  of  Peers 

Ifew  Mmberi  Bwom 

Juns  80 — Richard  Lane  Allman,  esquire,  B4nu 

don  Bridge  Bereugh 
Jvh  1— Paodeli  Ralu,  esquire,  fTalUngfMt 
July  3 — Sir  Sydney  Waterlow,  baronet,  Ortntei- 

end 
July  6  —  Charles   Dalrymple,   esquire,    Bute 

Ceuniy 
July  8 — James  Dickson,  esquire,  Dungamion 

PfirliMBtntiiTy  Difqinalifloattoii  Bill 

{Sir  EardUy    WiUnot,   Mr.  Aldemum  Ibwler, 

Mr.  Bieki) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l''^J^dy  7  [BiU  369] 

Parliamentary  Oatlu  and  Afflrmatioiu 
Bill 

{Mr.  Zabou€h$r$,  Mr.  Burtf  Mr,  Josiph  Cowm, 
Mr.  Bilhcyn^  Mr.  MaodonaU) 

e.  Considered  in  Conmiittee ;  Reeolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered ;  read  1<»* 
June  28  [Bill  361] 

pASNiBLL,  Mr.  0.  S.y  Cork 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  3R. 

867,  891 ;  Comm.  1986, 1940, 1980 
Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  3R.  1811 
Ireland — MisoelUneous  Qoesticos 

Distrees,  841 ;— Famine  FcTcr  in  Mayo, 

443 
National  Schools— Assistant  Teachers,  1241 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  709,  710 
State  of  Ireland— Landlord  and  Temmt— 
Execution  Creditors,  1343 
Navy  Estimates— New  Woriu,  Buildings,  Ac. 

1078 
Pariiamentary  Affirmation,  Res.  1304 
ParUamenUu7  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  667, 669 
ReUef  of  Diatresa  (IreUad),  fR.  800,  803, 
809.  1348,  1849,  1866^  1868 ;    MiUmii  for 
AcUomment,  1864 
ReUef  of  DialMoa  (Iivhyid)  (No.  3),  969»  971 
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Paembll,  Mr.  C.  S.— «<ml. 

Relief  of  DittTMi  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment,  New  Clauie,  Ae.  201 ;  3R.  217,  222, 
241,  263  :  Comm.  Motion  for  Adjoomment, 
299,  SOi,  816,  817,  822 ;  el.  2,  Amendt. 
1446,  1447,  1461,  14fi8,  1466, 1469,  1470, 
1476,  1498,  1000.  1016,  1020,1022,1028; 
a,  8,  1031,  1032,1089;  «/.  0,  1049;  d.  6. 
1000 ;  add,  el  Amendt.  1066,  1068,  1069, 
1082,  1084.  1087,  1089;  Postponed  el,  3 
and  4,  Motion  for  reporting  Progreu,  1098, 
1094 

Sea  Fiiberiei  (Ireland),  2R.  1800 

Supply— CiTil  Serrices  and  ReTonae  Depart- 
ments, 927 
Comm.  923 


Pbabb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Britiih  Bormah — Ooniumptlon  of  Opium,  1900 
Closing  of  Pablio-Honses  on  Sunday,  Res.  901 ; 

Amendt.  918 
Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  1417 

Peddxe,  Mr.  J.  Diox-,  Kilmaimoek,  S^e. 
NaTy  Eatimate*— Scientiflo  Braooh,  992 

FsBX,  Sir  H.  W.,  Swreff,  Mii 

Burial  Aota— Batttnea  Burial  Board— Ctm*- 
teriii,  1901 

Phl,  Mr.  A.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  the  Mome  Department), 

Warwick  Bo. 
Agrioultural  Holdinp  (SooUand)   (Notiot  of 

RemoTal),  2R.  140 
Prisons  Aot,  1860— Plank  Bed,  1701 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  1177 
Town  Counoils  (Aldermen),  2R.  129 
Welbeck,  Alleged  Poisoning  at,  1444 

FiT.Li  Mr.  A.|  Z&M$iUr$hir0,  8. 

Compensation  for  Disturbanoe  (Ireland),  Conmu 
1921 ;  Amendt.  1922, 1979 

FnoTy  Bight  Hon.  Earl,  NbrthumhcT' 
land^. 
Army  Ciroulan— Appendix  to  Clause  154«- 
AdTertisements,  080 

FiTBBBOBouoH,  Biahop  of 

Buriali,  BR.  688,  689, 690 

Pier  and  Harbonr  Orders  Conllrmation 

Bill        (iff.  AihUy,  Mr,  OhimbirUUn) 

€.  Report  •  My  6  [Bill  170] 

Considered  */fi^  7 

FiiATFAiBy    Bight    Hon.     Mr.     lyon 
(Chairman  of  Oommittees  of  ^bjp 
and  Means),    Edinburgh   and 
Andr$w*$  Un%v0rt%ti$$ 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District 
ways  (City  Lines  and  Exteoaioos),  SR.  I 


Platvaib,  Right  Hon.  Mr.  Lyoo    ttmL 

Nary  Estimates— Doekyards  and  Naval  TarSs 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1083,  1004.  lOiS 
Medioal    Establishmenta    at    Home    and 

Abroad.  1060 
NaTal  Stores,  Building  and  Repairing  FUel, 

dM>.  1060 
Soientifio  Branoh,  992. 1001, 1002 
Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Townabip  Water.  2R. 

1116 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amead. 
ment.  Comm.  «<.  1. 1440  ;  e<.  2,  1447,  1448, 
1460,1460.  1009,  1012,  1018,;i016.  1028. 
1020;  Amendt  1026;  eL  3.  1028,  1087. 
1088 ;  el,  4.  1041 ;  el,  0,  1048 ;  add,  eL 
1084;  Postponed  ci.  8  and  4, 1094 

Plttnkst,  Bight  Hon.  D.  R,  DMm 

Un%v0r9%iy 
Compensation  for  Diaturbanct  (Ireland),  3R. 

877 
Irish  Church   Act  (1869)  Amendmnt^nc 
Minor  Incumbents,  040 


Poor  Law 

lilr.  Byrne ;  Answer,  Mr.  Dodaoa 
887 
Jn$am€  Pmtcmi^  The  Pcriiwwitth 
tion.  Sir  H.Drummcnd  Wolff ; 
ChUdert /tKM  88,  MS 


SS* 

•  Mr. 


Poit  Ofies  {MaU  drntracUj^Hw  OrimU 
and  ih$  Pimmular  and  Orianial  Oom» 
pamsi 
.Question,  Mr.  Baxter;  Anawer,  Mr.  Faweetl 
Jtnu  10, 60 

Poit  QgUe  {TOegraph  IkpartwrnUy-^Dia- 

eloi¥r$  of  T$UJram9 
Question,  Mr,  Callan;  Anawur,  Mr.  Fkvwtt 
Jume  89, 1188 

PowBB,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  M»fa 

Compensation  for  IMsturbanet  (Iruaad),  Omhu. 

1948, 1948 
Fiiity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  8R.  1814 
Ireland — Miscellaneoua  Queetiona 

Distress    Famine  Ferer  in  Maje,    MS : 

—Relief  Worka.  1897 
Fishery  Piers,  898,  894 
Landlord  and  Tenant,  76 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Bee.  788 
Pariiamentary  Afknation — Mr.  Bradlaffc 

Notice  of  Bee.  978, 974 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland),  8R.  807, 1868 
R«lief  of  Distrees  (Ireland)  (No.  8),  971 
Rdief  of  Distrees  (Ireland)  Act  (1880) 
BMOt,  Comm.  804  ;  cl.  8,  1481,  1518  ; 
•{.1078 


Mr.  B.,  Wai$rf6rd 
'y  Storii,  AppdBtBMBl  «r  a 


'Ma  (Ireland)  Act  (1880) 
w  cl.  3, 1689, 1087,  U88. 1848 
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P&iOB,  Captain  O.  E.,  Devonport 
NaTj — IditoellaDeoiis  Questions 
CommADder  Brace,  Death  of,  439 
Flogging  in  the  Na?/,  187,  488 
H.M.S.  *'  Thanderer,"  Report  of  the  HesTj 

God  Committee,  1685 
NaTal  Reterres,  1684,  1001 
Ke-organisation  of   the    Marine   Corps- 
Royal  Marine  Artillery,  1917 
Nafj  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1035,  1057 
Marine  Divisions,  1061,  1062,  1063 
New  Works,  Boildlogs,  Ac.  1070 
Scientific  Branch,  984,  997,    999,    1001, 
1002, 1014 

PrUoM  AeU 
Mamstratei*    8erUence»  <—  Coie  of  Catherine 

Votmoly,  Question,  Mr.  Passmore  Edwards ; 

Answer,  Sir  William  Harcourt   June    29, 

1120;  .Question,  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke; 

Answer,  The  Earl  of  Fife  July  1,  1235  ; 

^-Prisons   Act,    1865— 7%^   Flomk   Bed, 

Question,  Mr.  P.  A.  Taylor ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Arthur  Peel /u^y  6,  1751 
Report  of  Commitsion  on  Penal  Servitude  Acte 

— Inspection  of  Convict  Prisons,  Question, 

Sir  Henry  Holland;   Answer,   Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster  June  21,  418 

Publu>  Mealth — Condemned  Meat 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Shaw 
Lefef  re  June  17»  193 

Public    Health    (Scotland)   Provisional 
Order  (Blantyre)  Bill         {Mr,  Arthur 

Peel,  Secretary  Sir  William  Eareourt) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  I**  •  June  18  [BiU  288] 

Remd2o*/un0  29 

Public    Health   (Scotland)   Provisional 
Order  (Lanark)  Bill  {Mr.  Arthur 

Peel,  Secretary  Sir  William  Harcourt) 

e.  Ordered ;  read  l'^  •  June  18  [BiU  234] 

Read  2^  *  June  28 

FuoHy  Mr.  L.  p.,  Cardiganshire 
Indi»— Administration  of  Justice,  1896 

PuLESToir,  Mr.  J.  H.,  Devonport 

Cootro?erted    Elections  —  Plymouth  Election 

Petition,  1243 
Na?y  Estimates — Marine  Divisions,  1062 
Scientific  Branch,  998 

EaUwofis  —  Fumesi  Railway  Certijicate, 

1880 
Moved  to  resolve.  That  the  certificate  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  authorising  the  Fumess 
Railway  Company  to  construct  a  railway  in 
the  Township  of  Preston  Quarter  and  parish 
of  St.  Bees  in  the  county  of  Cumberland  (a 
draft  of  which  was  laid  before  the  House  on 
the  26th  of  May  last),  ought  not  to  be  made 
(The  Marquess  of  Huntly)  July  6,  1729; 
after  short  debate,  on  Question  f  resolved  in 
thABegaUve 

[eont. 


RaHways—'Fumess  Railway  Certificate,  1880 — 
— oont. 

Moved,  "That  the  draft  Certificate  of  the 
Boarid  of  Trade  now  lying  upon  the  Table, 
entitled  'The  Fnrnea  Railway  Certificate, 
1880,'  ought  not  to  be  made  "  {Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinek)  July  6,  1749  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Bamsat,  Lord,  lAverpool 
Navy    Estimates  —  Scientific    Branch,    1002, 
1020,  1022 

Bahsay,  Mr.  J.,  Falkirk f  Sfe. 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Notice  of 

Removal),  2R.  136 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  cl,  6,  1666 

Rathminea  and  Rathgar  Township  Water 

Bill  ILords]  {by  Order) 
c.  Moved,   *«That   the    BiU  be    now  read   2^* 
/un«  29,  1109 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  three  months"  (Ifr,  M,  Brooks) ; 
Question  proposed,    *'  That    '  now,'  Ae, ;  '* 
after  short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 

Bavensworth,  Earl  of 

Navy— Type  of  Training  Ships,  1383 

Bbdssdale,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Com- 
mittees) 

Burials,  3R.  698 

Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  Amendt.  1218 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Ix>rds,  Report  of 
Select  Committee,  Res.  1097, 1104, 1106 

Beed,  Sir  C,  St.  Ives 

Elementary  Education— Board  Schools — Cor- 
poral Punishment,  1248 

Beed,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Cardiff 
Inland  Revenue — Intoxicants,  967 
Navy  Estimates^Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1034 
Scientific  Branch,  994,  1012 

BeUef  of  Difftress  dreland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  (TKeUy) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  i'^  •  June  22  [BUI  244] 

Moved,  •*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2« " 
June  24,  800;  after  short  debate,  Moved, 
"  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Mr, 
Morgan  Lloyd)  ;  after  further  short  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

Debate  resumed  July  1, 1347 

Amendt.  to  leaye  out  '*  now,"  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr.  Dodds) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  *'That  'now,'  dtc.;"  aaer 
short  debate.  Moved,  "That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Gladstone)  i  after  fur* 
ther  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  ;  Moved,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  adjourned 
till  Saturday"  {Mr.  PamellU  after  short 
debate.  Question  put;  A.  22,  N.  62 ;  M.  40 
(D.  L.  86) :  Debate  atyonmed  till  Monday  next 

BiU  withdrawn*  July  6 
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BaUef  tf  Distaress  drelaad)  Act  (1880) 
Amendment  Bill 

{Mr,  W.  IS,  Faratdr,  Lord  Frederick  Cavendish) 

€.  Tke  Niw  Clatue  and  Schedule,  Qnestion,  Mr. 
O'ShaugbneMj ;  Aoswer,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster 
June  17,  201 

Acyooraed  Debate  on  Question  [llth  Jane], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«"  resamed 
June  17,  210 ;  Mored,  "  That  tbe  Debate  be 
now  a43<>"n>^"  (^*  ChapUn);  after  abort 
debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Original  Question  again  proposed ;  after  long 
debate,  original  Question  put,  and  agreed 
to  :  BiU  read  2«  [Bill  205] 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  '<  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair" 
June  18.  299 ;  Moved.  <*  That  the  Debate 
be  now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Pamell);  Motion 
withdrawn 

Atter  debate.  Amend t.  to  leave  out  from 
"That," and  add  "the  Bill  be  referred  to  a 
Seleot  Committee"  {Mr.  Jueiin  M*Cari!iy) 
v.;  Question  proposed,  "That  tbe  words, 
d(o.;"  after  further  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.   Speaker,  Ao. ; 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee— r.p. 

Questions,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  O'Connor  Power ; 
Answers,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster  June  28,  969 

Committee— B.P.  July  S,  1445 

Bepreientation  of  the  People  (Sootluid) 
Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill        {Mr. 

M^LapanfColonel  Alexander,  Mr.  Robert  Buf) 

e.  Committee  • ;  Report  June  24      [BiU  208] 

Read  3*  *  June  25 
/.  Read  l^*{BarlofAirUe)  June  28  (No.  108) 

Read  2*  July  6,  1732 

Committee*;  Report  Jufy 8 


Revenue  Offices  (Scotland)  Holidays  Bill 

{Mr.  James  Stewart,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Richard 

Campbell) 
e.  Ordered ;  read  I''*  J^  5  [Bill  254] 


BioHABD,  Mr.  H.,  Jlt0rihyr  Tythil 
European  Armaments,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

80,  111,  1397 
Parliamentarj  Affirmation,  Res.  1810 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Wales), 

2R.  1171 


BiOHABDsoK,  Mr.  J.  N.|  ArmMgk  Co. 

Fizitr  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1191 
Relief  of  Distrtis  (Indmnd)  Aot  (1880)  Amend, 
ment,  2R.  288 


BioHHONB  AVD  QovDOJXf  Dnke  of 

Armjr  Edueation — litenuj  and  Physieal  Com- 
petitions, Report  of  the  Joint  Committee, 
1613 

Earldom  of  Mar,  Res.  1233 

Elementary  Edueation,  Motion  for  an  Address, 
277 

[pont^ 


RioHifoim  Aifp  GoBDOv,  Duke  of    MtU. 
Elementary  Edooation^New  Code,  1880— The 

Fourth  Schedule,  1743, 1744 
Elementary  Edueation,  2R.  1620 
Endowed  Schods  Aci— Tb«  KIrkham  Grmis- 

mar  School,  1734 

RiTCHiB,  Captain  0.  T.,  Thwer  BamUU 

Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  76 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 
ways   (City    Lines    and    EztensioDs),    2R. 
Amendt.  43,  47 
Relief  of  DUtress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Aaeod- 
ment,  2R.  216 

Rivers  Conservancy  BiU 

Obserfations,  The  Earl  of  Sandwich  Jmiy  8, 
1865 

EoBEBTs,  Mr.  J.,  Flint,  Sfc. 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sundaj  (Walee). 

2R.  1167 
Town  Councils  (Aldermen),  2R.  127 

BoDWELL,  Mr.  B.  B.  H.,  Cmnhrid^oMra 

Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  596 
Parliament— Tewkesbury  Writ,  1891 
Rathmines  and  Ratkgar  Townskip  Water,  S&. 

nil 

BooBBS,  Mr.  J.  £.  Thorold,  SotUkwmrk 
Church  Rates  (St.  Saviour's,  Sonlhwark).  84e 
Criminal  Law--Solomon  Nathan,  Cass  oC  713 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  624 

BoxTKDBLL,  Mr.  C.  8.,  Orantiam 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (IrelAiid),  SR. 
1137 

BirssBLL,  Sir  C,   WestmimUr 
Co-operatiTc  Stores,  77 

BxJSSELL,  Mr.  0.,  Dwndulk 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Irelaad),  tR. 

869 
ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Ameod- 

ment,  Comm.  cX.  2, 1500 

Rwsia  and  British  India 
Resolution,  Mr.  Ashmead-BartleU  J^t,  litf 
[House  counted  out] 

Russia  and  China — Rumoured  SoetiliHa^ 
(Question,  Sir  Stafford  Northcote; 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  1, 1260  : 
tion,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  ;  Aoiww,  Mr.  Ola4- 
stone  July  8,  1895 

Russia  and  the  Porie^Vr.  Olaieim^a 
Speeches 
MoTed,  '*  That  there  be  laid  before  this  Uooam. 
Return  of  the  numbers  of  killed  and  wo«Bde4 
in  the  late  War  between  Russia  and  thm 
Porte"  {The  Lord  Siraihedsm  amd  Ccjh^ 
beU)  July  8,  1866;  after  short  debete.  Mo. 
tion  withdrawn 
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Btlaitds,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Ballot  Aet— Section  24«Pertooatioii  at  Elec- 
tion!, 188 
Efesham  Borongfa  Writ,  907 
Navy  Estimates — Doekyarde  and  Na?al  Tardi 

at  Home  and  Abroad,  1043 
Relief  of  Ulitresi  (Ireland  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Oomm.  817,  818 ;  el.  2,  1481 
Suppl/---Ci?il  Serfice  and  Rerenoe  Depart- 
mentf ,  080 
Ckunm.  020 

St.  Aubyk,  Sir  J.,  Cornwall,  W, 
Sea  Fieheriei  (Ireland),  2R.  1884 

Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

Bill    {Mr,  StevensoHf  Mr.  BirUy,  Mr.  JanuM, 
Mr.  Charles  WiUon,  Mr.  WiUiam  M Arthur) 
€.  BUI  withdrawn  •  June  21  [  Bill  1 46] 


Bale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday 

(Wales)  BiU  (Mr.  EoberU,  Mr. 

Riehard^  Mr.  Samuel  Holland,  Mr.  Hu$iey 
Vivian,  Mr.  Watkin  WiUiamt) 
e.  Moved,   "That   the  BiU  be  now   read  2o" 

/tfii«80, 1167 
After  short  debate,  Amendt.  to  lea?e  ont 
"  now,"  and  add  **  upon  this  day  three 
months"  (ilr.  Warton)',  Qnestion  proposed, 
«*  That '  now,'  dto. ;"  after  further  short  de- 
bate, Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  main 
Qnestion  pat,  and  agreed  to ;  BUI  read  2« 

[BUI  181] 


Salisbttbt,  Marquess  of 

Burials,  Oomm.  cC,  1,  Amendt.  14  ;  cU  6,  ZZ 

Salmon  and  Freshwater  Fishery  Laws 
Amendment  Bill 

{Sir  Joseph  Bailey,  Mr.  DiUwyn,  Mr.  Dodde, 

Mr.  StOiffbrd  Moward) 
e.  Committee  *  ;  EUport  June  24   iBUls  187-246] 

Samitblsok,  Mr.  B.,  Banbury 

Agricultural  Holdmgs  (England)  Act  (1875) 

Amendment,  2R.  1868,  1864 
Education— New  Code  of  Regolations,   1880, 

986,967 

SAic0SL8Oir,  Mr.  H.  B.,  J^ome 
Parliament — E? esham  Borough  Writ,  208 
Tewkesbury  Writ,  1898 

Sahdobt,  Bight  Hon.  Viscount,   Lker* 

pool 

Employers  and  Workmen  Act  (1870)  (Exten- 
sion to  Seamen),  2B.  168 

lierahant  Seamen  (Payment  of  Wages,  dm.), 
Comm.  Amendt.  790,  796,  797,  799 

Sajtdwioh,  Earl  of 
BiTcrt  Ooofenrancy,  1866 

t 


Savings  Banks  Bill  [BUl  188]  {Mr.  Gladetme, 

Mr.  Faweett,  Lord  Frederick  Oavendieh) 

€.  Moved,  **  That  the  BUI  be  now  read  r* " 
June  18,  826 

Amendt.  to  leafe  ont  from  "That,"  and  add 
''the  extension  of  the  limits  of  deposits  in 
Safings  Banks  proposed  in  this  BiU  wonld 
result  in  so  serious  a  discouragement  of 
private  enterprise  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House,  no  such  step  should  be  taken  without 
careful  inquiry  "  {Ifr.  W.  Fowler)  v. ;  Qnes- 
tion propoeed,  "  That  the  words,  4c. ; " 
MoTcd,  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned" 
{Mr.  Bareourt)  ;  after  short  debate.  Debate 
adjourned 

Debate  resumed  June  25,  892 ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Debate  a<yoamed 

SOHBETBEB,  Mr.   0.,  PooU 
Army — India— Indian  Serrice  Pensions,  424 
Census,  69 

Employers*  Liability,  Comm.  1778 
Houses  of  Parliament — Decoration  of  the  Cen- 
tral Uall,  1246 

Seienee  and  Art — The  Royal  School  of 

Mines 
Qnestion,  Mr.  DUlwyn  ;  Answer,  Mr.  MundeUa 
July  8,  1918 

Science  and  Art — The  National  OaUery — 
Extemion  of  Hours  of  A  dmission 

Moved  for,  '*  Copies  of  the  Resolutions  passeid 
by  the  Trustees  of  the  National  Gallery,  with 
their  explanatory  remarks,  on  the  Question 
of  keeping  the  Gallery  open  throughout  the 
year  and  the  admission  of  the  public  on 
students  days'*  {The  Vtecaunt  Bardinye) 
June  18,  284 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

(^estion,  Mr.  Coope;  Answer,  Mr.  Adam 
Jttfy  1,1266 

SOOTLAND 

Seriot*t  HoepHal^  Edinburyhf  Questions,  Sir 
Edward  Colebrooke,  Mr.  McLaren  ;  Answers, 
Sir  William  Haroourt  June  17,  191 

The  Sonne  Office,  Edinburyh,  Question,  Sir 
Herbert  MaxweU;  Answer,  Sir  WUliam 
Haroourt  June  21,  428 

The  Tay  Bridge  Disaster —The  Report,  Qnes- 
tion, Mr.  lienderson;  Answer,  Mr,  Cham- 
berlain June  17,  200 

SooTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  HanU,  S, 
Army— Medals  for  the  Cape  Frontier  War, 

1877-8,  and  the  Zulu  War,  1879.  717 
ParUamenUry  AfBrmation,  Res.  1286,  1847 
Supply— 'CivU  Servieee  and  Revenue  Depart- 
menU,  981 

Soorr,  Mr.  M.  D.,  Sussex,  S. 
Indian  Railways  —  Portugal  —  Port   of  Goa, 

1249 
Licensing  Laws  Amendment,  2R.  161 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Uqnorson  Sunday  (Wales), 

2P,  1'77 


SEA  SMI  (INDEX) 

Sea  Fisheries  (Xrelaad)  BiU     (Mr.  Coaku, 

Coionsl  CoUhur$t,  Mr.  WiUUm  Corbet,  Mr. 
T.  P.  (yOmnory  Mr.  BUnmrhauett) 

€.  MoTed,  *•  That  the  Bill  be  dow  read  2^  *' 
July  7,  1819;  after  long  debate,  (^oettion 
pot ;  A.  125,  N.  172  ;  M.  47  (D.  L.  44) 

[BiU  135] 


SHT 


SPE 


SBLwnr-lBBETSOK,  Sir  H.  J.,  jSBseZy  W. 
Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 

irays  (City  Lines  and  Extensions),  3R.  49 
Spirits,  Comm.  518 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 

523 :  Preamble,  526 

Settled  Land  BiU  [H.L.]    (The  JSarl  Caims) 

I.  Read  8*  •  June  17  (No.  81) 

c.  Read  1^*  (Sir  SU^ord  NortheoU)  June  18 

[BiU  280] 

Sextok,  Mr.  T.,  Sligo 
Gon    Licence    Act  (1870)  Amendment,  2R. 

Amendt.  154, 156 
Ireland— Miscellaneoos  Questions 

Baronial  Sessions — Presentments,  63 
Intermediate  Bdncation    (Ireland)    Act- 
Examinations  and  RewsVds,  62 
Irish  Land  Act,  1870,  296  ;— Rojal  Com- 
mission, 439 
Magistracy  —  Petty    Sessions   DLstriot  of 

Dromore,  536 
Stipendiary  Magistrates,  67 

6haw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  Co. 

ReUef  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment^ 229 

Shebbrooee,  Yiscount 

ElemenUry  Education  —  New  Code,  1880— 
The  Fourth  Schedule,  1745 

Ireland,  Sute  of— Serrioe  of  Prooeis— Con- 
stabulary, 1108 

Sdcok,  Mr.  Serjeant  J.,  D&wihwry 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  463, 509 

SiKOLAUi,  Sir  J.  G.  T.,  CaithneM-ihire 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  Comm. 
1950, 1952, 1953 

Slago,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 
Customs  and  Inland  RcTenue,  2R.  753 

Smith,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.,  Woitminsier 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  2R. 

1149 
France— Financial  Measures,  717 
Na?y  Estimates    Dockyards  and  Na?al  Yards 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  1051, 1055 
Marine  Dirisions,  1063 
New  '^Qgs,  Ac.  1065,  1068, 


Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,  T^>permry 
Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1191 
Parliamentary  AtBrmation,  Rse.  1388 
RaUways  (IreUnd)— Sontbem  RaUway  (Clott- 
mel  and  Thnrles),  1857 
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1019,  1020, 1022 
ime  and  Abroad, 

41860)  Amend- 

MtmtlM^  1895 


Solicitor  Gsksral,  The  (Sir  Farbke 
Herschsll),  jiurkam 
Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Jndgee'  Repori)^ 

Motion  for  a  Select  Committee,  947,  948 
Parliamentary  Affirmation,  Res.  1319 

SoIidtorB  SenLuneration  Bill  [h^] 

(The  JSarl  Ceime) 
I  Read  3**  June  15  (No.  63) 

S0MEB8BT,  Duke  of 
Cyprus — Harbour  of  Famagousta,  1380 
Elementary  Education,  Motion  for  an  Addrw, 

272 
Elementary  Education— New  Code,  1880 — TIm 

Fourth  Schedule,  1744 
Elementary  Education,  2R.  1620    ' 
Navy — Breakwater  at  Aldemey,  404 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  R^ori  of 

Select  Committee,  Res.  1091 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Greece  and  ToriLey— BMli- 

flcation  of  the  Frontier,  1877 

South  Western  (of  London)  Diitriet  FMt 
Office  BiU 

(Lord  Frtderiek  Caeendish,  Mr.  FmeeeU) 

c.  Ordered  *  June  15 

Readl«*/tintfl6  [BIU  227] 

Read  2«*,  and  referred  to  a  Seleot  C< 

June  25 
Select  Committee  nominated ;  list  of  the 

mittee /im«  30,  1214 
Report  of  Seleot  Comm.*  July  7 

Spain 
Commercial  Rdatums,    Question,   Mr.    Mae 

If  er ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  June  15, 

74 
Detention  of  a  Britiih  Subject  at  Fernando  Pe, 

Question,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answer,  Sir  Charke 

W.  Dilke  July  5,  1622 

Spbasbr,  The  (Bight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 

Brand),  CamSridgoehire 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  Leaie, 

393 :  2R.  1673 ;  Comm.  1922,  1925,  1943. 

1982 
Criminal  Law— Poaohing  in  Hawardea  Park, 

1632 
Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  1755, 1764 
EtIcUods  (Ireland),  1911,  1912 
Filey  Harbour,  2R.  954 
Imputations  00  a  Member  of  this  Houe— Gkw- 

oester  Election  Petition — Judges*  Report, 

433 
Intoxicating  Liquors  (Licences),  Res.  385 
Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland),  76 
Marriage  with  a  Deeeased  Wife's  Sister,  2R. 

522 
MetropollUn  and  Metropolitaa  District  Rai^ 

waji  (City  Uoet  and  Eztaodons),  2R.  5$ 
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SFEAK»B,The    eemL 

M.  OhaUMnel-LMoar,  the  Freooli  AmbMiador, 

196, 197»  198 
Mr.  BrmdUiigfa,  Rm.  560,  SS5,  836 
Na?7— Nana  ReterfM,  1901 
North  Britiah  RaUwaj  (^  Bridge),  3R.  1885, 

1899 
PariiMMni— Towkadrary  Writ,  1899,  1393 
PariianiMitary  Afflrmaiion  —  Mr.  Bradlangb, 

Notioa  of  RMolatioD,  973,  974 
ParUameiitary  Afflrmatioo,  Res.  1266,   1318, 

1340 
Parliainratary   Eloetioot    Aet,    1868  — Now 

Wnta,  Roo.  78,  79 
ParliaoMiitarj  Oath— Mr.  Bradlaogfa,  630, 631, 

638, 640,  641,  643,  643,  644,  645,  647,  648, 

649,  652, 654,  659 
Qnoatioos  by  Pri?ato  Membon .  1920 
Rolief  of  DUtroM  (Irolaod),  2R.  803,  1348, 

1349.  1355,  1364.  1365 
Roliof  of  DutraM  (Ireland)  Aot  (1880)  Amend- 

ment,  2R.  211,  212,  213,  215,  216  ;   Comm. 

317 
Savings  Banks,  2R.  340 
Sopplj,  Comm.  924 

Spxnoxb,  Earl  (Lord  Preddent  of  the 
Oouncil) 

Agrienltnnd  Soienoe,  Inttmetioa  in,  173 
Elomentarj  Edooation,  Motion  for  an  Addrtes, 

280 
ElofDontary  Edneation— New  Code,  1880— The 

Fourth  Sobednle,  1737, 1743.  1747 
El^mentar/  Ednoation,  2R.  1615, 1621 ;  Comm. 

ei.  3, 1866 
Endowed   Sohoola  Aot — Kirk  ham   Grammar 

Sehool,  1734 
Ireland — liiaeeUaneoiis  (^aeetiooe 

Crime   and   Outrages  —  Attaek   on    Mr. 

Aeheeoo,  414 
Dlstrsee— Eriotiono,  532, 533 
State  of  Ireland— The  Irish  Spring  Assiseiy 
409 
Ireland— Agrionltoral  Holdings,  Motion  for  a 

Return,  409 
Ireland — Landlord  and  Tenant— Ejeetments, 

Motioo  for  Papers,  1615, 1747 
Ireland — Outrages,  Motion  for  a  Return,  529, 

530 
Ireland- Relief  of  Diftress,  Motion  for  a  R#- 
tum,  412 

Spirits  Bin      ( Urd  Fr$iiriek  d^nndUk,  Mr. 
Attormp  0m$4rmlf  Mr*  Solicitor  Oomrsi) 

e.  Oommittee— B.P.  Jme  21, 514        [BiU  210] 

Stanhopb,  Hon.  E.,  IdncohtMn,  Mid. 
Indian  Famine  Commission  —  First  Report* 

1635 
Mr.  Bradlaugb,  Res«  507, 509 

Stahixt,  Hon.  E.  L.,  Oldham 
European  Armaments,  Motion  for  an  Address, 

108 
Parliamentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlaugb),  653; 

Motion  for  A4}oumment,  654,  656 
Relief  of  Di8tree8(lreUnd)  Aet  (1880)  Amend- 

■MOt,  Comm.  d,  2, 1469, 1523 
Town  ConaeOs  (Aldsmsn),  2R.  126 


Stahuet  of  Aldeklbt,  Lord 
Hoojf  Kong — Domestio  Serritudo— Contagious 
^  Ordinanoe,  1867,  398 


Statatoi  (Definition  of  Time)  Bin 

{Dr,  Camoromf  Mr.  Dacid  Jonkins,  Mr,  ^rringion) 

e.  Ordered :  reed  1**  /hm  16  [BiU  225] 

Read2**  JtcM30 
Committee*:  Report /n/y 5 
Read3»*^8 

Stsyinsov,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  ShiMU 

Closing  of  Publio  Houses  on  Sunday,  Res.  893, 

918 
Merehant  Seamen— Pajment  of  Wages,  Ao. 

Comm.  799 
Town  ConnoOs  (Aldermen),  2R.  122 

Btewabt,  Mr.  M.  J.,   Wigion^  ire. 
Agrieultural  Holdings  (Seotland)  (Notiee  of 

Remofal).  2R.  149 
Franoe,   Commercial    Treaty   with  «-  Sugar 

Bounties,  545 
Indi»— Opium  Trade  in  British  Bnrmah,  428 

Btobsb,  Mr.  G.,  Nbttinghamhire,  8. 
Customs  and  Inland  Rerenue,  Comm.  1787 
Ways  and  Means— The  Beer  Duty,  713 

Strahan,  6ov$mor 
Question,  Mr.  Errington ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
Duff  My  8, 1912 

Strathedev  and  Campbell,  Lord 

Russia  and  the  Porte— Mr.  GUdstone's  Speeohes, 
Motion  for  a  Paper,  1866, 1871, 1875 

Turliey— Ottoman  Assemblies,  Motion  for  In- 
structions to  Mr.  Goecheo,  165 

Strathnaibh,  Lord 
Burials,  Comm.  61. 1,  Amendt.  10 

Stuabt,  Mr.  H.  Yiluebs-,  WaUrford  Co. 

National  Scboole  (Ireland)— National  School 
Teachers,  1240 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland;)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  306;  eL  2,  1504;  ocU.  el. 
1584, 1589 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  2R.  1839 

SuDBLBT,  Lord 

Fumees  Railway  CertiAcate,  1880,  Res.  1730 
Parks  (Metropolis)— Free  SeaU,  175 
Reporting  in  the  House  of  Lords,  Report  of 
Select  Conmiittee,  Res.  1093 

SuLLiYAK,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Moaih 
Army— Auxiliary  Forces    The  Fourth  East 

ToriL  Artillery  Volunteers,  430 
Army  (IndU)— Mr.  F.  0.  C.  Shaw,  Case  of. 

1631 
Compensation  for  Disturbance  (Ireland),  543  ; 

Comm.  1952 
Customs  Department— Compnliory  Retirement, 

1630 

I 
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(INDEX) 
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SvLLrriH*  Mr.  A.  M.    ciirt. 
IimBb — PaniBhneDt  of  Flogging,  961,  1S46 
Ireland —  MtsoeUmneoos  ^^t^ions 

Distress — Famine  Fever  in  Mayo,  441 ; — 

Saaitarf  Works  a*  Moate,  900 
Edacalion— Remission  of  Result  Fees,  1703 
Evictions,  1010,  1011 
Poor  Law — Workboose  Chaplains,  431 
Meteorological  Department— Weather  Forecast, 

707, 1110.  1120 
Mr.  Bradlaugh.  Res.  514,  603,  617 
Navy  Estimates— Dockyards  and  Naval  Yards 

at  Home  and  Abroad,  1054, 1055 
ParUamenlary  AiimMition,  Eea.  1306 ;  Amandt. 

1347 
ParUaaentary  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangb),  658 
Rathmines  and  Rathgar  Township  Watar,  3R. 

1115 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland),  2R.  805. 1365 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment. Comm.  314,  315 ;  el.  S,  1530, 1530 ; 
cl.  4,  1541 ;  el.  5,  Amendt.  1543 

SuLLiYAN,  Mr.  T.  D.,   Wsitm^^k 
Relief  of  Distvess  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  300 

SUPPLY 
Considered  in  Committee  Jmme  35,  934^Civil 

SimvioM  um  Ravsana  DaPAanaars,  Vora 

OR  AocouHT,  £1.843,500— (Then  the  several 

Servioes  are  set  forth) 
Reeolotions  reported  June  38, 1080  ;  after  short 

debate,  Resohitions  agreed  to 
Considered  in  Committee  June  88,  975— Navt 

EsTDUTBs,  Votes  1  to  11 ;— £671,367,  Half 

Pay,  Reserved,  and  Retired  Pay  to  Offleera 

of  the  Navy  and  Marines 
Resolutions  reported  June  39 

Sykan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  I4w%0riek  Co. 

Fixity  of  Tenure  (Ireland),  2R.  1305 

Mr.  Bradlangb,  Res;  607 

Belief  oi  Distress  (IreUnd)  Aet  (1880)  Ajnend- 
ment,  Comm.  eL  3,  1450,  1465  ;  Amendt. 
1466,  1488:  Amendt.  1534,  1535;  el.  3, 
1534,  1537 ;  odd.  el.  1577,  1590, 1593 

Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland),  3R.  1836 

Taxes  ILmagemfint  BQl 

{Lord  I^^deriek  CMwendisk,  Mr.  John  Moitiu) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  /«•«  33  [BiU  343] 

Read  3*,  after  short  debate  Jum$  38,  1081 

Committee*:  Report/M<y5 

Read  3**  *  Julf  7 
<.  Readl**(JEari<;rafiv»Q<)/N^8   (No.  138) 

Tatlor,  Mp.  p.  a.,  L$iemUr  B: 

Boroo^  Boundariea,  1900 
Priaons  Act,  1865— Plank  Bed,  1751 

IH0MP60V,  Mr.  T.  C,  DmJkMm 
India— Pnaiihmft  of  Fleggiag,  960 
Wild  Birda  Pioleotion  Law  lmsadwint,Coim. 
d.  3,  Amendt  1991, 1993 

Thornhiul,  Mr.  T.,  S^U:,  W. 
Army— Surgeon    Majors   of    the    HowshoM 
Cavalry,  1133 


Tipperarj  Boronc^  BID 

{Mr.  Moore,  Mr.  F.  J.  Smfik) 
e.  Ordered;  read  1«*/nm35  [BQ1349] 


Tottenham,  Mr.  A.  L., 

Compensation  for  Disturbance  (belaad).  3R. 
Motion  for  A<youmment,  891,  1135,  1160. 
1931 

Distress  (Ireland),  395 

Ireland,  SUte  of—Agrarian  Crime,  1959 

Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Aet  (1886)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  el.  3, 1450,  1453 

Town  Councils  (Aldermen)  BiH 

(Mr.  Jamety  Lord  JteiMy,  Jfr.  IHlktfm) 
c  Moved,  '*That   the    Bill   be  now  read  f" 
June  16,115 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  "  now,**  and  add  "« vpon 
this  day  three  months"  (Mir.  Gouriey) : 
Q^iestion  proposed,  "  That  <  now '  Ac.;"  after 
debate, QueeUon put :  A.  134.11.48:  11.86 
(D.  L.  34) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to:  BUI  read  9* 

[BiU  133] 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  (Ho.  1) 

'  BUI        [Mr.  Aehle^,  Mr.  CkmmieHmm) 
e.  Report  •  June  39  [BiH  179] 

Report*  Julyt 
Cenddered*/«%7 

Tramways  Orders  ConflrmatioB  Qlo.  S) 

Bill        {Mr.  Aehle^,  Mr.  Chmnherhm) 
e.  Report*  Jums  39  [BiU  174J 

Report*  Jufyt 
Conaiderwl*  Jmht 

Treaty  of  Perlin 
MacBLLAVsoos  Qusanon 
Albania  and  MonUne^ro,  Qaestioii,  Mr.   La- 

boochere :  Answer,  Sir  Gharlea  W.  Dilka 

June  31,  436 
ArtieU  i^^Ewrepean   Conferenee,  (^ueattoa, 

Mr.  A.  BaUbur :  Answer,  Sir  Ckuim  W. 

Dilke  June  15,  73 
Artielee  /X.,  XXXUl.,  XLU^TU  OOmmmm 

DOl,  Qneation,  Sir  H.  DmaBnoad   Wolff; 

Answer,  Sir  (^karles  W.  DUke  Jwm  31.  435 
ExecuJtUm  of  the  Artielee,  (^aeetioDs,  Mr.  Aak- 

mead-Bartlett,    Mr.  J.   Cowea :    Aaawwa, 

Mr.  Gladstone  June    18,    397:    Qasetioa. 

Lord  John  Manners;  Answer,  Mr.  Gladatooa 

/mm  33, 538 
Soman    CathoHee   in   Montenem^  Qneatiew, 

O>looel  Colthurst :  Answer,  Sir  Oharioa  W. 

DUke  June  34,  710 
The  BerUn  Conference  —  Twrkoff,  Qaeation, 

Sir  H.  Dnunmoad  Wolff;    Answer,    Mr. 

GladatOM  Jutf  8, 1907 
TU  KmelermR^umdiem  Cisianssiia,  Qneatinn, 

Sir  WUfrid  Lawsoa :   Answer,  Sir  Charles 

W.  DUke  Jum  93, 541 
TU  Greek  F^renHer,  Qneetions,  Mr.  Arthvr 

Arnold,  Mr.  Boorfca,  Mr.  ftliJerasii  CoOoa, 

Lord  John  Manners ;  Answete,  Sir  Charles 

W.  DUke  Julf  1, 1354 
Turi^  nmd  Oreeeo^Beet^/keaion  ef  me 


;  Mr.  Gla4. 
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UNI       WAT 


TBEVELYAir,  Mr.  G.  0.,  Mawiek,  ire. 

Amy  (Higber  Rankt),  Rei.  ITSi,  181) 
Army  (lD<Ua)— Ooloaels'  Allowances,  908 

Turkey  and  Greece — Military  Foreee 

(^aettioD,  Mr.  Otway;   Answer,  Sir  Cbariea 
W.  DUke  June  H,  716 

TUBKEY 
MnOSLLAMIOUS  QuBSTioire 

Finance — IntemaHonal  ComimUiion  at  Con' 

ttanimople,  Qneetion,    Sir   H.    Drammond 

Wolff :  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilka  July  5, 

1636 
The  Danube  and  Black  Sea  Railway  Company, 

Question,  Mr.  Metier ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles 

W.  Dilke  June  17,  177 
Th$   IdeniHe   Note^Mr,    Ootehen*t  JfUium, 

<^aestion,  Mr.  Bonrke ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles 

W.  Dilke  JiUy  5, 1696 
The  Turkish  Parliament,  Qaestion,  Sir  Bald- 

wyn   Leighton;    Answer,    Mr.    Gladstone 

June  n,  405 


Tu/rkey-^The  Ottoman  AeeembUee—JJie 
Inefructumi  to  Mr.  Ooecken 
MoTod,  **  That  an  hnmble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty  for  Copy  of  the  Instmotions 
to  Mr.  G^schen  "  (The  Lord  Stratkeden and 
CampbeU)  June  17, 166 ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 


Turnpike  Acts  Contmnance  Bill 

{Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Dodton) 
c.  Ordered  ;  read  !<*  •  July  7  [BiU  360] 

Tti-kb,  Sir  H.  W.,  Earwkh 

Africa,  Sonth— Cape  Colony  —  Admission  to 

Cetewayo,  422 
Mr.  Bradlanf h,  Res.  691 

Vnion  Assemnent  Committee  (Single 
Pariihe8)BiU 

{^Mr.  Mibbert,  Mr.  Ihdson) 

e.  Read  2^  •  June  18  [BiU  212] 

Committee*;  Report /uim  24 

Read  8*  *  Jum  25 
L  Read  1**  (  VUeouni  EnfiM)  June  28  (No.  104) 

Read  2**  July  6, 1781 

Committee*:  Report /u^ 8 


Vniyereities   and  College  Eitatee  Act 
Amendment  Bill  [k^] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

L  Presented ;  read  1*  *  June  21  (No.  02) 

Read  2»* /mm  24 

Committee*  June  28 

Report* /MM  29 

Read  2^*  July  9 
e.  Read  V  (Secretary  Sir  WiUiem  Hareouri) 
Julyl  [BiU  867] 


UniYorflities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge 
(Limited  Tennres)  BiU  [«.i-] 

(The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I.  Presented ;  read  1»  •  June  21  (No.  91) 

Read2**/tfti0  24 

Committee*  June  28 

Report  *  June  29 

Read  8*  *  July  2 
e.  Read  1«*  (Secretary  Sir  WHUam  HareouH) 
July  7  [BiU  266] 

Vaccination  Acti  Amendment  Bill 

(Mr.  Dodoon,  Mr.  Mibbeti) 

e.  Ordered*  June  16 
Read  1»*  June  16  [BiU  222] 

Vbntet,  Lord 
Agriealtnral  Holdinp  (Ireland),  MoHon  for  a 
Retnm,  409 

YsBNEY,  Sir  H.,  Buckingham 
Africa,  Central — AUeged  Ontrages  by  Mission- 
aries, Motion  for  an  Address,  1442 
Army  (Higher  Ranks),  Res.  1808 

Victoria^  Colony  of~~Tke  LegielMme  Ao' 
eembly 
Qnestion,  Mr.  Courtney ;  Answer,  Mr.  Grant 
DoffA^l,  1244 

ViYiAN,  Mr.  H.  Hussej,  Olamoryanehire 
Emi^oyers'  LlabiUty,  Comm.  1777 
Parliamentary  Affirmation,  Res.  1888 

Walpolb,    Bight   Hon.    Spencer    H., 

Cambridge  Uhivereity 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  492 
ParUamentanr  Oath  (Mr.  Bradlangh),  163,  680 

Waetoh,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Bridpori 
British  Bnrmah  Commission,  1898 
Common  Law  Procedure  and  Jndicatnre  Acts 

Amendment,  Comm.  ch  1, 1088, 1084 
Employers'  LiabiUty,  Comm.  1428, 1768 
Intoxicating  Liters  (Licences),  Res.  886 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Res.  467 
Parliament— Tewkesbnry  Writ,  1894 
Relief  of  Distress  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 

ment,  2R.  269 ;  Comm.  tH.  2,  1469 ;  cl.  8, 

1628,  1688  ;  el.  5, 1661 
Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sunday  (Wales), 

2R.  Amendt.  1176 
Sea  Fisheries  (Ireland).  2R.  1866 
Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Ir^and),  67 

Waehinytonf  Dreaty  of,  lS5i^^American 
Fitheriee — I%e  ^M^tune  Bap  Diepute 
Obsenrations,  Sir  Charles  W.  DUke  June  28, 
974 

Watkin,  Sir  E.  W.,  Eythe 
Employers'  LiabUUy,  Comm.  1764, 1766, 1766, 

1786 
MetropoUtan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 

ways  (City  Lines  and  fixttndons),  2R.  46, 

47, 48, 66, 67 
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WxTSKY,  Mr.  J.,  Surrey,  E. 

Coftoms  and  Inland  Rerenue,  3R.  764 

Waitoh,  Mr.  E.,  Coohermouth 
Land  and  Game  Lawi,  416 

Wavknby,  Lord 

Bnrialfl,  Comm.  «2. 6, 35 ;  d.  7,  Amendt.  86 

WATS  AND  MEANS 

Mifosujunous  Qratrioiri 

CutUmi  and  Inland  Bevgnue—The  Wine 
DuHei,  Qnestion,  Mr.  J.  O.  Habbard ;  An- 
•wer,  Mr.  Gladstone  Ju/y  1,  1389 ;  Qaes- 
tion,  Mr.  Bonrke ;  Answer,  Sir  Oharles  W. 
Dilke  July  6,  1635;  Qoestion,  Mr.  Mac 
I?er ;  Answer,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke  July  8, 
1894 

Finance  Aceaunti  —  Analyzed  Aeeountt  of 
Public  Income  and  Expenditure,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  G.  Habbard  ;  Answer,  Lord  Frederick 
Gavendish  My  1, 1358 

Inland  Revenue 

MaUitertf  Liceneee,  Qaestion,  Captain  Aylmer ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  July  5,  1684 

2%e  Jneotae  Tax,  Qaestion,  Mr.  R.  N.  Fowler ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  38, 965 ;  Qnes- 
tion,  Mr.  Northcote ;  Answer,  Lord  Fred- 
erick Carendish  July  3, 1899 

Non-Jntoxicating  Beveragee,  Question,  Baron 
De  Ferridres ;  Answer,  ^Mr.  Gladstone 
June  33,  589 

Jnioxicantif  Qaestion,  Sir  Charles  Reed  ;  An- 
Bwer»  Lord  Frederick  Cafendish  June  38, 
967 

Licenee  Duties,  Question,  Sir  Herrej  Bruce ; 
Answer,  Mr.  Gladstone  June  31,  443 

The  Beer  Duty,  Question,  Mr.  Storer ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  Gladstone  June  34,  718 


JTA  TS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  June  18 

Resolved,  That,  towards  making  good  the 
Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  ser- 
Tice  of  the  year  ending  on  the  81st  day  of 
March  1881,  the  sum  of  £4,935,830  be 
granted  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom 

Resolution  reported  June  31 

[See  title  Consolidated  Fund  {No,  l)BiU] 

The  Resolutions^Stoeks  of  Duty-paid  Wines, 
Question,  Mr.  M.  Brooks;  Answer,  Mr. 
Gladstone  June  15,  64 

WBPDBBBUSNy  Sir  D.,  Haddingtofi  Burghs 
Afrioa,    South — Cape   Colony— ^Admission   to 

Oetewayo,  433 
Wild  Birds  Protection  Law  Amendment,  Comm. 

536 

Weights  and    Measures    Act — Standard 
WeigMs 
Qnettiott,  Mr.  H.  Fowler  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cham- 
berlain June2\,  420 


WHiTBBSADy  Mr.  8.,  Bedford 
Election  Petitions— Reports  of  Election  Ju^gom^ 

843 
Mr.  Bradlangh,  Rm.  468 

Whitwzll,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 
Nafy  Estimates — Scientific  Branch,  1029 

WiooiK,  Mr.  H.,  Staffordshire^  JS. 
Employers'  Liability,  Comm.  1783 

Wild  Birds  ProtectioiL  Law  Amendment 

Bill        (Mr,  DiUwyn,  Sir  John  Lubbock, 

Mr,  James  Howard) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Mo?ed,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair"  June  21, 
533 ;  after  short  debate.  Question  pat,  and 
agreed  to  ;  Committee— b.p.        [Bill  911] 
Committee* — e.p.  June  34 
Committee  •  ;  Report  July  1  [BlU  263] 

Committee*  (on  re-comm.) — vjf,  July  1 
Committee  (on  r^-eomm.);    Report    July   8, 
1991 

WiLLiAHS,  Colonel  0.,  Great  Marlow 
Army — Non-Oommissioned  OfBoers,  1639 

Wn.T.TAMflON,  Mr.  S.,  St.  Andrews,  8fc. 
Customs  and  Inland  Reyenae,  3R.  769 
Town  Councils  (Aldermen),  3R.  138 

WiLMOT,  Sir  J.  E.,  Warwickshire,  S. 
Criminal  Law— The  Rer.  James  Merest,  1369 
Local  Inoairies  (Ireland),  3R.  679 
Taylor,  Mr.,  Case  of,  707 

Wilson,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kingston-u^an-EuU 

Army  (Anziliary  Forces)— The  Fourth  East 
York  Artillery  Volunteers,  480, 548 

WoroHBSTEB,  Bishop  of 
Burials,  Comm.  cl.  6,  Amendt.  84 

WnrHABLEiGHy  Lord 

Elementary  Education — New    Code,    1880— 

The  Fourth  Schedule,  1745 
Endowed    Schools    Act — Kirkham   Gnunmtr 

School,  1788 


Wolff,  Sir  H.  D.,  Portsmouth 
Argentine  Republic — Detention  of  British  Ves- 
sels in  the  RiTcr  Plate,  188 
Compensation  for  Disturbanoe  (Ireland),  Leare, 

894 
Mr.  Bradlaugh,  Res.  611 
Nary  Estimates— Ualf-Pay,  Reserred  Ptj,  Ac 
to  Officers  of  Nary  and  Marines,  1079 
Marine  Difisions,  1063,  1064 
Medical    Establishments    at    Home   ao4 

Abroad,  1060 
New  Works,  Buildings,  Ac.  1068, 1074 
Scientific  Branch.  983,  996,  1000 
Parliamentary    Affirmation — Mr.    BradUvgb, 
Notice  of  Res.  974 ;  Res.  1817 
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'WwrWf  Sir  H.  D.-^eent. 

Poor   Law  —  Imane   Penont  •»  Portimoath 
Union,  955 

Relief  of  Distreu  (Ireland)  Act  (1880)  Amend- 
ment, Gomm.  el,  3, 1504 

Supply — CiTil  Serrioes  and  Reyenue  Depart- 
ments, 928,  929,  930 
Comm.  922 

Treaty   of  Berlin— Articlee    IX.,    XXXIIL, 
XLII.— The  Ottoman  Debt,  425 
Berlin  Conferanoe— Tarliey,  1907 

Turkey  (Finanoe) — International  Ck>mmis8ion 
at  Constantinople,  1636 

Znln  Waiv-Batta  or  Extra  Pay,  963 

Wthdham,  Hon.  P.  S.,  Cumberkmdf  W. 

Parliamentary  Oathi  Act,  1866 — Afflrmation, 
065 


To&Ky  Arohbiahop  of 

Burials,  Comm.  d.  I,  1  \  Amendt.  11,  28 ; 
el.  6,  85  ;  el  11,  38,  39 ;  3R.  682 


ToBKE,  Mr.  J.  B.y  Gloueeitershiref  E. 

Election  Petitions,  Reports  of  Election  Judges, 
843 

ETCsbam  Borougb  Writ,  Amendt.  203,  968, 
1396, 1637 

Gloucester  Election  Petition  (Judges'  Report)* 
725,  727;  Motion  for  a  Select  Committee, 
947,  948 

Main  Roads,  Maintenanoe  of,  1816 

Parliament-^Tewkesbury  Writ,  1387,  1390, 
1392, 1393 

Parliamentary  Elections  Act,  1868  — New 
Writs,  Res.  77, 78,  79 


ERRATUM. 

The  tenttiiet  towarda  tbe  bottom  of  Page  850—"  Very  wobably  words  will  bo  quoted  from  speeohw 
of  my  rigbt  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  separating  the  ftct  from  tbo  Action,"  ikoiM  r$ad^ 
•*  Vwj  probably  words  will  be  quoted  fivm  speeches  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
separatuig  tbe  past  from  the  future." 


END  OF  YOLTTHE    OOTiTn.,    AND   SEOOND  YOLXTME 

OF   SEOOND  SESSION   1880. 


MMDOir :  OOBnUVS  VUOK,  22,  PAXmurOtZlR  B0W|  X.0. 
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